
BIRMINGHAM CITY COMMISSION AGENDA 
NOVEMBER 19, 2018 

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

I. CALL TO ORDER AND PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 
Patty Bordman, Mayor 

II. ROLL CALL
J. Cherilynn Mynsberge, City Clerk 

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

Announcements: 
• City Offices will be closed on Thursday and Friday, November 22nd and 23rd, for the

Thanksgiving holiday. 
• Winter Markt will be in Shain Park from November 30th through December 2nd. The

park will be illuminated with booths featuring traditional holiday crafts and 
decorations, art from local artisans, home décor and live entertainment. The Santa 
House will be open for visits from children and patrons can enjoy free horse-drawn 
carriage rides. For more information: AllinBirmingham.com 

Appointments: 
A. Interviews for the Historic District Commission 

1. Connae Pisani
2. Corinne Barringer
3. Thomas Killion
4. Patricia A. Lang
5. Gigi Debbrecht

B. Appointments to the Historic District Commission 
1. To appoint _______ to the Historic District Commission, as a regular member, for

the remainder of a three-year term to expire September 25, 2021. 
2. To appoint _______ to the Historic District Commission, as a regular member, for

the remainder of a three-year term to expire September 25, 2021. 

C. Administration of Oath of Office to Appointees 

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. Resolution approving the City Commission meeting minutes of November 12, 2018. 

B. Resolution approving the warrant list, including Automated Clearing House payments, 
dated November 14, 2018 in the amount of $1,525,644.96. 



C. Resolution approving the purchase of one (1) new Terex XTPRO 56 from Terex Utilities, 
Inc. through the Sourcewell cooperative purchasing agreement #012418-TER in the 
amount of $179,830 from account #641-441.006.971.0100. 

D. Resolution approving the purchase of one (1) John Deere XUV 835M Utility Vehicle from 
Bader and Sons Co. through the State of Michigan MiDeal cooperative purchasing 
contract #071B7700085 in the amount of $22,867.26 from account #641-
441.006.971.0100. 

E. Resolution approving the purchase of one (1) Curbtender “Pup” 6-yard refuse compactor 
and Isuzu NPR chassis from Bell Equipment Company through the HGAC cooperative 
purchasing contract #RH08-18 in the amount of $99,632 from account #641-
441.006.971.0100. 

F. Resolution approving the Amendment to the Tennis Facility Lease with the Birmingham 
Racquet Club authorizing a ten (10) year extension to the lease, ending September 30, 
2033, in consideration of the Lessee making long-term improvements and maintenance 
of the tennis facility according to Attachment A.  Further, authorizing the Mayor and 
Clerk to sign the agreement upon receipt of the required insurance. 

G. Resolution approving the purchase and planting of ninety-eight (98) trees from KLM 
Landscape for the 2018 Woodward Tree Planting Project with cost share from MDOT in 
the amount of $10,000 and Bloomfield Township in the amount of $11,770 toward the 
total project cost not to exceed $28,815.00.  Funds are available from the Major Streets 
Fund-Forestry Service Contract account #202-449.005-819.0000 in the amount of 
$14,407.50 and the Major Streets Fund-Operating Supplies account #202-449.005-
729.0000 in the amount of $14,407.50 for these services, to be reimbursed accordingly 
from the other jurisdictions.  Further, authorizing the Mayor and City Clerk to sign the 
agreement on behalf of the City upon receipt of all required insurances. 

H. Resolution approving the closure of Merrill Street on Sunday, December 16, 2018 to 
install the Merrill Street Holiday lighting. 

I. Resolution authorizing the mayor to sign the 2018 Program Year Community 
Development Block Grant (CDBG) Subrecipient Agreement on behalf of the City and 
approving the appropriations and amendment to the 2018-2019 CDBG Fund Budget. 

 V. UNFINISHED BUSINESS 

VI. NEW BUSINESS
A. SUGGESTED RESOLUTION A: 

Resolution directing staff to install new concrete pavement on the following 
streets, in accordance with the City’s Residential Street Width Policy: 
A. Raynale St. between N. Glenhurst Dr. and Chesterfield Ave. at twenty-six 

(26) feet wide. 
B. Brookwood St. between N. Glenhurst Dr. and Raynale at twenty-four (24) 

feet wide (matching existing). 
C. N. Glenhurst Dr. between Oak Ave. and Raynale St. at twenty-six (26) 

feet wide. 
D. Kenwood Ct. from N. Glenhurst Dr. to approximately 250 feet east at 

twenty-four (24) feet matching the existing and asphalt resurfacing the 
remaining newer portion of Kenwood Ct. 

OR 
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SUGGESTED RESOLUTION B: 
Resolution directing staff to install new concrete pavement on the following 
streets, in accordance with the recommendation of the Multi-Modal 
Transportation Board: 
A. Raynale St. between N. Glenhurst Dr. and Chesterfield Ave. at thirty-two 

(32) feet wide. 
B. Brookwood St. between N. Glenhurst Dr. and Raynale at twenty-four (24) 

feet wide (matching existing). 
C. N. Glenhurst Dr. between Oak Ave. and Raynale St. at thirty-two (32) 

feet wide. 
D. Kenwood Ct. from N. Glenhurst Dr. to approximately 250 feet east at 

twenty-four (24) feet matching the existing and asphalt resurfacing the 
remaining newer portion of Kenwood Ct. 

OR 

SUGGESTED RESOLUTION C: 
Resolution directing staff to install new concrete pavement on the following 
streets, in accordance with the City's Residential Street Width Policy as follows: 
A. Raynale St. between N. Glenhurst Dr. and Chesterfield Ave. at ______ 

feet wide. 
B. Brookwood St. between N. Glenhurst Dr. and Raynale at twenty-four (24) 

feet wide (matching existing). 
C. N. Glenhurst Dr. between Oak Ave. and Raynale St. at ______ feet wide. 
D. Kenwood Ct. from N. Glenhurst Dr. to approximately 250 feet east at 

twenty-four (24) feet matching the existing and asphalt resurfacing the 
remaining newer portion of Kenwood Ct. 

OR 

SUGGESTED RESOLUTION D: 
Resolution directing staff to install new concrete pavement on the following 
streets, in accordance with the proposal described in Appendix A: 
A. Raynale St. between N. Glenhurst Dr. and Chesterfield Ave. at ______ 

feet wide, while providing 4 ft. wide bumpouts at the intersections of N. 
Glenhurst Dr. & Brookwood Lane, and the west leg of the Chesterfield 
Ave. intersection. 

B. Brookwood St. between N. Glenhurst Dr. and Raynale at twenty-four (24) 
feet wide (matching existing). 

C. N. Glenhurst Dr. between Oak Ave. and Raynale St. at ______ feet wide. 
D. Kenwood Ct. from N. Glenhurst Dr. to approximately 250 feet east at 

twenty-four (24) feet matching the existing and asphalt resurfacing the 
remaining newer portion of Kenwood Ct. 

B. Public Hearing to consider an amendment to Article 3, Section 3.08(E) of the Zoning 
Ordinance, Additional Building Height, to increase the amount of the one-time payment-
in-lieu of parking fee option in the Triangle Overlay District. 

1. Resolution approving an amendment to Article 3, Section 3.08(E) of the
Zoning Ordinance, Additional Building Height, to increase the amount of
the one-time payment-in-lieu of parking fee option in the Triangle
Overlay District.
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C. Resolution directing staff to proceed to final design for the Maple Rd. Reconstruction 
Project from Southfield Rd. to Woodward Ave., intended for construction in 2020, 
featuring the seven recommended design elements. 

VII. REMOVED FROM CONSENT AGENDA

VIII. COMMUNICATIONS

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

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

XI. ADJOURN

INFORMATION ONLY

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

4 November 19, 2018 
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NOTICE OF INTENTION TO APPOINT TO 
HISTORIC DISTRICT COMMISSION 

At the regular meeting of Monday, November 19, 2018 the Birmingham City Commission 
intends to appoint two regular members to the Historic District Commission to serve the 
remainder of three-year terms to expire September 25, 2021.  

Interested parties may submit an application available from the City Clerk's Office on or 
before noon on Wednesday, November 14, 2018.  Applications will appear in the public 
agenda at which time the commission will discuss recommendations, and may make 
nominations and vote on appointments. 

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

Applicant(s) Presented for City Commission Consideration: 

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

SUGGESTED ACTION: 
To appoint _________________, to the Historic District Commission as a regular member to 
serve the remainder of a three-year term to expire September 25, 2021. 

To appoint _________________, to the Historic District Commission as a regular member to 
serve the remainder of a three-year term to expire September 25, 2021. 

Applicant Name Criteria/Qualifications 
 A majority of the members shall have a clearly

demonstrated interest in or knowledge of historic
preservation.

 Must be a resident

Connae Pisani 

Corinne Barringer 
1667 Graefield 

Resident 

Thomas W. Killion 
286 Abbey Road 

Resident 

Patricia A. Lang 
1023 Floyd St. 

Resident 

Gigi Debbrecht 
564 Frank St. 

Resident 

Gregg Laviolette 
1323 Ruffner Ave. 

Resident 
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HISTORIC DISTRICT COMMISSION
Ordinance #1880 
 
Terms:  3 years 
Members: A majority of the members shall have a clearly demonstrated interest in or knowledge of historic
preservation.  Two members shall be appointed from a list submitted by duly organized local historic
preservation organizations.  If available, one member shall be an architect who has two years of architectural
experience or who is duly registered in the State of Michigan.   
 
Duties: The function and duty of the Historic District Commission is to advise the City Commission with respect 
to the proper development of the city with primary emphasis upon the city’s established historic districts, sites, 
properties and historic resources.   The Commission is also authorized to recommend for the guidance of the
City Commission amendments to the City Code relating to the control and development of lands within historic 
districts.   
 

Last Name First Name

Home Address

Home
Business 
E-Mail Appointed Term Expires

Burley Doug

384 Puritan

(248) 761-9905

doug.burley@outlook.com

8/14/2017 9/25/2020

Deyer Keith

1283 Buckingham

(248) 642-6390

kwdeyer@comcast.net

9/25/2006 9/25/2020

Donati Grace

835 Westchester Way

(248) 633-5033

grace.donati@gmail.com

Student Representative
2/26/2018 12/31/2018

Dukas Natalia

1352 Suffield

(248) 885-8535

nataliadukas@yahoo.com

9/9/2013 9/25/2019

Filthaut Kevin

1158 Webster Ave.

(248) 761-0009

kfilthau@umich.edu

Alternate
2/12/2018 9/25/2019

Monday, October 15, 2018 Page 1 of 2



Last Name First Name

Home Address

Home
Business 
E-Mail Appointed Term Expires

Fuller Dulce

255 Pierce

(248) 245-4000

d@woodwardandmaple.com

Alternate
10/27/2016 9/25/2019

Henke John

724 South Bates

(248) 789-1640

jwhenke@aol.com

historical preservation organization 
member

9/25/2006 9/25/2021

VACANT 9/25/2021

VACANT 9/25/2021

Wells Ava

1844 W. Lincoln

(704) 699-1192

avawells@gmail.com

Student Representative
2/28/2018 12/31/2018

Willoughby Michael

667 Greenwood

(248) 760-8903

mwilloughby@mwa-architects.com

architect
3/22/2010 9/25/2019

Monday, October 15, 2018 Page 2 of 2

Thomas Trapnell resined 8/15/2018. Position currently posted until filled.

Adam Charles resigned 10/8/2018. Position currently posted to be filled 11/19/2018.

cmynsberge
Rectangle
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OFFICE USE ONLY 
Meets Requirements?   Yes   No   

Will Attend / Unable to Attend 

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 __Historic__District____Commission_______________________________________ 

Specific Category/Vacancy on Board ____Regular Member________________________ 

Name __Corinne Barringer______________________________ Phone _________248.561.9520_______

Residential Address _1667 Graefield Rd. Email _info@barringerconsutants.com_ 

Residential City, Zip __Birmingham, MI 48009_ Length of Residence ___14+ years

Business Address ______same_ Occupation Speech Pathologist_ 

Business City, Zip ___Same

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

thoroughly enjoyed my role at Wayne State University Anthropology Museum identifying, marking and cataloging 

artifacts, going on archeological digs, researching land plats and genealogy of the Detroit area, and conducting tours of 

the museum. This experience in anthropology has provided me with a great appreciation of local history and how 

important it is to record, save documents, materials and important historical sites for the enrichment of current residents 

and future generations. Teaching and working with various social, cultural and generational populations provided a 

valuable and unique perspective and one that I can bring to the commission to help further historic preservation.      

List your related employment experience ___Speech Therapy in geriatric/hospital settings; private client 

coaching/corporate speech training for professionals; teaching/guest lecturer college/university level; course/training 

development.

List your related community activities __Worked with Commemorative Air Force (Ohio) to organize their collection of 

vintage aviation materials and military aircraft. Worked with Troy Historical Museum to research provenance of signage 

from Big Beaver Airport. Identified section of land still owned by Anna Main (dec.) Estate (previous owner of airport) and 

not previously identified or claimed. Volunteered with FAA – initiated recording oral histories of WW2 pilots and served on 

Board of Great Lakes International Aviation Conference. Currently volunteering as MI FAA Safety Team Representative.

List your related educational experience- MA in speech language pathology, BA in anthropology/archeology/museum 

studies, 1yr graduate studies in field.

__Graduate Assistant with Wayne State University Anthropology Museum; experience with research, archiving, collections 

management and moving museum; archeology field work.

carft
Oval



To the best of your knowledge, do you or a member of your immediate family have any direct financial or business 

relationships with any supplier, service provider or contractor of the City of Birmingham from which you or they derive 

direct compensation or financial benefit?  If yes, please explain: 

_________NO_____________________________________ 

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

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

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 

cmynsberge@bhamgov.org or by fax to 248.530.1080.  
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11/19/2018 City of Birmingham MI Mail - Historic Commission position

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/1?ik=f4778d660e&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1617571702210188035&simpl=msg-f%3A1617571702210188035

Cherilynn Mynsberge <cmynsberge@bhamgov.org>

Historic Commission position 

Thomas Killion <thomas.killion@wayne.edu> Mon, Nov 19, 2018 at 9:09 AM
To: Cherilynn Mynsberge <cmynsberge@bhamgov.org>

Dear Ms. Mynsberge, sorry for the delay.  I don't think the meeting tonight will work for me.  I have
surgery in Ann Arbor tomorrow that will take me out of the loop for a couple of weeks and prep for
that begins later this afternoon.  
 
I hope the City Commission can keep my candidacy for the volunteer position on the Historic
District Commission open but I also understand if that the process must move on regardless.
 Realistically I probably would not be available for an interview until after the Christmas holiday.  
 
Please let the Commissioners know that I'm still interested in volunteer service on the Historic
District Commission and willing to talk more at a future date should they desire to do so.  I've
attached a shorter version of the CV with my most recent Michigan historic archaeology and
historic preservation work highlighted.  The earlier work, especially in Corktown is documented in
the more detailed CV I already sent you.  Thank you so much for your consideration and good
luck with the search, best, Tom Killion 
 
 
Sent from my iPhone
[Quoted text hidden]
 

TWK Abbreviated CV OCT 9 2018.docx 
209K
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Thomas W. Killion, Ph.D. (Thomas.Killion@Wayne.edu)
286 Abbey Street, Birmingham, MI 48009
Thomas.Killion@Wayne.edu
248-318-0180 (cell)

Abbreviated CV: 2013-2018 
(Michigan employment, research and historic preservation activity highlighted)

Employment/Education

Associate Professor, Department of Anthropology, Wayne State University (2001-present)
Repatriation Office, National Museum of Natural History, Smithsonian Institution (1991-2000)
University of New Mexico Ph.D. Anthropology 1987
University of Connecticut MA Anthropology 1980
University of Connecticut BA Anthropology 1977

Recent Research Awards

Summer 2018/Summer 2019 Wayne State/OVPR A&H funds awarded for Questioning 
Abandonment: Historical Ethnoarchaeology in Alpuente, Los Serranos, Valencia, Spain, with Dr. 
Joan Segi, Museum of Valencia. For 2018-2019 ($35,000)

Summer 2018/Summer 2019 Questioning Abandonment: Historical Ethnoarchaeology in 
Alpuente, Los Serranos, Valencia, Spain, with Dr. JoanSegi, Museum of Valencia. Summer 
June/July 2018 (transportation, housing and meals in Valencia for US team [3 persons]; provided 
by Valencia Museum of Ethnology; estimated at $14,000).

LOI to OVPR for Valencia A&H research competition, invited to submit.

Summer 2017 Valencia Landscape Archaeological Research; proposal development (Targets: 
Government of Valencia, European Union, NSF, NGS) and travel/field reconnaissance to Valencia 
Spain (collaborating with Dr. Joan Sequi, Museum of Ethnology); proposing 3 year ethno-
archaeological survey, Fall 2016/Winter and Summer 2017 (Summer 2017 reconnaissance in 
Valencia (transportation, housing, and meals) funded by the Museum of Ethnology,Valencia; 
airfare to Spain covered by the Department of Anthropology, Wayne State University).

Winter/Summer 2017) Archival Research for the River Raisin National Battlefield Park, National 
Park Service Superintendent’s Office, Monroe, MI $4000 grant for research/technical report on 
Fort Wayne and the SpringwellsDistrict, Detroit in the War of 1812; funding for WSU 
Undergraduate and Graduate Research Assistants (Kat Slocum, Terri Renaud).

Fall 2015 GPR and EM Survey of the Parade Ground at Historic Fort Wayne,conducted October 
20-23, with Thomas Urban (Cornell University) and (James Conway, City of Detroit/Detroit 
Historical Museum), $5000 provided by ananonymous donor through the Historic Fort Wayne 
Coalition, research ongoing.

Summer 2015 Exploratory Research with personnel in the Office of the City Historian, Santiago de 
Cuba and the University of Havana Anthropology Museum, June/July, funded by Study Abroad 
Program and CLAS Dean’s Office, Wayne State University, $4000



Summer Stipend Recipient, Dumbarton Oaks Pre-Columbian Studies Program, ($3000) 
Washington D.C., July-August 2015  Veracruz, Mexico: archaeological reconnaissance, WSU 
CLAS Dean’s Office ($2700) June and July 2014

Wayne State University, College of Liberal Arts and Sciences Teaching Award, 2013
Humanities Center Grant, Summer Salary and Travel Grant, writing in Detroit, archival/field 
research in Washington DC and Sonora, Mexico ($4000) 2011

State of Michigan Governor’s Award for Historic Preservation (with community partner, Greater 
Corktown Development Corporation) 2009

Recent Publications

2018 “Of Cabbages and Kings: Gulf Olmec Subsistence Strategies” for the Oxford Encyclopedia 
of Archaeology, Oxford University Press, Oxford, England (in press Oct 2018)

2017 “Prólogo y Introducción al Volumen” En La Arqueología Contemporánea de la
Costa del Golfo. Editado por Lourdes Budar y Marcie Venter, Univerdidad Veracruzana,
Jalapa, Mexico (volume published, June, 2017)

2017  Ground Penetrating Radar and Electromagnetic Survey of Parade Ground. Historic Fort 
Wayne, report prepared for Historic Fort Wayne Coalition and City of Detroit Park and 
Recreation Department, (accepted the Journal of Field Archaeology May 2018)

2013 “Non Agricultural Cultivation and Social Complexity: The Olmec, Their Ancestors, and 
Mexico’s Southern Gulf Coast Lowlands”  Current Anthropology  Volume 54, Number 5 pp. 1-39.

2012 Review of Bridging the Divide: Indigenous Communities and Archaeology, edited by 
Caroline Phillips and Harry Allen, Journal of Anthropological Research Volume, Pages 

2008  Opening Archeology: Repatriation’s Impact on Method and Theory, editor (plus 2 chapters), 
School of American Research Press, Santa Fe, New Mexico.

2008  “Social, political and economic factors in Classic Period Settlement ACE 750-900, 
Veracruz, Mexico,” with Javier Urcid In The Dumbarton Oaks Conference on the Archaeology of 
Veracruz, edited by Chritopher Pool and Plillip Arnold, Dumbarton Oaks, Washington DC. pp. 
259-291.

2008  “Cultivating, Farming, and Food Containers: Reflections on Formative Subsistence and 
Intensification in the Southern Gulf Coast Lowlands” Journal of Anthropological Research, Volume 
64, no.3, pp. 367-381.

Papers Presented
2017  Workshop presentation with K. Slocum and T. Renauld “Springwells, Historic Fort Wayne 
and the War of 1812,” on an NPS-funded research project for the NPS Workshop for Michigan 
Educators and Tribal Representatives on the War of 1812, hosted by the River Raisin National 
Battlefield Park, Monroe Michigan July 24 and 25, Historic Fort Wayne, Detroit.



2017  “Native American Repatriation in the United States and Internationally” An Informal 
Presentation to Staff of the Valencia Museum of Ethnography, May 29, Valencia, Spain 

2017  “Opening Remarks for the Annual Meeting of the Midwest Conference on Mesoamerican 
Archaeology and Ethnohistory” Conference Organizer, March 10-11, Detroit.

2016  “Preservation and Prospection: Public Archaeology, Geophysics and the Sacred Landscape 
at Historic Fort Wayne, Detroit, Michigan”  Paper for the Michigan Historic Preservation Network 
Conference, Detroit, May 6

2016 Symposium Discussant Incidencia, Articulacion e Innovacion del Conocimiento 
Arqueologico en La Costa del Golfo Mesoamericano: Organizacion, Ideologica, Politica y Ritual, 
organized by Lurdes Budar and Marcie Venter, Orlando, FL April 9

2016 “Long Mound Plaza Ceremonies and Site Formation Processes: a look at artifact surface 
debris distributions” talk given at the Midwest Mesoamericanists Conference, DuPage University, 
Chicago, IL, March 12

2015 Symposium Discussant for NAGPRA at 25: A Focus on Repatriation and Education in 
Anthropology, organized by April Sievert, Invited Symposium at the AAA annual meetings in 
Denver Colorado, November, 2015 

2015 “Ethnographic analogies for the Late Classic Long Plazas of Southern Veracruz: Processions 
and Ritual Circuits” talk given at the Midwest Mesoamericanists Conference, Middle Tennessee 
State University, Murfeesboro, TN, March 14

2014 “Elvis Appearance in Classic Period Veracruz:  Convergence of maize god imagery and late 
20th century pop icon’s tonsure,” talk given at the Midwest Mesoamericanists Conference, DeKalb, 
IL, March 28. 

2013  “Urban Archaeology in Metropolitan Detroit,” presentation to the October Meeting of the 
Archaeological Society of Michigan, River Raisin Chapter, Monroe, Michigan.
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• Visiting Scholar, Dumbarton Oaks Precolumbian Studies Program, 
Washington D.C., December 2011 

• Academic Fellow, Dumbarton Oaks Precolumbian Studies Program, 
Washington D.C., Winter/Summer, 2007 

• NEH Fellow at the John Carter Brown Library Brown University, 1988-
1989 

• Charles Phelps Taft Postdoctoral Fellow and Instructor, Department of 
Anthropology, University of Cincinnati, 1987- 1988 

• National Endowment for the Humanities Fellow at the School of 
American Research, Santa Fe, New Mexico, 1986-1987 

 
FACULTY APPOINTMENTS AT OTHER INSTITUTIONS 

• Adjunct Associate Professor, Department of Anthropology, St. 
Mary’s College of Maryland, 1996-2001 

• Invited Lecturer, Department of Anthropology, George 
Washington University, 1991-1999 

• Lecturer, Department of Anthropology, University of Massachusetts, 
Boston Harbor Campus, 1990 

• Visiting Assistant Professor, Department of Anthropology, Hamilton 
College, 1989 

• Instructor and Taft Postdoctoral Fellow, Department of Anthropology, 
University of Cincinnati, 1987-1988 

• Instructor, Department of Anthropology, University of New Mexico, 
1983-1984 

• Teaching Assistant, Department of Anthropology, University of New 
Mexico, 1981-1982 

• Teaching Assistant, Department of Anthropology, University of 
Connecticut, 1979-1980 
 

PROFESSIONAL SOCIETY MEMBERSHIP(S): 
• American Anthropological Association, since 1985 
• Anthropological Society of Washington, since 1997 
• Faculty Council, (President 2003-2004) College of Liberal Arts and 

Sciences, Wayne State University, 2003-2006; 2010-2013; 2018-present.  
• Faculty Senate, WSU, 2007-2010; 2018-present. 
• Faculty Senate Budget Sub-Committee, 2008-2010 
• Faculty Senate Computing and Infrastructure Sub-Committee, 2007-2008 
• Keepers of the Treasures (US and Alaska Native American organizations), 

1993-1997 
• Pre-Columbian Society of Washington, since 1991 
• Senate of Scientists, Councilor, NMNH, SI, 1995-1997 
• Sigma Xi, since 1987 
• Society for American Archaeology since 1985 
• Society for Applied Anthropology since 2003, Fellow since 2006 
• Society for Historical Archaeology since 2008 
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HONORS/AWARDS: 

• Research funding for ethnoarchaeological field work in Valencia, Spain 
through the Wayne State OVPR (Arts and Humanities Grant 2018-2019) 
$35,000  

• Research funding from the Valencia Museum of Ethnology (Government 
of Valencia): housing, meals and in country transportation while 
conducting fieldwork in the Municipality of Alpuente, Valencia, Spain 
(summer field seasons in 2018 and 2019).  Approx. $14,000 (US)    

• Travel Award, Dept. of Antho. Faculty travel fund, Valencia ($1200) 
June-July 2017 

• Cuba Study Trip, Faculty Associate and Researcher (funded by the Travel 
Abroad Program, $3000), June-July 2015 

• Dumbarton Oaks Summer Fellowship, July-August 2014 ($3000) 
• Dean’s Travel Support (from Chair’s start up) for research in Veracruz, 

Mexico June-July 2014 ($2700)  
• Wayne State University, College of Liberal Arts and Sciences Teaching 

Award, 2012 
• Wayne State University Humanities Center Award 2011-2012 (Summer 

Salary and travel support; $4000) 
• Founded the Anthropology Learning Community with a grant from the 

Dean of Student’s Office at WSU ($9200, Fall 2010-Fall 2011) 
• State of Michigan Governor’s Award for Historic Preservation (as 

Director of the Corktown Archaeology Project at the Worker’s Row 
House); given to the Department of Anthropology and a community 
partner, Greater Corktown Development Corporation), May 2010 

• Honors College Award for the Corktown Archaeology Service Learning 
Program, Summer, 2009 ($2250); summer salary covered by the Honors 
College. 

• Summer Fellow, Dumbarton Oaks Pre-Columbian Studies Program, 
Washington D.C., 2007 ($4000)  

• Academic Semester Fellow, Dumbarton Oaks Precolumbian Studies 
Program, Washington D.C., Winter, 2007 ($13,000 [plus part of 9-month 
salary awarded by Wayne State for administrative leave/recognition]) 

• Seminar Participant and Organizer (Opening Archaeology: Repatriation’s 
Effect on Archaeological Theory and Practice), at the School of American 
Research, Santa Fe, New Mexico, August, 2005 (Travel, room, and 
board). 

• Undergraduate Research Grants, Wayne State University, 2003, 2004, 
2005, 2006(2), 2009, 2010, 2018 (2);  $2500 each. 

• Summer research awards, Wayne State University, 2002, short-term travel 
to Veracruz, 2003, short-term travel to Veracruz, 2004 and 2005 support 
for data analysis of Hueyapan Archaeological Project at Wayne State 
University. 
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• National Science Foundation Grant, Hueyapan Archaeological Survey, 
Hueyapan, Veracruz, Mexico, 1998 and 1999 ($107,000). 

• Department of Anthropology (NMNH, SI) Travel Grant for 
Archaeological Reconnaissance at Laguna de los Cerros, Veracruz, 
Mexico, 1994 

• Travel to Collections Grant, National Endowment for the Humanities, 
included preliminary survey of Laguna de los Cerros, Veracruz, Mexico 
1989, 1990 

• NEH Fellowship at the John Carter Brown Library Brown University, 
1989 

• Charles Phelps Taft Postdoctoral Fellow and Instructor, Department of 
Anthropology, University of Cincinnati, 1987- 1988 

• Recipient of the Sigma Xi Award for Outstanding Dissertation, at the 
University of New Mexico, 1987  

• Recipient of the Ruth B. Kennedy Memorial Lecture Award by the 
Maxwell Museum of Anthropology for Outstanding Dissertation in 
Anthropology at the University of New Mexico, 1987 

• Weatherhead Resident Scholar (NEH funded) School of American 
Research, Santa Fe, New Mexico, 1986-1987 

• Newberry Library Short-Term Research Fellow Newberry Library, 
Chicago, Spring, 1986 

• Tuxtlas Ethnoarchaeology Project, San Andres Tuxtlas, Veracruz, Mexico, 
1985-1986 (NSF Doctoral Dissertation Grant) 

• Research Grants under the Mellon Program Latin American Institute, 
University of New Mexico, 1984-1985 
 

Sabattical/Leave of Absence from Wayne State University 
• Fall semester academic sabbatical August-December, 2011 
• Administrative leave of absence after 6.5 years as Chair (Anthropology) 

January-May, 2007 
• No leave from 2001-2007;  2012-2014 (Chair, 12-month salary) 
• Sabbatical proposed for Fall 2019 

 
I. TEACHING 

A.  Years at Wayne State (oldest to most recent) 
• Fall 2001, 1. Mesoamerican Civilization (ANT 5510/ANT 7620), 2. 

Chair’s release. 
• Winter 2002, 1. Chair’s release, 2. Start up release. 
• Fall 2002, 1. Native Peoples of North America (ANT 3530), 2. Chairs 

release 
• Winter 2003, 1. Introduction to Archaeology (ANT 5270), 2. Chair’s 

release. 
• Fall 2003, 1. Lost Cities and Ancient Civilizations (ANT 3200), 2. 

Chair’s release. 
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• Winter 2004, 1. Mesoamerican Civilization (ANT 5510/ANT 7620), 2. 
Chair’s release. 

• Fall 2004, 1. Lost Cities and Ancient Civilizations (ANT 3200), 2. 
Chair’s release. 

• Winter 2005, 1. Native Peoples of North America (ANT 3530), 2. 
Chair’s release. 

• Fall 2005, 1. Lost Cities and Ancient Civilizations (3200), 2. Chair’s 
release.  

• Winter 2006, 1. Introduction to Archaeology (ANT 5270), 2. Chair’s 
release. 

• Fall 2006, 1. WSU Archaeological Field School (ANT 5280), 2. 
Chair’s release. 

• Winter 2007, Administrative leave 
• Fall 2007, 1. WSU Archaeological Field School (ANT 5280), 2. 

Mesoamerican Civilization (ANT 5270). 
• Winter 2008, 1. Lost Cities and Ancient Civilizations (ANT 3200), 2. 

Introduction to Archaeology (ANT 5270/7620). 
• Summer 2008, 3 sections of ANT 3600 (Archaeological Field 

Methods) for the Honors College (Corktown Archaeology Service 
Learning Experience). 

• Fall 2008, 1. Historical Archaeology (ANT 3600/ANT 6290), 2. 
Native Peoples of North America (ANT 3530/ANT 6290) 

• Winter 2009, 1. Seminar in Cultural Anthropology (Anthropology of 
War, ANT 7630), 2. Release for Undergraduate Advisor assignment 

• Fall 2009, 1. Lost Cities and Ancient Civilization (ANT 3200 large 
class [n=137] edition), 2. Mesoamerican Civilization (ANT 5510) 

• Winter 2010, 1. Archaeological Concepts and Techniques (ANT 
5270/7620), 2. Release for Undergraduate Advisor assignment 

• Spring/Summer 2010, Archaeological Field School for 
Undergraduates and Graduate Students (ANT 3600/6550) 

• Fall 2010, 1. Lost Cities and Ancient Civilization (ANT 3200 medium 
large class [n=65),  2. Native Peoples of North America (ANT 
3530/ANT 6290) 

• Winter 2011, Lost Cities and Ancient Civilization (1st Faculty to teach 
ANT 3200 class for Anthropology Undergraduate degree program at 
Macomb) 2. Release for Undergraduate Advisor assignment 

• Summer 2011 Archaeological Field School for Undergraduates and 
Graduate Students (ANT 3600/6550) 

• Fall 2011 on sabbatical 
• Winter 2012 (appointed Interim Chair) ANT 5720; 1 release as Chair 
• Fall 2012 ANT 3200; 1 release as Chair 
• Winter 2013 ANT 3200; 1 release as Chair 
• Fall 2013 ANT 7000 (Grad Hunter Gatherer Seminar); 1 release as 

Chair 
• Winter 2014 2 releases as Chair 
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• Fall 2014 ANT 3020 Introduction to Archaeology; 1 release as Chair 
• Winter 2015 2 releases as Chair  
• Fall 2015, ANT 3200, Lost Cities and Ancient Civilizations; 1 release 

from original Interim Chair offer from Dean  
• Winter 2016, ANT 5270, Arch. Concepts & Techniques; ANT 5996 

Capstone 
• Fall 2017, ANT 3200, Intro to Arch.; ANT 7620 Seminar in Problems 

and Concepts in Archaeology: Landscape Archaeology 
• Winter 2018, ANT 3200 Lost Cities and Ancient Civilizations; ANT 

3530 Native Americans 
• Fall 2018: on medical leave. 

 
B. Years at Other Colleges/Universities (most recent to oldest) 

• Adjunct Associate Professor, Department of Anthropology, St. Mary’s 
College of Maryland, 1998-2001. 

• Lecturer, Department of Anthropology, University of Massachusetts, 
Boston Harbor Campus, 1990 

• Coordinator, Center for Archaeological Studies, Department of 
Archaeology, Boston University, 1988-1990 

• Visiting Assistant Professor of Anthropology, Department of 
Anthropology, Hamilton College, 1989 

• Instructor and Fellow, Department of Anthropology, University of 
Cincinnati, 1987-1988 

• Instructor Department of Anthropology, University of New Mexico, 
1983 

• Teaching Assistant, Department of Anthropology, University of New 
Mexico, 1981-1982 

• Teaching Assistant, Department of Anthropology, University of 
Connecticut, 1979-1980 
 

Courses Taught (not at Wayne State): 

1. Introduction to Archaeology and Physical Anthropology 
2. Digging Up Our Past (Introduction to Archaeology) 
3. World Prehistory 
4. Maya Civilization 
5. Ancient Mexico and Central America 
6. Ancient Andean World 
7. Comparative Civilizations (Mesoamerica and the Near East) 
8. Cultural Ecology Seminar 
9. Prehistoric Economies (Agricultural Systems and their Origins) 
10. Data Analysis in Archaeology 
11. Research Methods in Anthropology  
12. Archaeological Field Methods (Survey and Excavation 

Techniques) 
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C. Courses Taught at Wayne Sate in Last Six Years 
1. Undergraduate    

• ANT 5510 (Fall 2007) 
• ANT 3530 (Winter 2005, Fall 2008, Fall 2010; Winter 2011) 
• ANT 5270 (Winter 2006, Winter 2008, Winter 2010) 
• ANT 3200 (Fall 2005, Winter 2008, Fall 2009, Fall 2010; Winter 

2011) 
• ANT 5280 (Fall 2006, Fall 2007) 
• ANT 3600 (3 sections, Summer 2008, Fall 2008, 2 sections 

Summer 2010) 
• ANT 6290 (2 sections, Fall 2008; Fall 2010) 
• ANT 5510 (Fall 2001, Winter 2003, Winter 2005, Fall 2009) 
• FALL 2011 (sabbatical) 
• Winter 2012 ANT 5720 
• Fall 2012 ANT 3200 
• Winter 2013 ANT 3200 
• Winter 2014 ANT 3200 
• Fall 2014 ANT 3020 
• Winter 2015 2 releases 
• Fall 2015 ANT 3200; one release 
• Winter 2016 ANT 5270; ANT 5996 
• Fall 2016 ANT 3020; ANT 7009  
• Winter 2017 ANT 3200; ANT 3530 
• Fall 2017  ANT 3200; ANT 3020 
• Winter 2018  ANT 3200; ANT 5510/3600 
• Fall 2018: on medical leave 

 
2. Graduate             

• ANT 7620 (Winter 2006, Winter 2008, Winter 2010) 
• ANT 7992 (Winter 2005) 
• ANT 3530 (6290) Graduate version (Fall 2005, Fall 2010) 
• ANT 5280 Graduate version (Fall 2006, Fall 2007) 
• ANT 5270 Graduate version (Winter 2006, Winter 2008, Winter 

2010) 
• ANT 6550 Graduate Version (Summer 2010) 
• ANT 7990 (Winter 2005, Fall 2005, Winter 2008) 
• ANT 7630 (Winter 2009) 
• Winter 2011 (sabbatical) 
• Fall 2013 ANT 7000 Grad Seminar (Hunter-Gatherer 

Anthropology) 
• Fall 2017 ANT 7620 Grad seminar; Landscape Archaeology   
• Winter 2018 ANT 5150 Mesoamerican Archaeology (7 MAs) 
• Fall 2018: on medical leave  
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D. Essays/Theses/Dissertations Directed/Committee member 

• Katherine Slocum, PhD Candidate, archaeology, passed quals 
      January 2017; Prospectus expected Fall 2018, present chair 
• Dan Harrison, PhD Candidate, archaeology, prospectus approved, 
      ABD; present chair 
• Luke Pickrahn; MA Candidate, Advisor 
• Kailey McAlpin, MA graduated, Reader 
• Kathy Meloche, MA Candidate, archaeology, timed out of   

program 2017 
• Greg Young, MA Candidate, bioarchaeology, advisor (MA thesis 

rejected Fall 2016) 
• Graham Scheckles, MA Thesis, 2009-2015, graduated 

MA in archaeology, Advisor 
• Kati Eggelson, MA Candidate, archaeology 
• Paul Carlson, MA Candidate, archaeology initial advisor, 

dismissed following probationary period in the Masters program, 
2015  

• Dovie Jenkins, MA Candidate, bioarchaeology, advisor through 
2014 

• Ami Atee, MA Essay, awarded Summer 2014, bio-archaeology, 
reader, Graduated 2014 

• Claudia Voit, MA Thesis, awarded Fall 2013, archaeology, advisor 
• Jennifer Meyers, MA Synthesis, awarded 2012, archaeology, 

advisor 
• Andrea DiMuzio, MA Essay, awarded 2012, archaeology, advisor 
• Jon Brewster, MA Thesis, awarded May 2011, archaeology, 

advisor 
• Kate Frederick, MA Essay reader, archaeology, awarded 2011 
• Krystal Hubbard, MA candidate, 2009-2011, archaeology, Advisor 
• Nancy Thomas, MA candidate, 2008-2012 (deceased), 

archaeology, Advisor 
• Nicholas Smith, MA Essay, awarded 2009, archaeology, Reader 
• Allison Muhammad, Ph.D. Committee Member, awarded 2010, 

bioarchaeology 
• Hasan Ashkanani, Advisor, Masters Essay, Middle Eastern 

Archaeology, awarded 2009 
• Corey Zolondeck, Ph.D. Committee Member, biological 

anthropology, awarded 2009. 
• Dianna Jakubiec, Advisor, Masters Essay, Historical Archaeology, 

awarded 2008 
• Rebecca Connor, M.A. Biological Anthropology, Essay Reader, 

Winter 2007 (graduated) 
• Mathew Hendricks, M.A., Archaeology, Essay Reader, Winter 

2008 (graduated) 
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• Jason Watt, Senior Honors Thesis on Maya Pharmacology, 
Summer 2006 (graduated) 

• Corey Zolondek, Masters, Aboriginal Michigan Osteology, 2002-
2005 (graduated, then Ph.D. Candidate in Department) 

• William Norris, Ph.D.  Sociology 2005 (graduated; outside 
Committee member) 

• Tim Townsend, Ph.D. candidate in History (outside Committee 
member) awarded 2007 

• Marie Maier, Masters Essay reader, Egyptian and Mesopotamian 
Interaction, Winter 2003 (graduated) 

• Nicole Wilson, M.A. Osteological Essay Reader, Winter 2003 
(graduated) 

• Allon Goldberg, Ph.D. in Biological Anthropology, Committee 
member, Ph.D. awarded 2003 

• Jeff Doan, Ph.D. in Biological Anthropology, Committee member, 
Ph.D. awarded 2004 

• Chantal Esquivias, (at Boston University), outside committee 
member, Archaeology, Ph.D. awarded, 2002 

• Tammy Szatkowski, Doctoral candidate at University of 
Pittsburgh, outside committee member 1998-2000 
 

                      Course Curriculum Development 

• Mesoamerican Civilization (revamped Fall 2017 for Winter 2018) 
• Native Peoples of North America (accepted for Gen Ed credit, 

May 2018) 
• Introduction to Archaeology (undergraduate degree core 

requirement) 
• Lost Cities and Ancient Civilizations (periodic updates, 2001-

20180 
• Archaeological Field Methods (Corktown District, Detroit; 2007-

2011) 
• Historical Archeology 
• Spatial Anthropology (in process) 
• Cultural Ecology 
• Anthropology of War 
• Landscape Archaeology (initial graduate offering taught; 

undergraduate version [Anthropology of the Landscape] in 
process) 

• Field Courses in Historical Archaeology (Archival Documentation, 
Survey, Excavation and Laboratory Analysis with a Service 
Learning Component through the Greater Corktown Development 
Corporation (Fall 2006, Fall 2007, Summer 2008, Summer 2010, 
Summer 2011) 
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Fall 2015-Winter 2018: 
• Introduction to Archaeology (undergraduate) 
• Archaeological concepts and techniques (graduate) 
• Anthropology Undergraduate Capstone 
• Landscape Anthropology Seminar 
• Mesoamerica (MA/UG, seminar model) 

 
II. RESEARCH 

A. Research in Progress, Not Funded  
• Anthropology Course Reform (Statistics and GIS) proposal development 

for the STEM WIDER Grant at WSU Winter 2017, not funded.   
• GLG Museum Exhibit on Spring Wells Treaty (1815) between the US 

Government and Tribal Nations at Fort Wayne, Detroit, with Joan Sequi, 
Visiting Scholar from the Valencia Ethnographic Museum (Spain).  Fall 
and Winter 2016-2017.  Exhibit presented at GLGMA, Fall 2016-Summer 
2017  

• Workshop on Spatial Archaeological Techniques:  GIS, Settlement Pattern 
Analysis, Hueyapan Project Data—undergraduates enrolled in the 
Anthropology Learning Community Research Certificate (Fall and Winter 
semesters 2013-2014; Winter 2015) 

• Interpretive Pocket Park Design and Build with students from the WSU 
Undergraduate Anthropology Society and Members of the WSU 
Anthropology Learning Community – park interpretation and 
archaeological research at the Workers Row House (2010-2013) with 
sustainable urban agricultural techniques in a dooryard setting behind the 
WRH to attract bicycle and foot traffic along one of the Urban Greenways 
of downtown Detroit. 

•  Corktown Archaeological Survey II (Fieldwork and data analysis 
Spring/Summer 2011) 

• Corktown Archaeological Survey I (Fieldwork and data analysis 
Spring/Summer 2010) 

• Corktown Archaeology, Workers Row House Exhibit preparation and 
analyses at the Museum of Anthropology, Wayne State University, Fall 
2008 to present.  Supervising final analyses and developing exhibit 
displays with students and volunteers in the Museum of Anthropology, 
Wayne State University. 

• Corktown Archaeology, Fieldwork at the Workers Row House, Detroit.  
Artifact and Site Analysis at the Museum of Anthropology, Wayne State 
University, 2006-2008.  Analyses carried out by students and volunteers in 
the Museum of Anthropology, Wayne State University continuous thru 
2010. 

• Archaeological reconnaissance and satellite imagery analysis of the 
archaeological site of Jonotal, Oaxaca, Mexico, in collaboration with 
researchers at Brandies University and the University of Veracruz, 
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Mexico, Summer 2000, 2002, 2004 (partially with Wayne State start up 
funds). 

• Continuing data analysis of chronology and settlement patterns in the 
Hueyapan region, Veracruz, Mexico, Summer 2002, 2003, 2004, 2005, 
2006.  

• Slide and Map digitization with anthropology students (Sherry Holland, 
graduate, Kamal Badresany, undergraduate, Chris Fairchild, 
undergraduate), Summer 2002, 2004. 

• Analysis and final report preparation for the Matacapan Archaeological 
Project, Veracruz, Mexico (multi-volume work w/ scholars from the 
University of Kentucky, Loyola University, the University New Mexico, 
and the University of Veracruz) 2000-2007. 

• Analysis and final report preparation for the Petexbatun Settlement 
Survey, Peten Guatemala (multi-volume work with scholars at Vanderbilt 
University) 1995-2001 

 
B. Funded Research in Last Five Years 

 
• (Summer 2018/Summer 2019) Wayne State/OVPR A&H funds awarded for 

Questioning Abandonment: Historical Ethnoarchaeology in Alpuente, Los 
Serranos, Valencia, Spain, with Dr. Joan Segi, Museum of Valencia.  For 2018-
2019 ($35,000). 

• (Summer 2018/Summer 2019) Questioning Abandonment: Historical 
Ethnoarchaeology in Alpuente, Los Serranos, Valencia, Spain, with Dr. Joan 
Segi, Museum of Valencia.  Summer  June/July 2018 (Valencia transportation, 
housing and meals, for US team [3 persons] provided by Valencia Museum of 
Ethnology (estimated at $14,000). 

• (Fall 2017) Applied for NGS support for Questioning Abandonment: Historical 
Ethnoarchaeology in Alpuente, Los Serranos, Valencia, Spain, with Dr. Joan Segi, 
Museum of Valencia.  For 2018-2019 ($22,000, not awarded). 

• LOI to OVPR for Valencia A&H research competition, invited to submit. 
• Applied (Winter 2017) for STEM WIDER (internal WSU funding through a 

University NSF Undergraduate Education Grant) for Summer 2017 Anthropology 
Course Reform Project ($67,000, not awarded) 

• (Summer 2017) Valencia Landscape Archaeological Research; proposal 
development (Targets: Government of Valencia, European Union, NSF, NGS) 
and travel/field reconnaissance to Valencia Spain (collaborating with Dr. Joan 
Sequi, Museum of Ethnology); proposing 3 year ethno-archaeological survey, Fall 
2016/Winter and Summer 2017 (Summer 2017 reconnaissance in Valencia 
(transportation, housing, and meals) funded by the Museum of Ethnology, 
Valencia; airfare to Spain covered by the Department of Anthropology, Wayne 
State University).  

• (Winter/Summer 2017) Archival Research for the River Raisin National 
Battlefield Park, National Park Service Superintendent’s Office, Monroe, MI 
$4000 grant for research/technical report on Fort Wayne and the Springwells 
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District, Detroit in the War of 1812; funding for WSU Undergraduate and 
Graduate Research Assistants (Kat Slocum, Terry Renaud) 

• Applied (Fall 2016) for NEH Summer Stipend for Historic Fort Wayne 
Archaeology Project ($6000, not awarded) 

•  (Fall 2015) GPR and EM Survey of the Parade Ground at Historic Fort Wayne, 
conducted October 20-23, with Thomas Urban (Cornell University) and (James 
Conway, City of Detroit/Detroit Historical Museum), $5000 provided by an 
anonymous donor through the Historic Fort Wayne Coalition, research ongoing 

• (Summer 2015) Exploratory Research with personnel in the Office of the City 
Historian, Santiago de Cuba and the University of Havana Anthropology 
Museum, June/July, funded by Study Abroad Program and CLAS Dean’s Office, 
Wayne State University, $4000   

• Research Collaborator/Coordinator (representing WSU), with the Detroit 
Historical Museum (City of Detroit) and the Notawassipi Huron Band of 
Potawattomi (a federally-recognized Native American tribe in Fulton, Michigan) 
on planning and fund raising for a non-invasive survey of the Old Ft. Wayne 
Parade Ground, Detroit, MI ($7500 pledged by the NHBP for non-invasive survey 
and site interpretation, Fall 2014) ongoing, 2014-2015 

• Veracruz, Mexico: archaeological reconnaissance, (travel support from Dean’s 
Office as part of Chair’s start up; $2700) June and July 2014  

• Dumbarton Oaks Short-Term Summer Fellow ($3000) Agency of the Dead book 
project, Washington, DC, July-August, 2014 

• Humanities Center Grant (Summer Salary and Travel Grant, writing in Detroit, 
and partial funding for archival/field research in Washington DC and Sonora, 
Mexico; $4000) 2011-2012 

• Corktown Archaeological Survey II (Spring/Summer, Roosevelt Park 2011) field 
school with 2 funded graduate Assistants ($5000: Gorden L. Groscup Museum of 
Anthropology funding)  

• Corktown Archaeological Survey I (Spring/Summer, Hurtienne and Meyers Lots 
2010) with intern/service learning/practica components for participants in the 
Anthropology Learning Community initiative (CLAS enrollment percentage and 
additional funding for 2 graduate student assistants, $4000) 

• Corktown Archaeology (Spring/Summer 2009)—for research assistants to do 
laboratory and data analysis with funding through the Michigan Cool Cities 
Initiative ($3200) and the Gordon L. Grosscup Student Research Fund ($2000) 

• Corktown Archaeology, Laboratory Analysis and Museum Exhibit funding 
($12,000 plus student support attachment, $4000) from the Local Initiatives 
Support Corporation, Detroit and Washington, DC. Fall 2009. 

• Corktown Archaeology, Fieldwork at Workers Row House, Artifact and Site 
Analysis at the Museum of Anthropology, Wayne State University, 2006-2009, 
Initial funding from the Anthropology Chair’s Start Up Fund ($2500) and Honors 
College Summer Salary for In-Service Learning Program ($7000).  Field work 
and laboratory research carried out by Wayne State Graduate and Undergraduate 
Students enrolled in the Archaeological Field School, 2006, 2007, 2008 and 
Winter 2009 semesters, supported by a small grant from the Greater Corktown 
Development Corporation ($2500) 
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• Dumbarton Oaks, Pre-Columbian Fellow, research and writing for Ancient 
Veracruz:Archaeology and Culture History of the Southern Gulf Coast, Mexico, 
2007, Winter semester Residential Fellowship ($13,000), Summer Research 
Stipend ($5000) Washington, DC 

• International repatriation research (Libraries and Archives in the US and Mexico) 
and tribal consultation in Chihuahua, Mexico, Contract Researcher, National 
Museum of the American Indian, Smithsonian Institution, 2001, $16,000. 

• Repatriation research (Library and Archival Resources in Washington, D.C. and 
Santa Fe, New Mexico) and tribal consultation for the Salinas Ruins National 
Monument, New Mexico, Mexico, Contract Researcher, National Museum of 
Natural History, Smithsonian Institution, 2001, $7500.  

• Co-Director (with Dr. Javier Urcid), Hueyapan Archaeological Project 
Archaeological Project, Hueyapan, Veracruz, Mexico (NSF funded settlement 
survey), 1998-2005, $107,000. 
 

Fellowships/Grants/Special Awards in Last Five Years 

• Archival Research for the River Raisin National Battlefield Park, National Park 
Service Superintendent’s Office, Monroe, MI $6000 grant provided for 
assembling a report on Fort Wayne and the Springwells District in the War of 
1812 (Winter/Summer 2017); funding for WSU Undergraduate and Graduate 
Research Assistants 

• Humanities Center Research Travel Funding for the forthcoming Cave Valley 
Mummies Volume (Summer/Fall 2011-2012) $4000. 

• Learning Community Grant from the Provost’s Office (through Howard Shapiro) 
for an LCI for Anthropology Learning Community focusing on Detroit as a site 
for anthropological research (pedagogical as well as archaeological research 
focus) $9200, grant author and continuing participant (2010-2011) 

• Mythical Foundations/Material Consequence: Archaeological Research at the 
Worker’s Row House in Corktown, Detroit, Funding ($8,000 in Summer Salary 
support and $4000 in student stipends) from the Local Initiatives Support 
Corporation (Detroit and Washington DC) through the Greater Corktown 
Development Corporation, Summer 2009. 

• Dumbarton Oaks, Postdoctoral Fellow, Veracruz archaeology and culture history 
January-July 2007 $13,000. 
 

Research w/ Undergraduate students: 
• Undregrad Research Grants: 

o Julia DiLaura Valencia Photogrametry project through UROP-
Baker Fall 2018 ($3000) 

o Lydia Rehman, Teaching Module Development for Lost Cities 
and Ancient Civilizations UROP 2018 ($2500) 

o Chris Fairchild (3) 2 student papers on campus, 1 at national 
meeting  

o Jon Brewster (1) 1 student paper on campus, 1 at national 
meeting 
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o Stephanie Winborn (1) 
o Jeri Pajor (2) 1 student paper and 1 poster on campus, 1 poster 

at national meeting (2010-2011) 
o Mathew Wilkerson (1, 2010) (film student creating film about 

Native American Heritage in Detroit, Michigan western 
Ontario region 

Research w/Graduate Students: 
1. Jon Brewster 

A. Graduate Research Award for Spring/Summer semester 
assistant on the Corktown Archaeology Survey 

B. Research Grant through the Cool Cities Initiative for 
Corktown Pocket Park and interpretive signage ($2000) 

PUBLICATION 

A. Scholarly Books Published 

Authored 

revising for resubmission Agency of the Dead: The Cave Valley Mummies of 
Chihuahua, Mexico and the Smithsonian Institution; publication targets: University 
Presses of Texas, Oklahoma and New Mexico (approx. length 200 ms. pp.). 
 
in preparation Ancient Veracruz: Archaeology and Culture History of Mexico’s 
Southern Gulf Coast, book manuscript; publication target: University of Texas Press. 
(approx. length 300 ms. pp.). 
 
2008 Opening Archeology: Repatriation’s Impact on Method and Theory, edited 
by Thomas W. Killion, School of American Research Press, Santa Fe, New Mexico. 
 
1992 Gardens of Prehistory: Analytical Approaches to Settlement Agriculture in 
Greater Mesoamerica, edited by T. W. Killion, University of Alabama Press. (334 pp.) 
 
Co-Authored 

1994 Reckoning with the Dead: The Larsen Bay Repatriation and the Smithsonian 
Institution, co-editor with Tamara Bray, Smithsonian Institution Press, Washington DC. 
(194 pp.) 

B.  Chapters Published 

In press  “Formative Period Subsistence Practices in the Gulf Coast Lowlands” with 
Phillip J. Arnold, Chapter length entry in the Oxford Encyclopedia of Mesoamerican 
Archaeology, Oxford University Press, Oxford, England.  13 ms. pages plus 
bibliography. 
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2017   “Prólogo y Introducción al Volumen” En La Arqueología Contemporánea de la 
Costa del Golfo. Editado por Lourdes Budar y Marcie Venter, Univerdidad Veracruzana, 
Jalapa, Mexico 32 ms pages (volume published, June, 2017, need pages) 
 
2008 “Opening Archaeology: Repatriation’s Impact on Contemporary Research and 
Practice”  Chapter I, Opening Archeology: Repatriation’s Impact on Method and 
Theory, edited by Thomas W. Killion, School of American Research Press, Santa Fe, 
New Mexico. (pp. 3-28) 
 
2008 “A View From the Trenches: Repatriation Experiences at the National Museum of 
Natural History, Smithsonian Institution” Chapter VII, Opening Archeology: 
Repatriation’s Impact on Method and Theory, edited by Thomas W. Killion, School 
of American Research Press, Santa Fe, New Mexico. (pp. 133-150) 
 
2008 “Social, political and economic factors in Classic Period Settlement ACE 750-
900, Veracruz, Mexico,” with Javier Urcid In The Dumbarton Oaks Conference on the 
Archaeology of Veracruz, edited by Chritopher Pool and Plillip Arnold, Dumbarton 
Oaks, Washington DC. pp. 259-291. 
 
2002 "Contextualizing Repatriation: Widening the Circle of Decision Makers on 
Heritage and Cultural Property Issues." In Art, Antiquity and the Law, edited by Archer 
St. Clair and Patrick O'Keefe.  Rutgers University Press and the Institute for Art and 
Law, UK. 
2001 “Repatriation and Cultural Property in the United States” In Who Owns Culture: 
Cultural Property and Patrimony Disputes in an Age Without Borders, edited by 
Michael Janeway and Andras Szanto, National Arts Journalism Program, Columbia 
University, pp. 101-110. 
2000 "On the Course of Repatriation: Process, Practice, and Progress at the National 
Museum of Natural History, Smithsonian Institution' In The Future of the Past: 
Archaeologists, Native Americans, and Repatriation, edited by Tamara Bray, 
Rutledge Press, New York, pp. 149-168. 
2000 "Repatriation's Silver Lining (with a new Postscript)"  with P. Molloy, In 
Working Together: Native Americans and Archaeologists, edited by K.E Dongoske, 
M. Aldenderfer, and K. Doehmer, Society for American Archaeology, Washington DC, 
pp. 111-118. 
1994 “Introduction," In Reckoning With the Dead: The Larsen Bay Repatriation and 
the Smithsonian Institution, edited by Tamara Bray and Thomas W. Killion, 
Smithsonian Institution Press, Washington DC, pp.  7-9. 
1992 "Introduction: Settlement Agriculture in Greater Mesoamerica." In Gardens of 
Prehistory: Analytical Approaches to Settlement Agriculture in Greater 
Mesoamerica, edited by Thomas W. Killion, University of Alabama Press, pp. 1-13. 
1992 "Ethnoarchaeology and Ancient Community Structure at Middle Classic 
Matacapan," In Gardens of Prehistory: Analytical Approaches to Settlement 
Agriculture in Greater Mesoamerica, edited by Thomas W. Killion, University of 
Alabama Press, pp.  11 9-149. 
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1992  “'Factors Influencing Settlement Agriculture in Mesoamerica: Ethnographic and 
Historic Case Examples," with William T. Sanders In Gardens of Prehistory: 
Analytical Approaches to Settlement Agriculture in Greater Mesoamerica, edited by 
Thomas W. Killion, University of Alabama Press, pp. 14-31. 
 
C.    Editorships of Books/Proceedings 

2008  Opening Archaeology: Repatriation’s Impact on Method and Theory. Volume 
editor and author of two chapters.  School of American Research Press, Santa Fe, New 
Mexico (300+ pp). 
 
1994 Reckoning with the Dead: The Larsen Bay Repatriation and the Smithsonian 
Institution. co-editor with Tamara Bray, Smithsonian Institution Press, Washington DC. 
(194 pp.) 
1992 Gardens of Prehistory: Analytical Approaches to Settlement Agriculture in 
Greater Mesoamerica, edited by T. W. Killion,  University of Alabama Press. (334 pp.) 
 
D.  Journal Articles Published and In Progress 

In Preparation “The Long Mound Plaza: Architecture of Power in Classic Period 
Southern Veracruz” for Journal of Anthropological Research.  (32 ms pp.) 
In Preparation “Ethnographic Analogs for the Long Plaza:  A Review of Architectural 
Form and Function” with Jonathan Brewster for Journal of Anthropological 
Archaeology.  (30 ms pp.)  
Resubmitted; 2nd review  “	  The	  Springwells	  Burial	  Sites	  and	  Historic	  Fort	  Wayne,	  
Detroit:	  	  Historical,	  Archaeological	  and	  Geophysical	  perspectives” Journal of Field 
Archaeology 30 ms pages plus figures. February 23, 2018  

In Press	  “Springwells,	  Historic	  Fort	  Wayne	  and	  The	  War	  of	  1812	  in	  Southeast	  
Michigan:	  Exploring	  Detroit’s	  Past	  in	  War	  and	  Peace”	  	  (with	  Kat	  Slocum	  and	  Terri	  
Renaud)	  for	  the	  Michigan	  Archaeologist,	  45	  ms	  pages,	  not	  including	  figures,	  
October	  2017 

2013 “Non Agricultural Cultivation and Social Complexity: The Olmec, Their 
Ancestors, and Mexico’s Southern Gulf Coast Lowlands” Current Anthropology 
Volume 54, Number 5 pp. 1-39. 

2008  “Cultivating, Farming, and Food Containers: Reflections on Formative 
Subsistence and Intensification in the Southern Gulf Coast Lowlands” Journal of 
Anthropological Research, Refereed and Invited. Volume 64,no.3, pp. 367-381. 

2004   “Ishi’s Repatriation” Anthropology Today, with J. Kenny, April 2002,  pp. 25-
27. 

2003  “The Olmec Legacy: Cultural Continuity on Mexico’s Southern Gulf Coast,” 
with Javier Urcid, Journal of Field Archaeology, Vol. 28, pp. 1-23. 
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1999   “Repatriation’s Silver Lining” Bulletin of the Society of American 
Archaeology, with Paula Molloy, Volume 17, Number 2, pp. 21-34. 
1992   "En Los Alrededores de las Ciudades: Asentamientos Intersitio en la 
Region de Petexbatun,  Peten, Guatemala" Revista del Museo Nacional de 
Antropologia, Ciudad de Guatemala, Guatemala (Vol. 33, pp. 321- 356). 
1990  “Cultivation Intensity and Residential Site Structure: An 
Ethnoarchaeological Examination of Peasant Agriculture in the Sierra de los Tuxtlas, 
Veracruz, Mexico,”  Latin American Antiquity, Vol. 1, No. 3: 191-215.  
1989   “Intensive Surface Collection of Residential Clusters at Terminal Classic 
 Sayil,"  Journal of  Field Archaeology, Vol. 16, No. 3: 273-294. 
1988"Solar, Jardin, y Milpa: La Significacion de Produccion Agricola Entre 
Los Campesinos en la Sierra de Los Tuxtlas,"  Cuadernos del Museo,  Numero 5, 
Universidad Veracruzana.  Pp. 137-166. 
1986   "On the Maya Collapse," with R. S. Santley and M. T. Lycett.  Journal of 
Anthropological Research, Vol. 42, No. 2: 123-159. 
1982   "The Development of Complex Societies in North and Central Peru".  In 
Haliks'i, Vol. 1, No. 1, Journal of the University of New Mexico 
Anthropological Society, Albuquerque, New Mexico. Pp. 20-53. 

 
E. Book Reviews Published 

2017 Review of Agricultural Beginnings in the American Southwest. Barbara J. 
Roth. Lanham: Rowman and Littlefield, 2016. 185 pp. for American Anthropologist, 
issue forthcoming 
 
2012 Review of Bridging the Divide: Indigenous Communities and Archaeology, 
edited by Caroline Phillips and Harry Allen, Journal of Anthropological Research 
Volume, Pages 
2001  Review of  A Favored Place: San Juan River Wetlands, Central Veracruz, 
AD 500 to the Present, by Alfred  Siemens, American Antiquity, Vol. 11, No. 3: 
310-311. 
1999  Review of Mexican Rural Development and the Plumed Serpent: 
Technology and Maya Cosmology in the Tropical Forest of Campeche, Mexico, 
by Betty Bernice Faust, American Anthropologist,  Volume 101, No. 4: 847-848. 
1997  Review of  The Archaeology of Garden and Field, by N.F. Miller and K.L. 
Gleason, Journal of Field Archaeology 22: 359-361. 
1994  Review of Maguey Utilization in Highland Central Mexico: An 
Archaeological Ethnography by J.R Parsons and M.H. Parsons.  American 
Antiquity. 
1991  Review of The Structure of Material Systems: Ethnoarchaeology in the 
MayaHighlands by  Brian Hayden and Aubrey Cannon, American Antiquity. Vol. 
56, No. 4: 741-42. 
1985  Combined "Review of The Andean Past: Land, Societies, and Conflicts, by 
Magnus Morner and Huarochiri: An Andean Society Under Inca Rule by Karen 
Spalding.  Journal of Anthropological Research, Vol. 41, No. 3: 33-34.  
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1999  Review of Hatunqolla: A View of Inca Rule from the Lake Titicaca Region, by  
Catherine J. Julien.  Journal of Anthropological Research, Vol. 40, No. 4:  18-19. 
1983  Review of The Warm Valley People: Duality and Reform among the Quechua 
Indians of Highland Peru, by Harald O. Skar.  Journal of Anthropological Research, 
Vol. 40, No. 4: 19-20 
1982 Review of Monuments of the Incas, by John Hemming and Edward Ranney.  
Journal of Anthropological Research, Vol. 39, No.1: 22. 

F.    Dictionary/Encyclopedia Entries 
	  
1995  Mesoamerica, Olmec Civilization, and La Venta, entries for the Oxford 
Encyclopedia of Archaeology, edited by Brian Fagan.  Oxford University Press, 
London. 
1994 Coba, Matacapan, and Sayil, archaeological site entries in the Encyclopedia of 
Latin American History: Mexico and the Spanish Borderlands, edited by B.A. 
Tenenbaum.  Charles Scribners and Sons, New York.  

G.    Technical Reports Published/Submitted 
	  

2017 “Springwells, Historic Fort Wayne and The War of 1812 in Southeast Michigan: 
Exploring Detroit’s Past in War and Peace.  Report prepared for the National Park 
Service   Chapter in a document to submitted October 2017 to the United States Congress 
requesting Historic Fort Wayne (Springwells) be included as a satellite unit within the 
River Raisin National Battlefield Park.  Revision of this chapter now in press for 
publication in the Michigan Archaeologist  

2016	   “Geophysical	  Survey	  of	  Parade	  Ground	  at	  Historic	  Fort	  Wayne,”	  Report	  
prepared	  for	  Historic	  Fort	  Wayne	  Coalition,	  February,	  2016	  Revision of this report 
now under review for publication in the Journal of Field Archaeology	  
 
2002     “Inventory and Assessment of Cultural Affiliation for Human Remains from the 
Salinas Pueblos of Gran Quivira and Quarai in Central New Mexico Held by the National 
Museum of Natural History, Smithsonian Institution.”  Prepared under contract for the 
Repatriation Office at the National Museum of Natural History, Smithsonian 
Institution, Washington, D.C. (56 ms. pp.) 
2000 “Cultural Affiliation of the Human Remains and Funerary Objects From Cave 
Valley, Chihuahua, Mexico.”  Prepared under contract for the Repatriation Office at the 
National Museum of the American Indian, Washington, D.C. (38 ms. pp.) 
1999  “Cultural Affiliation of the Remains of Ishi, A Yana-Yahi Indian in the National 
Museum of Natural History, Smithsonian Institution, ” with Stuart Speaker.  National 
Museum of Natural History, Smithsonian Institution, Washington, DC.   
1997 “Inventory and Assessment of Human Remains from St. Lawrence Is., Alaska in 
the National Museum of Natural History, Smithsonian Institution” (editor).  National 
Museum of Natural History, Smithsonian Institution, Washington, DC.  Library of 
Congress catalog no.: GN59.82.U6 158st 1997. 
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1993 “Arapaho repatriation: Human remains from the National Museum of Natural 
History” National Museum of Natural History, Smithsonian Institution, Washington 
DC.  Library of Congress catalog no.: GN59.82.U6 S64ar 1993. 
1992 “Naevahoo’ohtseme=We are going back home: Cheyenne Repatriation (Human 
Remains in the National Museum of Natural History, Smithsonian Institution)”  National 
Museum of Natural History, Smithsonian Institution, Washington, DC.  Library of 
Congress catalog no.: E99 .C53 N348 1992 
1990  “Pexbatun Intersite Archaeological Survey Final Report, Peten, Guatemala (in 
Spanish).  Department of Anthropology, Vanderbilt University. (80 ms. pages) 
1987  "Archaeological Investigations at Sayil, Yucatan, Mexico: Phase II, The 1987 Field 
Season," with Tourtellot et al..  University of Pittsburgh Anthropological Papers, No. 
2:  1-17. 
1983  “Reporte Final del Campo, Proyecto Matacapan: Temporada 1984,with Santley et 
al. Un Informe al INAH, Mexico y NSF, Washington D.C. Pp 1-86. 
1985 "Settlement and Community Patterns at the Site of Sayil,"  with Sabloff et al..  In 
Research Paper Series No. 17, Latin American Institute, University of New Mexico, pp. 
1-38.   
1983  "Final Report of the Matacapan Archaeological Project: The 1982 Season," with 
Santley et al..  In Research Paper Series, No. 15.  Latin American Institute, University 
of New Mexico, pp. 1-43. 
1981  "A Ceramic Bibliography for New England Archaeology," with Schreiber et al..  In 
Archaeological Research Monographs, Vol. 3, No. 1, Public Archaeology Survey 
Team, Department of Anthropology, University of Connecticut, Storrs, Connecticut, pp. 
1-66. 

H.     Articles In Scholarly/Professional Newsletters 
	  
1999 “The Facts About Ishi” Anthropology News/Comment, with William 
Sturtevant, Dennis Stanford, and David Hunt, September, p. 10. 
1993  “Repatriation at the Smithsonian," Physical Anthropology Newsletter, 
fall 1991, 1(3): 6-8. 
1992  “Native Communities and Repatriation: The Smithsonian Institution 
Perspective," with T.G. Baugh and T.L. Bray. Federal Archaeology Report, Vol. 5, 
No. 1.  U.S. Department of the Interior, Archaeological Assistance Division, Wash., 
DC,  pp. 23-24. 

 
I.  Papers Presented -- Symposia, Conference Papers, Invited Lectures, and Posters 
(SAA, AAA, SfAA, SHA and AAM  presentations resulted in published abstracts)  
 
2018 “Boserup in Reverse: An Argument for the variable role of outfield cultivation 
during intensification of the ancient humid Neotropical lowlands” invited paper for the 
Early Mesoamerican Agricultural Systems Symposium, World Archaeological 
Congress (unable to attend due to fieldwork commitment; paper was prepared and 
subsequently read by symposium organizer), Salamanca, Spain, July. 
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2018  “Tropical Gardens and Urban development in Lowland Mesoamerican Cities” 
invited paper for the Tropical Gardens Symposium at the Society for American 
Archaeology Meetings in Washington DC, April.  
 
2017  “Workshop Presentations:  The case for the Springwells Mound Group at Historic 
Fort Wayne as a Sacred Mortuary site” team presentations for Michigan Educators and 
Tribal Representatives, with Kat Slocum and Terri Renauld (Wayne State Graduate 
Program) for National Park Service-funded project “Springwells and the River Raisin 
National Battlefield Park, Monroe Michigan” July 24 and 25 

 
2017  “Repatriación del restos humanos nativos americanos en un contexto universitario: 
El caso del Museo de Antropología, Wayne State University, Detroit, Michigan, EE.UU. 
Charla informal y mesa redonda en el Museo de Etnología, Valencia, Espana. May.      

 
2017 Conference Organizer  Midwest Conference on Mesoamerican Archaeology and 
Etnohistory, Wayne State University, (event funded by the College of Liberal Arts and 
Sciences, Office of the Vice President for Research, Humanities Center, Anthropology 
and History Departments, the Center for Latino/a and Latin American Studies and the 
Gordon L. Grosscup Museum of Anthropology at Wayne State University).  An evening 
keynote address by Professor Emeritus Barbara L. Stark (Arizona State University) 
followed by a day of presentations by university faculty and graduate students from 
university programs all over the Midwest. March 10-11. 

2016  Co-organizer of Wayne State exhibits and presentations on “Detroit Archaeological 
Research 2016” for Michigan Archaeology Day at the Michigan History Center, Lansing 
MI ) October, 2016    

2016  “Historic Fort Wayne and the Geophysical Identification of Settlement Features in 
the Springwells Late Woodland Burial Mound Complex.” 12th Annual Midwest 
Historical Archaeology Conference (Archaeology and the Power/Danger of 
Neighborhoods), Wayne State University, September 23 and 24.    

2016 Symposium Organizer “Uncovering the Past Below the Surface: Archaeology in 
Detroit Today” for the Conference on Neighborhoods in America’s Legacy Cities: A 
Dialog in Detroit, organized and funded by Michigan’s State Historic Preservation 
Office, the Michigan State Housing and Development Authority and Wayne State 
University, Office for the Vice President for Research.  September 13-16  

2016 Organizer and Undergraduate Advisor for “A Mingle at the Museum” An 
Undergraduate Keynote Address by Professor Stephen Chrisomalis and Graduation 
Celebration at the Detroit Institute of Art, May 

2016  “The View from Historic Fort Wayne” Symposium entitled From the Ground Up: 
Archaeology and Revitalization in Detroit, in Michigan Historic Preservation 
Network/Thirty-Sixth Annual Statewide Preservation Conference: Resolve, Revolve and 
Evolve.  Wayne State University May 11-14, 2016 
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2016 Symposium Discussant for Incidencia, Articulacion e Innovacion del Conocimiento 
Arqueologico en La Costa del Golfo Mesoamericano: Organizacion, Ideologica, Politica 
y Ritual, Society for American Archaeology Annual Meetings, organized by Lurdes 
Budar and Marcie Venter, Orlando, FL April 9, 2016 

2016 “Long Mound Plaza Ceremonies and Site Formation Processes: a close look at 
surface debris distributions” talk given at the Midwest Mesoamericanists Conference, 
DuPage University, Chicago, IL, March 12. 

2015 Symposium Discussant for NAGPRA at 25: A Focus on Education in Anthropology, 
organized by April Sievert, Invited Symposium at the American Anthropological 
Association annual meetings in Denver Colorado, November, 2015  

2015 Presentation on the “Juego de Pelota: The Game of Life and Death” Day of the 
Dead Conference and Celebration at the Albert L. Lorenzo Cultural Center, Macomb 
Community College, Utica MI, October 31. 

2015 Co-organizer of Wayne State exhibits and presentations on “Detroit Archaeological 
Research 2015” for Michigan Archaeology Day at the Michigan History Center, Lansing 
MI ) October , 2015 

2015 Presentation of “Historic Archaeology in Detroit” with Brenna Moloney and Dan 
Harrison, Michigan Historic Preservation Network Conference, Jackson, MI, May    

2015 “Ethnographic analogies for the Late Classic Long Plazas of Southern Veracruz: 
Processions and Ritual Circuits” talk given at the Midwest Mesoamericanists Conference, 
Middle Tennessee State University, Murfeesboro, TN, March 14 

2014 “Elvis Siting in Classic Period Veracruz:  Convergence of maize god imagery and 
late 20th century pop icon’s tonsure,” talk given at the Midwest Mesoamericanists 
Conference, DeKalb, IL, March 28. 
 
2014  Co-organizer of Wayne State exhibits and presentations on “Detroit Archaeological 
Research 2014” for Michigan Archaeology Day at the Michigan History Center, Lansing 
MI ) October  

2013  “Urban Archaeology in Metropolitan Detroit,” presentation to the October Meeting 
of the Archaeological Society of Michigan, River Raisin Chapter, Monroe, Michigan, 
October 

2013  Co-organizer of Wayne State exhibits and presentations on “Detroit Archaeological 
Research 2016” for Michigan Archaeology Day at the Michigan History Center, Lansing 
MI ) October     

2012 “Archaeology at Roosevelt Park, Detroit Michigan,” The Algonquin Club (Detroit 
Michigan and Windsor, Canada), Troy, MI, October. 
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2012  Co-organizer of Wayne State exhibits and presentations on “Detroit Archaeological 
Research 2012” for Michigan Archaeology Day at the Michigan History Center, Lansing 
MI ) October , 2012    

2011 Who Were the Jova? A Look at Cultural Affiliation Research in American 
Archaeology, Department of Anthropology Faculty Research Series, December. 

2011 The Cave Valley Mummies of Chihuahua, Mexico:  A Special Case of 
Repatriation Across International Borders,  Humanities Center Brown Bag Lecture 
Series, October  
 
2011  Organizer of Wayne State exhibits and presentations on “Detroit Archaeological 
Research 2011” for Michigan Archaeology Day at the Michigan History Center, Lansing 
MI ) October , 2011    

2010 The Archaeology of Early Irish Immigrants in Detroit.  The Irish Geneological 
Society of Michigan, presentation at the Gaelic League, Detroit. June  

2010 Recent Historical Archaeology Research in Corktown Detroit: Urbanization, 
Industrialization, and Ethnicity at the Workers Row House.  Detroit Historical Museum 
Series on the History of Corktown, Detroit. March. 
 
2009 “Three short presentations to the Corktown Resident’s Council: Excavation, 
Publication/Exhibition, and a proposed Neighborhood Survey,” January, February and 
March Meetings of the Corktown Resident’s Council, Winter, 2009. 
2008 “Mythical Foundations-Material Consequences:  Archaeology and the Irish 
Immigrant and Working Class Experience in Corktown, Detroit, USA” paper presented at 
a symposium entitled, Engaged and Useful Archaeologies: Civic Engagement, Working 
Communities, and Historical Archaeologies of Labor. World Archaeological Congress 
(WAC 6), Dublin, Ireland, submitted and read by proxy in July.  
2008 “Hunter-Gatherer-Planters of the Gulf Coast Lowlands: A Provisional Look at the 
Roots of Olmec Subsistence in the Heartland and Beyond” presented in The Olmec in 
Mesoamerica Symposium at the Society for American Archaeology Meetings, 
Vancouver, B.C., Canada 
2008 “The Irish in Detroit: Archaeology at the Worker’s Row House” Paper presented at a 
symposium entitled The Irish In America at the Society for Historical Archaeology Meetings, 
Albuquerque, New Mexico  
2007 “Olmec Donald Didn’t Have a Farm: A New Model for Subsistence and Complex 
Society on Mexico’s Southern Gulf Coast” Lecture to the Windsor Chapter of the Ontario 
Archaeological Society. Windsor, Ontario, December.	  
2007 “Archaeology at Corktown, Detroit” Presentation for Michigan Archaeology Day, 
State Historical Center, Lansing, Michigan, November. 
2007 “El Tajin: A Classic Period City on Mexico’s Northern Gulf Coast.”  Lecture to 
the Society of Active Retirees, Wayne State University, Oakland Campus, October.  
2007 “New Light on Ancient Olmec Subsistence:  An Alternative to the Cereal 
Agriculture Hypothesis for Early Complexity in Mesoamerica’s Tropical Lowlands”  
Lectures to the Fellows of the Dumbarton Oaks Library and the Pre-Columbian Society 
of Washington, Summer School, Washington, DC, May. 
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2007 “Cultivating,	  Farming,	  and	  Food	  Containers:	  Reflections	  on	  Formative	  
Subsistence	  and	  Intensification	  in	  the	  Southern	  Gulf	  Coast	  Lowlands.”	  	  Presentation for 
Remembering Robert: The Robert S. Santley Memorial Symposium, Society for American 
Archaeology Meetings, Austin, Texas, April. 
2007 “Highlights from the book project Ancient Veracruz: Archaeology and Culture 
History of Mexico’s Southern Gulf Coast”  Fellows Research Report  to the Staff and 
Fellows of the Dumbarton Oaks Research Library, Washington, DC, March. 
2006 “Architecture, Settlement, Social Landscapes, and Political Dynamics of the 
Hueyapan Region, Veracruz, Mexico (AC 750-900).”  Society for Active Retirees, 
Wayne State University, May 9. 
2006 “The Olmec Context: Formative Period Settlement in the Hueyapan Region and 
Greater Southern Veracruz”  Presentation in The Gulf Coast Olmec Symposium, Society 
For American Archaeology Meetings, San Juan, Puerto Rico, April 28. 
2006 Olmec Legacy: Social Landscapes and Political Dynamics in Southern Veracruz, 
Mexico (AC 750-900).  University of New Mexico Faculty and Student Presentation, 
March 3. 
2005 “New Light on Old Chaco Canyon” Lecture to the Society of Active Retirees, 
Wayne State University, Oakland Campus, October    
2005       “Opening Archaeology: Impact of Repatriation on Method and Theory” Paper 
presented at the Society for Applied Anthropology Meetings, Plenary Session 
(organizer), The Impact of Repatriation on Anthropological Methods and Theory. Santa 
Fe, New Mexico, April.  
2004    “Building Bridges: Repatriation and Its Impact on the Field of Anthropology”  A 
public presentation at the School of American Research, following a Planning Seminar at 
the School for a Plenary Session at the SfAA Annual Meetings (April 2005), August 5-9. 
2004      “The Cave Valley Mummies: NMAI Repatriation Case” General Session on 
North American Archaeology, Society for American Archaeology, Montreal, April. 
2004  “Repatriation Memoirs: Eight Years of Policy and  Practice at the National 
Museum of Natural History” Lecture to the Society of Active Retirees, Wayne State 
University,  March. 
2003    “Proposal for Implementing Geophysical Prospection Techniques in the Gulf 
Coast Lowlands, Veracruz, Mexico,” NPS Workshop for Geophysical Techniques, 
Collinsville (Cahokia), Illinois, May 
2003        “The Mummies of Cave Valley, Chihuahua, Mexico: A Case Study in 
International Repatriation” Humanities Center Group on Colonial Interaction: Across the 
Atlantic/Europe and the New World, Humanities Center, Wayne State University, April 
2003        “Architecture of Power: Late Classic Long Plaza Groups of Southern 
Veracruz, Mexico” Brown Bag Colloquium Series, Department of Anthropology, 
University of Michigan, March 
2003      “New Perspectives on the Olmec” Lecture to the Society of Active Retirees, 
Wayne State University, February. 
2002 “Returning Native American Human Remains: Science, Ethics and Cultural 
Responsibilities”  Brown Bag Colloquium Series, Humanities Center, Wayne State 
University, October 
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2002       “GPS, Spatial Archaeology and Human Settlement Patterns in Southern 
Veracruz, Mexico” Talk to the Institute for Information Technology and Culture 
Seminar, March  
2001       “Ishi Update: A Californian Native American in Context” Remarks to attendees 
of the Ishi Memorial and Celebration, Mt. Lassen National Park, California, September.  
2000       “Edward Nelson’s Work in Norton Sound and the Ethnographic Collections at 
the Smithsonian” Presentation to the Elders Conference on Repatriation, August, 
Unalakleet, Norton Sound, Alaska, September.  
1999 “The return of Ishi to California” Presentation to Curatorial and Collections 
Management Staff at the National Museum of the American Indian, August , 
Washington, DC 
2000 “Repatriation to Exhibition: A long-term Partnership with the Cheyenne at the 
National Museum of Natural History” Presentation to the Washington Area Professional 
Anthropologists, January Meeting, Sumner School, Washington, DC  
1999 “Keynote Presentation for Minnesota Archaeology Week: Recent Advances in 
Gulf Coast Archaeology” Elden Johnson Memorial Lecture, University of Minnesota, 
May  
1999 “Hueyapan Archaeology” Presentation to staff and students at the Lake Itasca 
University of Minnesota Anthropology Department Retreat, May 
1999 “In the Land Between Laguna de los Cerros and Tres Zapotes:  Archaeological 
Survey Along the Middle Course of the Rio San Juan and the Tuxtlas Foothills, Veracruz, 
Mexico”  Paper presented in a General Symposium on Mesoamerican Archaeology, 
Annual Meeting of the Society for American Archaeology, Chicago, Illinois, April. 
1999 “Hueyapan Archaeology and the Olmec Legacy in Southern Mexico”  
Presentation for the Sin Fronteras Conference, Smithsonian Institution, March. 
1999 “Repatriation and International Cultural Property Issues” Presentation in  Who 
Owns Culture? A Symposium on Issues in International Cultural Property, Journalism 
Department, Columbia University, March. 
1999 “What Happened to the Olmec: Recent Archaeological Research on Mexico’s 
Southern Gulf Coast” Presentation at the Mexican Cultural Institute, Washington, DC, 
March. 
1998 “Repatriation and Cultural Property” Art, Antiquity and the Law, A Conference at 
Rutgers University, October. 
1998 “Factors Influencing a Model of Formative Subsistence on the Gulf Coast” 1998 
Northeast Mesoamericanist Conference, University of Mass., Boston Harbor Campus, 
November. 
1997 “Four Lectures for the Oasis Center: A History of Mesoamerican Agriculture, 
Maya Cities, Carving Olmec Monuments, and Pawnee and Steed Kisker: A Case study in 
Repatriation at NMNH”  Oasis/IONA Nonprofit, Senior Services Organization funded by 
DC Office for Aging, Sept. 22, Oct. 20, Nov. 12, Dec. 4.  
1997 “Cultural Affiliation and Kennewick Man: A Case Study in Repatriation”  Topics 
in Museums Studies, Department of Anthropology, George Washington University, 
October 21. 
1997  “Maya  Warfare”  Invited Lecture in the Latin American Studies Series, 
Department of Sociology and Anthropology, St Mary’s College of Maryland, October 8. 
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1997 South Gulf Coast Archaeology Planning Conference, presentation on the Olmec 
Piedmont Survey, Hueyapan de Ocampo, Veracruz, Mexico.  Conference organized by 
Richard Diehl, University of Alabama, through FAMSI, Birmingham, September 20-26. 
1997 “Maya Cities” El Peten Study Tour with Professor William Roberts, St. Mary’s 
College of Maryland, December 11. 
1996      “Of Basalt and Maize: The Olmec Political Economy” The Smithsonian 
Associates Lecture Series entitled Olmec Civilization, #2. Washington, DC, July 16. 
1996       “NAGPRA Summit Presentation: Smithsonian Repatriation Policies and 
Accomplishments” at the National Congress of American Indians Mid-Year Conference 
in Tulsa, Oklahoma, June 23. 
1996  “Steed Kisker Archaeology and Prehistoric Plains Cultural Affiliation: Case 
Example of a Repatriation Dispute” Archaeological Method and Theory Class, George 
Washington University, March 21. 
1995 “Problems in Repatriation” Museum Studies Class with Professor Robert 
Humphrey, George Washington University, November 15.  
1995 “Olmec Roots of the Ancient Maya: A Critical Review” The Smithsonian 
Associates Lecture Series entitled The Mysterious Maya,  #3. Washington, DC, October 
26. 
1995 “Mille Lacs Repatriation Conference:  Smithsonian Repatriation in the Great 
Lakes Region”  Mille Lacs Museum, Mille Lacs Indian Reservation, MN. September 5. 
1995 “The Archaeological Evidence for Central Plains Cultural Affiliation and the 
Steed-Kisker Case”  Presentation before the National Review Board, National Museum 
of the American Indian Act and the Pawnee Tribe of Oklahoma, Denver, CO, September 
7. 
1995 “Formative Period Mesoamerica” The Smithsonian Associates Lecture Series 
entitled The Archaeology of Mesoamerica and the Andes, #1. Washington, DC, July 13. 
1995 “Basalt Monument Production at Laguna de los Cerros, Veracruz, Mexico” in  
Re-examining  Theoretical and Methodological Approaches to Production and 
Specialization: Where Do We Go From Here? a symposium at the Annual Meetings of 
the Society of the Society for American Archaeology, Minneapolis, MN, May 4. 
1994      “Dynastic History, Warfare, and Settlement in the Petexbatun Region, Peten, 
Guatemala” in Settlement Pattern Studies in the Southern Maya Lowlands, a symposium 
at the Annual Meetings of the American Anthropological Association, Atlanta, 
December.  
1994      “The Untold Story of the Piedmont Olmec: A New Look at Laguna de los 
Cerros, Veracruz, Mexico” Invited Lecture  for the Pre-Columbian Society of 
Washington, Bethesda, Maryland, November 4. 
1994 “Ethnoarchaeological Perspectives on Farming in Lowland Mesoamerica” Pre-
Columbian Studies Talk at Dumbarton Oaks, Washington, DC, February 24.  
1992 “Reinventing the Olmec: Formative Period Archaeology on Mexico’s Gulf Coast” 
Illustrated Lecture at the Department of Anthropology, University of Illinois, Chicago, 
February 28. 
1993     “Inside the Repatriation Program at the National Museum of Natural History” 
Dinner Address for the Director’s Circle at the Associate’s Court, NMNH, SI, 
Washington, DC, November 10. 
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1993      “Repatriation Documentation and Native Collaboration” Presentation for the 
Keepers of the Treasures (Alaska), Annual Meeting, Anchorage, September 17. 
 1993       “Ancient Settlement Dispersal and Urban Agriculture in Lowland 
Mesoamerica” Illustrated Lecture at the Department of Anthropology, University of 
Massachusetts, Boston, May. 
1993      “Repatriation Policy at the National Museum of Natural History” Presentation 
for the Keepers of the Treasures, National Annual Meetings, Warm Springs, Oregon, 
May. 
1993 “Mesoamerican Bouillabaisse:  Another Recipe for Complexity,” Mesoamerican 
Lecture Series at the National Museum of Natural History, Smithsonian Institution, 
November 18. 
1993 “Documentation Methods and Database Management: The Response to 
Repatriation” panel discussion organized by Jonathan Haas, NAGPRA Review 
Committee Member and Director of Research Programs Field Museum, Chicago, 
American Association of Museums Annual Meeting, Fort Worth Texas, May. 
1993 “A Question of Scale:  Household, Community, and Ethnoarchaeological 
Research in Mesoamerica” paper for The Ethnoarchaeology of Settlement Patterns: 
Agricultural Societies, a symposium at the Annual Meetings of the Society of the Society 
for American Archaeology, St. Louis, April 12-14. 
1992 "The Larsen Bay Repatriation and Kodiak Island Prehistory" symposium co-
organized with T. L. Bray for the Annual Meetings of the American Anthropological 
Association, San Francisco, CA, December 2-6. 
1992 "City Gardens or Garden Cities?: A Look at Agriculture and Urbanism in 
Mesoamerica's Tropical Lowlands,” a Talk to the Northern Virginia Chapter of the 
Archaeological Society of Virginia, Fairfax VA, October 8. 
1992 "Federal Repatriation Legislation and its Impact on Archaeology in Virginia"  
Invited Address for the Annual Meetings of the Archaeological Society of Virginia, 
Manassas, VA, October 3. 
1992 Organizer, symposium entitled Land Use, Tenure, and Boundary Maintenance: 
Issues of Archaeological Method and Theory at the 57th Annual Meetings of the Society 
for American Archaeology, April 12. 
1992 "Land Use, Land Holding, and War Among the Late Classic Maya: A Study of 
Prehistoric Wall Systems on the Petexbatun Escarpment, Peten, Guatemala," Paper 
presented in a symposium entitled Land Use, Tenure, and Boundary Maintenance: Issues 
of Archaeological Method and Theory at the 57th Annual Meetings of the Society for 
American Archaeology, April 12. 
1992 "Earthly Matters:  Land, Water, and People in Pre-Colombian America"  Round 
Table Participant, Dumbarton Oaks, Wash., DC, March 21-22.  
1992 "Farming, Walls, and Warfare: Prehistoric Agriculture and Settlement in the 
Maya Lowlands," a Talk for the Americanist Seminar Series in the Department of 
Anthropology,  National Museum of Natural History, Smithsonian Institution, March 3. 
1992 "Repatriation Legislation and the Archaeology of Virginia," a Talk to the 
Northern Virginia Chapter of the Virginia Archaeological Society, February 13. 
1991 "Repatriation at the Smithsonian," a Poster at the Annual Meetings of the 
American Anthropological Association, Chicago, November. 
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1991 "Broken Heartland of Cities: Preliminary Report on the Petexbatun Inter-site 
Archaeology Survey, Peten, Guatemala",  Paper Presented at the 47th International 
Congress of Americanists, New Orleans,  July 15. 
1991 "Habriendo el corazon de ciudades:  Informe preliminar del recorrido intersitio  
arqueologico del Petexbatun, Peten, Guatemala", Paper presented at the 5th Symposio de  
Arqueologia Guatemalteca, Guatemala City, Guatemala,  July 11. 
1990a, b, and c  “Subsistence, Ceramics and Society in Formative Mesoamerica”  Invited  
Lectures at the State University of New York, Albany, New York; New York University, 
New York; and The American Museum of Natural History, New York, spring. 
1989 Organizer, symposium entitled Production Systems at Prehistoric Matacapan, 
Veracruz, Mexico, Annual Meetings of the American Anthropological Association, 
November 19, Washington, DC. 
1989 "Land Use and Settlement at Formative Period Matacapan"  Paper presented at 
the symposium entitled Production Systems at Prehistoric Matacapan, Veracruz, Mexico, 
at the Annual Meetings of the American Anthropological Association, November 19, 
Washington, DC. 
1989 "Prehistoric Gulf Coast Food Production Systems: Issues of Method and Theory"  
Paper delivered at the 1989 Northeast Mesoamericanist Meetings on Gulf Coast 
Archaeology, held October 28-29, at Boston University. 
1988 "Residential Patterns at Middle Classic Matacapan,"  Paper presented at the Chac 
Mool Conference, University of Calgary, Calgary, Alberta, Canada. 
1988 "On Tecomates and Bell-Shaped Storage Cists: A Contribution to the Explanation 
of Subsistence Organization and Domestic Technology in Formative Mesoamerica," with 
P. A. McAnany.  Paper presented at a symposium entitled The Economics of Storage: 
Developing an Interpretive Framework for Archaeology, 53rd Annual SAA Meetings, 
Phoenix. 
1988 "Refuse and Residential Patterns at Ancient Sayil, Yucatan Mexico".  Lecture 
delivered to the Central Ohio Valley Archaeological Society, Cincinnati Natural History 
Museum. 
1987 "Solar, Jardin, y Milpa: La Significacion Arqueologica de Produccion Agricola 
entre los Campesinos de la Sierra de los Tuxtlas, Veracruz, Mexico".  Paper presented a 
conference entitled Balance y Perspectiva de la Antropologia en Veracruz, Encuentro I, 
Jalapa, Veracruz, Mexico. 
1987 "On Modern Peasant Agricultural Systems and the Archaeological Record".  
Paper presented at a symposium entitled New Perspectives in Economic Anthropology, 
86th Annual AAA Meetings, Chicago. 
1987 "Plants, People and Space: Ethnoarchaeology and Tropical Farming on the Gulf 
Coast of Mesoamerica".  Lecture delivered to the Greater Cincinnati Anthropological 
Society and the Latin American Studies Program at the University of Cincinnati. 
1987 "An Archaeological Perspective on Formative, Classic, and Modern Farming on 
the Gulf Coast of Mesoamerica".  Lecture delivered at the School of American Research, 
Santa Fe, New Mexico. 
1987 Organizer, The Gardens of Prehistory: A Look at Cultivation Near the Residence 
from the Perspective of the Archaeologist, symposium organized for the 52nd Annual 
SAA Meetings, Toronto, Canada. 
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1987 “The Use of Space around the Residence by Ancient Farmers on the Gulf Coast: 
Recent Research from the Site of Matacapan, Veracruz, Mexico".  Paper presented in a 
symposium entitled The Gardens of Prehistory: A Look at Cultivation Near the 
Residence from the Perspective of the Archaeologist, 52nd Annual SAA Meetings, 
Toronto, Canada. 
1987 "Solar, Jardin, y Milpa: The Archaeological Implications of Campesino 
Agriculture in the Sierra de los Tuxtlas, Veracruz, Mexico".  Ruth B. Kennedy Memorial 
Lecture for outstanding dissertation in Anthropology, Maxwell Museum of 
Anthropology, University of New Mexico. 
1986 "Residential Site Structure: A Comparison of Ethnographic, Ethnohistoric, and  
Archaeological Data".  Lecture delivered at the School of American Research, Santa Fe, 
New Mexico. 
1986 "Ethnohistoric Sources and Tropical Gardening in the New World".  Lecture 
delivered to the Fellows and Staff of the Newberry, Library, Chicago. 
1985 "Kitchen Gardening as an Indicator of Agricultural Intensification: Houselot Data 
from the Sierra de los Tuxtlas".  Paper presented at  a symposium entitled Political and 
Domestic Economy, at the 84th Annual AAA Meetings, Washington, D.C..       
1985 "Agricultural Practices and Houselot Organization in the Sierra de los Tuxtlas: 
Building a Foundation for Archaeological Inference".  Paper presented at the General 
Session on Recent Latin American Research, 50th Annual SAA Meetings, Denver. 
 

I.   Radio Interviews about Detroit Research 
 
• WJR – Paul W. Smith  Interview on Corktown Archaeology Survey for 

Destination 313 (Winter 2010) 
• WDET – Craig Fahle Show Interview on Corktown Archaeology at the 

Workers Row House (Fall 2009) 
• WJR – Early morning coverage for a Weekend News Feature (Winter 2007) 

 

SERVICE 

 1.  Administrative Appointments while at Wayne State 
 

• Interim Chair, Department of Anthropology, January, 2012- July 31, 
2015    

• Chair, Department of Anthropology, August 17, 2001- December 31, 
2006   

• Acting Director, Grosscup Museum of Anthropology, Winter-
Summer, 2010 
 

2. Administrative Appointments at Other University/Institution Before Last 
Five Years 
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• Program Director, Senior Archaeologist, Repatriation Office, National 
Museum of Natural History, Smithsonian Institution, Washington, 
D.C.  1993-2000 

• Councilor, Senate of Scientists, National Museum of Natural History, 
1996-1999 

• Central Committee, American Indian Council, Smithsonian Institution, 
Washington 
D.C.  1994-1998 

3. Committee Assignments 

University Committee Membership 

• Academic Senate 2018-2021 

• Wayne State Campus Crisis Committee, Active Shooter Task 
Force, appointed by President Wilson; Committee Chaired by 
Dean Matt Seeger Dean Fine, Performing and Communication 
Arts, n, 2015-2016 

• WSU Humanities Center Board Member 2012-2014 
• Spokesperson and Research/Outreach Coordinator of Repatriations 
for the University, CLAS and Department of Anthropology 
(Chippewa, Odawa and Potawatomi consultations, returns and 
ceremonial participation, William Johnson, Zeibiwing Museum Mt 
Pleasant, Michigan, NAGPRA tribal coordinator) 2013-present. 
• Academic Senate (elected), 2007-2009 
• Academic Senate Sub-Committee on Budget 2008-2009 
• Academic Senate Sub-Committee on Information Technology and 

Infrastructure, 2007-2008 
 

College Committee Membership 
 

• Faculty Council (2018-2021) 
 

• Internal Reviewer, Department of Geology Academic Review, 
Fall and Winter 2018 

• Internal Search Committee Chair, Economics, Committee Chair, 
Winter, 2014 

• CLA/CLAS Faculty Council 2003-2007, President 2003-2004, 
Council member 2012-2014 

• Search Panel for the CLAS Personnel Manager, Winter 2006 
• Criminal Justice Department Chair Search, fall 2002-winter 2003 

 
Department Committee Membership 

• Personell Committee Chair Fall semester 2017-present 
• Undergraduate Committee Member 2007-present 
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• Museum Committee Member 2001-present 
• Personnel Committee Member 2001-present  
• Interim Chair of the Undergraduate Committee and 

Coordinator of the Learning Community in Anthropology, 
Winter 2016 

• Chair of the Medical Search, Fall 2015/Winter 2016 
• Tenure and Promotion Committee (Allen Batteau 

evaluation for Full Professor), Fall 2015/Winter 2016  
• Founded the Learning Community in Anthropology (Fall 

2010-2012, co directed with Sherylyn Briller 2012), funded 
by the Dean of Students Office ($9200-$23,000) 

• Faculty Search Committees 
Anthropology Search, Fall and Winter, 2001-2002 
Medical Anthropology Search, Fall and Winter, 
2001-2002 
Cultural/Middle Eastern Search, Fall and Winter 
2002-2003 
Cultural/Business Search, Fall and Winter 2003-
2004, Fall and Winter 2010-2011 
Medical Search, Fall 2006 
Medical Search, Chair, 2008-2009 

Archaeology Search 2010-2011 
Medical Anthropology Search, 2015-2016 

 
Other Committees 

• Interim Undergrad Advisor and Learning Community 
Coordinator, Winter 2016 

• Museum Space Committee Member, Summer 2015-present 
• Undergraduate Advisor/Officer (2007-2011), Faculty 

Advisor to the Undergraduate Anthropology Society 
(Winter 2010), and Anthropology Learning Committee 
Coordinator (2010-2011) 

• Museum Committee (Interim Chair and Museum Director, 
2010), Department of Anthropology, Fall 2002-present 

• Promotion and Tenure Committee, Department of 
Anthropology, Fall 2007-present 

• Personnel and Salary Committee (Chair), Department of 
Anthropology, Fall 2007-present 

• Undergraduate Committee, Advisor and Chair, Department 
of Anthropology, Fall 2008-present 

• Faculty Retreat (Strategic Planning, Chair), March 2002 
• Faculty Retreat (Academic Review, Chair), March 2003 
• Faculty Retreat (Doctoral Enhancement Proposal, Chair), 

March 2004 
• Faculty Retreat (Curriculum, Chair), March 2005 
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• Faculty Retreat (Mixed Issues, Chair), March 2006 
 

4. Professional Consultations 

Consultations (unpaid) 

• Advisor to the Detroit Chapter of the Michigan Archaeological 
Society  Winter (2018-present) 

• Advisor to the Workers Row House Cultural Center, Corktown, 
Detroit, MI (2006-present) 

• Advisor to the Historic Fort Wayne Coalition, Detroit, MI (2014-
present) 
 

                       Public Presentations as an Expert in Discipline 

• Art, Antiquity and the Law, Conference at Rutgers University, 
October, 1998 

• Who Owns Culture? National Journalism Program, Columbia 
University, March 1999 
 

Testimony before Public Bodies 

• California State Legislature, Budget Committee Testimony on the 
Ishi Repatriation Case for the Secretary of the Smithsonian 
Institution, March 2000 

 
Community Outreach and Research Collaboration in Detroit/Michigan 

• Collaborator (representing WSU), with the Detroit Historical 
Museum (City of Detroit) and the Notawassipi Huron Band of 
Potawattomi (Fulton, Michigan) on planning and fund raising for a 
non-invasive survey of the Old Ft. Wayne Parade Ground, Detroit, 
MI, 2014-2015  

• Designer and Curator of Wayne State University Museum of 
Anthropology exhibit (Corktown Archaeology: Past, Present and 
Future) in the ground floor lobby of the Colman E. Young 
Municipal Building, Detroit, Michigan; Opening April 2011 

• Presentations (Corktown Archaeology) to the Residents Council of 
Corktown, January, February and March, 2009 

• Corktown Archaeology, Detroit—partner with the Greater 
Corktown Development Corporation (GCDC) 2006-present. 

• Fieldwork at the Workers Row House (WRH, Corktown) with 
students and faculty from Wayne State; University of Michigan 
(Ann Arbor and Flint); Cass Technical High School, Detroit; the 
Friends School (Detroit primary and secondary school), 2006-
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present (Interpretive Pocket Park with Members of the 
Undergraduate Anthropology Society Fall 2010 and Winter 2011). 

• Presentations on WRH research to the Society for Active Retirees 
(WSU); for classes in the Department of Anthropology, University 
of Windsor, Oakland Community College Anthropology classes, 
the Friends School, and the Cesar Chavez Academy grammar and 
high schools, 2006-present. 

• Greater Corktown Development Corporation (GCDC) Museum 
Advisory Board (2006-present). 

• Archaeological Demonstration Days at the WRH for Annual 
House Tours of the GCDC, 2006, 2007, 2008, 2010 2011. 

• Planning Committee for Corktown Archaeology exhibit at the 
Detroit Historical Society (2010). 

 
5.   Consulting to Public Agencies, Foundations, Professional Associations 

Repatriation to the Salinas National Monument, National Park 
Service and the Smithsonian Institution, February –April, 2001 
Repatriation to Casas Grandes Region, Chihuahua, Mexico, 
Instituto Nacional de Antropologia e Historia and the 
Smithsonian Institution, May-July, 2001 

 
                  6.  Detroit Area/Organization Service Consultation 

International Visitors Council of Metropolitan Detroit  2003 - 
Present 
Maltese Citizens Organization  2007, 2009 
 

7.  Native American Consultation and Repatriation Negotiation  

Wayne State University representative to 5 Michigan Federally 
Recognized Tribes for repartiation, 2014-present; ongoing: 
Wyandote (MI/OK consultation) 

Smithsonian Institution (partial listing)  

                                             Mt. Pima, Chihuahua Mexico, 2001 
Hupa Repatriation Delegation, 2000 
Pawnee Repatriation Delegation, 2000 
Arikara Repatriation Delegation, 2000 
Shishmaref, AK, 2000 
Unalakleet #2,  AK 2000 
Salinas #2, Albuquerque, NM, 2000  
Grande Ronde/Siletz, OR, 2000 
St. Lawrence Island, Alaska, 2000 
Unalakleet, Alaska, 2000 
Redding Rancheria and Pit River Delegations, 2000 
San Ildefonso, 1999 
Salinas Monument Consultation (Acoma, Isleta, Hopi, 
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                        Jemez, Kiowa, Taos, Ysleta del Sur, Zuni) 1999 
Northern California Consultation (Maidu, Wintu, Yana, 
“Unrecognized Groups”) 1999 
Wounded Knee Consultation (Cheyenne River Sioux Tribe) 
1998 
Ponca Repatriation Delegation 1998 
Oglala Repatriation Delegation, 1998 
Assiniboine Repatriation Delegation, 1998 

      Northwest Tribal Workshop (Coleville Confederated Tribes, 
      Nez Perce, Umatilla, Wanapum, Warm Springs andYakama 
     1997 

Pomo Repatriation Consortium, 1997 
Creek Tribe of Oklahoma, 1997 
Cheyenne and Arapaho tribe of Oklahoma, 1996 
Acoma Pueblo, 1996 
St. Lawrence Island, Alaska, Tribal Councils, 1996 
Yakama, Warm Spings, Coleville, Umatilla, and Nez Perce 
Tribal Councils, 1996 
Cheyenne River Sioux Tribe, South Dakota 1995 
Pawnee Tribe, Oklahoma 1995 
Hopi Pueblo, Arizona 1995 
Palm Springs Consultation and Workshop with Tribes from 
California, Arizona and Nevada, 1995 
Bering Straits Native Corporation, Alaska 1994 
Cook Inlet Native Corporation, Alaska 1994 
Tanana Chiefs Conference, Alaska 1994 
Arapaho Traditional Leadership, Groups from Oklahoma and 
Wyoming 1994 
Tlingit and Haida Council and Sealaska Foundation 1994 
Cheyenne and Arapaho Tribes of Oklahoma, Tribal Council 
and Traditional Leadership 1993 
Northern Cheyenne Tribe, Montana, Tribal Council and 
Traditional Leadership, 1993 
Chugach Native Corporation, Alaska, 1993 
Inupiat Language, Culture, and History Commission, Point 
Barrow, Alaska, 1993 
Pawnee Tribal Council, Oklahoma, 1992 
Cheyenne and Arapaho Tribes of Oklahoma, Tribal Council 
and Traditional Leadership 1992 
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BIRMINGHAM CITY COMMISSION MINUTES 
NOVEMBER 12, 2018 

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

I. CALL TO ORDER AND PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 
Mayor Andrew M. Harris called the meeting to order at 7:30 PM. 

II. ROLL CALL
ROLL CALL: Present: Mayor Harris 

Mayor Pro Tem Bordman 
Commissioner Boutros  
Commissioner DeWeese 
Commissioner Sherman 

Absent: Commissioner Hoff 
Commissioner Nickita 

Administration:  City Manager Valentine, City Attorney Currier, Senior Planner Baka, IT Director 
Brunk, Communications Director Byrne, Police Chief Clemence, Planning Director Ecker, Finance 
Director Gerber, Building Official Johnson, Deputy Treasurer Klobucar, City Engineer O’Meara, 
City Clerk Mynsberge, BSD Director Tighe, DPS Director Wood 

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

11-296-18 ORGANIZATION OF THE CITY COMMISSION 
MOTION:   Motion by Commissioner DeWeese, seconded by Mayor Pro Tem Bordman: 
To nominate Mayor Harris as the temporary chair of the City Commission for purposes of 
conducting the Mayor and Mayor Pro Tem election. 
VOTE: Yeas, 5 

Nays, 0 
Absent, 2 

MOTION: Motion by Commissioner DeWeese, seconded by Commissioner Boutros: 
To nominate Mayor Pro Tem Bordman as Mayor. 

VOTE: Yeas, 5 
Nays, 0 
Absent, 2 

MOTION:   Motion by Commissioner Harris, seconded by Mayor Bordman: 
To nominate Commissioner Boutros as Mayor Pro Tem. 

VOTE: Yeas, 5 
Nays, 0 
Absent, 2 

4A



 
The Clerk administered the oath of office to Mayor Bordman and Mayor Pro Tem Boutros. 
 
Mayor Bordman made a presentation melding her family’s history with the history of 
Birmingham. 
 
Mayor Pro Tem Boutros expressed his gratitude and recognized his family.  
 
Mayor Bordman presented a gift on behalf of the City to outgoing Mayor Harris. 
 
Commissioner Harris thanked the City Manager and City Department Heads, his colleagues on 
the Commission, and recognized his family. 
 
The meeting was recessed at 7:51 p.m. 
 

INTERMISSION 
 

Mayor Bordman reconvened the meeting at 8:04 p.m. 
 
11-297-18 APPOINTMENTS TO THE RETIREMENT BOARD, RETIREES 

HEALTH CARE FUND COMMITTEE, TRIANGLE DISTRICT 
CORRIDOR IMPROVEMENT AUTHORITY, AND FOUNDATION FOR 
BIRMINGHAM SENIOR RESIDENTS. 

MOTION: Motion by Commissioner DeWeese: 
To appoint Patty Bordman, Mayor, to the Retirement Board. 
 
VOTE: Yeas, 5  
 Nays, 0 
 Absent, 2 
 
MOTION:  Motion by Commissioner DeWeese: 
To appoint Pierre Boutros, Mayor Pro Tem, to the Retirement Board. 
 
VOTE: Yeas, 5  
 Nays, 0 
 Absent, 2 
 
MOTION: Motion by Commissioner DeWeese: 
To appoint Patty Bordman, Mayor, to the Retirees Health Care Fund Committee. 
 
VOTE: Yeas, 5  
 Nays, 0 
 Absent, 2 
 
MOTION: Motion by Mayor Pro Tem Boutros, seconded by Commissioner Harris: 
To concur in the Mayor’s appointment of Commissioner Sherman to the Triangle District Corridor 
Improvement Authority.   
 
VOTE: Yeas, 5  
 Nays, 0 
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 Absent, 2 
 
MOTION:  Motion by Commissioner Harris, seconded by Mayor Pro Tem Boutros: 
To concur in the Mayor’s appointment of Commissioner Hoff to the Foundation for Birmingham 
Senior Residents.   
 
VOTE: Yeas, 5  
 Nays, 0 
 Absent, 2 
 
11-298-18 RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE NEW MAYOR TO SIGN THE 

CITY’S EMERGENCY ACTION GUIDE ON BEHALF OF THE CITY 
MOTION:  Motion by Commissioner DeWeese, seconded by Mayor Pro Tem Boutros: 
To authorize the Mayor to sign the City’s Emergency Action Guide on behalf of the City. 
 
VOTE: Yeas, 5  
 Nays, 0 
 Absent, 2 
 

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. 

11-299-18  APPROVAL OF CONSENT AGENDA 
MOTION: Motion by Commissioner Sherman, seconded by Commissioner Harris: 
To approve the Consent Agenda as submitted. 
 
ROLL CALL VOTE: Ayes:  Mayor Bordman  

Mayor Pro Tem Boutros  
Commissioner DeWeese 
Commissioner Harris 

     Commissioner Sherman 
   Nays:  None 

 
A. Approval of City Commission minutes of October 29, 2018. 

B. Approval of warrant list, including Automated Clearing House payments dated October 
24, 2018 in the amount of $2,835,969.79. 

C. Approval of warrant list, including Automated Clearing House payments dated October 
31, 2018, in the amount of $410,053.28. 

D. Approval of warrant list, including Automated Clearing House payments dated November 
7, 2018, in the amount of $591,584.63. 

E. Resolution adopting the Performance Resolution for Governmental Agencies with the 
 Michigan Department of Transportation (MDOT) and authorizing City Engineer, Paul 
 O’Meara and Assistant City Engineer, Austin Fletcher, to apply to MDOT for the 
 necessary permit work within the State Highway Right-of-Way on behalf of the City of 
 Birmingham. 
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F. Resolution authorizing the IT department to purchase the Security Subscription, Support 
 and License renewals for the Palo Alto Firewall and Traps Server and endpoint clients   
 from AmeriNet. The purchase price not to exceed $26,578.63. Funds are available in the 
 IT Network Upgrade fund account #636-228.000-973.0400. 

G. Resolution setting Monday, December 3, 2018 at 7:30 PM for a public hearing to 
 consider the Program Year 2019 Community Development Block Grant Program. 

V. UNFINISHED BUSINESS 
None.   

VI. NEW BUSINESS 
11-300-18 PUBLIC HEARING TO CONSIDER CONFIRMATION OF SPECIAL 

ASSESSMENT DISTRICT (SAD) NUMBERS 884, 885, 886, AND 
887 - FUNDING FOR PRINCIPAL SHOPPING DISTRICT 

Mayor Bordman opened the public hearing at 8:10 p.m. 
 
Deputy Treasurer Klobucar reviewed her memo to City Manager Valentine dated November 5, 
2018. 
 
With no further comments from the Commission or public, Mayor Bordman closed the public 
hearing at 8:10 p.m. 
 
MOTION:  Motion by Commissioner DeWeese, seconded by Mayor Pro Tem Boutros: 
To adopt a resolution ratifying and confirming Special Assessment Roll No. 884 for fiscal year 
2018-2019, Special Assessment Roll No. 885 for fiscal year 2019-2020, Special Assessment Roll 
No. 886 for fiscal year 2020-2021 and Special Assessment Roll No. 887 for fiscal year 2021-
2022, funding for the Principal Shopping District, and to instruct the City Clerk to endorse said 
rolls, showing the date of confirmation thereof, and certifying said assessment rolls to the City 
Treasurer for collection.  Further, that for each year of such assessments, special assessments 
shall be payable in one (1) installment as provided in Section 94-10 of the Code of the City of 
Birmingham, with an annual interest rate of six and a quarter percent (6.25%) on all due 
unpaid installments. (Formal resolution appended to these minutes as Attachment A.) 

VOTE:  Yeas,  5 
  Nays,  0 
  Absent, 2 
 
11-301-18  PLANNING BOARD ACTION LIST 
Planning Director Ecker covered the proposed process to address needed amendments to the 
Planning Board’s Action List between annual reviews. 
 
Commissioner DeWeese said he was in favor but suggested all seven commissioners be present 
when determining the action list. 
 
Planning Director Ecker explained a decisision was not urgent.  
 
Commissioner Harris opined that there was no harm in delaying section A and moving forward 
with section B. 
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Commissioner Sherman questioned the move of  renovation of commercial properties from #2 
to #6 on the list.  Planning Director Ecker explained the items higher on the list are almost 
completed.  
 
Commissioner Sherman noted that the meeting had a quorum, this issue was discussed at the 
Commission-Planning Board joint meeting, and he would prefer to move it forward. 
 
MOTION:  Motion by Commissioner DeWeese, seconded by Commissioner Harris: 
To approve the Revised 2018-2019 Planning Board Action List as submitted. 

AND 
To establish a process to address needed amendments to the Planning Board’s Action List 
between annual reviews. (Formal resolution appended to these minutes as Attachment B.) 
 
VOTE:  Yeas,  5 
  Nays,  0 
  Absent, 2 
 
11-302-18  HISTORIC DISTRICT STUDY COMMITTEE (HDSC) ACTION LIST 
Senior Planner Baka reviewed his memo to City Manager Valentine dated November 2, 2018, 
noting there is no budget for some of the items, so funds transfers may be required. 
 
MOTION:  Motion by Commissioner DeWeese, seconded by Mayor Pro Tem Boutros: 
To approve the 2018 HDSC Action List as submitted. 
 
VOTE:  Yeas,  5 
  Nays,  0 
  Absent, 2 
 
11-303-18  MOPED PARKING – OLD WOODWARD 
Planning Director Ecker reviewed her memo to City Manager Valentine dated October 31, 2018, 
explaining that the MMTB discussed whether or not to charge for the spaces, but forwarded the 
recommendation without fees during the first year. 
 
City Manager Valentine explained that not charging for spaces offers incentive to use mopeds 
instead of cars, opening up parking spaces for other drivers. 
 
MOTION:  Motion by Mayor Pro Tem Boutros, seconded by Commissioner Harris: 
To approve the Multi-Modal Transportation Board’s recommendation to add moped parking and 
to direct City Staff to begin work on implementing moped parking  on Old Woodward between 
Brown Street and Oakland Avenue. 

AND 
To provide a report back to the City Commission in one year on the status and usage of the 
designated moped parking. 
 
VOTE:  Yeas,  5 
  Nays,  0 
  Absent, 2 
 
11-304-18  MARIHUANA ORDINANCE 
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City Manager Valentine explained staff has been working with the City Attorney’s office in 
anticipation of the passage of Proposal 18-1. The City is currently opted-out of medical 
marihuana dispensaries through Public Act 281 of 2016.  In order to opt-out of the new law, the 
City must adopt an ordinance prohibiting recreational marihuana establishments. 
 
City Manager Valentine confirmed: 

• Personal use is still permitted under state law. This proposed ordinance only prohibits 
commercial activity within the City limits. 

• If this ordinance is not passed, a retail marihuana establishment would go through the 
City’s application process like any other retail business in order to maintain a license to 
operate. 

 
Commissioners Sherman and DeWeese stated it would be prudent to pass this ordinance for 
now, understanding it could always be changed in the future. 
 
MOTION:  Motion by Commissioner Sherman, seconded by Commissioner DeWeese: 
To adopt the Amendment to Chapter 26. – Business to add Article XII. – Marihuana 
Establishments Prohibited, as follows: 
 

"The City Code, Part II, Chapter 26. Businesses shall be amended to 
add Article XII.- Marihuana Establishments Prohibited, shall read as follows: 

 
CHAPTER 26 - BUSINESSES 

 
ARTICLE XII. - MARIHUANA ESTABLISHMENTS PROHIBITED. 

 
Sec. 426-500 - Marihuana Establishments Prohibited. 

 
Marihuana establishments as defined in Section 3 of the Michigan 

Regulation and Taxation of Marihuana Act, and as it may hereafter be 
amended from time to time, are completely prohibited within the City limits 
of the City of Birmingham, as provided for in Section 6 of the Act." 

 
VOTE:  Yeas,  4 
  Nays,  1 (Harris) 
  Absent, 2 
 

VII. REMOVED FROM CONSENT AGENDA 
Items removed from the Consent Agenda were addressed earlier in the meeting. 
 

VIII. COMMUNICATIONS 
None 
 

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

X. REPORTS 
11-305-18  COMMISSIONER REPORTS 
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The City Commission will appoint two regular members to the Board of Review on December 3, 
2018. 

The City Commission will appoint a member who is a District resident and a member who has 
an ownership or business interest in property located in the District to the Triangle District 
Corridor Improvement Authority on December 3, 2018. 

B. Commissioner Comments 

C. Advisory Boards, Committees, Commissions’ Reports and Agendas 

D. Legislation 

11-306 -18  CITY STAFF 
The Commission received the parking utilization report submitted by Assistant City Manager 
Gunter. 
 
The Commission received the memo regarding the Collector Streets Paving Project, Contract 
#2-19(P) submitted by Planning Director Ecker, Police Commander Grewe, and City Engineer 
O’Meara. 
 

XI. ADJOURN 
There being no further business, Mayor Bordman adjourned the meeting at 8:37 p.m. 
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ATTACHMENT A 
RESOLUTION #11-300-18 

 
RATIFICATION AND CONFIRMATION OF  

SPECIAL ASSESSMENT ROLL  
# 884 FOR FISCAL YEAR 2018-2019, 
# 885 FOR FISCAL YEAR 2019-2020,  
# 886 FOR FISCAL YEAR 2020-2021, 
# 887 FOR FISCAL YEAR 2021-2022, 

FUNDING FOR THE PRINCIPAL SHOPPING DISTRICT 
 
WHEREAS,  Special Assessment Roll, designated Roll No. 884 for fiscal year 2018-2019 has 
been heretofore prepared for collection and Roll No. 885 for fiscal year 2019-2020, Roll No. 
886 for fiscal year 2020-2021, and Roll No. 887 for fiscal year 2021-2022 shall be prepared for 
collection in the respective years; and 

 
WHEREAS,  the City Commission has established rates for fiscal years 2018-2019, 2019-
2020, 2020-2021 and 2021-2022 included in District 1 at $0.494 per square foot for the first 
floor and $0.346 per square foot for the floors second and above and included in District 1A at 
$0.247 for the first floor and $0.173 per square foot for the floors second and above, 
respectively, and with a maximum amount to be determined; 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,  Commission resolution 10-290-18 provided it would meet this 12th day of 
November, 2018 for the sole purpose of reviewing the assessment roll; and 

 
WHEREAS,  at said hearing held this November 12, 2018 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. 884 for fiscal year 
2018- 2019 has been heretofore prepared for collection and Roll No. 885 for fiscal year 2019-
2020 Roll No. 886 for fiscal year 2020-2021 and Roll No. 887 for fiscal year 2021-2022 be 
in all things ratified and confirmed, and that the City Clerk be and is hereby instructed to 
endorse said rolls, showing the date of confirmation thereof, and to certify said assessment rolls 
to the City Treasurer for collection. 
 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that for each year of such assessments, special assessments 
shall be payable in one (1) installment as provided in Section 94-10 of the Code of the 
City of Birmingham, with an annual interest rate of six and a quarter percent (6.25%) on all 
due unpaid installments. 

 
MOTION:  Motion by Commissioner DeWeese, seconded by Mayor Pro Tem Boutros: 
To adopt a resolution ratifying and confirming Special Assessment Roll No. 884 for fiscal year 
2018-2019, Special Assessment Roll No. 885 for fiscal year 2019-2020, Special Assessment Roll 
No. 886 for fiscal year 2020-2021 and Special Assessment Roll No. 887 for fiscal year 2021-
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2022, funding for the Principal Shopping District, and to instruct the City Clerk to endorse said 
rolls, showing the date of confirmation thereof, and certifying said assessment rolls to the City 
Treasurer for collection.  Further, that for each year of such assessments, special assessments 
shall be payable in one (1) installment as provided in Section 94-10 of the Code of the City of 
Birmingham, with an annual interest rate of six and a quarter percent (6.25%) on all due 
unpaid installments.  

VOTE:  Yeas,  5 
  Nays,  0 
  Absent, 2 
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ATTACHMENT B 
RESOLUTION 11-301-18 

ESTABLISHING A PROCESS TO ADDRESS NEEDED AMENDMENTS TO THE 
PLANNING BOARD ACTION LIST BETWEEN ANNUAL REVIEWS. 

WHEREAS,  The City of Birmingham strives to operate in a strategic manner to ensure 
the needs of the community are addressed in accordance with policy directives of its elected 
officials; and 

WHEREAS,  There are several City boards and commissions that serve in this 
supporting capacity to recommend various actions, improvements and policy changes; and 

WHEREAS,  The Birmingham Planning Board serves in this role and operates under 
their Planning Board Action List which is reviewed and approved by the City Commission each 
year; and 

WHEREAS,  The City Commission and the Planning Board have discussed at their October 
15, 2018 joint workshop the need to clarify a process for miscellaneous items that arise in 
between reviews of the Planning Board Action List. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Birmingham City Commission wishes to 
outline a process for the Planning Board to follow in addressing miscellaneous items that arise 
in between reviews of the Planning Board Action List which warrant some urgency in 
obtaining action; and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the process to initiate changes to the Planning Board 
Action List between annual reviews shall consist of the following: 

1. Topics which can be undertaken by the Planning Board without modification 
to the Planning Board Action List shall include: 

a. Clarification of existing ordinance language in order to act on 
pending applications, including but not limited to preliminary and 
final site plan approval, SLUPs, regulated uses, rezoning and 
community impact studies. 

2. Topics which must receive approval by the City Commission for modification 
to the Planning Board Action List shall include: 

a. Topics which establish or change policy under ordinance 
b. The creation of new ordinance sections. 

Topics requiring Commission approval shall be requested by a majority vote 
of the Planning Board and be advanced through their staff liaison. 

3. Questions on whether a topic complies with Article 1 or 2 of this section 
shall be directed to the City Manager for determination. 

BE IT FINALLY RESOLVED, that the City Commission hereby adopts this Resolution and 
directs a copy be shared with the Planning Board for their use. 
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Meeting of

Warrant List Dated
City of Birmingham

AmountVendorVendor #Early ReleaseCheck Number

11/14/2018

11/19/2018

PAPER CHECK

2,095.5021ST CENTURY MEDIA-MICHIGAN008805*262311

100.0048TH DISTRICT COURT000855*262312

100.0048TH DISTRICT COURT000855*262313

100.0048TH DISTRICT COURT000855*262314

200.0048TH DISTRICT COURT000855*262315

100.0048TH DISTRICT COURT000855*262316

100.0048TH DISTRICT COURT000855*262317

248.82KATHI ABELA008226*262318

500.00ACCELERATED BUILDERSMISC262319

460.46AETNA BEHAVIORAL HEALTH LLC007266*262320

100.00AFFORDABLE RENOVATION CONCEPTS LLCMISC262321

200.00ALEXANDER HOMESMISC262322

800.00JOE KIKOS - ALL AMERICAN, LLC008937262323

1,192.00ALL COVERED007745262324

930.00ALLEGRA MARKETING, PRINT, MAIL001797262325

200.00ALLIED SIGNS INCMISC262326

200.00ALLIED SIGNS, INC.MISC262327

300.00AMERICAN STANDARD ROOFINGMISC262328

88.70APOLLO FIRE-APPRATUS REPAIR008667262329

86.83CHERYL ARFT007437*262330

397.00ARTECH PRINTING INC000500262332

200.00ARTISTIC DEVELOPMENT FIBERGLASS POOMISC262333

200.00ARY MODERNIZATION LLCMISC262334

16.31ASB DISTRIBUTORS007479262335

189.67AT&T006759*262336

147.46AT&T006759*262337

91,485.90AUTOMATED BENEFIT SVCS INC004027*262338

100.00B-DRY SYSTEM OF MICHIGAN INCMISC262339

2,000.00BABI CONSTRUCTION INCMISC262340

200.00BE WELLMISC262341

100.00BENJAMIN HEFNERMISC262342

1,400.00BERGSMAN WIAND BOUCHARD & COMISC262343

100.00BIRD CONSTRUCTIONMISC262344

536.96CITY OF BIRMINGHAM001086*262345

588.70CITY OF BIRMINGHAM001086*262346

179.01CITY OF BIRMINGHAM001086*262347

88.75BLUE WATER INDUSTRIAL000542262348

178.28BOLYARD LUMBER004244262349

100.00BRANDON POTASHMISC262350

100.00BRICKWORKS PROPERTY RESTORATIONMISC262351

10,549.00BUCCILLI GROUP, LLC008179262352

100.00BUTCHER & BUTCHER CONSTRUCTION COMPMISC262353

4B



Meeting of

Warrant List Dated
City of Birmingham

AmountVendorVendor #Early ReleaseCheck Number

11/14/2018

11/19/2018

200.00C & M LANDSCAPINGMISC262354

150.00CAR TRUCKING INC000571262356

100.00CARLYSLE & LLOYD INCMISC262357

1,073.94CBTS005238262358

4,998.61CDW GOVERNMENT INC000444262359

100.00CHARLES LOUGHREY DESIGN LLCMISC262360

230.06CHEMCO PRODUCTS INC000603262361

100.00CHRISTINE DALTONMISC262362

3,580.00CHRISTMAS DONE BRIGHT008919262363

720.00CHRISTMAS DONE BRIGHTMISC262364

105.65CINTAS CORPORATION000605262365

13.64CINTAS CORPORATION000605*262365

1,422.00COFINITY004026*262366

100.00COMPLETE CONTRACTING SOLUTIONSMISC262367

203.76CONSUMERS ENERGY000627*262368

325.00CRYSTAL BRIGHT JANITORIAL SERVICES008938262369

900.00DANIEL JOSEPH LYNCHMISC262370

146.70DENTEMAX, LLC006907*262371

100.00DIAMOND CREEK HOMES INCMISC262372

171.99DINGES FIRE COMPANY008641262373

300.00DROBOT CUSTOM BUILDING INCMISC262374

73.07DTE ENERGY000179*262375

40,699.11DTE ENERGY000180*262376

200.00DUNN, WILLIAM AMISC262377

720.00EGANIX, INC.007538*262378

200.00EGRESS SOLUTIONS INCMISC262379

448.98ELDER FORD004671262380

200.00EMERGENCY EGRESS LLCMISC262381

17.96FEDEX OFFICE004514*262382

200.00FINISHED BASEMENTS PLUS LLCMISC262383

20,351.81FLORENCE CEMENT007561*262384

100.00FOUNDATION SYSTEMS OF MICHIGAN INC.MISC262385

431.87GORDON FOOD004604*262387

200.94GRAINGER008293262388

434.93GREAT AMERICAN BUSINESS PRODUCTS004983262389

670.00GREAT LAKES HEARING PROTECTION008940262390

200.00GREAT LAKES HOME IMPROVEMENTS INCMISC262391

235.14GUARDIAN ALARM000249262392

945.00GUNNERS METER & PARTS INC001531262393

200.00H BAR C RANCHWEAR008701*262394

6,002.41HALT FIRE INC001447262395

100.00HANSONS GROUP LLCMISC262396

39.00HISTORICAL SOCIETY OF MICHIGAN001836262397



Meeting of

Warrant List Dated
City of Birmingham

       AmountVendorVendor #Early ReleaseCheck Number

11/14/2018

11/19/2018

100.00 HOME & DOOR PRODUCTSMISC262398

200.00 HURON SIGN COMISC262399

1,315.00 HYDROCORP000948262400

200.00 ICON IDENTITY SOLUTIONSMISC262401

78.48 IDEAL BUILDERS AND REMODELING INCMISC262402

200.00 INTERCITY NEONMISC262403

176.00 J.C. EHRLICH CO. INC.007870*262404

4,958.77 J.T. EXPRESS, LTD.000344262405

200.00 JADENS INCMISC262406

100.00 JOHN CASIMIR CONSTRUCTIONMISC262407

1,361.58 JOSEPH & MARIELLE DEIGHANMISC*262408

200.00 JULYS QUALITY CONSTRUCTIONMISC262409

93.00 K/E ELECTRIC SUPPLY007423262410

200.00 KELLETT CONSTRUCTION COMPANYMISC262411

200.00 KEMME, SCOTTMISC262412

200.00 KENNETH M LEITERMISC262413

100.00 KILLER DECKS & SPAS INCMISC262414

128.73 KNAPHEIDE TRUCK EQUIPMENT000353*262415

200.00 KURTIS KITCHEN & BATH CENTERSMISC262416

100.00 LATTIE, DAVID LMISC262417

200.00 LAVANWAY SIGN CO.INCMISC262419

60.00 LIEBERMAN, GIES & COHEN, PLLC008804*262420

2,000.00 LIVE WELL CUSTOM HOMES LLCMISC262421

100.00 M2057 BY MARIA PINTOMISC262422

500.00 MAINSTREET DESIGN BUILDMISC262423

2,377.36 MARIELLA'S CUSTOM DRAPERIES008930262424

200.00 MATT CONSTRUCTIONMISC262425

2,000.00 MAYDAY CONSTRUCTION LLCMISC262426

50,407.50 MCKENNA ASSOCIATES INC000888262427

274.56 MCMI000369262428

68.00 MERGE MOBILE, INC.008793262429

400.00 MERRILLWOOD COLLECTIONMISC262430

111.23 METAL MART U.S.A.008207262431

400.00 METRO DETROIT SIGNS INCMISC262432

200.00 MHRAC INCMISC262433

500.00 MID-MICHIGAN RENOVATIONSMISC262434

3,577.45 MKSK008319262435

1,924.69 MOBILE HEALTH RESOURCES007163262436

100.00 MOSHER DOLAN & CATALDOMISC262437

500.00 MULLIGAN CONSTRUCTIONMISC262438

339.67 J. CHERILYNN MYNSBERGE008727*262440

249.39 NATIONAL TIME & SIGNAL CORP000668262441

440.00 NELSON BROTHERS SEWER001194262442



Meeting of

Warrant List Dated
City of Birmingham

       AmountVendorVendor #Early ReleaseCheck Number

11/14/2018

11/19/2018

2,117.82 NORTH AMERICAN RESCUE008853262443

200.00 NORTHERN SIGN CO INCMISC262444

15,202.25 NOWAK & FRAUS ENGINEERS001864262445

438.00 OAKLAND COUNTY000477262446

728,736.05 OAKLAND COUNTY000477*262446

5,588.72 OAKLAND COUNTY WATER DEPARTMENT008214262447

110.97 OFFICE DEPOT INC000481*262448

78.00 PACIFIC TELEMANAGEMENT SERVICES006625262449

200.00 PAZZI, DENNIS AMISC262451

600.00 PELLA WINDOWS & DOORS, INC.MISC262452

310.25 PHYSIO-CONTROL CORP.001277262453

200.00 POWER HOME REMODELING GROUPMISC262454

300.00 POWER HOME SOLARMISC262455

100.00 PRIMEMISC262456

137.51 PRINTING SYSTEMS INC000897262457

96.93 QMI GROUP INC002852262458

100.00 QUALITY WINDOW/DBA DEYONKER WINDOWMISC262459

140.00 R.D. WHITE CO., INC.002405262460

1,200.00 RAFT003447262461

700.00 RENEWAL BY ANDERSENMISC262462

205.70 REYNOLDS WATER002566262463

100.00 RICHARD EBELMISC262464

427.50 RISE ABOVE FIRE TRAINING & TOOLS008931262465

200.00 ROBERT KELLERMISC262466

100.00 ROMANA CONSTRUCTION INCMISC262467

200.00 ROYAL OAK AWNINGMISC262468

97.95 ROYAL OAK P.D.Q. LLC000218262469

23.00 RUSSELL HARDWARE COMPANY000221262470

827.02 SAM'S CLUB/SYNCHRONY BANK002806*262471

266.00 SAMSON MANUFACTURING CORPMISC262472

200.00 SEEDS MARKETING ADVERTISING & DESIGMISC262473

245.11 SHRED-IT USA004202*262474

200.00 SIGNS & MOREMISC262475

200.00 SIGNS BY TOMMOROWMISC262476

400.00 SIGNS BY TOMORROW INC, R.O.MISC262477

200.00 SMOLYANOV HOME IMPROVMENTMISC262478

100.00 SPARTAN PAVINGMISC262479

200.00 SPECTRUM NEON CO.MISC262480

5,853.46 STATE OF MICHIGAN001005262481

2,060.00 STEEL EQUIPMENT CO.000265262482

1,400.00 STERLING DEVELOPMENT CORPMISC262483

1,465.81 STO-COTE PRODUCTS, INC.006556*262484

100.00 STONIK'S SERVICES LLCMISC262485



Meeting of

Warrant List Dated
City of Birmingham

       AmountVendorVendor #Early ReleaseCheck Number

11/14/2018

11/19/2018

34,394.43 SYMETRA LIFE INSURANCE COMPANY004355*262486

1,885.00 TECHSEVEN COMPANY008748262487

3,037.67 THOMAS LUCASMISC*262488

73.96 TIRE WHOLESALERS CO INC000275262489

100.00 TITTLE BROTHERS CONSTRUCTION LLCMISC262490

100.00 TMP GROUPMISC262491

200.00 TRESNAK CONSTRUCTION INCMISC262492

649.84 TRI-COUNTY INTL TRUCKS, INC.005481262493

98.04 TRUCK & TRAILER SPECIALTIES INC004887262494

197.00 TURNER SANITATION, INC004379262495

100.00 UNITED HOME SERVICESMISC262496

786.00 VARIPRO008411*262497

733.34 VERIZON WIRELESS000158*262498

152.01 VERIZON WIRELESS000158*262499

928.71 VERIZON WIRELESS000158*262500

100.00 VERVISCH, JAMES RICHARDMISC262501

100.00 VOLUNTEER CONSTRUCTION, LLCMISC262502

1,100.00 WALLSIDE INCMISC262503

153.78 WATERFORD REGIONAL FIRE DEPT.004497262504

100.00 WEATHERGARD WINDOWS CO INCMISC262505

200.00 WEATHERSEAL HOME IMPROVEMENT CO INCMISC262506

900.00 WINDOW PRO HOLDINGS LLCMISC262507

117.06 WOLVERINE005112262508

1,100.00 WOLVERINE PAINTING & SECORATING, INMISC262509

1,500.00 WOOD, BRIAN DMISC262510

100.00 WOODBRIDGE BUILDING COMISC262511

1,316.17 XEROX CORPORATION008391262512

SUBTOTAL PAPER CHECK $1,103,863.39

ACH TRANSACTION

41,783.91 ABS- AUTOMATED BENEFIT SVCS, INC008847* 

807.50 ABEL ELECTRONICS INC002284 

40.00 ABELL PEST CONTROL INC008555 

38.67 BEVERLY HILLS ACE007345 

80.69 BIRMINGHAM OIL CHANGE CENTER, LLC007624 

59,945.25 BIRMINGHAM PUBLIC SCHOOLS-TAXES008840 

400.50 DELTA TEMP INC000956 

106.33 DETROIT CHEMICAL & PAPER SUPPLY007359 

455.24 DORNBOS SIGN & SAFETY INC000565 

367.08 DOUGLASS SAFETY SYSTEMS LLC001035 

1,258.87 EZELL SUPPLY CORPORATION000207 

34.00 HAYES PRECISION INC001672 

41,958.75 HUBBELL ROTH & CLARK INC000331 

79,620.00 J.H. HART URBAN FORESTRY000261 



Meeting of

Warrant List Dated
City of Birmingham

       AmountVendorVendor #Early ReleaseCheck Number

11/14/2018

11/19/2018

743.10 JOHNSON HILL LAND ETHICS STUDIO INC003845 

247.50 KELLER THOMA000891* 

97.50 LEE & ASSOCIATES CO., INC.005550* 

914.25 NYE UNIFORM COMPANY006359 

107,441.83 OAKLAND COUNTY TREASURER- TAX PYMNT008843 

11,983.60 RKA PETROLEUM003554* 

73,457.00 SOCRRA000254 

SUBTOTAL ACH TRANSACTION $421,781.57

*-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

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

GRAND TOTAL $1,525,644.96
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MEMORANDUM 

Department of Public Services 

DATE: November 7, 2018 

TO: Joseph A. Valentine, City Manager 

FROM: Lauren A. Wood, Director of Public Services 

SUBJECT: Vehicle #154 Replacement 

INTRODUCTION:  
Due to its age and condition the Department of Public Services recommends replacement of 
vehicle #154, a 1999 Chevy C7500 Chassis modified with a Terex Hi-Ranger aerial platform and 
debris box.  

BACKGROUND: 
This vehicle is used extensively for a variety of functions, including tree trimming, branch 
chipping, security camera maintenance, holiday light installation, and other tasks that require 
employees to work at extended distances. The equipment was evaluated using the following 
replacement scoring matrix: 

Vehicle #154 – 1999 Chevy C7500 with Aerial Platform 
FACTOR DESCRIPTION POINTS 

Age 1 point each year of age 19 

Miles/Hours 1 point each 5,000 miles of usage 2 

Type of Service Type 3 – Multiple duties based on season 3 

Reliability 

Level 2 – In shop 1 time within 3 month period; 1 

breakdown/road call within 3 month period 2 

M & R Costs Level 2 – Maintenance costs are 21-40% of replacement costs 2 

Condition Level 3 – Minor body damage, rust, weak operating system 3 

TOTAL POINTS 28+, POOR – Needs priority replacement 31 

After a review of several options, staff determined that a Terex XTPRO 56 would best meet 
functionality requirements. The department’s positive experience with Terex products further 
supports that determination. This equipment is available for purchase from Terex Utilities, Inc. 
using a cooperative purchasing contract awarded by Sourcewell (formerly National Joint Powers 
Alliance) for a total of $179,830. 

LEGAL REVIEW:  
This purchase includes sale terms and conditions from the manufacturer, which were reviewed 
by the city’s legal counsel and approved by both parties after minor revision. 

FISCAL IMPACT:  
This replacement was planned for and included in the vehicle/equipment replacement schedule, 
as published in the 2018-19 budget. Funds for this expenditure – totaling $179,830 – are available 
from the Auto Equipment Fund. The replaced vehicle will be stripped of transferrable equipment 
and listed on the Michigan Inter-Governmental Trade Network for public auction.  

4C
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SUMMARY 
The Department of Public Services recommends approving the purchase of one (1) Terex XTPRO 
56 aerial tower from Terex Utilities, Inc, using funds from the Auto Equipment Fund #641-
441.006.971.0100 for a total expenditure of $179,830. 

ATTACHMENTS:   
Sale terms and conditions, including excised terms, are attached to this report. 

SUGGESTED RESOLUTION: 
To approve the purchase of one (1) new Terex XTPRO 56 from Terex Utilities, Inc. through the 
Sourcewell cooperative purchasing agreement #012418-TER in the amount of $179,830 from 
account #641-441.006.971.0100. 
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TERMS & CONDITIONS OF SALE  
TEREX SOUTH DAKOTA, INC./TEREX UTILITIES, INC. 

U.S. and CANADA (except Quebec) 
 

1. Terms and Conditions. These Terms and Conditions of Sale cancel and supersede any and all terms of sale pertaining to 
Parts and Equipment (and any supplements thereto) previously issued by Seller to Buyer and are subject to change without 
advance notice. “Seller” herein shall be the seller identified in the Sales Order Acknowledgement or other applicable sales 
documents. The prices, charges, discounts, terms of sale and other provisions referred to or contained herein shall apply to Seller’s 
Parts and Equipment (hereinafter collectively referred to as “Products”) sold and shipped to Buyer on and after August 1, 2016, 
and shall remain in effect unless and until superseded in writing by Seller. Acceptance of an order for Products by Seller shall be 
deemed to constitute a binding agreement between the parties pursuant to the terms and conditions contained herein and Buyer 
agrees that the order may not thereafter be cancelled, countermanded or otherwise changed without the prior consent of Seller. 
This agreement supersedes any prior agreements, representations, or other communications between the parties relating to the 
subject matter set forth herein. No other terms and conditions shall apply including the terms of any purchase order submitted to 
Seller by Buyer, whether or not such terms are inconsistent or conflict with or are in addition to the terms and conditions set forth 
herein. Seller's acceptance of Buyer's purchase order is conditional upon Buyer's acceptance of all the terms and conditions 
contained herein. Any communication construed as an offer by Seller and acceptance thereof is expressly limited to the terms and 
conditions set forth herein. The Products are intended for industrial/commercial use by professional contractors and their trained 
employees and are not intended for use by consumers. 
 
2. Terms of Payments. Payment for Products purchased by Buyer shall be made in accordance with any of the following terms, 
provided they have been previously arranged with and expressly approved by Seller in writing:  (1) cash in advance; (2) confirmed, 
irrevocable letter of credit established in such amount and form and at such time and at such bank as shall be approved by Seller 
in respect of each order; (3) credit account purchases for which payment will be due and payable on net thirty (30) day terms, plus 
service and other charges applicable to past due amounts in accordance with Seller's written notices; or (4) other payment 
arrangements expressly approved by Seller in writing prior to or at the time the order is placed.  If any Buyer credit account 
purchase is not paid in accordance with Seller's credit payment terms, in addition to any other remedies allowed in equity or by 
law, Seller may refuse to make further shipments without advance payment by Buyer.  Nothing contained herein shall be construed 
as requiring Seller to sell any Products to Buyer on credit terms at any time, or prohibiting Seller from making any and all credit 
decisions which it, in its sole discretion, deems appropriate for Seller. Seller shall have the right, at its option, to charge interest on 
all amounts not paid when due and Buyer agrees to pay such interest calculated on a daily basis, from the date that payment was 
due until the Seller receives payment in full, at the rate of 1.5% per month or the maximum rate permitted by applicable law. Unless 
otherwise agreed in writing between Seller and Buyer, Seller may, in its sole discretion, increase or decrease the price of any 
Product, as Seller deems reasonably necessary, at any time prior to shipment and invoice Buyer for the same. If Buyer orders 
the chassis through Seller, the chassis payment is due upon receipt of chassis by Seller and the balance owed for the 
completed unit is due in accordance with agreed upon payment terms. When supplied by Buyer, Seller will inspect the chassis 
upon receipt and will notify Buyer of any chassis mounted components (including but not limited to fuel tanks, air tanks, battery 
boxes and exhaust systems) that require relocation.  Buyer will be invoiced for such work upon completion of the finished 
Equipment.  
 
3. Taxes and Duties. Unless otherwise noted, prices quoted do not include taxes or duties of any kind or nature. Buyer agrees 
that it will be responsible for filing all tax returns and paying applicable tax, duty, export preparation charge and export 
documentation charge resulting from the purchase of the Products. In addition, in the event any other similar tax is determined 
to apply to Buyer's purchase of the Products from Seller, Buyer agrees to indemnify and hold Seller harmless from and against 
any and all such other similar taxes, duties and fees. All prices quoted are U.S. dollars unless otherwise specified. The amount 
of any present or future taxes applicable to the sale, transfer, lease or use of the Products shall be paid by Buyer; or in lieu 
thereof, Buyer shall provide Seller with a tax exemption certificate satisfactory to the applicable taxing authority proving that 
no such tax is due and payable upon such sale, transfer, lease or use.  
 
4. Title, Property, Risk and Delivery. Unless otherwise stated in writing, for all intra-continental United States shipments, all 
prices and delivery are FCA, point of manufacture (Incoterms 2010); for all other shipments, all prices and delivery are FAS, named 
port of shipment (Incoterms 2010). Title and all risk of loss or damage to Products shall pass to Buyer upon delivery, as per 
Incoterms 2010. Any claims for loss, damage or delay in transit must be entered and prosecuted by the Buyer directly with the 
carrier, who is hereby declared to be the agent of the Buyer. Seller shall not be liable for any delay in performance of this agreement 
or delivery of the Products, or for any damages suffered by Buyer by reason of delay, when the delay is caused, directly or 
indirectly, by a force majeure event described in Section 20 herein or any other cause beyond Seller's control. Claims for shortages 
in shipments shall be deemed waived and released by Buyer unless made in writing within five (5) days after Buyer's receipt of 
shipment. Seller's responsibility for shipment shall cease upon delivery of the Products to the place of shipment, and all claims 
occurring thereafter shall be made to or against the carrier by Buyer. Delivery shall generally be 240 to 270 days after receipt 
by Seller of a signed Order, provided that, where applicable: (1) Seller receives the chassis a minimum of 90 days prior to 
scheduled delivery, (2) drawings are timely sent by Buyer and the approved drawings are returned to Seller by Buyer by the 
requested date, (3) all vendor-supplied components and Buyer-supplied accessories are received by Seller by the date 
necessary to comply with scheduled delivery. Seller shall not be liable for any delay in performance of this agreement or delivery 
of the Products, or for any damages suffered by Buyer by reason of delay, when the delay is caused, directly or indirectly, by a 
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force majeure event described in Section 20 herein or any other cause beyond Seller's control. Claims for shortages in shipments 
shall be deemed waived and released by Buyer unless made in writing within fifteen (15) days after Buyer's receipt of 
shipment. Seller's responsibility for shipment shall cease upon delivery of the Parts and or Equipment to the place of shipment, 
and all claims occurring thereafter shall be made to or against the carrier by Buyer. 
 
5. Delays Caused By Buyer. In the event of a delay in shipment or delivery due to delay by Buyer in furnishing delivery 
instructions, arranging a method of payment satisfactory to Seller, submitting valid import permits or licenses, or any other delay 
caused by Buyer or at Buyer’s request, if the Products are not shipped or delivered within five (5) days from the first date they are 
ready to be shipped or delivered, then Seller shall be entitled to charge, as compensation, any additional costs incurred related to 
such delay. If the Products are not shipped or delivered by the date which is ten (10) days from the first date they are ready to be 
shipped or delivered, then Buyer’s order shall be deemed cancelled and Seller may, in its sole discretion, sell such Products to 
another buyer without any liability or responsibility to Buyer whatsoever. Seller shall have the right to keep payments on account 
already received from Buyer, and the difference between the sales price (increased by any other and all further costs, including 
but not limited to attorney’s fees and expenses, storage and other costs, and interest accrued thereon) and the price received 
from another buyer shall constitute a debt of Buyer and bear interest at the same rate set forth in Section 2 herein. Seller shall be 
entitled to claim for any further damages suffered as a consequence of Buyer's breach of its obligations hereunder.  
 
6. Cancellation. Prior to delivery to place of shipment, a Product order may be cancelled only with Seller's prior consent and 
upon terms indemnifying Seller from all resulting losses and damages. Seller shall have the right to cancel and refuse to complete 
a Product order if any term and/or condition governing this agreement is not complied with by Buyer. In the event of cancellation 
by Seller, or in the event Seller consents to a request by Buyer to stop work or to cancel the whole or any part of any order, Buyer 
shall, in the event that Seller asks Buyer to do so, make reimbursement to Seller, as follows: (i) any and all work that can be 
completed within thirty (30) days from date of notification to stop work on account of cancellation shall be completed, shipped and 
paid in full; and (ii) for work in progress and any materials and supplies procured or for which definite commitments have been 
made by Seller in connection with the order, Buyer shall pay such sums as may be required to fully compensate Seller for actual 
costs incurred, plus fifteen percent (15%). Buyer may not cancel any order after Seller's delivery to place of shipment.  Orders for 
"Special" Equipment may not be cancelled after acceptance, except by Seller.  Items of "Special" Equipment are those that differ 
from standard Seller specifications, have a limited market, or incorporate specifications that have been determined for a specific 
application.  Determination of whether an item of Equipment is “Special” shall be made by Seller in its sole discretion. 
 
7. Inspection and Acceptance. Buyer agrees that it shall inspect the Products immediately after receipt and promptly (in no event 
later than fifteen (15) days after receipt) notify Seller in writing of any non-conformity or defect. Buyer further agrees that failure to 
give such prompt notice or the commercial use of the Products shall constitute acceptance. Acceptance shall be final and Buyer 
waives the right to revoke acceptance for any reason, whether or not known by Buyer at the time of such acceptance. The giving 
of any such notice by Buyer shall automatically cause the provisions of Seller’s warranty to apply and govern the rights, obligations 
and liabilities of the parties with respect to such nonconformity or defect, provided under no circumstances shall rejection give rise 
to any liability of Seller for incidental or consequential damages or losses of any kind. Seller shall not be bound by any agent's, 
employee’s or any other representation, promise or inducement not set forth herein. Seller’s catalogues, technical circulars, price 
lists, illustrations, drawings and any other similar literature are for Buyer’s general guidance only and the particulars contained in 
them shall not constitute representations by Seller and Seller shall not be bound by them. 

8. Warranty for New Products. Seller warrants its new Equipment and Parts manufactured and sold worldwide, to be free, 
under normal use and service, of any defects in material or workmanship for a period of twelve (12) months from the date of 
delivery (as limited by Seller’s Limited Product Warranty); provided that Buyer sends Seller written notice of the defect within 
thirty (30) days of its discovery and establishes that: (i) the Equipment has been operated and maintained in strict compliance 
with Seller’s operating and maintenance manuals ; and (ii) the defect did not result in any manner from the intentional or 
negligent action or inaction of Buyer, its agents or employees and (2) a new machine registration certificate has been 
completed, signed and delivered to the Seller within thirty (30) days of the Equipment’s “in-service” date. If requested by 
Seller, Buyer must return any defective Product to Seller's manufacturing facility, or other location designated by Seller, for 
inspection, and if Buyer cannot establish that conditions (i) and (ii) above have been met, then this warranty shall not cover 
the alleged defect. Failure to give written notice of defect within such period shall be a waiver of this warranty and any 
assistance rendered thereafter shall not extend or revive it. Accessories, assemblies and components included in the Products 
of Seller, which are not manufactured by Seller, are subject to the warranty of their respective manufacturers. This warranty 
shall not cover any item on which serial numbers have been altered, defaced or removed. Maintenance and wear parts are 
not covered by this warranty and are the sole maintenance responsibility of Buyer. This warranty is limited to the original 
purchaser or end-user if sold to a distributor, and is not assignable or otherwise transferable without written agreement of Seller. 
THIS WARRANTY IS EXPRESSLY IN LIEU OF AND EXCLUDES ALL OTHER WARRANTIES, EXPRESS OR IMPLIED 
(INCLUDING THE WARRANTIES OF MERCHANTABILITY AND FITNESS FOR A PARTICULAR PURPOSE) AND ALL 
OTHER OBLIGATIONS OR LIABILITY ON SELLER'S PART. THERE ARE NO WARRANTIES THAT EXTEND BEYOND 
THE LIMITED WARRANTY CONTAINED HEREIN. Seller neither assumes nor authorizes any other person to assume for 
Seller any other liability in connection with the sale of Seller's Products. This warranty shall not apply to any of Seller's Products 
or any part thereof which has been subject to misuse, alteration, abuse, negligence, accident, acts of God or sabotage. No 
action by either party shall operate to extend or revive this limited warranty without prior written consent of Seller. 
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9. Warranty for Used Equipment.  Used Equipment sold hereunder is sold on an “AS IS, WHERE IS, WITH ALL FAULTS” 
BASIS WITH NO WARRANTIES WHATSOEVER, EXCEPT AS TO TITLE, UNLESS OTHERWISE SPECIFICALLY AGREED 
IN WRITING BY BUYER AND SELLER. SELLER ASSUMES NO RESPONSIBILITY FOR THE CONDITION, SAFETY, LEGAL 
COMPLIANCE, OR USABILITY OF THE USED EQUIPMENT AND MAKES NO REPRESENTATION OR WARRANTY, 
EXPRESS OR IMPLIED, WITH RESPECT TO THE USED EQUIPMENT INCLUDING, WITHOUT LIMITATION, ANY IMPLIED 
WARRANTY OF MERCHANTABILITY OR FITNESS FOR A PARTICULAR PURPOSE.  SELLER MAKES NO 
REPRESENTATION OR WARRANTY REGARDING THE CONDITION OF THE USED EQUIPMENT, NOR THE SUFFICIENCY 
OF ANY WARNINGS, INSTRUCTIONS OR MANUALS PROVIDED WITH THE USED EQUIPMENT.  Seller recommends and 
Buyer acknowledges that Buyer should contact the original manufacturer to obtain all available information for the used 
Equipment, including but not limited to product manuals, warnings, safety bulletins, recall notices, and instructional 
placards before using the used Equipment.  Seller shall not be responsible for providing such information.  Buyer agrees 
not to assert any claims against Seller with respect to the used Equipment or its use. Buyer agrees that it shall inspect 
the used Equipment prior to issuance of a purchase order for such Equipment and acknowledges that it is not relying 
upon any photographs, images, videos, representations, statements or other assertions made by Seller with respect to 
the used Equipment’s condition, but is relying upon its own knowledge and/or inspection of the used Equipment. 
 
10.  Remedies for Breach. IN THE EVENT OF ANY BREACH OF THE WARRANTY BY SELLER, THE PARTIES AGREE 
THAT SELLER'S LIABILITY SHALL BE LIMITED EXCLUSIVELY TO THE REMEDIES OF REPAIR OR REPLACEMENT (AT 
SELLER’S SOLE DISCRETION) OF ANY DEFECTIVE EQUIPMENT COVERED BY THE WARRANTY.  In no event shall any 
repair or replacement of any defective equipment covered by the Seller’s warranty extend the length of the warranty beyond the 
period specified in Section 8 herein. 
 
11. Limitation of Liability. NOTWITHSTANDING ANYTHING CONTAINED IN THIS AGREEMENT TO THE CONTRARY, 
SELLER AND ITS AFFILIATES SHALL NOT BE LIABLE FOR, AND SPECIFICALLY DISCLAIM, ANY LIABILITY FOR ANY: 
(A) LOST PROFITS AND/OR BUSINESS INTERRUPTION (WHETHER DIRECT OR INDIRECT); AND (B)   INDIRECT, 
INCIDENTAL, CONSEQUENTIAL (WHETHER DIRECT OR INDIRECT) OR OTHER DAMAGES OR LOSSES OF ANY KIND 
WHATSOEVER, including, without limitation, labor costs, lost profits, loss of use of other equipment, third party repairs, personal 
injury, emotional or mental distress, improper performance or work, penalties of any kind, loss of service of personnel, or failure 
of Products to comply with any federal, state, provincial or local laws, regardless of whether arising from a breach of contract,, or 
warranty, legal claims or otherwise. Nothing in this Section shall operate to exclude Seller's liability for death or personal 
injury when directly related to Seller’s negligent act or omission.  
 
12. Limitation of Actions. Any action for breach of this agreement must be commenced within one (1) year after the cause 
of action has accrued. 
 
13. Specification Changes. In the event Seller incurs additional expense because of changes in specifications or drawings 
previously approved by Buyer, or in the event Seller is required to modify the ordered Equipment, perform any additional work 
or supply any additional Products, the additional expense shall be added to the purchase price. Buyer must submit to Seller 
a revised purchase order specifying any and all requested changes. Upon receipt of Buyer’s revised purchase order, Seller 
shall have the right, in its sole discretion, to accept or reject any changes in specifications requested by Buyer. 
 
14. Trade-in Offers. Trade-in offers are subject to Seller’s inspection and acceptance of the equipment, which must have 
been maintained to U.S. Department of Transportation operating and safety standards. All accessories on the equipment, 
including without limitation jibs, winches, pintle hooks and trailer connectors, must remain with the equipment unless otherwise 
agreed by Seller and Buyer in writing. Seller reserves the right to cancel any trade-in offers or agreements if these conditions 
are not met, or if Buyer has misrepresented any information about the trade-in unit. 
 
15. Insurance. Until the purchase price of any Products is paid in full, the Buyer shall provide and maintain insurance equal 
to the total value of the Equipment delivered hereunder against customary casualties and risks; including, but not limited to 
fire and explosion, and shall also insure against liability for accidents and injuries to the public or to employees, in the names 
of Seller and Buyer as their interest may appear, and in an amount satisfactory to Seller. If the Buyer fails to provide such 
insurance, it then becomes the Buyer's responsibility to notify the Seller so that the Seller may provide same; and the cost 
thereof shall be added to the contract price. All loss resulting from the failure to affect such insurance shall be assumed by 
the Buyer. 
 
16. Patents, Copyrights, Trademarks, Confidentiality. No license or other rights under any patents, copyrights or 
trademarks owned or controlled by Seller or under which Seller is licensed are granted to Buyer or implied by the sale of 
Products hereunder. Buyer shall not identify as genuine products of Seller products purchased hereunder which Buyer has 
treated, modified or altered in any way, nor shall Buyer use Seller's trademarks to identify such products; provided, however, 
that Buyer may identify such products as utilizing, containing or having been manufactured from genuine products of Seller 
as treated, modified or altered by Buyer or Buyer's representative, upon prior written approval of Seller. All plans, photographs, 
designs, drawings, blueprints, manuals, specifications and other documents relating to the business of Seller ("Information") 
shall be and remain the exclusive property of Seller and shall be treated by Buyer as confidential information and not disclosed, 
given, loaned, exhibited, sold or transferred to any third party without Seller’s prior written approval; provided, however, that 
these restrictions shall not apply to Information that Buyer can demonstrate: (a) at the time of disclosure, is generally known 
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to the public other than as a result of a breach of this Agreement by Buyer; or (b) is already in Buyer's possession at the time 
of disclosure by from a third party having a right to impart such Information. 
 
17. Default and Seller's Remedies. In the event of default by Buyer, all unpaid sums and installments owed to Seller, shall, 
at Seller's sole option, become immediately due and payable without notice of any kind to Buyer. In addition to its right of 
acceleration, Seller may pursue any and all remedies allowed by law or in equity, including but not limited to any and all 
remedies available to it under the Michigan Delaware Uniform Commercial Code. In addition to the foregoing, and not in 
limitation thereof, Seller shall have the right to set off any credits or amounts owed to Buyer against any amounts owed by 
Buyer to Seller. 
 
18. Indemnification by Buyer. Buyer hereby agrees to indemnify, release, defend and hold harmless Seller, its directors, 
officers, employees, agents, representatives, successors, and assigns against any and all suits, actions or proceedings at law or 
in equity (including the costs, expenses and reasonable attorney's fees incurred in connection with the defense of any such matter) 
and from any and all claims demands, losses, judgments, damages, costs, expenses or liabilities, to any person whatsoever 
(including Buyer's and Seller's employees or any third party), or damage to any property (including Buyer's property) arising out 
of or in any way connected with the performance or the furnishing of Products under this agreement, regardless of whether any 
act, omission, negligence (including any act, omission or negligence, relating to the manufacture, design, repair, erection, service 
or installation of or warnings made or lack thereof with respect to any Products furnished hereunder) of Seller, its directors, officers, 
employees, agents, representatives, successors or assigns caused or contributed thereto. If Buyer fails to fulfill any of its 
obligations under this paragraph or this agreement, Buyer agrees to pay Seller all costs, expenses and attorney's fees incurred 
by Seller to establish or enforce Seller's rights. The provisions of this paragraph are in addition to any other rights or obligations 
set forth in this agreement. 
 
19. Installation. Unless otherwise expressly agreed in writing, Buyer shall be solely responsible for the installation and 
erection of the Products purchased. Although Seller may in some cases provide a serviceman, data and drawings to aid Buyer 
with installation or start-up, Seller assumes no responsibility for proper installation or support of any Products when installed 
and disclaims any express or implied warranties with respect to such installation and support. Notwithstanding whether data 
and drawings are provided or a serviceman aids in the installation, Buyer shall indemnify and hold Seller harmless and at 
Seller's request, defend Seller from all claims, demands or legal proceedings (including the costs, expenses and reasonable 
attorney's fees incurred in connection with the defense of any such matter) which may be made or brought against Seller in 
connection with damage or personal injury arising out of said installation or start-up.  
 
20. Force Majeure. Seller shall not be liable to Buyer or be deemed to be in breach of this agreement by reason of any delay 
in performing, or any failure to perform, any of Seller’s obligations in relation to the Products if the delay or failure was due to 
any cause beyond the reasonable control of Seller including (without limitation) strike, lockout, riot, civil commotion, fire, 
accident, explosion, tempest, act of God, war, epidemic, stoppage of transport, terrorist activity, supply shortage or changes 
in government, governmental agency, laws, regulations or administrative practices. 
 
21. Anti-Corruption; Export Controls; No Boycotts.  Buyer agrees that it shall, and that any party retained by the Buyer 
(“Retained Party”) shall, comply with all applicable laws including, but not limited to, laws prohibiting public corruption and 
commercial bribery. Buyer further agrees that it shall, and that any Retained Party shall, comply with all applicable export 
controls, economic sanctions, embargoes and regulations regarding the export, re-export, shipment, distribution and/or sale 
of the Products, technology, information or warranty related services. Buyer further agrees that it shall comply with applicable 
laws pursuant to the Joint Comprehensive Plan of Action (JCPOA) of July 14, 2015 and any other applicable laws, resolutions, 
regulations or licenses for the export or re-export of Products, technology, information or warranty related services directly, or 
with its knowledge indirectly into Iran. Buyer further agrees that it shall not, and any Retained Party  shall not, export or re-
export the Products, technology, information or  warranty related services directly, or with its knowledge, indirectly, into Sudan. 
Buyer further agrees that it shall not, and any Retained Party shall not, export or re-export the Products, technology, 
information or warranty related services directly or with its knowledge indirectly into Cuba without Buyer first obtaining written 
approval from Seller. Failure to comply strictly with this section and all applicable laws, regulations and licensing/approval 
requirements shall be grounds for immediate termination of this agreement by Seller. Notwithstanding anything to the contrary 
contained in any agreement between the Buyer and Seller or in any other document or agreement relating to the Products 
sold hereunder, Seller will not comply with requests related to the boycott of any country or other jurisdiction, except to the 
extent such boycott is required by or otherwise not inconsistent with United States law. 
 
22. Telematics. If a telematics system is included with the Equipment, the telematics system is administered by a third party 
(“Teleservice Provider”) and collects a range of operational data about the Equipment including, but not limited to, usage, 
performance and reliability. Buyer consents to Seller’s obtaining such data from the Teleservice Provider for warranty, product 
improvement and customer support purposes 
 
23. Construction and Severability. These Terms and Conditions of Sale constitute the entire agreement between the parties 
regarding the subject matter hereof and shall be construed and enforced in accordance with the laws of Delaware. The United 
Nations Convention on Contracts for the International Sale of Goods (1980) (CISG) shall not apply. The invalidity or 
unenforceability of any provisions of this agreement shall not affect any other provision and this agreement shall be construed in 
all respects as if such invalid or unenforceable provision were omitted. 
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24. Jurisdiction. The parties agree that the proper and exclusive forum and venue in all legal actions brought to enforce or 
construe any provisions herein shall be in United States District Court, District of Delaware or, if federal jurisdiction is lacking 
in such action, in New Castle County Superior Court in Delaware. 
 
25. No Assignment. No rights arising under this agreement may be assigned by the Buyer unless expressly agreed to in 
writing by the Seller. 
 
26. No Set-off.  Buyer shall have no right to set-off any amounts it may owe Seller against amounts Seller may owe Buyer 
under this or any other agreement between Buyer and Seller. 
 
27. Miscellaneous. Buyer represents that: (i) it is solvent and has the financial ability to pay for the Equipment and Parts 
purchased hereunder and (ii) it has all requisite right, power and authority to perform its obligations under this agreement.                  
 
Buyer’s Initials: ________________ 
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MEMORANDUM 

Department of Public Services 

DATE: November 7, 2018 

TO: Joseph A. Valentine, City Manager 

FROM: Lauren A. Wood, Director of Public Services 

SUBJECT: Vehicle #102 Replacement 

INTRODUCTION:  
Due to its age and condition, the Department of Public Services recommends replacement of 
vehicle #102, a 2009 Toro Workman 2110 utility vehicle.  

BACKGROUND: 
This small on/off road utility vehicle is extensively used year-round by the Parks and Forestry 
division for the purpose of landscape maintenance and snow/ice removal at city parks, municipal 
sites, and public right-of-ways. The equipment was evaluated using the following replacement 
scoring matrix: 

Vehicle #102 – 2009 Toro Workman 2110 

FACTOR DESCRIPTION POINTS 

Age 1 point each year of age 9 

Miles/Hours 1 point each 250 hours of usage 4 

Type of Service Type 4 – Extreme duties in adverse atmosphere 4 

Reliability 
Level 3 – In shop more than 1 time in 3-month period; 1 
breakdown/road call within 3-month period 3 

M & R Costs 
Level 2 – Maintenance costs are 41-60% of replacement 
costs 3 

Condition Level 3 – Minor body damage, rust, weak operating system 3 

TOTAL POINTS 23-27 – Qualifies for replacement if budget 
allows 26 

The Department of Public Services recommends replacing this equipment with a John Deere XUV 
835M Utility Vehicle. This model is preferred over others due to its demonstrated reliability, and 
because it can use existing interchangeable attachments. This vehicle is available for purchase 
through Bader & Sons Co. through the State of Michigan MiDeal cooperative purchasing contract 
for a total expenditure of $22,867.26.  

LEGAL REVIEW:  
This purchase does not require legal review. 

FISCAL IMPACT:  
This replacement was planned for and included in the vehicle/equipment replacement schedule, 
as published in the 2018-19 budget. Funds for this expenditure – totaling $22,867.26 – are 
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available from the Auto Equipment Fund. The replaced vehicle will be stripped of transferrable 
equipment and listed on the Michigan Inter-Governmental Trade Network for public auction.  

SUMMARY 
The Department of Public Services recommends approving the purchase of one (1) John Deere 
XUV 835M from Bader & Sons Co., using funds from the Auto Equipment Fund #641-
441.006.971.0100 for a total expenditure of $22,867.26. 

ATTACHMENTS:   
This report contains no attachments. 

SUGGESTED RESOLUTION: 
To approve the purchase of one (1) John Deere XUV 835M Utility Vehicle from Bader and Sons 
Co. through the State of Michigan MiDeal cooperative purchasing contract #071B7700085 in the 
amount of $22,867.26 from account #641-441.006.971.0100. 
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MEMORANDUM 

Department of Public Services 

DATE: November 7, 2018 

TO: Joseph A. Valentine, City Manager 

FROM: Lauren A. Wood, Director of Public Services 

SUBJECT: Vehicle #91 Replacement 

INTRODUCTION:  
Due to its age and condition the Department of Public Services recommends replacement of 
vehicle #91, a 2007 Chevy W4500 Chassis modified with a 6-yard “Pup” refuse compactor body. 

BACKGROUND: 
This small-capacity refuse compactor is used daily for refuse pickup at parks, municipal sites, and 
other areas throughout the city. The current vehicle exhibits significant rust, and its drivetrain is 
showing signs of considerable wear and fatigue. The equipment was evaluated using the following 
replacement scoring matrix: 

Vehicle #91 – 2007 Chevy W4500 w/ 6-yard refuse compactor 

FACTOR DESCRIPTION POINTS 

Age 1 point each year of age 10 

Miles/Hours 1 point each 5,000 miles of usage 11 

Type of Service Type 1 – Standard duties are equipped 1 

Reliability 
Level 2 – In shop 1 time within 3 month period; 1 
breakdown/road call within 3 month period 2 

M & R Costs 
Level 2 – Maintenance costs are 21-40% of replacement 
costs 2 

Condition Level 3 – Minor body damage, rust, weak operating system 3 

TOTAL POINTS 28+, POOR – Needs priority replacement 29 

After a review of options, an equivalent new model “Pup” from Curbtender, Inc. was identified as 
the replacement option that best meets functional requirements and size specifications. The 
compactor body would be installed on an Isuzu NPR chassis. This vehicle is available for purchase 
through Bell Equipment Company of Lake Orion, MI through an HGAC competitively-bid 
cooperative purchasing contract for a total expenditure of $99,632.  

LEGAL REVIEW:  
This purchase does not require legal review. 

FISCAL IMPACT:  
This replacement was planned for and included in the vehicle/equipment replacement schedule, 
as published in the 2018-19 budget. Funds for this expenditure – totaling $99,632 – are available 
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from the Auto Equipment Fund. The replaced vehicle will be stripped of transferrable equipment 
and listed on the Michigan Inter-Governmental Trade Network for public auction.  

SUMMARY 
The Department of Public Services recommends approving the purchase of one (1) Curbtender 
“Pup” 6-yard refuse compactor, mounted on a new Isuzu NPR chassis, from Bell Equipment 
Company, using funds from the Auto Equipment Fund #641-441.006.971.0100 for a total 
expenditure of $99,632. 

ATTACHMENTS:   
This report contains no attachments. 

SUGGESTED RESOLUTION: 
To approve the purchase of one (1) Curbtender “Pup” 6-yard refuse compactor and Isuzu NPR 
chassis from Bell Equipment Company through the HGAC cooperative purchasing contract #RH08-
18 in the amount of $99,632 from account #641-441.006.971.0100. 



1 

MEMORANDUM 
Department of Public Services 

DATE: October 18, 2018 

TO: Joseph A. Valentine, City Manager 

FROM: Lauren A. Wood, Director of Public Services 

SUBJECT: Amendment to Tennis Facility Lease 

INTRODUCTION: 
The City of Birmingham has received the attached contract extension request from the 
Birmingham Racquet Club (BRC) dated August 23, 2018 for an additional ten (10) year period. 
The current lease expires on September 30, 2023.  This request is due in large part to the ongoing 
capital investments to improve the physical structures at the club being performed by Baseline 
Tennis.  The details of the intended improvements to the facility at the estimated budget amount 
of $724,216.57 are found in the attached letter. 

BACKGROUND: 
The City of Birmingham and Birmingham Racquet Club entered into a Tennis Facility Lease 
beginning July 16, 1998 with several amendments over the years.  Baseline Tennis operates the 
Birmingham Racquet Club located at 2100 E. Lincoln Street, Birmingham, MI.   As part of the 
2011 amendment to the lease 100 percent of the financial responsibility for the facility and 
grounds was transferred to the BRC.  The latest ten-year lease extension occurred on September 
22, 2014.  The current requested extension is driven by the BRC commitment and interest in 
continuing long-term capital improvements and maintenance of the tennis facility.  Specifically, 
they are proposing a new roof for the main building, concrete repairs during 2019 around existing 
tennis courts, four court replacement and new asphalt projected during summer of 2021 and new 
dome structures including mechanical equipment during the extension period. 

LEGAL REVIEW: 
The City Attorney’s Office prepared the proposed lease amendment which is included and signed 
by the Administration and the Birmingham Racquet Club. 

FISCAL IMPACT: 
The account #101-000.000-654.0001 called Tennis Club Rental is the revenue account for this 
budget item.  Currently, the rent is adjusted annually in accordance with the U.S. city average all 
items consumer price index for all urban areas (CPIU) as set forth by the Department of Labor 
and has increased accordingly over the term.  The rental amount is $5,410 per month and we 
estimate a budget of $65,860 for the 2018-2019 fiscal year. 
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SUMMARY: 
Based on the long-term relationship and continuing improvements throughout the past years and 
intended long-term plans to make capital investments to the Birmingham Racquet Club, 
performed by Baseline Tennis, the Administration recommends the approval of a contract 
extension for ten (10) years ending on September 30, 2033.  This amendment to the tennis 
facility lease was shared with the Parks and Recreation Board at their meeting on November 13, 
2018 as an informational item. 

ATTACHMENTS: 
A copy of the current Lease Amendment, letter dated August 23, 2018 from the Birmingham 
Racquet Club and the insurance certificate are included in this report. 

SUGGESTED RESOLUTION: 
To approve the Amendment to the Tennis Facility Lease with the Birmingham Racquet Club 
authorizing a ten (10) year extension to the lease, ending September 30, 2033, in consideration 
of the Lessee making long-term improvements and maintenance of the tennis facility according 
to Attachment A.  Further, to authorize the Mayor and Clerk to sign the agreement upon 
receipt of the required insurance. 



Birmingham Racquet Club 
2100 E. Lincoln St.  
Birmingham, MI 48009 

August 23rd, 2018 
Joseph A. Valentine 
City of Birmingham 
151 Martin Street 
Birmingham, MI  48009 

Re: Contract extension with Baseline Tennis 

Dear Mr. Valentine, 

Baseline Tennis would like to thank the City of Birmingham for our excellent business relationship that 
has been maintained for over 20 years. The Birmingham Racquet Club located at 2100 E. Lincoln St. is 
operated by Baseline Tennis and has provided the community of Birmingham with a truly family friendly 
and family-oriented tennis club that offers programming and services for all ages and levels of tennis 
players.  

Baseline Tennis would like to continue this relationship and has immediate and long-term plans to make 
capital investments to improve the physical structures at the club. Listed below you will see the 
intended maintenance improvements for the facility. 

Baseline Tennis’ projected facility improvements & maintenance for the Birmingham Racquet Club: 

• New roof for the main building covering the lobby, pro shop, locker rooms
• Concrete repairs around the existing tennis courts to improve dome anchor points
• 4 court replacement with new asphalt and resurfacing
• New dome structures to replace the existing domes covering 6 tennis courts
• New mechanical equipment to operate and heat the dome structures

Attached to this letter for your review are the financial details for these capital investments. In order 
to financially justify implementing these investments Baseline Tennis is requesting an additional ten 
years be added to the current contract. 

Sincerely, 

Jeff Stassen, Baseline Tennis 



2100 E. Lincoln St BUDGET
Birmingham, MI 48009 Total $724,216.57

Projects for improvements & maintenance Budget
1 New Roof completed 8/8/18
1.1 Removal of preexisting roofing systems
1.2 Installation of ISO board 2"
1.3 R & R Complete Roofing System Installed
1.3.1 R & R Rubber roofing -Fully adhered system 60 mil
1.3.2 R & R Roof Drain - PVC/ABS
1.3.3 R & R Aluminum termination bar/flashing 

   TOTAL PROJECT COST= $43,106.57

2 Concrete Repairs between courts 1 & 5 completion summer 2019
2.1 Excavate existing cracked concrete
2.2 Prepare existing sub base and compact
2.3 Install minimum 4,000-psi concrete
2.3.1 Install necesarry expansion joints

TOTAL PROJECT COST = $3,906.00

3 4 court replacement with new asphalt completion summer 2021
3.1 Excavate existing asphalt and dispose offsite
3.2 Installation of new asphalt in same location tennis courts were located
3.3 Installation of 4 new sets of tennis posts
3.4 Installion of 3 coat CourtSMITH tennis surface system

TOTAL PROJECT COST = $172,600

4 New dome structures & mechanical equipment
4.1 4 court tennis dome (28oz exterior fabric w/double wall) $236,882
4.2 2 court tennis dome (28oz exterior fabric w/double wall) $130,145
4.3 Gas fired Arizon high energy efficiency heating system (1.25 MBTU) $74,135
4.4 Gas fired Arizon high energy efficiency heating system (.75 MBTU) $63,442

TOTAL PROJECT COST= $504,604

TOTAL COST OF ALL PROJECTS $724,216.57

 Attachment A
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AMENDMENT TO TENNIS FACILITY LEASE DATED MAY 11, 1998 
AMENDED AND RESTATED ON SEPTEMBER 22, 2014 

THIS AMENDMENT TO LEASE made the 11th day of May 1998, amended and restated 

on September 22, 2014, and amended this ________ day of __________, 2018 by and between 

the CITY OF BIRMINGHAM, having is principal municipal office at 151 Martin Street, 

Birmingham, MI  48009 (hereinafter referred to as “City”), party of the first part, and 

BIRMINGHAM RACQUET CLUB, having its principal offices at 2100 E. Lincoln (hereinafter 

referred to as “Lessee”), party of the second part, provides as follows: 

WITNESSETH: 

WHEREAS, the City is desirous of facility improvements and maintenance of the Tennis 

Club site; and, 

WHEREAS, the Lessee has proposed such improvements valued at Seven Hundred 

Twenty-four Thousand Two Hundred Sixteen and 57/100 Dollars ($724,216.57), which is 

included as Attachment A to this Amendment; and, 

WHEREAS, the improvements require a long-term investment. 

NOW, THEREFORE, FOR AND IN CONSIDERATION OF THE RESPECTIVE 
AGREEMENTS AND UNDERTAKINGS HEREIN CONTAINED, THE PARTIES 
AGREE AS FOLLOWS: 

1. The Lessee will make improvements and maintenance consistent with Attachment A.

2. The current Lease will be extended for an additional ten (10) years commencing on

the date and year written above and ending on _________________. 

3. All other terms and conditions of the current Tennis Facility Lease, Amendment and

Restatement dated September 22, 2014 shall remain in full force and effect. 
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2 Concrete Repairs between courts 1 & 5 completion summer 2019
2.1 Excavate existing cracked concrete
2.2 Prepare existing sub base and compact
2.3 Install minimum 4,000-psi concrete
2.3.1 Install necesarry expansion joints
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3 4 court replacement with new asphalt completion summer 2021
3.1 Excavate existing asphalt and dispose offsite
3.2 Installation of new asphalt in same location tennis courts were located
3.3 Installation of 4 new sets of tennis posts
3.4 Installion of 3 coat CourtSMITH tennis surface system

TOTAL PROJECT COST = $172,600

4 New dome structures & mechanical equipment
4.1 4 court tennis dome (28oz exterior fabric w/double wall) $236,882
4.2 2 court tennis dome (28oz exterior fabric w/double wall) $130,145
4.3 Gas fired Arizon high energy efficiency heating system (1.25 MBTU) $74,135
4.4 Gas fired Arizon high energy efficiency heating system (.75 MBTU) $63,442
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MEMORANDUM 
Department of Public Services 

DATE: November 6, 2018 

TO: Joseph A. Valentine, City Manager 

FROM: Lauren A. Wood, Director of Public Services 

SUBJECT: 2018 Woodward Avenue Tree Purchase and Planting Project 

INTRODUCTION: 
The City of Birmingham through the Department of Public Services requested proposals for the cost 
to provide and plant ninety-eight (98) trees on Woodward Avenue Median, beginning at Wimbleton 
continuing north to just north of Quarton/Big Beaver.  This project will be a tri-party arrangement 
with Bloomfield Township and Michigan Department of Transportation (MDOT) to enhance the 
Woodward (M-1) Median islands located in the North end of Birmingham, bordering Bloomfield 
Township as well.  MDOT has committed funds to match this project and will be contributing $10,000 
toward the project cost. 

BACKGROUND: 
Over the past several years, the City of Birmingham has planted numerous trees along Woodward 
Avenue Median with cost share for the planting projects from MDOT.   The most recent Woodward 
Avenue planting occurred in spring of 2017 and was the area north of Oakland to just south of 
Wimbleton.  Sealed bids were opened on Thursday, November 1, 2018, for the cost to provide the 
ninety-eight (98) trees, forty-two (42) of which are evergreen, and the remaining consist of a variety 
of deciduous 2.5” caliper trees.  One bidder responded.   The result of the sealed bids follows in the 
table below. 

Bidder Base Bid Complete Bid 
KLM Landscape $28,815.00 Yes 

In 2012, the City planted thirty-four (34) trees on Woodward Median for a total of $9,590.00, an 
average cost of $282.00 per tree.  In 2014, the City planted thirty-three (33) trees on Woodward 
Median as part of a citywide Spring Planting project, averaging approximately $288.00 per tree.  In 
2017, the City planted fifty-three (53) trees on Woodward Median for a total of $12,310.00 an 
average cost of $232.27 per tree.  This project consists of ninety-eight (98) trees for a total of 
$28,815.00, an average cost of $294.00 per tree. 

The City of Birmingham has already secured a permit from the Michigan Department of 
Transportation (MDOT) for this work and additionally, MDOT has committed funds in the amount of 
$10,000.00 to match this project. 

Bloomfield Township will be contributing $11,770.00 towards the project due to the addition of 
enhancing an island north of Big Beaver/Quarton at their request. 
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Birmingham’s contribution will be a total of $7,045.00 for this project. 

LEGAL REVIEW: 
The City Attorney has completed a review of this contract agreement and approved with signature. 

FISCAL IMPACT: 
Money has been allocated in the 2018-2019 budget from the Major Streets Fund-Forestry Service 
Contract account #202-449.005-819.0000 and the Major Streets Fund-Operating Supplies 
account #202-449.005-729.0000 for this work.  Both funds will be reimbursed with dollars from 
MDOT in the amount of $10,000.00, and Bloomfield Township in the amount of $11,770.00, split 
between the 2 accounts. 

SUMMARY:  
The bids are evaluated according to: completeness of the bid, reference checks, firm experience and 
working knowledge of the firm.  KLM Landscape will be performing the City’s Fall Plant this year so 
this project partnered with Bloomfield Township and MDOT on Woodward Median is timely. 

The Department of Public Services recommends awarding the 2018 Woodward Avenue Tree 
Purchase and Planting Project to KLM Landscape.  This purchase will include providing all trees, 
planting, topsoil, pruning and watering. 

ATTACHMENTS: 
The Agreement including the required Insurance Certificate, Bidder’s Agreement, Cost Proposal, 
Completion Date, and Iran Sanctions Act Vendor Certification Form are attached as part of this 
report. 

SUGGESTED RESOLUTION: 
To approve the purchase and planting of ninety-eight (98) trees from KLM Landscape for the 
2018 Woodward Tree Planting Project with cost share from MDOT in the amount of $10,000 and 
Bloomfield Township in the amount of $11,770 toward the total project cost not to exceed 
$28,815.00.  Funds are available from the Major Streets Fund-Forestry Service Contract account 
#202-449.005-819.0000 in the amount of $14,407.50 and the Major Streets Fund-Operating 
Supplies account #202-449.005-729.0000 in the amount of $14,407.50 for these services, to be 
reimbursed accordingly from the other jurisdictions.  Further, to authorize the Mayor and City 
Clerk to sign the agreement on behalf of the City upon receipt of all required insurances. 
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MEMORANDUM 

Birmingham Shopping District 

DATE: November 12, 2018 

TO: Joseph A. Valentine, City Manager 

FROM: Ingrid Tighe, Executive Director, Birmingham Shopping District 

SUBJECT: New Installation Date for Holiday Light Display on Merrill Street 

INTRODUCTION: 
On October 29, 2018 the City Commission approved the resolution to approve the Merrill Street 
Holiday Lighting contracts with Merrillwood Investment, LLC and Essco of Birmingham, LLC. 
Furthermore, as part of the resolution, the Commission approved the closure of Merrill Street on 
Sunday, November 18, 2018 or November 25, 2018 to install the lighting. The Merrillwood 
Building property manager informed the BSD that the window installation on their building is 
taking longer than anticipated and expects the project to be done mid-December. Therefore, the 
BSD is requesting the approval of the closure of Merrill St. on Sunday, December 16, 2018 to 
install the lighting. The Merrill Street holiday lighting is displayed December through the end of 
February. Despite the possible delay in putting up the lighting this year, the BSD board agreed 
they still would like to proceed with the project given its popularity among residents and visitors 
and for the fact that the display is up for three months.  

BACKGROUND: 
The Merrillwood Building is replacing all the windows in their building in October and November 
2018. Installation of the windows requires the use of a 90-foot articulated lift and therefore, the 
contractor must install the holiday lighting upon completion of the Merrillwood Building’s window 
installation. The Birmingham Shopping District is requesting to close Merrill Street for one day for 
approximately 8-10 hours for the installation of the lights. During installation, the contractor will 
maintain the pedestrian and vehicle entrance for Merrillwood residents. Due to safety concerns 
for the vendor, pedestrians on the street, and automobiles, it is best to close the street for a one-
day installation vs. installing the lights over a period of four weekends with pedestrians and 
vehicles moving under the lighting installation while it is being put up (as has been done in years 
past.) The BSD proposes to schedule the installation on a Sunday as this is the least busy day of 
the week in downtown and the installation will have minimal impact on businesses, shoppers and 
vehicular traffic.  

LEGAL REVIEW:  
Legal counsel consulted during this process. 

FISCAL IMPACT:  
The holiday lighting is part of the BSD’s approved budget. 

SUMMARY: 
The BSD is requesting that the Commission approve and grant permission to close Merrill St. for 
one Sunday to install the lights. 
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ATTACHMENTS:  
None 

SUGGESTED RESOLUTION: 
To approve the closure of Merrill Street on Sunday, December 16, 2018 to install the Merrill Street 
Holiday lighting. 
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MEMORANDUM 

Finance Department 

DATE: November 2, 2018 

TO: Joseph A. Valentine, City Manager 

FROM: Mark Gerber, Director of Finance/Treasurer 
Kathryn Burrick, Senior Accountant 

SUBJECT: 2018 Community Development Block Grant Program Year 
Subrecipient Agreement. 

INTRODUCTION: 
In December 2017, the City applied for Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) funds from 
Oakland County for program year 2018 (July 1, 2018 to June 30, 2019).  In order to receive those 
funds, the City is required to sign a Subrecipient Agreement with Oakland County. 

BACKGROUND: 
The purpose of the 2018 Program Year Subrecipient Agreement between the County of Oakland 
and the City of Birmingham is for the Subrecipient (City) to receive 100% federally funded CDBG 
monies from the Grantee (County). 

The CDBG program is a U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD) program 
that provides funds annually to entitlement jurisdictions.  CDBG funds housing, public facility and 
public service activities that benefit low-income households and persons with special needs.  
Oakland County receives CDBG funds as an “urban county”.  Participating communities must join 
with the County to receive CDBG funding.  The City of Birmingham has been a participant of the 
CDBG program for over 27 years. 

Oakland County has obligated $33,621 of CDBG funding to the City of Birmingham for the 2018 
Program Year.  This is $1,601 higher than what the City Commission originally approved on 
December 4, 2017, and is the result of additional funding that was made available to the County. 
The additional funds of $1,601 were allocated to Yard Services and Removal of Architectural 
Barriers by the County.  As a result, Public Service Activity-Yard Services was increased $480.30 
and Removal of Architectural Barriers was increased $1,120.70.   

Original Revised Change 
  Public Service Activity: 

Yard Services $  6,306.00 $   6,786.30 $   480.30 
Senior Services 3,300.00 3,300.00 -0- 

  Removal of Architectural Barriers: 
Tennis Bubble – Retrofit front door 
Entrance to comply with ADA 
standards   22,414.00  23,534.70   1,120.70 

 TOTAL $32,020.00 $ 33,621.00 $1,601.00 
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Federal regulations require Oakland County as an urban county grantee to execute a Subrecipient 
Agreement with each participating community, which must be signed by the highest elected 
official in order to receive funds.  The completed agreement is required to be submitted to 
Oakland County no later than November 21, 2018. 

LEGAL REVIEW: 
A legal review has been conducted on the Subrecipient Agreement with no issues identified. 

FISCAL IMPACT: 
The original allocation of funds was approved in the 2018-2019 budget.  The budget should be 
amended for the additional funding. 

SUMMARY: 
It is suggested that the 2018 Program Year Subrecipient Agreement between the County of 
Oakland and the City of Birmingham be signed by the mayor and that the budget amendment 
increasing the funding for this program year be approved. 

ATTACHMENTS: 
1. 2018 Program Year Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) Subrecipient Agreement

SUGGESTED RESOLUTION:   
To authorize the mayor to sign the 2018 Program Year Community Development Block Grant 
(CDBG) Subrecipient Agreement on behalf of the City and to approve the appropriations and 
amendment to the 2018-2019 CDBG Fund Budget as follows: 

Revenues: 
Intergovernmental Revenue 248-000.000-503.0000 $1,601 

Expenditures: 
Other Charges  248-690.000-836.0100 $1,121 
Other Charges 248-690.000-836.0200     480 

Total Expenditures $1,601 
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MEMORANDUM 
Engineering Dept. 

Planning Dept. 
Police Dept. 

DATE: November 11, 2018 

TO: Joseph A. Valentine, City Manager 

FROM: Jana Ecker, Planning Director 
Scott Grewe, Police Commander 
Paul T. O’Meara, City Engineer 

SUBJECT: Quarton Lake Subdivision Street Paving Project 
Contract #1-19(P) 

INTRODUCTION:  
As part of our ongoing program to maintain Birmingham’s street, sewer, and water system, the 
following street segments are budgeted for complete reconstruction in 2019: 

N. Glenhurst Dr. – Raynale St. to Oak St. 
Raynale St. – N. Glenhurst Dr. to Chesterfield Ave. 
Brookwood Lane – N. Glenhurst Dr. to Raynale St. 
Kenwood Ct. – N. Glenhurst Dr. to East End 

The attached map depicts in yellow the location of the proposed street work. 

BACKGROUND: 
Unlike most streets in the Quarton Lake area, the street segments identified on the attached 
map were first constructed as gravel roads with curb and gutter in 1929.  It appears that the 
streets were later paved with asphalt in the late 1940’s, at which point they were classified as 
improved.  Currently, there are serious deficiencies with portions of the sewer system and 
asphalt pavement, and the water mains should be retired.   

In accordance with standard policy, a review of the Multi-Modal Transportation Plan was 
conducted for these streets.  The plan does not identify any special recommendations for these 
streets.  Handicap ramp updates will be included as they would be for any street project.  A 
review of the City’s recently enacted Residential Street Width Policy did identify that two of the 
streets (N. Glenhurst Dr. and Raynale St.) should be reduced from their current width of 32 ft. 
to the City’s standard of 26 ft.  The other two streets in the project (Brookwood Lane and 
Kenwood Court) were previously built at 24 ft. wide.  In accordance with the policy, these 
streets should be rebuilt to match their current width. 

The Multi-Modal Transportation Board (MMTB) reviewed this issue at their regular meeting of 
August 2, 2018.  A resolution was passed agreeing with the suggested new street widths 
dictated by the City’s policy, and a public hearing was scheduled for their next meeting of 
September 6, 2018.  Postcards were sent to all owners within the project area directing people 
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to the City’s website for more information.  Signs were also posted at the entrances into the 
project area to alert residents about the upcoming public hearing.   

At the September 6, 2018 public hearing, several residents from the area spoke against the 
proposal to narrow the two streets.  No one spoke in favor of the proposal.  The MMTB hearing 
was cut short due to the scheduling of a Thursday evening City Commission meeting on the 
same evening, 90 minutes after the start of the MMTB meeting.  As a result, the public hearing 
was not finished, and the Board did not have time to deliberate.  The hearing was continued to 
the next regular meeting, on October 4, 2018. 

On October 4, 2018, the Board again heard from several residents indicating that they were not 
in favor of the proposal.  The Board passed two motions at the meeting.  The first motion was 
passed on a vote of 6-0 that is consistent with the City’s recently established Residential Street 
Width Policy for Kenwood and Brookwood: 

To keep Kenwood Ct. and Brookwood Ln. at their existing width. 

After further discussion, the Board passed a second motion that is not consistent with the City’s 
recently established Residential Street Width Policy for N. Glenhurst and Raynale as follows: 

That N. Glenhurst Dr. and Raynale St. be repaved at their existing width, which is 32 ft. 

Please refer to the minutes for further detail. 

LEGAL REVIEW:  
No legal review is required. 

FISCAL IMPACT:  
The street paving project being discussed has been budgeted for the current fiscal year. 
Design is starting now with the intention of starting construction in April, 2019.  Funds are 
budgeted in the Local Street Fund, Sewer Fund, and Water Fund based on the improvements 
needed in these areas.   

While the City may gain some savings if the streets are narrowed as proposed, the savings will 
be nominal.  Concrete costs will go down, but other costs, such as driveway approaches, 
topsoil, sod, and new City tree costs will go up.  Staff clarified at the last public hearing that the 
cost differential is not a factor in determining what the street widths should be.   

SUMMARY: 
The City recently approved a Residential Street Width Policy to provide guidance for all 
residential streets being improved.  The policy states that most residential streets shall be 
reconstructed at 26’ in width, unless certain conditions are present that may justify an increase 
in width up to 30’.  The MMTB reviewed the new Residential Street Width Policy to consider the 
width at which to reconstruct sections of Raynale St., N. Glenhurst Dr., Brookwood Lane, and 
Kenwood Court..  The MMTB also discussed the presence of conditions of the proximity of 
Quarton Elementary and the use of N. Glenhurst Dr. and Raynale St. as school bus routes, 
which under the Residential Street Width Policy could justify the reconstruction of both N. 
Glenhurst Dr. and Raynale St. at 30’ in width.  However, a majority of the MMTB indicated that 
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the Residential Street Width Policy may need to be reconsidered to allow for some residential 
streets to be reconstructed at their original width, and voted to maintain the existing 32’ widths 
of both N. Glenhurst Dr. and Raynale St.  This recommendation is not consistent with the City’s 
Residential Street Width Policy.  Thus, four suggested resolutions are offered below for your 
review and consideration.  Resolution A is in accordance with the City’s Residential Street Width 
Policy.  Resolution B follows the recommendation of the MMTB which is not in accordance with 
the City’s Residential Street Width Policy with regards to  N. Glenhurst Dr. and Raynale St. 
Resolution C reflects an option to modify the standards in the Residential Street Width Policy as 
permitted within the policy under section 4, Exceptions and Modifications.  Resolution D reflects 
a hybrid option that was not considered by the MMTB, but may be a reasonable approach that 
combines some of the benefits from Resolutions A, B and C as described in detail in Appendix A 
(attached).  

ATTACHMENTS: 
• Map of project area (including existing street width information)
• Appendix A (Detailed description of Option C)
• MMTB agenda package for meeting of August 2.
• MMTB approved minutes for meeting of August 2.
• MMTB agenda package for meeting of September 6.
• MMTB approved minutes for meeting of September 6.
• MMTB agenda package for meeting of October 4.
• MMTB approved minutes for meeting of October 4.
• Letters from residents, in chronological order.

SUGGESTED RESOLUTION A: 
To direct staff install new concrete pavement on the following streets, in accordance with the 
City’s Residential Street Width Policy:  

A. Raynale St. between N. Glenhurst Dr. and Chesterfield Ave. at twenty-six (26) feet wide. 
B. Brookwood St. between N. Glenhurst Dr. and Raynale at twenty-four (24) feet wide 

(matching existing). 
C. N. Glenhurst Dr. between Oak Ave. and Raynale St. at twenty-six (26) feet wide. 
D. Kenwood Ct. from N. Glenhurst Dr. to approximately 250 feet east at twenty-four (24) 

feet matching the existing and asphalt resurfacing the remaining newer portion of 
Kenwood Ct. 

OR

SUGGESTED RESOLUTION B: 
To direct staff install new concrete pavement on the following streets, in accordance with the 
recommendation of the Multi-Modal Transportation Board: 

A. Raynale St. between N. Glenhurst Dr. and Chesterfield Ave. at thirty-two (32) feet wide. 
B. Brookwood St. between N. Glenhurst Dr. and Raynale at twenty-four (24) feet wide 

(matching existing). 
C. N. Glenhurst Dr. between Oak Ave. and Raynale St. at thirty-two (32) feet wide. 
D. Kenwood Ct. from N. Glenhurst Dr. to approximately 250 feet east at twenty-four (24) 

feet matching the existing and asphalt resurfacing the remaining newer portion of 
Kenwood Ct. 

OR
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SUGGESTED RESOLUTION C: 

To direct staff to install new concrete pavement on the following streets, in accordance with the 
City's Residential Street Width Policy as follows:   

A. Raynale St. between N. Glenhurst Dr. and Chesterfield Ave. at ______ feet wide. 
B. Brookwood St. between N. Glenhurst Dr. and Raynale at twenty-four (24) feet wide 

(matching existing). 
C. N. Glenhurst Dr. between Oak Ave. and Raynale St. at ______ feet wide. 
D. Kenwood Ct. from N. Glenhurst Dr. to approximately 250 feet east at twenty-four (24) 

feet matching the existing and asphalt resurfacing the remaining newer portion of 
Kenwood Ct. 

OR

To direct staff to install new concrete pavement on the following streets, in accordance with the 
proposal described in Appendix A: 

SUGGESTED RESOLUTION D: 

A.   Raynale St. between N. Glenhurst Dr. and Chesterfield Ave. at ______ feet wide,  while
      providing 4 ft. wide bumpouts at the intersections of N. Glenhurst Dr. & Brookwood 

   Lane, and the west leg of the Chesterfield Ave. intersection. 
B.   Brookwood St. between N. Glenhurst Dr. and Raynale at twenty-four (24) feet wide
      (matching existing).
C.   N. Glenhurst Dr. between Oak Ave. and Raynale St. at ______ feet wide. 
D.   Kenwood Ct. from N. Glenhurst Dr. to approximately 250 feet east at twenty-four (24)
      feet matching the existing and asphalt resurfacing the remaining newer portion of 
      Kenwood Ct. 
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APPENDIX A 

Quarton Lake Subdivision Street Paving Project 
Contract #1-19(P) 
Resolution D 

When considering the proposal to reduce the width of Raynale St. and N. Glenhurst Dr., the 
main benefits that can be envisioned include: 

1. Reduction in average speeds.
2. Improved crosswalk conditions for pedestrians at intersections.
3. New opportunity to install street trees on N. Glenhurst Dr. (additional green space and

reduced storm water runoff).

A potential hybrid option that can bring both the benefits of leaving the majority of the street in 
its present state, while still gaining in smaller part some of the benefits listed above, would be 
to construct the key intersections within the project area with curb extensions (bumpouts).  The 
preliminary plan attached to this appendix depicts the option of constructing the majority of 
Raynale St. and N. Glenhurst Dr. at 32 ft. (matching existing conditions) but also providing 
bumpouts at the following intersections: 

Raynale St. & N. Glenhurst Dr. 
Raynale St. & Brookwood Lane 
Raynale St. & Chesterfield Ave. (west leg of intersection only) 

The first two intersections represent four-way intersections where handicap ramps will be 
constructed to permit pedestrian crossings in all directions.  Installing bumpouts at these 
corners would require vehicles to proceed through the intersections with caution.  Crosswalk 
distances would be reduced, and safety would be enhanced.  Only the west leg of the 
Chesterfield Ave. intersection would be within the scope of this project, therefore, bumpouts 
would only be introduced on the west leg (the other three legs would remain cape sealed, 
unimproved streets, each already having narrower pavements averaging 20 to 22 ft. wide). 

The bumpouts are sized to provide the minimum 10 ft. wide driving lanes, plus a 2 ft. wide 
factor of safety.  The factor of safety is recommended given that the bumpouts will represent 
an abrupt narrowing of the street in an area where other bumpouts typically do not exist.  The 
factor of safety is important to provide motorists who may not be expecting the change in 
width, or did not see them due to poor weather conditions. 

Staff sees Resolution D as a potential compromise that provides some of the benefits that 
both Resolutions A and B may provide.   It is noted that between 2 and 4 drainage 
structures will need to be added to the project in order to drain the street with the bumpouts, 
at an estimated extra cost of approximately $20,000.   
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MEMORANDUM 
 

Engineering Department 
 
DATE:   July 27, 2018 
 
TO:   Multi-Modal Transportation Board 
 
FROM:  Austin W. Fletcher, Assistant City Engineer 

Paul T. O’Meara, City Engineer 
    
SUBJECT: Quarton Lake Sub Reconstruction – Phase I 
 
 
The Engineering Department plans to issue plans for bid on the above-mentioned paving contract 
during the 2019 construction season. 
 
The project involves the complete reconstruction of the following streets: 
 
Raynale St. – N. Glenhurst Dr. to Chesterfield Ave. 
Brookwood St. – N. Glenhurst Dr. to Raynale St. 
N. Glenhurst Dr. – Oak Ave. to Raynale St. 
Kenwood Court – Glenhurst Dr. to 220 ft. to East 
 
The specific blocks are highlighted in yellow on the attached exhibit.  It should be noted that these 
are the only improved streets in the area that have not been worked on in more than 30 years 
 
The following is a detail of what is proposed. 
 
As you know, the Multi-Modal Transportation Board (MMTB) recently recommended a written 
policy on determining the width of new and reconstructed streets in Birmingham.  The policy was 
approved by the City Commission at their meeting of July 23.  The finalized version of the policy is 
attached to this report, and has been used as a reference in making the following 
recommendations.  A summary of existing conditions is provided below, followed by a comparison 
to the City’s new street width standards. 
 
Raynale St. 
 
The existing pavement on this block was installed at thirty-two (32) feet wide.  The curbs were 
originally installed in 1929, with an asphalt surface installed at a later date.  City staff was unable 
to confirm the date from our records.  The road width is wider than the current twenty-six (26) 
foot standard width (per the Residential Street Width Standards).  The existing right-of-way is sixty 
(60) feet wide.  A total reconstruction (new concrete pavement and underground utilities) is 
proposed for this street.   
 
 
Brookwood St. 

1 
 
 



The existing pavement on this block was installed at twenty-four (24) feet wide.  The curbs were 
originally installed in 1929, with an asphalt surface installed at a later date.  City staff was unable 
to confirm the date from our records.  The existing right-of-way is fifty (50) feet wide.  A total 
reconstruction (new pavement and underground utilities) is proposed for this street.   
 
N. Glenhurst Dr. 
The existing pavement on this block was installed at thirty-two (32) feet wide.  The curbs were 
originally installed in 1929, with an asphalt surface installed at a later date.  City staff was unable 
to confirm the date from our records.  The road width is wider than the current twenty-six (26) 
foot standard width (per the Residential Street Width Standards).  The existing right-of-way is fifty 
(50) feet wide.  There are no existing City trees in the greenbelt (area between the road and 
sidewalk), due to the right-of-way and pavement widths.   
 
It should be noted that the City recently received a petition to reconstruct N. Glenhurst between 
Pine St. and Oak Ave.  The pavement width of this section of N. Glenhurst is proposed to be 
constructed at twenty-six (26) feet, in accordance with the Residential Street Width Standards.  If 
the petition is successful, it will likely become a part of this project for logistic purposes and well as 
to take advantage of economy of scale (better pricing). 
 
 
Kenwood Court 
 
Kenwood Court was originally constructed as a dead end with a length of approximately 220 feet.  
The existing pavement was installed at twenty-four (24) feet wide.  The curbs were originally 
installed in 1929, with an asphalt surface installed at a later date.  City staff was unable to confirm 
date from our records.  In the early 1990’s Kenwood Court was extended an additional 250 feet.  
The existing pavement was also installed at twenty-four (24) feet wide.  This street has two (2) 
right-of-way widths, fifty (50) feet on the original section (west) and forty (40) feet on the newer 
section. 
 
Because this street was constructed in two (2) different eras, the rehabilitation needs are different.  
A total reconstruction is proposed for the west half of the block (oldest) and resurfacing is 
proposed for the east half, as it is newer and does not require utility work.  The existing curbs will 
remain in place on the newer section as well. 
 
 
As stated in the City’s Street Width Standards, existing streets that are 28 ft. wide or less are 
analyzed differently than those that are wider.  With that in mind, the wider streets will be 
considered first. 
 
Glenhurst Dr. & Raynale St. – Decision Factors: 
 

1. Context – To the north, Glenhurst Dr. will remain at 32 ft.  However, it is scheduled for 
utility improvements in 2020.  Since that street is currently unimproved with curbs, funding 
will not be available to reconstruct it unless the City Commission authorized a special 
assessment district to help defer the cost.  It is unclear what will happen in that regard at 
this time.  To the south, Glenhurst Dr. is currently unimproved without curbs.  However, 
should a pending petition for road improvement be approved later this year, it will be 
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paved as a part of this same paving project.  That block would fit the criteria for a standard 
26 ft. wide pavement, if paved. 
 
On Raynale St., the existing 32 ft. street to the west has the same conditions as Glenhurst 
Dr. to the north (it will be under construction in 2020, but rebuilding the street at a 
different width would require a special assessment district).  To the east, Raynale St. is 
unimproved without curbs, and there are no plans for that to change in the foreseeable 
future. 
 

2. Parking – During a recent survey, parking was measured at 9% to 18% during the day, 
and 7% to 14% at night.  Both numbers are considered as low demand, suggesting that 
the streets can be narrowed.   

3. Counts for Glenhurst Dr. in 2017 ranged from 250 to 600 per day, much lower than the 
1500 vehicles per day required to consider a wider street.  No counts exist on record for 
Raynale St., but given its location in the neighborhood, it is assumed that its numbers 
would be less than Glenhurst Dr.   

4. The streets are not considered a school or fire route. 
5. No special uses are on either street that would generate additional traffic.  While Quarton 

Elementary School is located nearby on Oak St., neither street is the primary route when 
accessing the school. 

6. There currently are no trees located on Glenhurst Dr., given the relatively wide pavement 
compared to the 50 ft. right-of-way available.  Narrowing the street to 26 ft. would open an 
opportunity to install City trees on this section, and widen the parkway.  Trees are not an 
issue on Raynale St., even with the 32 ft. wide street.   

7. Speed data for Glenhurst Dr. taken in 2017 measured the 85th percentile speed at 27 mph.  
There is no data for Raynale St.  City staff is not aware of ongoing traffic or safety issues 
on either street, therefore, no special design considerations are present. 

 
Given the above information, staff recommends that the City’s current standard of 26 ft. be 
installed.  While this is a significant change from the current width, the lack of parking demand in 
this area makes them good candidates for a reduced width. 
 
Brookwood Lane & Kenwood Ct. – Design Factors: 
 

1. Context – Brookwood Lane extends for two blocks.  Both blocks are currently 24 ft. wide, 
and traffic demand is very minimal.  Kenwood Ct. is a dead end cul-de-sac street just 
serving the homes on the block.  The easterly section is also built at 24 ft. wide, and is not 
being changed with this project, other than to resurface the asphalt surface. 

2. Parking demand on these streets ranged from 9% to 16% during the day, and 0% to 13% 
at night.  Parking demand is low, and does not justify a need for widening. 

3. Given the low volume nature of these streets, there are no other special circumstances that 
would suggest the need for a change from the current 24 ft. widths.  

 
Staff recommends that the existing street widths of 24 ft. be installed. 
 
Finally, staff reviewed the Multi-Modal Master Plan for any suggested improvements to these 
streets.  Given their localized service nature, no recommendations for any special improvements 
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exist within the plan.  Other than updating all handicap ramps to current standards, no further 
Multi-Modal improvements are recommended at this time. 
 
In the resolution below, a public hearing is recommended.  If approved, staff will implement the 
notification procedures now detailed in the standard, by both sending out postcards to each 
affected address, as well as installing temporary signs when driving into the area notifying 
residents about this upcoming hearing.  
 
SUGGESTED RESOLUTION: 
 
To recommend to the City Commission that the following streets be constructed with ADA 
compliant handicap ramps at each intersection, further, to install concrete pavement at the 
following widths: 
 

A. Reconstructing Raynale St. at twenty-six (26) feet wide between N. Glenhurst Dr. and 
Chesterfield Ave.; 

B. Reconstructing Brookwood St. at twenty-four (24) feet wide (matching existing) between 
N. Glenhurst Dr. and Raynale; 

C. Reconsructing N. Glenhurst Dr. at twenty-four (24) feet wide between Oak Ave. and 
Raynale St.; 

D. Reconstructing the west half of Kenwood Ct. (approximately 250 feet) at twenty-four (24) 
feet matching the existing and resurface the remaining portion of Kenwood Ct.; 

E. Schedule a Public Hearing at the regularly scheduled meeting of the Multi-Modal 
Transportation Board for September 6, 2018 at 6:00 P.M. 
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Glenhurst
Raynale/Oak

 
 
 
 

Lane1
Date\Speed

(MPH)
1-5 6-10 11-15 16-20 21-25 26-30 31-35 36-40 41-45 46-50 51-55 56-60 61-65  >65 Total

5/9/2017 0 6 21 83 65 29 11 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 217
5/10/2017 0 16 27 72 81 54 8 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 259
5/11/2017 0 7 15 61 103 66 17 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 270
5/12/2017 0 0 2 4 14 10 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 32

Lane1 Total 0 29 65 220 263 159 38 3 0 0 0 0 0 1 778
85 percentile = 27

Lane2
Date\Speed

(MPH)
1-5 6-10 11-15 16-20 21-25 26-30 31-35 36-40 41-45 46-50 51-55 56-60 61-65  >65 Total

5/9/2017 0 0 41 73 83 55 7 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 259
5/10/2017 0 3 57 88 105 77 11 3 0 0 0 0 0 1 345
5/11/2017 0 5 34 74 100 65 25 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 305
5/12/2017 0 1 1 13 16 13 5 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 50

Lane2 Total 0 9 133 248 304 210 48 5 1 0 0 0 0 1 959
85 percentile = 27

Combined
Date\Speed

(MPH)
1-5 6-10 11-15 16-20 21-25 26-30 31-35 36-40 41-45 46-50 51-55 56-60 61-65  >65 Total

5/9/2017 0 6 62 156 148 84 18 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 476
5/10/2017 0 19 84 160 186 131 19 3 0 0 0 0 0 2 604
5/11/2017 0 12 49 135 203 131 42 2 1 0 0 0 0 0 575
5/12/2017 0 1 3 17 30 23 7 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 82
Combined

Total
0 38 198 468 567 369 86 8 1 0 0 0 0 2 1737

85 percentile = 27

BIRMINGHAM POLICE DEPARTMENT
151 MARTIN ST.
BIRMINGHAM, MI 48009



MEMORANDUM 
 

Engineering Dept. 
DATE:   July 27, 2018 
 
TO:   Multi-Modal Transportation Board 
 
FROM:  Paul T. O’Meara, City Engineer 
 
SUBJECT: 2019 Local Streets Paving Project 
 Parking Survey Results 
 
 
The following results were tabulated by the Police Dept. for the current parking demand within 
the 2019 paving project area during the week of July 23: 
 

Street Daytime Overnight 
Glenhurst 9% 7% 
Raynale 18% 14% 

Brookwood 9% 0% 
Kenwood 13% 13% 
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POLICY STATEMENT: 
BIRMINGHAM RESIDENTIAL STREET DESIGN STANDARDS 

 

 

INTRODUCTION:  The City Commission asked the Multi-Modal 
Transportation Board (MMTB) to establish a City policy for determining the 
width of a new street.  Accordingly, the MMTB identified goals for 
residential road width standards, and reviewed the national standards and 
best practices from professional organizations and peer cities. The board 
created standards and allowed for modifications if certain criteria are met. 

 
INTENT: The purpose of these standards is to provide consistent street 
widths throughout the city but with flexibility for very specific situations. The 
goals for identifying a standard road width for residential roads include the 
following: 

• Functionality; 
• Consistency with adjacent streets; 
• Accident reduction and public safety; 
• Adhering to Complete Streets principles; 

o Enhancing walkability; 
• Character of community; 

o Block length; 
o Size of lots; 
o Building setback and lengths; 

• Traffic calming; 
• Expediency in planning and engineering; 



• Infrastructure costs;  and/or 
• Storm water runoff management. 

 

The following standards are based on residential street design recommendations 
published by American Association of State Highway and Transportation 
Officials (AASHTO), the Institute of Transportation Engineers (ITE), the Urban Land 
Institute (ULI), the Congress for New Urbanism, National Association of City 
Transportation Officials (NACTO), and those used by peer cities. Using those 
standards as a base, these standards are also based on emergency response 
access, winter weather, the existing street widths in the city, and the characteristics of 
different neighborhoods in the City. These widths typically allow for parking along both 
sides of the street with room for a vehicle to pass in one direction. When there is 
opposing traffic (vehicles going both ways) one of the motorists will need to yield to 
the other.  This is commonly classified as a “Yield” or “Courtesy” Street. 

 

STREET DESIGN STANDARDS (see also attached flow chart): 

1. NEW AND EXISTING, UNIMPROVED RESIDENTIAL STREETS THAT ARE 
BEING IMPROVED 
When streets are improved or newly constructed, the standards below shall be 
strictly generally be applied.  Exceptions may be considered when factors, 
such as those described in Section 4, are evident. 

a. Standard Streets: 26 ft. in width from curb to curb. 
b. If the right-of-way is less than 50 ft., the street width shall be a minimum of 

20 ft.  with parking allowed on  one  side  only  (generally  the  side  without  
fire hydrants). 

 

2. EXISTING, IMPROVED RESIDENTIAL STREETS 
When previously built streets are reconstructed, this standard shall generally be 
applied. Exceptions may be considered when factors, such as those described in 
Section 4, are evident. 

Standard Streets: 26 ft. in width from curb to curb. 
Existing Street is 28 feet or less in width: If existing street width is 28 ft. 
or less in width, street shall may generally be reconstructed at the existing 
width provided there is a reason present under section 4. 

 
3. PUBLIC NOTICE AND PUBLIC HEARING 

Whenever there is a street project where a change in the existing width is 
being considered, the Multi-Modal Transportation Board shall have a Public Hearing to 
inform residents of the project and provide an opportunity for comment. The City shall 
post a sign along the street that announces street project. Design details shall be 
advertised and posted on the City’s website. If residents express a desire for a non-



standard street width at a public meeting or through a public survey of street 
residents, those preferences shall be considered.  However, engineering or safety 
factors listed in Section 4 must also be present to support a design exception. 

 
4. EXCEPTIONS AND MODIFICATIONS TO THE WIDTH STANDARDS 

Any modification must be consistent with the Intent of these standards and the 
engineering publications upon which they are based. Street width exceptions may only 
be approved to a minimum of 20 ft. and a maximum of 30ft.  If residents express 
a desire for a non-standard street width at a public meeting or through a 
public survey of street residents, those preferences shall be considered 
(either wider or narrower) Modifications to street widths may only be considered if 
one or more of the following conditions exist: 

a. High or low frequency of use of on-street parking. When surveyed on-street 
parking is utilized 15% or less overnight, the width may be reduced. When 
parking density is classified as highly utilized, defined as over 25% 
occupancy throughout the day or more than 50% of the available curb space 
used overnight, the width may be increased. For calculation of parking, a 
minimum length of 22 ft. shall be used and not include driveways, spaces 
adjacent to fire hydrants, or other locations where parking is not allowed. 

b. Daily traffic volumes exceed 1500 vehicles. 
c. The street is a published school bus route used by the Birmingham 

Public Schools or is a frequent emergency response route. 
d. Street is adjacent to a school, religious institution, City park, multiple-

family residential development, or other use with access that generates 
higher traffic volumes. 

e. Presence of street trees, especially healthy, mature trees, such that rebuilding 
the road as proposed would result in the removal of two or more trees on 
any given block. 

f. A speed study confirms that the 85th percentile speed is more than 5 miles 
per hour over the posted speed limit and/or city police or engineering 
departments have documented operational or safety concerns related to traffic 
patterns along the street. 

g. Street may be as narrow as 20 ft. with parking on one side only if right-of-way 
is less than 50 ft. 
 

5. BOULEVARD STREETS 
Reconstruction of streets with a boulevard, median, or other unique design feature, 
shall be reconstructed to match the current configuration unless geometric 
changes are needed based on safety or engineering analysis. 
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MEMORANDUM 
Engineering Dept. 

Planning Dept. 
Police Dept. 

DATE: August 29, 2018 

TO: Multi-Modal Transportation Board 

FROM: Jana Ecker, Planning Director 
Scott Grewe, Police Commander 
Paul T. O’Meara, City Engineer 

SUBJECT: Quarton Lake Subdivision Paving Project 
Public Hearing 

At the August meeting of the Multi-Modal Transportation Board (MMTB), the Board reviewed an 
initial conceptual proposal from staff for the reconstruction of several street segments in 2019.  
Two street segments, N. Glenhurst Dr. and Raynale St., are currently 32 ft. wide.  In accordance 
with the City’s new street width policy, the Board passed a motion recommending that these 
street segments be reconstructed at 26 ft. wide.  The project also includes two other street 
segments, that being Brookwood Lane and Kenwood Ct.  These streets are presently 24 ft. wide. 
No changes are being recommended for either of those streets, again, in accordance with the 
City’s policy.   

A public hearing was scheduled for the Board’s regular meeting of September 6, 2018.  In order 
to notify the neighborhood, postcards were sent to each address, directing residents to the City’s 
website if more information was desired.  In addition, four neighborhood signs were posted at 
each entrance to the area to help notify residents of these proposed changes.   

As of this writing, we have received several comments about the proposal.  The written comments 
received to date can be summarized as follows: 

N. Glenhurst Dr. – Two residents opposed to reducing the width. 

Raynale St. – Three residents opposed to reducing the width. 

Kenwood Ct. – One resident requesting the reduction of the center grass island in the cul-de-
sac, and commenting on poor drainage at the end of the block.  (I spoke with the resident on 
Kenwood Ct., and explained that we were not rebuilding the cul-de-sac portion of this street, 
given its relatively young age, and that only resurfacing was proposed.  She understood, and 
indicated that she could accept that this change is not feasible at this time.  Relative to the 
drainage problem, we have verified that the drain at the end of this street is intentionally restricted 
to reduce the chance of basements backing up.  As part of the engineering design, a review of 
the storm sewer system capacity is currently underway.  If it is determined that the restrictor can 
be removed at the end of the project, thereby fixing this issue, we will proceed in that direction.   
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After receiving input from the neighborhood at the public hearing, the Board will need to make a 
final recommendation to the City Commission relative to the final design for these streets. A 
suggested recommendation is provided below for your consideration. 

SUGGESTED RECOMMENDATION: 

After review of the Multi-Modal Master Plan, as well as conducting a public hearing, the Multi-
Modal Transportation Board recommends to the City Commission that the final designs for the 
Quarton Lake Street Paving Project proceed in accordance with the City’s Residential Street Width 
Policy, rebuilding the following street segments at the following width, as measured between the 
face of the curbs: 

N. Glenhurst Dr., Raynale St. to Oak St. – 26 ft. (reduced from 32 ft.) 
Raynale St., N. Glenhurst Dr. to Chesterfield Ave. – 26 ft. (reduced from 32 ft.) 
Brookwood Lane – N. Glenhurst Dr. to Raynale St. – 24 ft.  
Kenwood Ct. – N. Glenhurst Dr. to 220 ft. east – 24 ft. 
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MEMORANDUM 
Engineering Dept. 

Planning Dept. 
Police Dept. 

DATE: September 28, 2018 

TO: Multi-Modal Transportation Board 

FROM: Jana Ecker, Planning Director 
Scott Grewe, Police Commander 
Paul T. O’Meara, City Engineer 

SUBJECT: Quarton Lake Subdivision Paving Project 
Public Hearing - Update 

At the hearing held on September 6, the Board asked for more information regarding traffic and 
parking counts.  The Police Dept. assisted in that regard, and has the following information to offer: 

Traffic Counts 

Traffic counts were taken by an outside firm an average of 200 ft. away from two intersections, in 
all four directions.  The subject intersections were: 

1. N. Glenhurst Dr. at Oak St.
2. N. Glenhurst Dr. at Raynale St.

The following interesting points of interest can be found from the data: 

1. Average daily traffic counts were taken the week of September 24.  Oak St. was significantly
higher than the other streets in the area.  Northbound Glenhurst Dr. was the next busiest,
particularly north and south of Oak St.

2. Raynale St. was impacted by school traffic, but to a lesser extent.  A large amount of the
counts generated were during the peak morning or afternoon school times.

3. Neither of the streets generated traffic counts close to the range considered to be carrying
substantial traffic, set at 1,500 vehicles per day.

Parking Counts 

Additional parking counts were taken on Glenhurst Dr. during school arrival and dismissal times. 
Counts were first taken on Thursday, September 20.  The weather was raining that day, so counts 
were taken the next day too (Friday, September 21) in the event that weather had impacted the 
counts.  Parked car counts were slightly higher on Friday than on the day before (during inclement 
weather). 

N. Glenhurst Dr., north of Oak St.: 

8:40 AM = 5 cars 
3:45 PM = 3 cars 

























































































Residential 
Street Width 
Standards

October 4, 2018



City’s Goals & Vision
 Attracting Businesses and Residents to Birmingham
 Enhancing the quality of life for Birmingham 

residents
 Cultivate a safe, healthy, and dynamic City.

 Foster an innovative and inclusive environment 
that attracts all people to live, work, shop, and 
play.

 Maintain a vibrant and walkable community.
 Continue to be proactive with infrastructure 

maintenance programs and reinvestment in cost-
effective improvements to roads, sewers, water 
mains, parking, parks and public facilities.



Walkable City
 Longstanding goal and vision
 City’s slogan & logo for decades
 Follow National Standards & Best 

Practices
 Detailed streetscape review for 

all new developments and 
improvements

 Residential Street Width 
Guidelines



Multi-Modal Planning
• Multi-modal Transportation Plan adopted in 
2012 to accommodate:

• Walkers
• Cyclists
• Drivers
• Transit Riders

• Multi-modal Transportation Board created in 
2013 to review all transportation projects
• Follow National Standards & Best Practices



Objectives of Residential Street 
Standards

 Consistent street widths
 Functionality
 Accident reduction and 

public safety
 Complete Streets principles
 Enhancing walkability
 Character of community

 Block length
 Size of lots
 Building setback

 Traffic calming
 Expediency in planning and 

engineering
 Infrastructure costs
 Storm water runoff 

management



Birmingham’s Residential 
Street Standards



Based on National Standards & 
Best Practices
 American Association 

of State Highway and 
Transportation Officials 
(AASHTO)

 Institute of 
Transportation 
Engineers (ITE)

 Urban Land Institute 
(ULI)

 Congress for New 
Urbanism

 National Association of 
City Transportation 
Officials (NACTO)

 Peer cities



National Association of City 
Transportation Officials





Grand Rapids, MI



Traverse City, MI



These widths typically allow for parking along 
both sides of the street with room for a vehicle 
to pass in one direction. When there is 
opposing traffic one of the motorists will need 
to yield to the other.  This is commonly classified 
as a “Yield” or “Courtesy” Street.

Using established  standards 
as a base, Birmingham’s 
residential street standards 
are also based on:  
 Emergency response 

access
 Winter weather
 Existing street widths 
 Characteristics of different 

neighborhoods



When streets are improved or newly 
constructed, the standards below 
shall be applied.  Exceptions may be 
considered when factors, such as 
those described in Section 4, are 
evident.

Standard Streets: 26 ft. in width 
from curb to curb.
If the right-of-way is less than 50 
ft., the street width shall be a 
minimum of 20 ft. with parking 
allowed on one side only 
(generally the side without fire 
hydrants).

New and Existing, Unimproved 
Residential Streets



When previously built streets are reconstructed, this standard shall generally be 
applied. Exceptions may be considered when factors, such as those described in 
Section 4, are evident.

Standard Streets: 26 ft. in width from curb to curb.

Existing Street is 28 feet or less in width: If existing street width is 28 ft. or 
less in width, street may 
generally be reconstructed at the 
existing width unless there is a 
reason present under section 4.

Existing, Improved Residential 
Streets



Villa:

•Existing 26’ 
Wide Street

• Parking on 
both sides of 
street

-Adams to 
Columbia



Greenwood:

• Existing 26’ 
Wide Street

• Parking on 
both sides of 
street

• Adjacent to 
Holy Name 
Church & 
School 

-Willits to Oak



Derby:

• Existing 28’ 
Wide Street

• Parking on 
both sides of 
street

• Near 
Pembroke 
School

• Near Derby 
Middle School

-Adams to 
Coolidge



Pembroke:

• Existing 28’ 
Wide Street

• Parking on 
both sides of 
street

• Near 
Pembroke 
School

-Graefield
to Coolidge



Pierce:

•Existing 28’ 
Wide Street

•Parking on 
both sides of 
street

• Adjacent to 
Pierce School

• Access road, 
not just local 
residential road

-South of 
Lincoln to 14 
Mile Road



Harmon:

• Existing 26’

• Parking on 
both sides of 
street

• Adjacent to 
Holy Name 
Church & 
School

-Greenwood 
to Woodland 
block is 30’ for 
bus loading 
zone



Reconstruction of streets with a boulevard, median, or other unique design 
feature, shall be   reconstructed   to   match   the   current   configuration   unless   
geometric changes are needed based on safety or engineering analysis.

Boulevard Streets





Public Notice

.. 

 Whenever there is a street project where a 
change in the existing width is being 
considered, the MMTB shall have a Public 
Hearing to inform residents of the project & 
provide an opportunity for comment. 

 Design details shall be advertised and posted 
on the City’s website Emergency response 
access

 If residents express a desire for a non-standard 
street width at a public meeting or through a 
public survey of street residents, those 
preferences shall be considered

 However, engineering or safety factors listed in 
Section 4 must also be present to support a 
design exception.



Any modification must be consistent with the Intent of these standards and the engineering 
publications upon which they are based. Street width exceptions may only be approved to a 
minimum of 20 ft. and a maximum of 30ft. If residents express a desire for a non-standard street 
width at a public meeting or through a public survey of street residents, preferences shall be 
considered only if one or more of the following conditions exist:

● High or low frequency of use of on-street parking (over 25% occupancy throughout the 
day or more than 50% overnight, the width may be increased)
● Daily traffic volumes exceed 1500 vehicles
● Street is a published school bus route or is a frequent emergency response route
● Street is adjacent to a school, religious institution, City park, multiple- family residential 
development, or other use with access that generates higher traffic volumes
● Presence of street trees such that rebuilding the road as proposed would result in the 
removal of two or more trees 
● 85th percentile speed is more than 5 miles per hour over the posted speed limit and/or 
documented operational or safety concerns

Exceptions and Modifications



2019 Paving Program



•Existing 32’ 
wide street

• Low use of 
parking on 
both sides of 
street

• EB ADT 298
WB ADT 214

• No loss of 
street trees

Raynale Street:



• Existing 32’ 
wide street

• Low use of 
parking on 
both sides of 
street (5 in AM, 
3 in PM)

• NB ADT 253
SB ADT 349

• No loss of 
street trees

• Near Quarton
School

N. Glenhurst Drive:



Residential Street Width 
Recommendations per City 
Standards:

 Raynale Street – Reduce to 26’ in width with parking on both sides to 
create a yield condition street

 N. Glenhurst Drive – Reduce to 26’ in width with parking on both 
sides to create a yield condition street

 Brookwood Lane – Maintain 24’ width with parking on both sides 
(existing yield condition street) 

 Kenwood Court – Maintain 24’ width with parking on both sides 
(existing yield condition street)



CITY OF BIRMINGHAM 
MULTI-MODAL TRANSPORTATION BOARD  

THURSDAY, AUGUST 2, 2018 

City Commission Room  
151 Martin Street, Birmingham, Michigan 

Minutes of the regular meeting of the City of Birmingham Multi-Modal Transportation 
Board held Thursday, August 2, 2018.   

Chairperson Slanga convened the meeting at 6:02 p.m. 

1. ROLL CALL

Present: Chairperson Johanna Slanga; Board Members Vice-Chairperson Lara 
Edwards, Amy Folberg, Doug White, Student Representative Alex 
Lindstrom 

Absent:  Board Members Daniel Rontal, Katie Schafer; Alternate Board Member 
Daniel Isaksen,  

Administration:  Lauren Chapman, Asst. City Planner 
Jana Ecker, Planning Director 
Austin Fletcher, Asst. City Engineer 
Scott Grewe, Police Dept. Commander 
Paul O'Meara, City Engineer 
Carole Salutes, Recording Secretary 

Fleis & Vanderbrink ("F&V"): 
Julie Kroll  

MKSK: Brad Strader 
Haley Wolfe, Landscape Architect 

2. INTRODUCTIONS

The new student representative, Alex Lindstrom, introduced himself to the Board.  He is 
a junior at International Academy.  Everyone welcomed him. 

3. REVIEW AGENDA (no change)

4. APPROVAL OF MINUTES, MMTB MEETING OF JULY 12, 2018

Motion by Ms. Edwards 
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Seconded by Ms. Folberg to approve the MMTB Minutes of July 12, 2018 as 
presented. 
 
Motion carried, 4-0. 
 
VOICE VOTE 
Yeas:  Edwards, Folberg, Slanga, White 
Abstain:  None 
Nays:  None 
Absent:  Rontal, Schaefer, Isaksen 
 
 
5. MAPLE RD. IMPROVEMENTS (PHASE II OF OLD WOODWARD 
 PROJECT)   
 
Recommendation on alternatives to City Commission: 
 
Mr. Strader said they would like to get additional feedback on several topics before 
finalizing a presentation to the City Commission later in August. He reminded this project 
is funded by MDOT and so it must be consistent with MDOT standards. 
 
Key topics for tonight's discussion are as follows: 
1. Parking layout options 
2. More information on street tree selection 
3. Landscape options for narrow segments 
4. Additional options at Maple/Park/Peabody 
5. Additional options at Maple and Bates 
6. Additional options at Maple from Chester to Henrietta 
7. Mast arm signal at Maple and Southfield 
 
Parking Layout Options 
MDOT recommends 22 ft. long parking spaces and a no parking zone at the corners.  The 
City typically has parking much closer to the corner than MDOT. The City may be able to 
seek a design exception from MDOT to extend the parking closer to the corners.  MKSK's 
recommendation to the City Commission based on MMTB input from last month will be to 
go with this design without the Xs and give up four spaces.  Areas at the corners can be 
used for more landscaping and bumpouts if they can't extend the parking. 
 
In response to Ms. Slanga, Mr. O'Meara said the positive thing about the Xs is that they 
allow maneuvering space to get in and out quickly so as not to back up traffic.  However, 
there are less parking spaces.  Mr. Strader noted that wherever they can get a bumpout  
or an amenity for pedestrians they will add it in. He recalled the discussion last month 
was to recover some of the lost parking if possible. ADA spaces are put at the ends so 
there is not so much of an impasse throughout the day for turning trucks. Conclusion was 
to meet with MDOT to see what the flexibility is with the different options. 
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Street Tree Selections 
Ms. Ecker noted the City will try to put in the bigger, broader canopy trees wherever there 
is room.  Ms. Wolfe noted segments of Maple Rd. sidewalk are more narrow and columnar 
trees still provide street character with some shade.  Board members liked the Armstrong 
Maple for narrow sidewalks because of its orange-red, yellow Fall color.  For the wider 
sidewalk zones, they preferred Thornless Honey Locust. 
 
Landscape Options for Narrow Segments 
Board members considered: 
 Option 1 - Silva cells and structural soils; 
 Option 2 - Raised planter pots; 
 Option 3 - Flush tree grates; 
 Option 4 - Linear raised planters with seating.   
 
Consensus was to choose Option 3 for the sidewalk treatment, as it is the most narrow 
option with a tree rather than a planter. It is the best opportunity to provide shade, plus 
it is ADA compliant by being flush with the sidewalk.  Board members also liked Option 4 
for wider sidewalks because of the seating. 
 
Additional options at Maple/Park/Peabody 
Ms. Kroll ran Syncro simulations for the board to evaluate.  She showed a model of a 
typical crossing with a push-button activated control to stop right turns.  It would be a 
free-flow movement unless someone pushes the button to stop.  Ms. Ecker said with a 
push-button, pedestrians will be able to cross the first part and the second part will have 
a stop sign. The members preferred the typical intersection and crossing design that did 
not include a separate diverter lane for the right hand turn lane. 
 
There was discussion about doing something else with Park other than making it a two-
way street. However, there were benefits of keeping it one-way.  Ms. Ecker said that 
generally speaking they try to follow the 2016 Plan which suggests two-way traffic. 
Further, it will bring value to the vacant site near the Hunter House. 
 
Additional options at Maple and Bates Intersection 
 Option A - Left turn lanes, either lose parking or narrow sidewalks; 
 Option C-1 - Left turns would be banned at Bates from 7 AM to 7 PM, with the street, 

tapered towards Chester so there is more sidewalk space between Chester and Bates.  
 Option C-2 - No left turn lanes - keep on-street parking all the way to Chester but less 

room on the sidewalk. 
 

After reviewing the Syncro model, everyone was in favor of Option C-1. Bates will operate 
the same as Henrietta. 
 
Additional options at Maple from Chester to Henrietta 
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Mr. Strader stated that the left turn volumes are low.  EB turns are higher than the WB.  
When the center turn lane is taken away, the potential for rear-end collisions increases.  
Ms. Kroll indicated there have been 3.2 crashes/year.  Four crashes were caused by 
stopped traffic, either in the queue or to park.  So, no left turns are recommended from 
7 a.m. to 7 p.m.  
 
Mast arm signal at Maple and Southfield 
It was shown that the mast arms afford a better view into the Museum from Southfield.  
The new configuration for the entryway allows the opportunity for gateway features from 
the west such as signage, landscaping, lighting, seating.   
  
Mr. Strader said they will take this input, repackage it for the City Commission and after 
the Commission's direction they will come back with the whole design in an animated 
model. 
 
 
6. 2019 LOCAL STREETS PROGRAM - PAVING STREET WIDTHS 
 
Mr. Fletcher noted one of the projects planned for the 2019 construction season is the 
Quarton Lake Subdivision reconstruction. The project involves the complete reconstruction 
of the following streets:  

Raynale St. – N. Glenhurst Dr. to Chesterfield Ave.;  
Brookwood St. – N. Glenhurst Dr. to Raynale St.; 
N. Glenhurst Dr. – Oak Ave. to Raynale St.;  
Kenwood Court – Glenhurst Dr. to 220 ft. to East.  

 
It should be noted that these are the only improved streets in the area that have not been 
worked on in more than 30 years The following is a detail of what is proposed. He recalled 
that the Multi-Modal Transportation Board ("MMTB") recently recommended a written 
policy on determining the width of new and reconstructed streets in Birmingham. The 
policy was approved by the City Commission at their meeting of July 23. The finalized 
version of the policy has been used as a reference in making the following 
recommendations. A summary of existing conditions is provided below, followed by a 
recommendation based on the City’s new residential street width standards.  
 
Raynale St.: The existing pavement on this block was installed at thirty-two (32) feet wide. 
The curbs were originally installed in 1929, with an asphalt surface installed at a later 
date. The road width is wider than the twenty-six (26) ft. width requirement (per the 
Residential Street Width Standards). The existing right-of-way is sixty (60) ft. wide. A total 
reconstruction (new concrete pavement and underground utilities) is proposed for this 
street. A 26 ft. pavement width is recommended that will narrow the pavement, and 
provide more green space and City trees.  The center line will remain the same. 
 
Brookwood St.: The existing pavement on this block was installed at twenty-four (24) ft. 
wide. The curbs were originally installed in 1929, with an asphalt surface installed at a 
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later date. The existing right-of-way is fifty (50) ft. wide. City trees would be an issue if 
they try to widen the street to 26 ft.  Therefore the recommendation is to keep the road 
width at 24 ft. A total reconstruction (new pavement and underground utilities) is 
proposed for this street.  
 
N. Glenhurst Dr.: The existing pavement on this block was installed at thirty-two (32) ft. 
wide. The curbs were originally installed in 1929, with an asphalt surface installed at a 
later date. The road width is wider than the twenty-six (26) ft. width requirement (per the 
Residential Street Width Standards). The existing right-of-way is fifty (50) ft. wide. There 
are no existing City trees in the greenbelt (area between the road and sidewalk), due to 
the right-of-way and pavement widths. It should be noted that the City recently received 
a petition to reconstruct N. Glenhurst between Pine St. and Oak Ave. The pavement width 
of this section of N. Glenhurst is proposed to be constructed at twenty-six (26) ft., in 
accordance with the Residential Street Width Standards. The center line would remain the 
same.  If the petition is successful, it will likely become a part of this project for logistic 
purposes as well as to take advantage of economy of scale (better pricing).  
 
Kenwood Court:  Kenwood Court was originally constructed as a dead end with a length 
of approximately 220 ft. The existing pavement was installed at twenty-four (24) ft. wide. 
The curbs were originally installed in 1929, with an asphalt surface installed at a later 
date. In the early 1990’s Kenwood Court was extended an additional 250 ft. The existing 
pavement was also installed at twenty-four (24) ft. wide. This street has two (2) right-of-
way widths, fifty (50) ft. on the original section (west) and forty (40) ft. on the newer 
section. Because this street was constructed in two (2) different eras, the rehabilitation 
needs are different. Because of not wanting to jeopardize the existing large mature trees 
in the greenbelt, the recommendation is to keep the pavement at 24 ft. wide.  A total 
reconstruction is proposed for the west half of the block (oldest) and resurfacing is 
proposed for the east half, as it is newer and does not require utility work. The existing 
curbs will remain in place on the newer section as well.  
 
Motion by Ms. Folberg 
Seconded by Ms. Edwards to accept the suggested recommendations changing 
the typo in (C) to twenty-six (26) ft.: 
 
A. Reconstructing Raynale St. at twenty-six (26) ft. wide between N. Glenhurst 
Dr. and Chesterfield Ave.;  
B. Reconstructing Brookwood St. at twenty-four (24) ft. wide (matching 
existing) between N. Glenhurst Dr. and Raynale;  
C. Reconstructing N. Glenhurst Dr. at twenty-six (26) ft. wide between Oak 
Ave. and Raynale St.;  
D. Reconstructing the west half of Kenwood Ct. (approximately 250 ft.) at 
twenty-four (24) ft. matching the existing and resurface the remaining portion 
of Kenwood Ct.;  
E. Schedule a public hearing at the regularly scheduled meeting of the Multi-
Modal Transportation Board for September 6, 2018 at 6 p.m. 
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Motion carried, 4-0. 
 
VOICE VOTE 
Yeas:  Folberg, Edwards, Slanga, White 
Nays:  None 
Absent:  Rontal, Schaefer, Isaksen 
 
 
7. MEETING OPEN TO THE PUBLIC FOR ITEMS NOT ON THE AGENDA 
  
Ms. Folberg passed out two articles.  One was from the Detroit Free Press that talks about 
Detroit starting scooter sharing.  The second article was from MNPR which mentions 
bumps along the way for scooter sharing and walking.  She noted that in Detroit the 
pricing for bike share is $8/day, $18/month, and $80/year.  She doesn't see bike share as 
being a casual use at that price. 
 
Dockless scooter share is priced at $1up front and then $.15/minute.  This may be a better 
option that bike sharing. 
 
Ms. Ecker advised that details on bike share and scooter share will be brought back to the 
MMTB in September.  The scooter share company runs everything.  In Detroit the scooters 
are required to be used in the bike lanes and not on the sidewalk.   
 
Ms. Edwards stated she would like to see a task force from the public working to 
encourage bike share in Birmingham.  They would investigate if there are more bikes how 
to make biking safe and how to encourage a biking environment.   
 
Discussion followed that the City should consider doing some public relations activities 
that promote cycling in the City, such as bike events, group rides, public service messages 
for drivers to stop for cyclists and pedestrians, or drafting an ordinance to require bikes 
to be on the streets and not sidewalks.  Board members thought that a slow roll like group 
ride for cyclists in Detroit would be fun for the community.   
 
 
9. MISCELLANEOUS COMMUNICATIONS (none) 

 
 
10. NEXT MEETING SEPTEMBER 6, 2018 at 6 p.m. 
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11. ADJOURNMENT 
 
No further business being evident, the board members adjourned at 7:28 p.m. 
 
 
            
     Jana Ecker, Planning Director 
 
      
            
     Paul O'Meara, City Engineer 
 
 
 



 

 

CITY OF BIRMINGHAM 
MULTI-MODAL TRANSPORTATION BOARD  

THURSDAY, SEPTEMBER 6, 2018 
 

City Commission Room  
151 Martin Street, Birmingham, Michigan 

 
Chairperson Johanna Slanga convened the meeting at 6 p.m. 
 
1. ROLL CALL 
 
Present: Chairperson Johanna Slanga; Board Members Amy Folberg, Daniel Rontal, 

Katie Schafer, Doug White 
 
Absent: Board Member Vice Chairperson Lara Edwards; Alternate Board Member 

Daniel Isaksen; Student Representative Alex Lindstrom 
 
Administration:  Jana Ecker, Planning Director 
  Austin Fletcher, Asst. City Engineer 

Scott Grewe, Police Dept. Commander 
  Paul O'Meara, City Engineer 
  Carole Salutes, Recording Secretary 
 
Fleis & Vanderbrink ("F&V"):   
  Julie Kroll  
 
 
2. INTRODUCTIONS (none) 
 
 
3. REVIEW AGENDA (no change) 
 
 
4.  APPROVAL OF MINUTES, MMTB MEETING OF AUGUST 2, 2018 
 
Ms. Folberg made the following changes: 
Page 2 -  Second line from the end, insert "not" in front of "so much." 
Page 6 - Second sentence, replace "MPR" with "NPR."  
 
Motion by Ms. Folberg 
Seconded by Mr. White to approve the MMTB Minutes of August 2, 2018 with 
the changes. 
 
Motion carried, 5-0. 
 
VOICE VOTE 
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Yeas:  Folberg, White, Rontal, Slanga, Schafer 
Abstain:  None 
Nays:  None 
Absent:  Edwards, Isaksen 
 
 
5. PUBLIC HEARING  
 2019 Local Streets Program - Paving Street Widths  
 a) N. Glenhurst (Oak to Raynale) 
 b) Raynale (Glenhurst to Chesterfield) 
 c) Brookwood 
 d) Kenwood (western portion only)   
 
The public hearing opened at 6:05 p.m. 
 
Chairperson Slanga asked members of the audience to share their feedback.  She 
established that nothing is set in stone at this time and changes can always be made as 
they go along. 
 
Ms. Ecker offered a little history.  About six months ago the City Commission asked the 
MMTB to come up with some residential street width guidelines.  As a result, a policy 
statement for residential design standards was prepared by the traffic consultant and 
planners. They looked at the American Assoc. of State Highway and Traffic Officials 
Guidelines for Residential Streets; the Institute of Transportation Engineers; the Urban 
Land Institute; the Congress for New Urbanism; and the National Assoc. of City 
Transportation Officials.  Also they investigated other peer cities to Birmingham in order 
to decide on the policy statement which was recently approved by the City Commission. 
 
Under the new guidelines, a street that is unimproved or brand new would follow one set 
of guidelines and a street that is already improved and looking to be reconstructed or 
resurfaced would follow another set of rules. Unimproved means no curb and gutter and 
improved has a curb, gutter, sidewalk, etc. 
 
The City Commission's newly adopted policy basically looks at what the street width is to 
start with. If the existing width is 28 ft. or less, then the street would be rebuilt at the 
same width.  If the street is more than 28 ft. in width it would be reconstructed at 26 ft..  
Streets that are less than 28 ft. would be rebuilt as-is.  The goal is to make all streets 
consistent at 26 ft. in width.  The whole purpose is to reduce the number and severity of 
accidents, increase public safety, provide traffic calming, storm water runoff management, 
and to reduce infrastructure costs. 
 
The policy says that public input will be considered in the process, but in order to change 
the standard there has to be public input that wants to change it along with one of the 
safety and traffic engineering issues including but not limited to: 

 High traffic speed; 
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 Excessive or low amount of on-street parking;  
 Daily traffic volume exceeding 1,500 vehicles; 
 The street is a published school bus or frequent emergency response route; 
 Also, the presence of street trees that need to be taken out for narrowing or 

widening the road. 
 
The guidelines do not allow a street to be rebuilt at 32 ft. in width.  Even after meeting 
one of the exceptions the widest would be 30 ft. 
 
Mr. O'Meara highlighted a map that showed the streets that are improved but haven't 
been worked on in quite a while that are scheduled to be reconstructed next year, 
following the City's new street width guidelines: 

 Currently Glenhurst and Raynale are 32 ft. wide and are being recommended at 
26 ft.; 

 Portions of Brookwood and Kenwood will be rebuilt as-is at 24 ft. 
 
At this time members of the public were invited to speak. 
 
 Ms. Suzanne Lasser, 1120 N. Glenhurst, said the residences along Glenhurst are on 

the outskirts of town and not in an urban area.  That is part of the appeal of Glenhurst.  
She is against the narrowing of her street  
 

 Mr. Matthew McCardell, 940 N. Glenhurst, was present with his wife, Nicole.  He 
explained they chose Glenhurst specifically to live on because it is wide. They feel that 
is a selling feature.  Because they are close to the school they see a lot of traffic and 
parking including over their driveway. Construction and maintenance trucks park 
everywhere.  If the City decides to narrow the street, only residents should be allowed 
to park there.  Further, he pointed out that the survey that was done on parking along 
Glenhurst was completed on July 23rd which is before school started.  It is nowhere 
close to what happens during the school year. He suggested installing a four-way stop 
at Glenhurst and Raynale.   

 
 Mr. Joel Egelman ,1060 N. Glenhurst, came forward with his wife, Judy.  He indicated 

they are opposed to the proposal for the same reasons that the prior speakers 
indicated.  They have walked down every street between Glenhurst and Lake Park and 
Maple Rd. to Quarton.  Those are all unimproved streets and they have noticed that 
about 50% of the residents on those streets have paved over a good portion of the 
green space for parking area, That indicates that they don't value the green area and 
that there is not enough room to park on the street.  So, the Egelmans are opposed 
to the narrowing. 
 

 Ms. Debby Green who lives at 1888 Kenwood Ct. appeared with her husband, John.  
She stated they are absolutely opposed to what is being suggested.  This is a beautiful 
street and a beautiful neighborhood. The City plans to spend a lot of money to fix 
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something that doesn't need fixing.  Part of what they love is the width of that street. 
At Quarton School it is a nightmare because it is impossible to see to cross the street. 
 

 Mr. Dan Reddy at 1235 N. Glenhurst was there with his wife, Dianne DeAngelo.  He 
agreed with much that was already said.  He showed pictures of the next street over 
that is narrowed.  They depict how unsafe a narrow street is and how there is a lot of 
demand for on-street parking.  He agreed with the four-way stop sign suggestion and 
that the value of their house would be diminished by narrowing his street.  He has 
heard no one speak in favor of this project. There is no reason that every street has 
to be the same. 
 

 Mr. Timothy Cooper, 1179 N. Glenhurst, came forward along with his wife, Suzanne.  
He said one of the things they like about their street is the width.  It allows a lot of 
reactionary time if kids should pop out between parked cars.  Further, he agreed the 
home values would be reduced with the narrowing. 
 

 Ms. Judy Egelman,1060 N. Glenhurst, also a walker, stated they have always been 
thrilled that their street has curbs.  All of the streets they walk on have mud and 
because of that people park on their lawns and it looks terrible.  Do something about 
that and make Birmingham look wonderful. 
 

 Mr. Steve Hall,1120 Lyonhurst, was present with his wife, Susan.  He noted he is the 
first to speak about Raynale this evening. They haven't found anyone on Raynale that 
is in favor of the narrowing.  They feel Raynale is totally functional as it is today. A lot 
of contractors, construction vehicles and delivery trucks park on the street, but it still 
handles that. Also, Raynale is a school bus route and it is the street that parents come 
across in order to drop their kids off at Quarton School. Garbage trucks and emergency 
vehicles can get through fine. So, it is nice to have a wide street.  He cannot imagine 
how he would get out of his driveway and not hit someone with a 26 ft. wide street. 
 

 Mr. John Green, who lives at 1888 Kenwood Ct., noted his wife Debby spoke earlier.  
He added that spending taxpayers' money for people who don't want anything done 
doesn't make sense to him.  Kenwood Ct. is 24 ft. in width and very often vehicles are 
parked on both sides of the street and there have been times when they have not 
been able to get to their driveway. There has not been one comment that this is good 
for the neighborhood. 
 

 Mr. Alan Lasser, 1120 N. Glenhurst, noted that his wife, Suzanne, led off the comments.  
If speed is a concern, a four-way stop sign could be put in at the corner of Raynale 
and Glenhurst and maybe a couple of speed bumps.  In Winter when the streets are 
plowed they end up with a snow berm which narrows the street even more.  Also, the 
fact that vehicles are getting bigger hasn't been taken into consideration. 
 

 Ms. Elizabeth Moore, 967 N. Glenhurst, said she also has issues with school parking 
and traffic.  She barely can get out of her driveway when leaving for work in the 
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morning.  She cannot turn right out of her driveway, go down Glenhurst and make a 
left onto Oak because the traffic is so backed up.  She also bought her house because 
of the width of the street. 
 

 Mr. Chris Rath, 1266 N. Glenhurst, added from his observation that 26 ft. width streets 
don't stop people from driving at high speeds through the neighborhoods.  He also 
thought that four-way stop signs at Raynale and Oak would make a huge impact in 
terms of safety.  Therefore, he is adamantly opposed to the narrowing. 
 

 Mr. Will Fogel, 1025 N. Glenhurst, said he also moved onto Glenhurst because of the 
wide street and was opposed to the narrowing. 
 

 Mr. Jack Burkett, 1011 N. Glenhurst, noted he agrees with everything that has been 
said and is strongly against narrowing the street. A four-way stop at Oak would be a 
big help as it is a dangerous intersection. In answer to Mr. Burkett's question, Mr. 
O'Meara said the original motivation to rebuild the street is not about the width; it is 
about the fact that the street needs to be replaced.  There might be a nominal savings 
in reducing the width, but that is not the motivating factor. 
 

 Ms. Dianne DeAngelo, at 1235 N. Glenhurst, whose husband spoke earlier, reported 
that a friend in another community whose street was narrowed said it has been a 
nightmare since. There are still plenty of people parking on the street and vehicles 
cannot get by.  The school  busses have to stop and that ties up everybody.  So, their 
neighborhood ended up putting in stop signs.  She added that she is opposed, as most 
people are. 

 
 Mike Kell, 1851 Raynale, said he has not seen the consultant's report that made the 

recommendation to narrow his street.  He doesn't know of a pedestrian accident on 
Raynale for 43 years and he thinks that a collision is fairly rare.  He feels the residents 
have earned the right to know why this is being done.  Everyone living on these streets 
has said "no." 
 

 Mr. Matthew McCardell listed the common themes that have come out to this point: 
 People don't want the street narrowed; 
 They are okay with the road being improved with new curbs, new utilities, so long 

as it stays at the same width, or whatever they can get - 30 or 32 ft. 
 

Chairperson Slanga closed the public comments for the moment and opened up discussion  
from board members. She recalled the City Commission came to the MMTB and asked 
how to adjust street sizes appropriately and they requested a standard.  The board 
deliberated on this for a very long time over many months.  There is an exception in the 
standards which is if the street is adjacent to a school, a religious institution, a city park, 
or multiple-family resident development with other uses or accesses generally indicating 
higher traffic volumes.  She has heard that this evening and it will be taken into 
consideration as part of the discussion. 



Multi-Modal Transportation Board Proceedings 
September 6, 2018 
Page 6 
 

 

 
Further, she noted that stop signs generally make people drive faster.  They are not 
installed without a very specific set of criteria being present. 
 
Dr. Rontal said one of the most glaring things he heard is that the parking assessment 
was done while school was not in session.  That probably needs to be re-evaluated to 
determine what the real parking load is at maximum time.  
 
Chairperson Slanga asked to have a look primarily at Oak and Glenhurst with regard to 
parking, stop signs, backing out of driveways.  Additionally she noted that Pierce is another 
elementary school that should have similar challenges and has a 28 ft. entrance. 
 
Ms. Fogel said anything they can do to make their infrastructure more friendly to bicycles 
is something the board should be considering. 
 
The Chairperson opened audience discussion back up for new comments only, 
 
It was noted there is no problem at Pierce School because they have a huge parking lot. 
 
Mr. Jack Burkett received clarification that at the next meeting the Board will understand 
the limitations and what they need to recommend on the 30 ft. maximum width limitation. 
 
Ms. Ecker told Mr. Matthew McCardell that ultimately the final decision will be from the 
City Commission.  Mr. McCartel added that over the years Quarton School has accepted a 
lot of people that are out of the proper neighborhood.  This means that the amount of 
traffic and parking has been exasperated significantly. 
 
Barbara and Roger Trunski at 1220 N. Glenhurst indicated they do not want the roads 
narrowed. 
 
At 7:17 p.m. the public hearing was postponed to October 4, 2018. 
 
 
6. REQUEST FOR REMOVAL ON ON-STREET PARKING SPACE FOR  ELM 
SOUTH OF MAPLE RD. (not discussed) 
 
 
7. MAPLE RD. AND PIERCE ST. CROSSWALK SIGNING (not discussed) 
 
 
8. MOPED/SCOOTER PARKING DOWNTOWN (not discussed) 
 
 
9. MEETING OPEN TO THE PUBLIC FOR ITEMS NOT ONTHE AGENDA    
 (no discussion) 
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10. MISCELLANEOUS COMMUNICATIONS (none) 

 
 
11. NEXT MEETING OCTOBER 4, 2018 at 6 p.m. 
 
 
11. ADJOURNMENT 
 
No further business being evident, the board members adjourned at 7:17 p.m. 
 
 
            
     Jana Ecker, Planning Director 
 
      
            
     Paul O'Meara, City Engineer 
 
 
 



 

 

CITY OF BIRMINGHAM 
MULTI-MODAL TRANSPORTATION BOARD  

THURSDAY, OCTOBER 4, 2018 
City Commission Room  

151 Martin Street, Birmingham, Michigan 
 
Minutes of the regular meeting of the City of Birmingham Multi-Modal Transportation 
Board held Thursday, October 4, 2018.   
 
Chairperson Johanna Slanga convened the meeting at 6:03 p.m. 
 
1. ROLL CALL 
 
Present: Chairperson Johanna Slanga; Board Members Vice-Chairperson Lara 

Edwards, Amy Folberg, Daniel Rontal, Doug White; Alternate Board 
Member Daniel Isaksen 

 
Absent: Board Member Katie Schafer; Student Representative Alex Lindstrom 
 
Administration:  Jana Ecker, Planning Director 
  Austin Fletcher, Asst. City Engineer 

Scott Grewe, Police Dept. Commander 
  Paul O'Meara, City Engineer 
  Carole Salutes, Recording Secretary 
 
Fleis & Vanderbrink ("F&V"):   
  Justin Rose, Traffic Engineer  
 
MKSK:  Brad Strader 
 
 
2. INTRODUCTIONS (none) 
 
 
3. REVIEW AGENDA (no change) 
 
 
4.  APPROVAL OF MINUTES, MMTB MEETING OF SEPTEMBER 6, 2018 
 
Motion by Mr. White  
Seconded by Ms. Folberg to approve the MMTB Minutes of September 6, 2018 
as presented. 
 
Motion carried, 6-0. 
 
VOICE VOTE 
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Yeas:  White, Folberg, Edwards, Isaksen, Rontal, Slanga,  
Abstain:  None 
Nays:  None 
Absent:  Schafer 
 
 
5. CONTINUATION OF PUBLIC HEARING  
 2019 Local Streets Program - Paving Street Widths  
 a) N. Glenhurst  Dr. (Oak to Raynale St.) 
 b) Raynale St. (Glenhurst Dr. to Chesterfield) 
 c) Brookwood Ln. 
 d) Kenwood Ct. (western portion only)   
 
The continued public hearing opened at 6:03 p.m. 
 
Ms. Ecker gave a presentation which began by walking through the residential street width 
standards that were passed by the City Commission within the last two months.  The 
Commission wanted to do this because they feel it is their responsibility as governing 
officers to make the infrastructure better such as: 
 Promote a walkable city; 
 Multi-modal planning to accommodate walkers, cyclists, drivers, and transit users by 

following National Standards and Best Practices. 
 
The City Commission directed the MMTB to create residential street standards so that 
every year something consistent would be done and there would not be a big debate 
every time another street comes up for replacement. Also they were directed to study 
infrastructure costs and come up with consistent approaches throughout the area. 
 
Birmingham's Residential Street Standards are based on recommended Standards and 
Best Practices from: 
 American Assoc. of State Highway and Transportation Officials ("AASHTO"); 
 Institute of Transportation Engineers ("ITE"); 
 Urban Land Institute ("ULI"); 
 Congress for New Urbanism; 
 National Assoc. of City Transportation Officials ("NACTO"); and 
 Peer cities. 
 
The yield condition neighborhood street width going down to 26 ft. allows for parking on 
both sides of the street. A yield condition is created when there is opposing traffic and 
one of the motorists needs to stop and yield to the other. This slows traffic and is generally 
considered to make the street safer. 
 
Birmingham's Residential Street Standards use established practices as a base and are 
also based on: 
 Emergency response access; 
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 Winter weather; 
 Existing street widths; 
 Characteristics of different neighborhoods. 
 
 New and Existing Unimproved Residential Streets 

When streets are improved or newly constructed the standards below are applied: 
 26 ft. in width from curb to curb; 
 If the right-of-way is less than 50 ft., the street width shall be a minimum of 20 ft. 

with parking allowed on one side only. 
 
 Existing, Improved Residential Streets 

When previously built streets are reconstructed, this standard shall generally be applied: 
 If existing street width is 28 ft. or less, street may generally be reconstructed at the 

existing width unless an exception is met. 
 
 Exceptions and Modifications 

 High or low frequency use of on-street parking; 
 Daily traffic volumes exceed 1500 vehicles; 
 Street is a published school bus route or is a frequent emergency response route; 
 Street is adjacent to a school, religious institution, City park, multiple-family residential 

development, or other use that generates high traffic volumes; 
 The road as proposed would result in the removal of two or more trees; 
 85th percentile speed is more than 5 mph over the posted speed limit and/or 

documented operational or safety concerns.  
  

Ms. Ecker clarified that an exception or modification for one of the above reasons could 
be granted if the residents want it.  However, the street would have to be built between 
20 ft. and 30 ft. in width based on the new Residential Street Standards. 
 
Mr. O'Meara noted that most of the Quarton Lake area still has unimproved streets.  The  
subjectstreets were built in the 1940s with curb and gutter and permanent pavement that 
needs to be replaced.  The water and sewer lines also have issues that need to be 
addressed. For those reasons this area was nominated in the budget as needing work.   
 
Ms. Ecker pointed out that Raynale St. doesn't seem to meet any of the exceptions or 
modifications that would demonstrate they should consider varying from the 26 ft. wide 
standard.  The only thing would be that it is somewhat near a school and busses travel 
along it as well. 
 
Even at school pick-up and drop-off times N. Glenhurst Dr. did not have many cars parked 
along the street.  It did not come close to the 1500 average daily traffic volume.   
 
 Residential Street Width Recommendations per City Standards 

 Raynale St. - Reduce to 26 ft. in width with parking on both sides to create a yield 
condition street; 
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 N. Glenhurst Dr. - Reduce to 26 ft. in width with parking on both sides to create a 
yield condition street; 

 Brookwood Ln. - Maintain 24 ft. width with parking on both sides (existing yield 
condition street); 

 Kenwood Ct. - Maintain 24 ft. width with parking on both sides (existing yield condition 
street). 

 
 Parking Counts  

Commander Grewe explained that additional parking counts were taken on Glenhurst Dr. 
during school arrival and dismissal times. Counts were first taken on Thursday, September 
20. The weather was rainy that day, so counts were taken the next day too (Friday, 
September 21) in the event that weather had impacted the counts. Parked car counts 
were only slightly higher on Friday than on the day before (during inclement weather).  
 
N. Glenhurst Dr., north of Oak St. during morning drop-off and afternoon pick-up:  
8:40 a.m. = 5 cars  
3:45 p.m. = 3 cars 
 
Ms. Folberg pointed out that at the last meeting photographs were presented by residents 
that show huge parking numbers on N. Glenhurst Dr.   
 
Mr. O'Meara acknowledged that both N. Glenhurst Dr. and Raynale St. carry school busses.   
 
Ms. Ecker explained for Ms. Folberg that generally bike lanes are not seen on residential 
streets that carry less than 1500 vehicles a day because there is already very little traffic 
and it is going slowly enough for a bike to ride down the street in the existing condition. 
 
Chairperson Slanga opened up discussion to the public at 6:40 p.m. 
 
Mr. John Martin was present with his wife, Chris Martin.  They reside on the corner of 
Lyonhurst and Raynale St.  Mr. Martin said they don't experience speeding.  The street 
width allows them to back out without being concerned about an accident.  There is no 
one living on Raynale St. or N. Glenhurst Dr. that in any way supports this design.  Most 
residents have a concern about spending City money to fix something that is a non-
problem.  Mr. O'Meara verified there is a slight savings by narrowing the street but it is 
not a major decision factor. 
 
Ms. Debby Greene, 1388 Kenwood Ct., noted that the notification signs were removed 
from their neighborhood the day after the last meeting and have not been up for a month. 
Otherwise there would be more residents in attendance.  Repair the streets, but do not 
create an issue where there is none. 
 
Ms. Suzanne Lasser, 1120 N. Glenhurst Dr., said the parking count there is fallacious 
because of circumstances that occur.  When the plan was done it accommodated smaller 
cars that got better gas mileage. Now that has all changed.  GM and Ford are no longer 
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going to manufacture sedans.  It will all be vans, trucks and SUVs.  That will create a 
more dangerous situation when they are parked on narrow streets. Their streets are wider.  
Keep them as they are. 
 
Ms. Dianne D'Angelo, 1235 N. Glenhurst Dr., said three other families that couldn't be 
present tonight agree with her comments.  What she is hearing is the reason to do this is 
for safety and because everybody else is doing it.  She doesn't see a problem with being 
different.  As far as safety goes, speeding has not been an issue. Many of the residents 
have two-car garages and the third car is parked on the street.  She thinks that more 
narrow would be less safe, especially for emergency vehicles.  In response to her question 
about how many people have been injured on N. Glenhurst Dr. because of speeding, 
Commander Grewe stated there have been no injury accidents in the last three years.  Ms. 
D'Angelo added there are better ways to spend the money.  She gets the feeling this 
smacks of totalitarianism. She doesn't know anyone on her street that wants this done. 
 
Ms. Barbara Trunski, 1220 N. Glenhurst Dr., mentioned that those who live north of 
Raynale St. were never informed about what is going on.  She feels that whatever is done 
south of Raynale St. will impact them. Further, as people have said, there was no notice 
about tonight's meeting.  She feels they are one of the few areas in the City that has 
decent streets.  That is why they picked their house. With all the cars parked on the 
narrow streets it is not possible to get by and they are terrible to drive on. Why make 
their roads bad so they are like the rest of the City.  Because houses are constantly being 
knocked down or having major renovations there are always going to be huge construction 
and delivery vehicles parked everywhere.  
 
Mr. John Greene, 1388 Kenwood Ct., noted that his wife spoke earlier.  He added that 
with the notice signs being down it feels to him as a citizen that they are trying to wear 
everyone down by having the same meeting without publicity.  Kenwood Ct. is 24 ft. in 
width and there have been times when they have had to leave their car down the street 
because of not being able to get through to their driveway. No one has come forth that 
wants to go to the narrow streets.   
 
Mr. Steve Hall, said he and his wife Susan live at 1120 Lyonhurst.  Fourteen residences 
abut Raynale St.  None of them are in favor of this project.  They don't know of any 
speeding or accidents that have happened on Raynale St.  They live in Harrowgate Estates.  
The proposal is to narrow half of Raynale St. in Harrowgate Estates and half of N. 
Glenhurst Dr. in Harrowgate Estates.  The comment made in the proposed project is that 
in the year following those other halves will be taken care of; but they will require a Special 
Assessment District because they are unimproved roads.  The problem is there must be 
approval from all of Raynale St. and all of N. Glenhurst Dr. before starting.  That will be a 
big hurdle.  If complete approval is not obtained then half the street would be narrow and 
half would be wide.  Therefore, he suggests that the whole neighborhood plan needs to 
be in place before tackling any one piece.   
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Additionally, there is the issue of schools.  He thinks their street gets three busses in the 
morning and three in the afternoon. What the policy doesn't address is that to get to the 
school other streets must be used.  Quarton School has made a big effort to recruit 
students from outside the area.  That drives traffic.  Covington is a special school and gets 
its students from a larger area.   
 
If a school is going to be drawing from a big area, it impacts traffic and that issue is not 
addressed in the policy statement.  Also he doesn't see anything in the policy statement 
that talks about the future.  Half of the residents on Raynale St. have been there for forty 
years and as they age they will be using more and more contractors for everyday 
maintenance.  Furthermore, houses will be torn down and new ones built, all with 
associated construction traffic. 
 
Therefore, he suggests that the planning process, given this new policy, needs to change 
to work on a neighborhood basis before embarking on a project; otherwise there will be 
a risk of not maintaining the consistent streets policy for a neighborhood. 
 
Mr. Alan Lasser, 1120 N. Glenhurst Dr., asked what harm there is in not following the new 
rules.  Why not just follow what the neighborhood wants?  Chairperson Slanga answered 
that the elected officials for this City asked this board to advise them.  This board can 
change the plan if they feel it is necessary. 
 
Mr. Mike Kal said that he and his wife, Marty, live at 1851 Raynale St.  He suggested that 
with the proposed changes Raynale St., based on everything that has been heard over 
the last two meetings, will be less safe. 
 
The Chair closed the public hearing, and asked for comments from the Board. 
 
Mr. Isaksen stated he is not comfortable with voting against a policy that the City 
Commission has made official.  Maybe this board needs to send a message to the 
Commission that the policy is not popular with the residents and it needs to be changed 
on that basis.  
 
Dr. Rontal noted this body has been appointed by the City Commission to study the 
problem and to listen to the citizenry.  The Board is trying to balance those two things.  
Perhaps the order of events should be to repave to existing widths unless a series of 
things exist that indicate the infrastructure needs to be changed, such as high speed, 
frequent accidents, etc. If there is no problem, why make such a huge change.   
 
Discussion revealed that 30 ft. as a maximum street width was introduced at the City 
Commission level.   
 
Dr. Rontal motioned to send a message to the City Commission that we need to re-visit 
the City residential street width standards in terms of triggering events for changing the 
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width because the citizenry has decided that it is not happy with where we are at.  The 
motion failed for lack of a second. 
 
Motion by Ms. Folberg 
Seconded by Dr. Rontal  to keep Kenwood Ct. and Brookwood Ln. at their 
existing width.   
 
Dr. Rontal noted in terms of the idea of spending the City's money and fixing what needs 
to be fixed, the money to rebuild the streets is going to be roughly the same regardless 
of the width.  
 
Ms. Folberg said with respect to N. Glenhurst Dr. the pictures reveal that at times during 
the day parking is sufficiently aggravated that she is not comfortable recommending going 
down to a 26 ft. width. 
 
Motion carried, 6-0. 
 
VOICE VOTE 
Yeas:  Folberg, Rontal, Edwards, Isaksen, Slanga, White 
Nays:  None 
Absent:  Schafer 
 
Motion by Ms. Folberg 
Seconded by Dr. Rontal that N. Glenhurst Dr. and Raynale St. be repaved at 
their existing width, which is 32 ft.  
 
Ms. Folberg explained the thinking behind her motion is that it makes more sense for that 
neighborhood, and it will yield more consistent streets.  Also, there are no safety issues. 
Further, it seems to her that wider streets are safer for bicycles. 
 
Public comments on the motion were taken at 7:40 p.m. 
 
Mr. Steve Hall, 1120 Lyonhurst, did not think there would be any problem with the 
neighbors in supporting the motion. 
 
Ms. Debby Greene, 1888 Kenwood Ct., said the motion is what the residents want.  She 
doesn't think there is anything wrong with that being a valid reason for the decision 
making. 
 
Ms. Barbara Trunski, 1220 N. Glenhurst Dr., received clarification that the Commission will 
receive all of the reasons and thinking behind the motion that was made. Ms. Ecker told 
her notification signs will go up and there will be another chance for public comment when 
this matter comes before the City Commission. 
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Ms. Suzanne Lasser, 1120 N. Glenhurst Dr., complimented the Board for listening to the 
residents and what they want. 
 
Ms. Edwards said if the City wants the roads repaved at 26 ft. in width and the Board only 
wants to take the exceptions into consideration, then they don't even need a public 
hearing because it is set in stone.  Ms. Folberg answered that a public hearing is needed 
to alert them to a change. 
 
Motion carried, 4-2. 
 
ROLLCALL VOTE 
Yeas:  Folberg, Rontal, Slanga, White 
Nays:  Edwards, Isaksen 
Absent:  Schafer 
 
 
6. REQUEST FOR REMOVAL OF ON-STREET PARKING SPACE FOR  ELM 
ST. SOUTH OF MAPLE RD.  
 
Commander Grewe recalled that at the April 5, 2018 meeting the Board denied the request 
from a resident of All Seasons to remove the parking spot. 
 
On August 1st, the Police Dept. received an e-mail from Ms. Cindy Zamplas asking that 
this parking spot be removed. Ms. Zamplas works at Victoria law firm at the corner of 
Maple Rd. and Elm St. and stated that their driveway is often blocked by Birmingham fire 
trucks when they respond to All Seasons. Ms. Zamplas stated the removal of this parking 
spot would allow emergency vehicles space to park along the curb and not interfere with 
traffic on Elm St. or access to their parking lot.  
 
Asst. Chief Paul Wells of the Birmingham Fire Dept. was contacted who stated this parking 
spot has caused problems when they respond to a high frequency of medical runs at All 
Seasons and often multiple runs at the same time. He stated when this happens there is 
no room for the extra fire vehicles on-site, which causes them to park on Elm St. Wells 
said when this happens they are forced to park blocking a private driveway and/or traffic 
on Elm St. He stated eliminating this spot will reduce the impact on traffic and private lot 
access and make entering and exiting All Seasons parking lot with their vehicles much 
easier.  
 
Commander Grewe confirmed that removal of this same space was turned down 
previously by this board.  Mr. Isaksen noted there is some new information and the 
difference for him is the Fire Dept.'s input that they don't like the spot. 
 
Motion by Ms. Edwards 
Seconded by Mr. Isaksen to remove one parking spot on Elm St. located in front 
of 160 Elm. 
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Motion carried, 6-0. 
 
VOICE VOTE 
Yeas:  Edwards, Isaksen, Folberg, Rontal, Slanga, White 
Nays:  None 
Absent: Schafer 
 
 
7. MAPLE RD. AND PIERCE ST. CROSSWALK SIGNING  
 
Mr. O'Meara said they have asked F&V to consider the fact that people have complained 
about motorists not stopping when they see a pedestrian and they want to make the 
intersection more pedestrian friendly.  The recommendation that came back was to add 
yellow diamond signs with the pedestrian picture and arrows.  Commander Grewe said 
that stopping for pedestrians is technically a rule within the State law.  His opinion was 
that these signs do a great job by bringing attention to the crosswalk. 
 
Mr. Justin Rose said because it is at an existing intersection this sign should be sufficient. 
 
It was agreed this signage is a matter of people getting used to it. 
 
Motion by Mr. Isaksen 
Seconded by Dr. Rontal to install W11-2 signing at the crosswalk on the west 
side of the intersection of Maple Rd. and Pierce St.  
 
Motion carried, 6-0. 
 
VOICE VOTE 
Yeas:  Isaksen, Rontal, Edwards, Folberg, Slanga, White 
Nays:  None 
Absent:  Schafer 
 
 
8. MOPED/SCOOTER PARKING DOWNTOWN  
 
Ms. Ecker advised there are unused triangular spaces 100 sq. ft. in size along Old 
Woodward Ave. in Downtown between the new bump-outs and the angled parking.  The 
City has been asked to examine these spaces as potential parking locations for mopeds.  
What is being proposed would not change the configuration of the road but there is an 
opportunity to fit in three scooter, moped, or motorcycle spots.   
 
Birmingham does not have a policy for a required size or dimension of moped spaces or 
motorcycles. Nor does the City have a requirement for the provision of these spaces. 
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Preliminary examples have been drawn into the unused triangular spaces of the Old 
Woodward Ave. plans for review. 
 
Example 1:  Three 3 ft. wide spaces 
Example 2:  One 4.5 ft. space and one 3 ft. space 
 
Responding to Dr. Rontal, Ms. Ecker said the direction at this point is that there would be 
no charge for these spots.  As of now, no post signs are meant for the spaces.  The 
recommendation is that stencils of mopeds or motorcycles be painted on the ground in 
each of the spots.  
 
Mr. Isaksen said the 4.5 ft. x 8 ft. spot would fit a large motorcycle.  His inclination was 
toward Example 2 because it offers more options. 
 
Commander Grewe stated that parking over a line in a designated spot is a violation and 
it would be the same thing here. The determination is made by looking at the ground. If 
Example 2 is used, anyone could park. If Example 1 is used, they are saying no to 
motorcycles unless they are small enough to fit.   Adding these spots will give mopeds 
legal places to park, although there aren't a lot of mopeds around town. 
 
Motion by Mr. Isaksen  
Seconded by Ms. Edwards that in the unused triangular spaces along Old 
Woodward Ave. install three 3 ft, x 6 ft. parking spots for mopeds with a stencil 
of a moped mark on the pavement. 
 
Motion carried, 6-0. 
 
VOICE VOTE 
Yeas:  Isaksen, Edwards, Folberg, Rontal, Slanga, White 
Nays:  None 
Absent:  Schafer 
 
 
9. MEETING OPEN TO THE PUBLIC FOR ITEMS NOT ONTHE AGENDA    
 
Mr. Strader updated the Board on the Maple Rd. design project.  F&V, City staff and MKSK 
have been working on design refinements and will be presenting a refined design to the 
City Commission for their input.  They have had meetings with M-DOT on the issue of 
losing parking.  This Board had said to get rid of the Xs if more parking can be recovered.  
They have worked through a number of design sequences and have been able to reduce 
the amount of lost parking from 20 spaces down to 10, even with the bumpouts.  That is 
partly because M-DOT has allowed them to go a little closer to the crosswalks and go with 
the typical Birmingham design standards.  So they are back to the Xs now.   
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Additionally, at the Park, Peabody, Maple Rd. intersection they have come up with an 
alternative they think meets this Board's objectives. The bumpout will be on the NE corner 
and there won't be an island.  Vehicles will stop and there will be a pedestrian activated 
signal so the pedestrians can press a button and the westbound to northbound traffic will 
stop. 
 
Ms. Ecker reminded everyone that this will be preliminary conceptual approval by the City 
Commission and it will then come back to this board. 
 
10. MISCELLANEOUS COMMUNICATIONS (none) 

 
 
11. NEXT MEETING NOVEMBER 1, 2018 at 6 p.m. 
 
 
11. ADJOURNMENT 
 
No further business being evident, the board members adjourned at 8:21 p.m. 
 
 
            
     Jana Ecker, Planning Director 
 
      
            
     Paul O'Meara, City Engineer 
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Jana Ecker <jecker@bhamgov .org>

Public hearing re pavement reconstruction  
1 message

Susan Conway <suelee25@me.com> Thu, Aug 16, 2018 at 4:33 PM
To: jecker@bhamgov.org

     My name is Susan Conway. I live at 1881 Kenwood Ct in Birmingham. I will not be able to attend the  
meeting on September 6 regarding pavement reconstruction but would like to mention two things regarding 
Kenwood Ct. I live at the end of Kenwood Ct and I suggest the island/ cal-de-sac in front of my house  
(that contains the fire hydrant) be made smaller. I have noticed often that garbage trucks, fire trucks, snow plows, 
and many delivery trucks cannot get around the cal-de-sac without having to back up two or three times and often  
end up driving over the curb and onto the lawn of the residents that live around the island. Also when it rains hard  
all of the water from Kenwood Ct runs down towards the cal de sac and the drain is constantly backed up and the  
water accumulates at a very high level and often flows up onto my grass and my neighbors grass.  
     Please let me know if these issues can be addressed at the meeting without my attendance. 
 
Thank you, 
 
Susan Conway 
248-804-4499 
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Jana Ecker <jecker@bhamgov .org>

North Glenhurst Drive street width  
1 message

Barbara T runsky <btrunsky@comcast.net> Mon, Aug 27, 2018 at 4:27 PM
To: jecker@bhamgov.org
Cc: mbaka@bhamgov.org

Hello Ms. Ecker,
 
I want to find out what the agenda is for the city hall meeting on Thursday, September 6 at 6:30pm.  I live on North
Glenhurst Drive between Raynale and Redding and I do not want my street narrowed .  We actually have one of the
nicest blocks in the entire city since people can actually park on the street and vehicles can still drive by with plenty of
room to pass.  It would be a shame to make our road nearly unpassable like most of the other roads in the city.
 
I fear that many people will not find out about this meeting in time to attend.  The Birmingham website is hard to navigate
and I don’t believe that it has been updated yet.  I called and was lucky enough to talk to someone who could at least tell
me when the meeting was.
 
Please advise at your earliest convenience.
 
Thank you,
 
Barbara Trunsky
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Paul O'Meara <pomeara@bhamgov.org>

Re: Objections to narrowing N. Glenhurst Drive & Raynale 
1 message

Susan Delpup <sdelpup@bhamgov.org> Tue, Aug 28, 2018 at 8:12 AM
To: Barbara Trunsky <btrunsky@comcast.net>
Cc: Paul O'Meara <pomeara@bhamgov.org>

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Trunsky,
 
Thank you very much for taking the time to communicate your opinion on the Glenhurst project.  I am copying Paul
O'Meara, our City Engineer, on this reply, to make sure that your thoughts are passed along to all concerned.
 
Regards,
 
On Mon, Aug 27, 2018 at 8:49 PM, Barbara Trunsky <btrunsky@comcast.net> wrote: 

To: The Multi-Modal Transportation Board

From:  Barbara & Roger Trunsky

Re: Planned reconstruction of the pavement on N Glenhurst Drive, and adjacent streets and related work

Dated:  August 27, 2018

 

We have lived at 1220 N. Glenhurst Drive between Raynale and Redding for almost 20 years. 

We have recently learned that there is a plan being proposed to reduce the widths of N. Glenhurst Drive
and Raynale from 32 feet to 26 feet. 

N. Glenhurst Drive (between Oak and Redding) and Raynale are one of the few areas in the entire city
where one can actually park on the street and vehicles can still drive by with good visibility and with plenty
of room to pass.  

Most of Birmingham consists of narrow roads that require one to pull over and wait for oncoming traffic to
pass.  The continuous construction going on in our city with all of the parked vehicles that brings, along
with the narrowed roads, is a safety hazard for both pedestrians and vehicles.  It is especially dangerous
for children who may not be as adept at crossing congested streets with poor visibility.

We do not need an extra-wide sidewalk for pedestrians especially when the consequence will be to make
it more dangerous for pedestrians to cross the street.

If you are truly concerned about speeding, make N. Glenhurst Drive and Raynale a 4-way stop.  And,
while you are considering the safety of pedestrians, a 4-way stop at N. Glenhurst Drive and Oak should
also be strongly considered.  It is a miracle that no one has been killed at that intersection due to cars
speeding eastbound down Oak around the curve with limited visibility.

We do not need additional green space on our already beautiful streets with our large, well-established
trees.  Narrowing the roads, expanding the sidewalks and planting a few young trees in the right of way
would most likely end up jeopardizing the tree roots of our current trees and would eventually cause their
demise. 

We strongly object to Birmingham’s plan to take one of the few truly safe and beautiful areas of the city
and make it more dangerous by narrowing the roads. 

Sincerely,

Barbara & Roger Trunsky

mailto:btrunsky@comcast.net
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Re: Opposition to changing the width of Raynale ...  
1 message

Susan Delpup <sdelpup@bhamgov.org> Wed, Aug 29, 2018 at 8:02 AM
To: Steve Hall <Steve@sehallco.com>
Cc: Paul O'Meara <pomeara@bhamgov.org>, Jana Ecker <Jecker@bhamgov.org>

Dear Mr. Hall,
 
Thank you very much for taking the time to communicate your opinion on the Raynale project.  I am copying Paul
O'Meara, our City Engineer, and Jana Ecker, Planning Director,on this reply to ensure that your thoughts are passed
along to all concerned. 
 
Regards,
 
 
On Tue, Aug 28, 2018 at 8:37 PM, Steve Hall <Steve@sehallco.com> wrote: 

To the Multi-Modal Board:

 

 

I STRONGLY OPPOSE ANY PLAN T O NARROW RAYNALE STREET.  DO  NOT REDUCE ITS
WIDTH.

 

My reasons for this are:

 

1. Raynale is totally functional as it is today, except for long-overdue paving.

2. Reducing the width of Raynale will greatly increase dangers to:
a. Drivers, including Moms going to/from Quarton School with their kids
b. School bus drivers and kids getting on and off the buses
c. Construction crews and their trucks and equipment
d. Contractors for lawn care, maintenance projects, tree trimmers, home improvement projects, cleaning,

HVAC repairs, electrical services, cable-TV services, etc.
e. Garbage trucks
f. US Mail and other delivery vans and personnel
g. Emergency vehicles

3. We all have plenty of green space today.  There is no need for more – that will cost us more time and money to
maintain.

4. Speeding on Raynale is NOT a significant issue and never has been.

5. Given NO legal mandate for street width, there is no need to spend more money to change something that
works well with NO problems.  The old adage is true:  “If it ain’t broke, don’t fix it.”

See the attachment for more details.

 

Thank you.

mailto:Steve@sehallco.com
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Steve Hall

1120 Lyonhurst (NE corner of Lyonhurst and Raynale)

 

 

 
 
 
--  

Sue DelPup 
Admin. Assistant
Planning/Engineering
City of Birmingham
151 Martin
Birmingham, MI  48009
Ph:  248-530-1850  Ext. 1837
Fax: 248-530-1290
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Jana Ecker <jecker@bhamgov .org>

Re: Opposition to changing the width of Raynale ...  
1 message

Susan Delpup <sdelpup@bhamgov.org> Wed, Aug 29, 2018 at 8:03 AM
To: "Susan B. Hall" <SusanB@bfpc.com>
Cc: Paul O'Meara <pomeara@bhamgov.org>, Jana Ecker <Jecker@bhamgov.org>

Dear Ms. Hall,
 
Thank you very much for taking the time to communicate your opinion on the Raynale project.  I am copying Paul
O'Meara, our City Engineer, and Jana Ecker, Planning Director,on this reply to ensure that your thoughts are passed
along to all concerned. 
 
 
Regards,
 
On Tue, Aug 28, 2018 at 9:23 PM, Susan B. Hall <SusanB@bfpc.com> wrote: 

To the Multi-Modal Board:

 

WE STRONGLY OPPOSE ANY PLAN T O NARROW RAYNALE STREET.  DO  NOT REDUCE ITS WIDTH.

 

Our reasons for this are:

 

1. Raynale is totally functional as it is today, except for long-overdue paving.

2. Reducing the width of Raynale will greatly increase dangers to:
a. Drivers, including Moms going to/from Quarton School with their kids
b. School bus drivers and kids getting on and off the buses
c. Construction crews and their trucks and equipment
d. Contractors for lawn care, maintenance projects, tree trimmers, home improvement projects, cleaning,

HVAC repairs, electrical services, cable-TV services, etc.
e. Garbage trucks
f. US Mail and other delivery vans and personnel
g. Emergency vehicles

3. We all have plenty of green space today.  There is no need for more – that will cost us more time and money to
maintain.

4. Speeding on Raynale is NOT a significant issue and never has been.

5. Given NO legal mandate for street width, there is no need to spend more money to change something that
works well with NO problems.  The old adage is true:  “If it ain’t broke, don’t fix it.”

See the attachment for more details.

 

Thank you.

Susan Hall

1120 Lyonhurst

mailto:SusanB@bfpc.com
https://maps.google.com/?q=1120+Lyonhurst+Birmingham&entry=gmail&source=g
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Jana Ecker <jecker@bhamgov .org>

Re: Raynale - Opposition to reducing width.pdf  
1 message

Susan Delpup <sdelpup@bhamgov.org> Wed, Aug 29, 2018 at 1:02 PM
To: "Kell, Michael V." <mkell@howardandhoward.com>
Cc: Paul O'Meara <pomeara@bhamgov.org>, Jana Ecker <Jecker@bhamgov.org>

Dear Mr. Kell,
 
Thank you very much for taking the time to communicate your opinion on the Raynale project.  I am copying Paul
O'Meara, our City Engineer, and Jana Ecker, Planning Director,on this reply to ensure that your thoughts are passed
along to all concerned. 
 
Regards,
 
On Wed, Aug 29, 2018 at 11:29 AM, Kell, Michael V. <mkell@howardandhoward.com> wrote: 

Dear Members of he Board,

I am opposed to the narrowing of Raynale Street.

 

Attached you will find the work product of a recent meeting of unhappy residents. I attended the meeting.

 

The present width of Raynale is an advantage  to the residents, not a disadvantage.  That is, of course, obvious to all
who think fairly about it and the question which naturally arises,”Why is nasrrowing being proposed at all?” The
reasons forwarded as a basis to execute the work are, most charitably, unpersuasive. Broad boulevards are far more
attractive than narrow lanes. By narrowing Raynale, you are diminishing the value of my home. As a result, I intend to
follow the progress of this proposal closely, though your Board and through the City Commission’s consideration of your
thought process and articulated rationale.

 

I plan on attending your meeting and I will have questions for the Board. Do not hesitate to have the City Attorney
attend.

Respectfully submitted,

Michael Kell, Esq.

1851 Raynale Street

Birmingham, MI 48009

mailto:mkell@howardandhoward.com
https://maps.google.com/?q=1851+Raynale+Street+%0D%0A+Birmingham,+MI+48009&entry=gmail&source=g
https://maps.google.com/?q=1851+Raynale+Street+%0D%0A+Birmingham,+MI+48009&entry=gmail&source=g
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COMMUNICATION: Please copy all Patent and Trademark instructions to IPDocket@h2law.com to ensure proper
handling. In addition, please send all original documents for these matters to our head office in Royal Oak, MI. 
 
NOTICE: Information contained in this transmission to the named addressee is proprietary information and is subject to
attorney-client privilege and work product confidentiality. If the recipient of this transmission is not the named
addressee, the recipient should immediately notify the sender and destroy the information transmitted without making
any copy or distribution thereof. 
 
ELECTRONIC SIGNATURE: Nothing contained in this communication is intended to constitute an electronic signature
unless a specific statement to the contrary is included in this message.  

 
 
 
--  

Sue DelPup 
Admin. Assistant
Planning/Engineering
City of Birmingham
151 Martin
Birmingham, MI  48009
Ph:  248-530-1850  Ext. 1837
Fax: 248-530-1290

http://www.howardandhoward.com/
mailto:IPDocket@h2law.com
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Jana Ecker <jecker@bhamgov .org>

Re: Narrowing of Raynale  
1 message

Susan Delpup <sdelpup@bhamgov.org> Wed, Aug 29, 2018 at 1:01 PM
To: John Martin <jcmalert@hotmail.com>
Cc: Paul O'Meara <pomeara@bhamgov.org>, Jana Ecker <Jecker@bhamgov.org>

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Martin,
 
Thank you very much for taking the time to communicate your opinion on the Raynale project.  I am copying Paul
O'Meara, our City Engineer, and Jana Ecker, Planning Director,on this reply to ensure that your thoughts are passed
along to all concerned. 
 
Regards,
 
On Wed, Aug 29, 2018 at 11:19 AM, John Martin <jcmalert@hotmail.com> wrote: 

 

Engineering Dept/Multi-Model Board

 

 

 

WE STRONGLY OPPOSE ANY PLAN T O NARROW RAYNALE STREET.  DO  NOT REDUCE ITS WIDTH.

 

Our reasons for this are:

 

1. Raynale is totally functional as it is today, except for long-overdue paving.

2. Reducing the width of Raynale will greatly increase dangers to:
a. Drivers, including Moms going to/from Quarton School with their kids
b. School bus drivers and kids getting on and off the buses
c. Construction crews and their trucks and equipment
d. Contractors for lawn care, maintenance projects, tree trimmers, home improvement projects, cleaning,

HVAC repairs, electrical services, cable-TV services, etc.
e. Garbage trucks
f. US Mail and other delivery vans and personnel
g. Emergency vehicles

3. We all have plenty of green space today.  There is no need for more – that will cost us more time and money to
maintain.

4. Speeding on Raynale is NOT a significant issue and never has been.

5. Given NO legal mandate for street width, there is no need to spend more money to change something that
works well with NO problems. 

6. Please see the attachment for additional comments.

John/Kris Martin

1131 Lyonhurst

mailto:jcmalert@hotmail.com
https://maps.google.com/?q=1131+Lyonhurst+%0D%0A+Birmingham,+MI+48009+%0D%0A+(248&entry=gmail&source=g
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Birmingham, MI 48009

(248) 885-1277

 

 

 

 
 
 
--  

Sue DelPup 
Admin. Assistant
Planning/Engineering
City of Birmingham
151 Martin
Birmingham, MI  48009
Ph:  248-530-1850  Ext. 1837
Fax: 248-530-1290
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To: Joe Valentine, City Manager, Birmingham 

cc: Pierre Boutros, City Commissioner, Birmingham 

From: Steve Hall, 1120 Lyonhurst (@ Raynale), Birmingham 

Date: September 8, 2018 

Re: Birmingham Streets Policy 

 

Thanks so much for taking time to meet with me this past Thursday, September 6 in your offices.  When 

combined with my previous meeting with Pierre Boutros and attendance at the Multi-Modal Board 

meeting Thursday evening, I have learned a lot about the City’s new Streets Policy.  It is great that the 

City has been able to develop this policy and pass an enabling ordinance for it.  Now, of course, come 

the next steps of testing, refinement, and implementation – never easy.  Of course, the City and its 

residents have known about the emphasis on “traffic calming” and resulting road narrowing for several 

years.  This new policy expands those initiatives to encompass our entire city.  With that in mind, I offer 

the following observations and suggestions. 

(Note:  The proposed street improvement project utilizing the new Birmingham Streets Policy was 

identified by the Engineering Department as “Quarton Lake Sub Reconstruction – Phase I”.  This is not 

correct.  The 4 streets involved are all part of the “Harrowgate Estates” subdivision, which has no 

relation to the “Quarton Lake Estates” subdivision, except for proximity.  Harrowgate is unique in its 

design (with major and minor streets), lot sizes (mostly large and some doubled), and house styles.  

Residents of Harrowgate made decisions to live here and not in Quarton Lake Estates, often for the 

unique street design.  However, residents of the 2 subdivisions, plus a few other locations, are all able to 

be members of the Quarton Lake Neighborhood Association, which is not an official “location” of the 

City of Birmingham.) 

 

TESTING, REFINEMENT, AND IMPLEMENTATION 

Every organization (public and private) that embarks on a significant new project needs to have a plan 

for testing, refinement, and implementation.  That is not evident in this case.  One guess is that the City 

believes that it has already tested the traffic calming and street narrowing concept in other places 

around the City, so that is not required here.  But, if that is true, then (to my knowledge) there has been 

no information disseminated and promoted as to the results of such projects and the benefits that our 

City has enjoyed from those efforts.  Residents have seen the resulting traffic and have mixed views, but 

it is not generally known what benefits we have achieved.   

Further, those previous efforts were not undertaken using the new Streets Policy just put into effect.  

This is not only the first attempt at implementing this approach, but – importantly – it is the first 

significant project to be proposed for development in the middle of a single-family-home residential 

area.  Changing streets in a commercial or business area is not the same as changing the streets where 

residents live everyday and own their single largest investment.  This is day-after-day-after-day life for 

the affected residents.  It is not a process for absentee commercial property owners or consultants who 

do not live daily with their recommendations.  So, it begets a whole new set of challenges, the first signs 

of which began to appear at last Thursday’s Multi-Modal Board meeting.  No mention was made by the 
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Board, or the City staff in attendance, of a testing, refinement, and implementation plan.  Our residents 

(perhaps especially in Harrowgate Estates) are professionals and executives who expect to see well 

thought out plans and strategies.  We all missed that. 

 

JUSTIFICATION – OVERALL FOR A STREET POLICY 

One challenge facing the City and Staff is apparently to justify the stated need in the Streets Policy that 

“[t]he purpose of these standards is to provide consistent street widths throughout the city …”.  

Obviously, there is no understanding of this “need” by the affected residents of this first proposed 

project.  The well-attended Multi-Modal Board meeting heard very thoughtful 100% negative comments 

regarding this proposed project.  Clearly no one moved into Harrowgate Estates for a cookie-cutter 

appearance or lifestyle.   

The challenge is compounded by reasons for the proposed project presented on the website that are 

difficult to take seriously, since they are obviously not convincing or persuasive.   

First, they comprise “more green space” in an area of large lots with much open green space 

already and negative tradeoffs to residents thinking of having to take care of even more green 

space.   

Second, for one street, they cite the added ability to plant more trees without offering why that 

makes sense, given all the mature trees that already exist.   

Third, they cite the tendency to reduce traffic speeds with no examples of that being a problem 

or that the approach really does work.   

And, fourth, they note that a narrower street does not take as long for a pedestrian to cross.  

That’s too obvious and irrelevant for comment. 

Other reasons given in the policy statement that reference so-called design recommendations from 

national organizations are not considered relevant by many of our residents since our City is already 

fully developed and – at least in Harrowgate Estates – operating well, except for the lack of City 

attention for years on the conditions of our pavement.  (We have been waiting years and years for 

Raynale to be repaved, NOT narrowed.)  (Also see below for problems related to the Oak Street 

reconstruction for Quarton School.)  Such standards may well be appropriate for cities in suburban areas 

that are experiencing massive subdivision developments.  That is not the case for Birmingham, and 

hasn’t been for many decades.  While we have significant residential development, it is all one-at-a-time 

replacement in existing neighborhoods. 

Further, the reasons given do not appear to include any significant analyses of the impact of narrower 

streets on emergency police, fire, and EMS services.  Those services would seem to prefer wider streets 

wherever possible, but that issue was either not addressed or not reported.  It is, however, an important 

consideration for residents, especially as the population ages and housing becomes older. 

So, clearly, there is a significant need for the City and Staff to determine how to “sell” implementation of 

the Commission’s new streets policy.  Since the City Commissioners likely live throughout the City’s 

various neighborhoods, they may also provide useful insight into this “selling” process. 
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JUSTIFICATION – DETAIL OF POLICY STATEMENT 

As a result of the Thursday evening meeting, the Board has several notes from Board members, plus a 

huge stack of comments sent in from residents, plus the likelihood of more comments coming.  So, the 

policy refinement process will most likely begin prior to starting the first proposed project.  That will not 

negate the need for additional refinement later.  Some examples already identified include – 

1. If a street meets certain exceptions, then why is the maximum width still limited to 30 feet?  No 

comments or explanation exists (that we know of) to explain why 30 feet is the magic maximum.  

Further, the proposed project currently has 2 streets that are 32 feet wide.  So far, no resident 

has been identified who wants the street width reduced even 2 feet, much less than 6 feet.  

Virtually all residents have been contacted and many attended the Board meeting.  (Some had 

conflicting schedules.) 

 

2. If school buses regularly use a street (and have for the past 40 years at least) but that street is 

not on the “published Birmingham Public Schools bus route” (though that “fact” was not 

supported by any evidence provided by the City or Board), why does that NOT count as an 

exception?  As expected, the big yellow buses marked “Birmingham Public Schools” began 

stopping for kids on Raynale this past Tuesday morning, the first day of school.  Are these buses 

for private schools and if so, does the City have a different policy for that? 

 

3. Why is there an exception for a street that is “adjacent” to a school or other use that generates 

higher traffic, and not all streets that are significantly impacted by such uses? 

 

4. What is the source of the minimum parking percentages?  Are they mandated standards from 

some law or ordinance?  Are they arbitrary from some “national” organization?  How do they 

apply to Birmingham?  What difference does it make if the “15%” minimum is “10%” or “20%”?  

No justification is cited in the policy statement regarding these percentages. 

 

5. What are the minimum survey standards for such items as traffic counts and speeds?  Is there a 

statistically valid minimum for data collection that must be met to provide reliable results?  If so, 

did the data collection for this project meet that criteria? 

 

6. Why are total daily traffic counts useful when capacity planning theory is based on measuring 

peak loads, not totals and averages? 

 

7. What considerations are appropriate for through streets versus local streets?  Should those 

considerations be noted and analyzed in preparing recommendations for change? 

 

8. What issues were raised by postal and package delivery services regarding the utility of and 

preference for narrower streets? 

 

9. Why is there not an apparent benefit of wider streets that provide a margin of error in 

unexpected situations?  Examples include kids darting out from between parked cars, occupants 
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in cars opening the car doors into the street with oncoming traffic, bicyclists navigating along 

with car traffic, and cars backing out of driveways.  These would all seem to benefit from wider 

streets with resulting lower tight congestion and more opportunities for crash avoidance.  But, 

the omission of this subject suggests that data and analyses exist proving no such benefits exist. 

 

10. Why is there not an analysis included in the policy statement regarding the impact of snow 

removal and drive ability of narrow streets versus wider streets? 

 

JUSTIFICATION – SPECIFIC PROPOSED PROJECT 

As with the above, the Board also has been provided with significant comments related to this specific 

proposed project.  Such comments strongly indicate that the City Staff may not have completed 

adequate research (termed due diligence) in their preparation for this proposal.  Some examples 

include, but are not limited to (and in no particular order): 

 

1. There is no mention in the proposal regarding the significant traffic congestion problem that has 

resulted from the new Oak Street configuration at Quarton School.  This is true even though 

both City Staff and the Board were aware of the significant problems.  Clearly the proposal to 

reduce the width of Glenhurst before addressing and fixing the parents’ pick up and drop off 

issue is a major oversight. 

 

2. No traffic counts were made for Raynale before proposing to reduce its width.  Rather, an 

assumption was made that the counts would be less than for Glenhurst.  This assumption was 

not supported, even though Raynale is a major through street running east/west between 

Chesterfield and Cranbrook. 

 

3. No speed measurements were made for Raynale.  However, the proposal states that “[c]ity staff 

is not aware of ongoing traffic or safety issues …”.  As such, that does not support the need to 

reduce width in order to “help keep traffic speeds down.”  Speed measurements for Glenhurst 

(which may or may not be statistically valid – see above) were in the acceptable range, also 

negating that need for reducing street width. 

 

4. No mention of costs is included in the proposal, even though residents care about the high costs 

of living in Birmingham, and do not expect costs to be more than necessary.  There is a 

statement that all underground utilities will be replaced without any explanation of why.  While 

Brookwood has experienced flooding problems requiring fixes to storm drains, no such issues 

are apparent on the other streets.  No mention is made of the actual age of the “utilities” versus 

the expected life of such items; nor is any mention made of the results of recent sewer testing.  

So, there is no way for residents to assess the necessity of this expenditure of money and 

displacement of normal living conditions during the proposed construction period. 

 

5. No mention exists in the proposal that any analysis was performed on the potential impact on 

property values that could result from narrowing Raynale and Glenhurst.  Several residents 
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expressed concern that a reduction in value would occur. 

 

6. As noted above under overall justification, the City desires “consistent street widths”.  However, 

this proposal only addresses half of Glenhurst in Harrowgate Estates and only half of Raynale in 

Harrowgate Estates.  For both of these 32-foot-wide streets, the proposal is to reduce to 26 feet 

wide.  That leaves an implied assumption that the other half of these 2 streets will also be able 

to be reduced to 26 feet wide in order to result in consistent street widths throughout our 

neighborhood.  But, those second half streets are said to require a special assessment district in 

order to accomplish that.  Given the total objection presented by the residents on the first half 

of these 2 streets, the idea that the residents of the second half will enjoy a special assessment 

to make their street less functional is a big assumption that does not appear to have been 

thoroughly evaluated.  No comments regarding this are in the proposal.  

 

7. No mention exists in the proposal regarding the impact of narrower streets on frequent 

neighborhood construction projects.  The past few years have seen numerous new homes being 

built to replace older homes that are not as desirable for new buyers – a total of 11 in 

Harrowgate Estates alone.  Along the Raynale section alone, about half of the abutting 

properties are owned by residents who have been here for 40 years or more.  So, a reasonable 

assumption is that these properties will be resold more sooner than later, and that there may be 

a 50/50 chance (or more) that the existing home will be replaced with a new home (or homes in 

the case of double lots).  Identification of this as a reasonably near-term issue with appropriate 

analysis would have been prudent. 

 

8. No mention was made of considerations for contractor (lawn care, home maintenance, etc.) and 

delivery vehicles that are regularly coming and going in Harrowgate Estates.  This neighborhood 

is a high user of such contractors.  Such vehicles can clog the narrow local streets in Harrowgate, 

and in some cases contractors park on Raynale for work on local street homes.  With a narrow 

Raynale as proposed, that option would not alleviate the problem, and more congestion could 

result. 

 

9. No mention was made regarding comments made by the garbage and trash pickup services on 

the impact of narrowing the 2 streets on their operations. 

 

These issues and more will need to be satisfactorily addressed before the residents will be able to 

become comfortable with the City plans, even after a successful “selling” process has been executed. 

 

NEXT STEPS 

Clearly there are a number of issues to be addressed, some of which are identified above.  This is to be 

expected in a normal roll-out process. The City Commission, City Staff, and Multi-Modal Board need to 

take these items as a great first step in molding the new Streets Policy to fit the entire community of 

Birmingham.  But, the efforts to accomplish this also need to be well organized and planned.  Otherwise, 

a high level of frustration will build among all parties involved, including city residents in general and 
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definitely residents directly affected by every proposed project.  With that in mind, I suggest the 

following be given serious consideration: 

 

1. Organize a Task Force to create a plan to “sell” the Streets Policy and its concept to the residents 

of Birmingham. 

 

a. Determine how to explain in specific ways why Birmingham’s purpose is to have 

consistent street widths throughout the city.  Use actual examples of how the absence 

of that consistency has caused problems and cost excessive expenditures in the past. 

 

b. Determine how to justify each of the various provisions in the Policy in terms that relate 

specifically to identified situations in Birmingham. 

 

 

2. Organize a second Task Force to create a comprehensive strategy for implementing the new 

Streets Policy in Birmingham. 

 

a. Determine when and how the new Policy is to be utilized.  For example, is it to be 

applied in all cases?  Or, is it to be applied only in cases where significant traffic 

problems have been identified, either by residents or by emergency services personnel 

or by postal and delivery services or by service contractors and construction companies, 

etc.? 

 

b. Determine if the Policy should be applied at each specific street project level, or if it 

should only be applied at a planning level for each neighborhood.  If at the larger, 

neighborhood level, then develop a planning mechanism that allows for multi-year 

street improvement plans that eventually achieve consistency of streets (not necessarily 

all being the same width, but rather all being consistent widths) throughout each 

identifiable neighborhood.  

 

c. Based on extensive knowledge of the City’s current conditions, determine an overall 

strategy for attacking the streets’ problems throughout our entire community.  Identify 

the priorities.  Create long range 5 and 10-year outlooks.  Allow for flexibilities in cases 

of unplanned emergencies. 

 

 

3. Assuming the current proposed first project remains at the top of the implementation list, then 

do NOT plan to initiate this project until at least the following has been achieved: 

 

a. The traffic congestion problem resulting from the new Oak Street configuration at 

Quarton School has been satisfactorily resolved for all parties. 
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b. A comprehensive plan for all of Harrowgate Estates streets has been prepared and 

approved by all parties. 

 

c. Proper due diligence for this project has been completed.  Redo the entire project 

proposal incorporating all the due diligence for the entire Harrowgate Estates 

neighborhood. 

 

d. A majority approval of the residents of Harrowgate Estates has been obtained.  Attempt 

to minimize as much as possible the remaining objections. 

 

 

4. If the above Next Steps result in a delay to scheduling the proposed first project for completion, 

then create an interim “temporary” project to address the affected residents’ immediate 

concerns, including at least: 

 

a. Reconstruction of the storm drains under Brookwood between Raynale and Glenhurst. 

 

b. Resurfacing Raynale with a temporary (last a few years at minimal cost) solution that 

corrects the appearance and drive ability of the road surface.  This could be something 

similar to this summer’s approach for streets in the Quarton Lake Estates subdivision.  

Or, perhaps there are other, better alternatives. 

 

 

 

 

 

Once you have had a chance to read and digest this, I will be pleased to discuss these matters with you 

at any mutually convenient time.  Thanks again for your great leadership of our wonderful City of 

Birmingham. 
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Paul O'Meara <pomeara@bhamgov.org>

Re: Roads Reconstruction Project - Public Hearing 
1 message

Paul O'Meara <pomeara@bhamgov.org> Mon, Sep 10, 2018 at 11:54 AM
To: Srinivas Thota <tngs@hotmail.com>
Cc: Jana Ecker <Jecker@bhamgov.org>, Susan Delpup <sdelpup@bhamgov.org>
Bcc: Paul O'Meara <Pomeara@bhamgov.org>

Dear Srinivas,
 
Thanks for taking the time to make your comments on our upcoming street construction plans.
 
Regarding the proposal for N. Glenhurst, the Multi-Modal Transportation Board took comments from others that were also
not supportive of the suggested change in width.  Due to a conflict with another scheduled meeting, and the need for
additional information, they determined that it was best to discuss this question further.  They will take up the matter again
at their next meeting, which is scheduled for Thursday, October 4, at 6 PM.  The meeting will be held at City Hall.
 
Regarding the change in paving materials, I understand your concern relative to the change in materials.  When the
pavement is being completely replaced, the City is now installing concrete streets, similar to what was done last year on
Oak St.  The other new streets on the project, such as Glenhurst Dr., will be concrete.  We have found that while it costs
more, the long term benefit to the City makes it worthwhile, as it will not deteriorate nearly as fast.  Since the City is
responsible for the costs of future maintenance, concrete is the preferable choice.  With the newer section of Kenwood
Ct., given its relatively young age, we cannot justify tearing out the pavement in its entirety and replacing it at this time (to
match the concrete).  With that in mind, since we are working in the area, it is appropriate to do a lower cost rehabilitation
of the existing street.  By removing and replacing just the upper layer of asphalt, we will be able to achieve a quick, cost
effective renewal of the current street.  
 
On Mon, Sep 10, 2018 at 9:48 AM, Susan Delpup <sdelpup@bhamgov.org> wrote: 

Dear Srinivas, 
 
Thank you very much for taking the time to communicate your opinion on the Raynale/Glenhurst project.  I am copying
Paul O'Meara, our City Engineer, and Jana Ecker, Planning Director,on this reply to ensure that your thoughts are
passed along to all concerned. 
 
Regards,
 
On Sun, Sep 9, 2018 at 2:23 PM, Srinivas Thota <tngs@hotmail.com> wrote: 

Dear Austin,

 

First let me apologize for late response. I have read the complete proposal and here are comments

 

N Glenhurst Dr – Raynale to Oak – The proposal to reduce 32ft to 26th is particularly concerning during the school
year as the parents park the cars on both sides of the Glenhurst waiting or picking up the children. Reducing the road
by 6ft makes it almost impossible to navigate during this time. So we would recommend to keep the road at 32ft.

 

Kenwood Ct – The proposal to pave with concrete is a great idea for the first 220 ft and then just repair the street and
apply asphalt for 1.5 inches thick may not be a great idea. We would like to keep it consistent either concrete or
Ashpalt for the entire kenwood ct.

 

Please review both these concerns and advice.

mailto:sdelpup@bhamgov.org
mailto:tngs@hotmail.com
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Thanks,

Srinivas Thota

248-302-0666

1885 Kenwood Ct

Birmingham, MI 48009

 

 

 

 
 
 
--  

Sue DelPup 
Admin. Assistant
Planning/Engineering
City of Birmingham
151 Martin
Birmingham, MI  48009
Ph:  248-530-1850  Ext. 1837
Fax: 248-530-1290

 
 
 
--  
Paul T. O'Meara
City of Birmingham, MI
City Engineer
 
248-530-1836
pomeara@bhamgov.org
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Jana Ecker <jecker@bhamgov .org>

Re: Roads Reconstruction Project - Public Hearing  
1 message

Susan Delpup <sdelpup@bhamgov.org> Mon, Sep 10, 2018 at 9:48 AM
To: Srinivas Thota <tngs@hotmail.com>
Cc: Jana Ecker <Jecker@bhamgov.org>, Paul O'Meara <pomeara@bhamgov.org>

Dear Srinivas, 
 
Thank you very much for taking the time to communicate your opinion on the Raynale/Glenhurst project.  I am copying
Paul O'Meara, our City Engineer, and Jana Ecker, Planning Director,on this reply to ensure that your thoughts are passed
along to all concerned. 
 
Regards,
 
On Sun, Sep 9, 2018 at 2:23 PM, Srinivas Thota <tngs@hotmail.com> wrote: 

Dear Austin,

 

First let me apologize for late response. I have read the complete proposal and here are comments

 

N Glenhurst Dr – Raynale to Oak – The proposal to reduce 32ft to 26th is particularly concerning during the school year
as the parents park the cars on both sides of the Glenhurst waiting or picking up the children. Reducing the road by 6ft
makes it almost impossible to navigate during this time. So we would recommend to keep the road at 32ft.

 

Kenwood Ct – The proposal to pave with concrete is a great idea for the first 220 ft and then just repair the street and
apply asphalt for 1.5 inches thick may not be a great idea. We would like to keep it consistent either concrete or Ashpalt
for the entire kenwood ct.

 

Please review both these concerns and advice.

 

Thanks,

Srinivas Thota

248-302-0666

1885 Kenwood Ct

Birmingham, MI 48009

 

 

 

 
 
 
--  

mailto:tngs@hotmail.com
https://maps.google.com/?q=1885+Kenwood+Ct+%0D%0A+Birmingham,+MI+48009&entry=gmail&source=g
https://maps.google.com/?q=1885+Kenwood+Ct+%0D%0A+Birmingham,+MI+48009&entry=gmail&source=g
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To: Joe Valentine, City Manager, Birmingham 
cc: Pierre Boutros, City Commissioner, Birmingham 
cc: Andrew Harris, Mayor, Birmingham 
From: Steve Hall, 1120 Lyonhurst (@ Raynale), Birmingham 
Date: October 7, 2018 
Re: Birmingham Streets Policy – Follow-up 

 
This is a follow-up to my previous memo to you of September 8, 2018, regarding the new Birmingham 

Streets Policy.  As you recall from that memo and my subsequent meeting with you, such new policies 

and projects always require a testing and refinement period before they become a natural, ongoing part 

of an operating organization.  This streets policy is no different. 

The MULTI-MODAL Board meeting this past Thursday, October 4 certainly comprised the next step in 

testing and refining the new street width standards.  Unfortunately, the meeting was not as well 

attended as the September MULTI-MODAL Board meeting, due in no small part to the absence of any 

signs in the neighborhood to alert residents of its scheduled happening.  For some unknown reason, all 

the signs were removed very soon after the September meeting, and never replaced.  However, for 

those who did attend, the comments were all totally negative as to reducing the width of the affected 

segments of Glenhurst and Raynale in the proposed project. 

After public comments and appropriate due deliberation, the MULTI-MODAL Board decided to 

recommend approval of the proposed project but only at the same width of the streets as at present.  

The Board’s vote was not unanimous since it goes against the policy set by the City Commission, and 

apparently not because those voting “no” are in favor of narrowing the two streets.  This problem was 

compounded by the fact that the current policy as approved by the City Commission expressly limits a 

street width to 30 feet even if that street meets certain exceptions.  Unfortunately, no one on the 

MULTI-MODAL Board had any recollection of why 30 feet was set as the limit.  At present, both 

Glenhurst and Raynale, within this proposed project, are 32 feet wide. 

Also discussed during the MULTI-MODAL Board meeting was the possibility of changing the triggering 

mechanism used to determine when street narrowing should occur.  This change would accommodate 

situations where an improved street that needs to be re-paved, but is not experiencing any significant 

issues (e.g., speed, safety, trees, etc.), would not fall under the requirement for a 26-foot-wide street 

unless it met certain specified exceptions.  In such cases, re-paving would proceed without changing the 

current width.  Note that in the current proposed project, both the Glenhurst and Raynale segments are 

improved streets, even though other segments of those 2 streets within the City are unimproved. 

Although such a change in the triggering mechanism was discussed, no vote was taken to recommend 

that to the City Commission, apparently since the MULTI-MODAL Board had not been asked to make any 

such type of recommendations.  If indeed that is the case, then I would strongly suggest that such a 

change be made to the process to clearly indicate that initial testing and refinement requires feedback 

from the Commission’s supporting Boards so that policies and procedures are more firmly meshed with 

our residents’ needs and desires. 

So, from the residents’ perspective, the following refinements are suggested to the City Commission and 

City Staff: 
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1. The Streets Policy should state that if an improved street needs to be re-paved, and if that street 

is not experiencing any significant issues related to safety, speeding, mature trees, or resident 

complaints, then that street should be re-paved at its current width.  Otherwise, the Streets 

Policy should be used to determine the appropriate width of the street. 

 

2. The Streets Policy should either provide a convincing rationale for having a maximum street 

width of 30 feet, or it should be changed to whatever is the current maximum width of an 

improved neighborhood street in Birmingham, which would be at least 32 feet wide. 

 

3. The Streets Policy should be changed in Section 4.c. to remove the word “published” from the 

phrase “… published school bus route used by the Birmingham Public Schools …”.  This is 

required since the school bus routes are not published for safety reasons, and that fact was 

apparently not known when the policy was written or when this project was proposed.  As of 

this last MULTI-MODAL Board meeting, the City is now aware that some of the streets in the 

proposed project are indeed on the school bus routes. 

 

4. The Streets Policy should be changed in Section 4.d. where it states that an exception may be 

granted if the “Street is adjacent to a school, …”.  This could be reworded to “Street is adjacent 

to or significantly impacted by a school, …”.  In this proposed project, Glenhurst is significantly 

impacted with both parking and traffic by Quarton School, and Raynale is significantly impacted 

with traffic by both Quarton School and Covington School, both of which draw students from 

areas not within walking distance or serviced by school buses. 

 

Other items that residents believe still need to be addressed include: 

A. Although considerably more information was presented at the MULTI-MODAL Board meeting 

regarding the intent and reasoning for the new street width policy, the residents in attendance 

did not feel that such information was either compelling or relevant to our life in Birmingham.  

Thus, the selling process discussed in my previous memo, still needs to be addressed. 

 

B. The national standards as presented sounded as if they were out-of-date as to at least lifestyles 

today and current and known future vehicle types.  They need to be updated. 

 

C. Planning for changes to street widths needs to be done at the neighborhood level, not simply at 

the street segment level in order to realize the goal of consistent street widths. 

 

D. Future trends within specific neighborhoods need to be formally identified and evaluated before 

making any recommendations for narrowing streets.  This would include both the age of the 

existing housing stock and the age and longevity of the affected residents. 

 

 

If you have any questions regarding this, please let me know.  However, I will be traveling during the last 

2 full weeks of this month and thus will not be available for further discussion during that time. 
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Jana Ecker <jecker@bhamgov .org>

Fwd: Street narrowing etc.  
1 message

Joe Valentine <Jvalentine@bhamgov.org> Fri, Oct 19, 2018 at 4:10 PM
To: "Andrew M. Harris" <aharris@bhamgov.org>, Carroll DeWeese <cdeweese@bhamgov.org>, Mark Nickita
<mnickita@bhamgov.org>, Patty Bordman <pbordman@bhamgov.org>, Pierre Boutros <pboutros@bhamgov.org>, Racky
Hoff <rackyhoff@hotmail.com>, Stuart Sherman <ssherman@bhamgov.org>, Tim Currier <tcurrier@bhlaw.us.com>
Cc: Jana Ecker <Jecker@bhamgov.org>

FYI 
 
---------- Forwarded message --------- 
From: Joe Valentine  <Jvalentine@bhamgov.org> 
Date: Fri, Oct 19, 2018 at 4:03 PM 
Subject: Re: Street narrowing etc. 
To: <allasser@yahoo.com> 
 
 
Mr. and Mrs. Lasser,
 
Thank you for sharing your thoughts for the proposal to have streets in your neighborhood comply with the City's street
width standards.  Your message has been received and has been shared with me.  I am responding on behalf of the City
Commission as they are prohibited from collectively engaging in discussions outside of a public meeting on issues that
will come before them.  Please know your communication will be included with the materials that are presented to them
when this topic is considered.
 
Thank you again for sharing your thoughts and concerns.  Should you have any questions, please feel free in contacting
me.
 
Best Regards,
Joe Valentine
City Manager 
 

 
 
 

From:  allan lasser <allasser@yahoo.com> 
Date:  October 15, 2018 at 8:34:21 PM EDT 
To:  "aharris@bhamgov.org" <aharris@bhamgov.org>, "pbordman@bhamgov.org"
<pbordman@bhamgov.org>, "pboutros@bhamgov.org" <pboutros@bhamgov.org>,
"cdeweese@bhamgov.org" <cdeweese@bhamgov.org>, "raackyhoff@hotmail.com"
<raackyhoff@hotmail.com>, "mnickita@bhamgov.org" <mnickita@bhamgov.org>,
"Ssherman@bhamgov.org" <Ssherman@bhamgov.org> 
Subject:  Street narrowing etc.  
 

Allan and Suzanne Lasser
1120  N. Glenhurst
Birmingham, MI 48009
 
Dear Commission,
 
In the matter of narrowing our streets and installing new sewers we have the following thoughts;
 
We do not feel these streets need to be narrowed only repaved with the planned sewer work.
 
Narrowing  the streets will cause increase congestion, vehicle and pedestrian safety concerns and ruin
the aesthetics of Raynale and  

mailto:Jvalentine@bhamgov.org
mailto:allasser@yahoo.com
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mailto:raackyhoff@hotmail.com
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Glenhurst.
 
Thank you for your consideration.
 
 
Suzanne and Allan Lasser 

 
 
--  
Joseph A. V alentine
City Manager
City of Birmingham
151 Martin Street
Birmingham, MI 48009
(248) 530-1809   Office Direct
(248) 530-1109   Fax
jvalentine@bhamgov.org
Twitter: @JoeValentine151
 
To get the latest information regarding the City of Birmingham, please sign up for our communication tools by clicking
here www.bit.ly/bhamnews.
 
 
 
--  
Joseph A. V alentine
City Manager
City of Birmingham
151 Martin Street
Birmingham, MI 48009
(248) 530-1809   Office Direct
(248) 530-1109   Fax
jvalentine@bhamgov.org
Twitter: @JoeValentine151
 
To get the latest information regarding the City of Birmingham, please sign up for our communication tools by clicking
here www.bit.ly/bhamnews.
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Jana Ecker <jecker@bhamgov .org>

Fwd: Raynale Street Project  
1 message

Joe Valentine <Jvalentine@bhamgov.org> Fri, Oct 19, 2018 at 4:10 PM
To: "Andrew M. Harris" <aharris@bhamgov.org>, Carroll DeWeese <cdeweese@bhamgov.org>, Mark Nickita
<mnickita@bhamgov.org>, Patty Bordman <pbordman@bhamgov.org>, Pierre Boutros <pboutros@bhamgov.org>, Racky
Hoff <rackyhoff@hotmail.com>, Stuart Sherman <ssherman@bhamgov.org>, Tim Currier <tcurrier@bhlaw.us.com>
Cc: Jana Ecker <Jecker@bhamgov.org>

FYI 
 
---------- Forwarded message --------- 
From: Joe Valentine  <Jvalentine@bhamgov.org> 
Date: Fri, Oct 19, 2018 at 3:51 PM 
Subject: Re: Raynale Street Project 
To: <ceh@scaffoldinginc.com> 
 
 
Mr. Hamill,
 
Thank you for sharing your thoughts for the proposal to have streets in your neighborhood comply with the City's street
width standards.  Your message has been received and has been shared with me.  I am responding on behalf of the City
Commission as they are prohibited from collectively engaging in discussions outside of a public meeting on issues that
will come before them.  Please know your communication will be included with the materials that are presented to them
when this topic is considered.
 
Thank you again for sharing your thoughts and concerns.  Should you have any questions, please feel free in contacting
me.
 
Best Regards,
Joe Valentine
City Manager 
 
On Thu, Oct 18, 2018 at 12:04 PM Stuart Sherman <ssherman@bhamgov.org> wrote: 

 
 
Sent from my iPhone
 
Begin forwarded message: 
 

From:  "Charles E. Hamill" <ceh@scaffoldinginc.com> 
Date:  October 18, 2018 at 12:02:38 PM EDT 
To:  ssherman@bhamgov.org 
Subject:  Raynale Street Project  
 

I have been a resident of Birmingham for 53 years. Specifically a resident of the project area for 22 years
at 1964 Redding Road and currently for 21 years at 1122 Brookwood. My property is on the corner of
Brookwood and Raynale. 
 
I am in favor of reducing Raynale to 26 feet in width. It will slow traffic on the street and increase green
space.
 
Thank you for your consideration.
 
 
 
 

mailto:Jvalentine@bhamgov.org
mailto:ceh@scaffoldinginc.com
mailto:ssherman@bhamgov.org
mailto:ceh@scaffoldinginc.com
mailto:ssherman@bhamgov.org


10/23/2018 City of Birmingham MI Mail - Fwd: Raynale Street Project

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/?ui=2&ik=4033b3ab11&jsver=OPbjXk8MgMo.en.&cbl=gmail_fe_181018.08_p0&view=pt&search=inbox&th=1668df359be43468&siml

Charles E.Hamill 
President 
Scaffolding Incorporated 

 
 
--  
Joseph A. V alentine
City Manager
City of Birmingham
151 Martin Street
Birmingham, MI 48009
(248) 530-1809   Office Direct
(248) 530-1109   Fax
jvalentine@bhamgov.org
Twitter: @JoeValentine151
 
To get the latest information regarding the City of Birmingham, please sign up for our communication tools by clicking
here www.bit.ly/bhamnews.
 
 
 
--  
Joseph A. V alentine
City Manager
City of Birmingham
151 Martin Street
Birmingham, MI 48009
(248) 530-1809   Office Direct
(248) 530-1109   Fax
jvalentine@bhamgov.org
Twitter: @JoeValentine151
 
To get the latest information regarding the City of Birmingham, please sign up for our communication tools by clicking
here www.bit.ly/bhamnews.
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Jana Ecker <jecker@bhamgov .org>

Fwd: PLEASE KEEP OUR STREET WIDTH ON N. GLENHURST DRIVE A T 32 FEET 
1 message

Joe Valentine <Jvalentine@bhamgov.org> Fri, Oct 19, 2018 at 4:09 PM
To: "Andrew M. Harris" <aharris@bhamgov.org>, Carroll DeWeese <cdeweese@bhamgov.org>, Mark Nickita
<mnickita@bhamgov.org>, Patty Bordman <pbordman@bhamgov.org>, Pierre Boutros <pboutros@bhamgov.org>, Racky
Hoff <rackyhoff@hotmail.com>, Stuart Sherman <ssherman@bhamgov.org>, Tim Currier <tcurrier@bhlaw.us.com>
Cc: Jana Ecker <Jecker@bhamgov.org>

FYI 
 
---------- Forwarded message --------- 
From: Joe Valentine  <Jvalentine@bhamgov.org> 
Date: Fri, Oct 19, 2018 at 3:55 PM 
Subject: Re: PLEASE KEEP OUR STREET WIDTH ON N. GLENHURST DRIVE AT 32 FEET 
To: <btrunsky@comcast.net> 
Cc: Andrew M. Harris <aharris@bhamgov.org> 
 
 
Mr. and Mrs. Trunksy,
 
Thank you for sharing your thoughts and concerns for the proposal to have streets in your neighborhood comply with the
City's street width standards.  Your message has been received and has been shared with me.  I am responding on
behalf of the City Commission as they are prohibited from collectively engaging in discussions outside of a public meeting
on issues that will come before them.  Please know your communication will be included with the materials that are
presented to them when this topic is considered.
 
Thank you again for sharing your thoughts and concerns.  Should you have any questions, please feel free in contacting
me.
 
Best Regards,
Joe Valentine
City Manager 
 
On Wed, Oct 17, 2018 at 11:59 AM Andrew Harris <aharris@bhamgov.org> wrote: 

Barbara, 
 
Thank you for your message below.  It is my understanding this issue 
will return to the Commission after October 29th.  We have not, 
however, finalized when exactly the issue will return.  I know the 
City Manager, copied on this message, plans to inform Susannze Lahser 
(who appears to speak on behalf of many residents) about the new 
hearing date as soon as he knows (this is additional to the normal 
notice procedures the City engages in, website, posting at city hall, 
etc.).  Finally, as you mentioned, I will review the underlying 
minutes from the MMTB in advance of the issue returning to the City 
Commission. 
 
Andy Harris 
 
On 10/17/18, Barbara Trunsky <btrunsky@comcast.net> wrote: 
> Dear Mr. Harris, 
> 
> We greatly appreciate your willingness to take the neighborhood’s viewpoint 
> into consideration when making this very important decision.  We have 
> attended the last two Multi-Modal Transportation Board meetings and there 
> was not one of our neighbors in attendance that had anything positive to say 
> about narrowing the street widths.  We are thankful that you will be 
> reviewing the minutes of those meetings and, in addition, we are hoping that 
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> our neighbors will also contact you directly about their numerous concerns. 
> 
> Do you happen to know when this issue will be on the City Commission meeting 
> agenda?  We called the city earlier this week and were told that they 
> thought that it would be on the Monday, October 29th agenda. 
> 
> Thank you again for your consideration, 
> 
> Barbara & Roger Trunsky 
> 
> 
>> On Oct 16, 2018, at 10:19 PM, Andrew Harris <aharris@bhamgov.org> wrote: 
>> 
>> Mr. & Mrs. Trunksy: 
>> 
>> Thank you for your letter, which I read this evening.  Your input, 
>> along with the input provided by other Birmingham residents, will be 
>> an important part of the information I rely upon when this issue 
>> returns to the City Commission. 
>> 
>> Regards, 
>> 
>> Andy Harris 
>> 
>> On 10/16/18, Barbara Trunsky <btrunsky@comcast.net> wrote: 
>>> 
> 
> 

 
 
--  
Joseph A. V alentine
City Manager
City of Birmingham
151 Martin Street
Birmingham, MI 48009
(248) 530-1809   Office Direct
(248) 530-1109   Fax
jvalentine@bhamgov.org
Twitter: @JoeValentine151
 
To get the latest information regarding the City of Birmingham, please sign up for our communication tools by clicking
here www.bit.ly/bhamnews.
 
 
 
--  
Joseph A. V alentine
City Manager
City of Birmingham
151 Martin Street
Birmingham, MI 48009
(248) 530-1809   Office Direct
(248) 530-1109   Fax
jvalentine@bhamgov.org
Twitter: @JoeValentine151
 
To get the latest information regarding the City of Birmingham, please sign up for our communication tools by clicking
here www.bit.ly/bhamnews.
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Jana Ecker <jecker@bhamgov .org>

Fwd: North Glenhurst Project  
1 message

Joe Valentine <Jvalentine@bhamgov.org> Fri, Oct 19, 2018 at 3:42 PM
To: "Andrew M. Harris" <aharris@bhamgov.org>, Carroll DeWeese <cdeweese@bhamgov.org>, Mark Nickita
<mnickita@bhamgov.org>, Patty Bordman <pbordman@bhamgov.org>, Pierre Boutros <pboutros@bhamgov.org>, Racky
Hoff <rackyhoff@hotmail.com>, Stuart Sherman <ssherman@bhamgov.org>, Tim Currier <tcurrier@bhlaw.us.com>
Cc: Jana Ecker <Jecker@bhamgov.org>

FYI 
 
---------- Forwarded message --------- 
From: Joe Valentine  <Jvalentine@bhamgov.org> 
Date: Fri, Oct 19, 2018 at 3:41 PM 
Subject: Re: North Glenhurst Project 
To: <ecmoore1@gmail.com> 
 
 
 
Ms. Moore,
 
Thank you for sharing your thoughts and concerns for the proposal to have North Glenhurst comply with the City's street
width standards.  Your message has been received and has been shared with me.  I am responding on behalf of the City
Commission as they are prohibited from collectively engaging in discussions outside of a public meeting on issues that
will come before them.  Please know your communication will be included with the materials that are presented to them
when this topic is considered.
 
Thank you again for sharing your thoughts and concerns.  Should you have any questions, please feel free in contacting
me.
 
Best Regards,
Joe Valentine
City Manager  

 
 
 

From:  Elizabeth Moore <ecmoore1@gmail.com> 
Date:  October 19, 2018 at 11:19:50 AM EDT 
To:  aharris@bhamgov.org, pbordman@bhamgov.org, pboutros@bhamgov.org,
cdeweese@bhamgov.org, rackyhoff@bhamgov.org, mnickita@bhamgov.org, ssherman@bhamgov.org 
Subject:  North Glenhurst Project  
 

My name is Elizabeth Moore and I am the owner of 967 N. Glenhurst.  I am writing to you concerning the
proposal to narrow my street when the street is repaved next year.  I would like to make very clear my
extreme opposition to the idea of narrowing my street in any way.  The reasons for my opposition are as
follows:
 
First, you have to understand that most residents do not understand the reason for, nor do they care at all
about the existence of your new residential street width policy.  I have no desire to live in a city that is
completely uniform or over-regulated.  Furthermore I do not see any actual purpose or benefit in having
uniform residential street widths.  I have read the information about the proposal on your website as well
as attended the public hearing of the Multi-Modal Transportation Board in September, but I have still not
been presented with an adequate answer to the question of what the purpose or benefit may be.  The
only argument that holds any promise, is that narrowing the streets may slow down traffic and therefore
presumably make the street safer.  I would only say to that assertion, that I don't believe we really have
much of a speeding traffic problem on N Glenhurst.  The street does not go all the way through from
Maple to Quarton, which makes it a poor cut through street.  Also, I would be interested in seeing
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statistics on the previous 20 years of traffic incidents on Glenhurst as I doubt there have been a
significant number each year - especially involving pedestrians.
 
I would also argue that narrowing the street may also possibly make it more dangerous for pedestrians as
it will narrow the view of flowing traffic around vehicles parked on the side of the street.  I would think that
it would also make it more likely that parked cars would hit by passing cars.  Given my common sense
observations, I wonder if there are any studies that were used when creating the new street width policy
that support that argument of narrower streets being safer.  If so, I would be interested in seeing them. 
Also I would be interested in any statistics that would demonstrate how much safer residents could
expect the streets to be.  As I stated above, I would guess that the number of traffic incidents is probably
already very low on our street.  I'm not sure that reducing almost nothing to slightly more almost nothing
would be a significant difference.
 
 While there is not a lot of speeding cut through traffic on Glenhurst, there is a ton of school traffic around
school pick up, drop off and event times.  The school parents routinely use our street for parking at these
times. I live in the 3rd house north of Oak and cars are normally parked in front of my house for school
events.  I have come home once or twice to find people actually parked across my driveway.  This year
on the first day of school, I had difficulty turning left out of my own driveway with the cars parked on either
side and across the street.  If the street had been any narrower, I would have lacked the room for the turn
radius and would have been unable to leave for work until the parked cars cleared.    The street is
already very difficult to negotiate when school traffic is around. Narrowing the street will cause congestion
and make it impossible for residents to get to their homes during these peak times.  This alone, should be
a reason to consider the idea a bad one.  There is no reason why residents should be further
inconvenienced at any time if it can be avoided.  
 
The narrowing and rebuilding of Oak Street has vastly contributed to the problem. It is now impossible to
approach Oak street from N. Glenhurst at school times.  If I want to go to turn on Oak to head west, I
have to first go north to Raynale and head at least one block west before returning to Oak.  You cannot
turn onto Oak to head east.  It is impossible. I might also add that before the Oak reconstruction project, I
used to take Oak east past the school on my way to work every morning at 8:50 am, which is peak drop
off time. Despite all the school traffic, I never experienced any delays on this route.  Now I cannot even
get to the end of my street at that time.  Given these results, I am quite disturbed to think of what
additional problems might arise from narrowing Glenhurst as well.
 
The width of Glenhurst was one of the things that first attracted me when purchasing my property, and I
feel that it is possible that narrowing the street would in some way diminish my property value and or
attractiveness for resale.
 
I have a 400 year old oak tree in the middle of my front yard and do not need any city planted trees in the
extra green space a narrower street would provide, nor would I want city planted trees if I needed them.  I
prefer to maintain control over my view and satisfy my own preferences for species and types plants that
impact my property.  I am also not enthusiastic about repairing my sprinkler system to water the extra
green space in front of my home.
 
In short, I see multiple negatives but absolutely no benefits to the proposal and have not been presented
with any tangible ones supported by fact so far.  In fact, the only reason the Multi-Modal board was able
to present at their public hearing was that they needed to comply with the new policy they had just
written.  Residents do not understand this policy, nor do they care that the board spent probably way too
much time developing it. I would respectfully request that you leave our street width alone and let us
enjoy are neighborhood just the way it is.  
 
Sincerely,
Elizabeth Moore
 

 
 
--  
Joseph A. V alentine
City Manager
City of Birmingham
151 Martin Street
Birmingham, MI 48009
(248) 530-1809   Office Direct
(248) 530-1109   Fax
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Jana Ecker <jecker@bhamgov .org>

Fwd: Narrowing of Raynale and Glenhurst Streets  
1 message

Joe Valentine <Jvalentine@bhamgov.org> Fri, Oct 19, 2018 at 4:10 PM
To: "Andrew M. Harris" <aharris@bhamgov.org>, Carroll DeWeese <cdeweese@bhamgov.org>, Mark Nickita
<mnickita@bhamgov.org>, Patty Bordman <pbordman@bhamgov.org>, Pierre Boutros <pboutros@bhamgov.org>, Racky
Hoff <rackyhoff@hotmail.com>, Stuart Sherman <ssherman@bhamgov.org>, Tim Currier <tcurrier@bhlaw.us.com>
Cc: Jana Ecker <Jecker@bhamgov.org>

FYI 
 
---------- Forwarded message --------- 
From: Joe Valentine  <Jvalentine@bhamgov.org> 
Date: Fri, Oct 19, 2018 at 3:58 PM 
Subject: Re: Narrowing of Raynale and Glenhurst Streets 
To: <jcmalert@hotmail.com> 
 
 
Mr. and Mrs. Martin,
 
Thank you for sharing your thoughts and concerns for the proposal to have streets in your neighborhood comply with the
City's street width standards.  Your message has been received and has been shared with me.  I am responding on
behalf of the City Commission as they are prohibited from collectively engaging in discussions outside of a public meeting
on issues that will come before them.  Please know your communication will be included with the materials that are
presented to them when this topic is considered.
 
Thank you again for sharing your thoughts and concerns.  Should you have any questions, please feel free in contacting
me.
 
Best Regards,
Joe Valentine
City Manager 
 
On Tue, Oct 16, 2018 at 1:48 PM Stuart Sherman <ssherman@bhamgov.org> wrote: 

 
 
Sent from my iPhone
 
Begin forwarded message: 
 

From:  John Martin <jcmalert@hotmail.com> 
Date:  October 16, 2018 at 11:52:39 AM EDT 
To:  "aharris@bhamgov.org" <aharris@bhamgov.org>, " pbordman@bhamgov.org"
<pbordman@bhamgov.org>, " pboutros@bhamgov.org" <pboutros@bhamgov.org>, "
cdeweese@bhamgov.org" <cdeweese@bhamgov.org>, " rackyhoff@bhamgov.org"
<rackyhoff@bhamgov.org>, " mnickita@bhamgov.org" <mnickita@bhamgov.org>,
"ssherman@bhamgov.org" <ssherman@bhamgov.org> 
Subject:  Narrowing of Raynale and Glenhurst Streets  
 

City Commissioners,

 

My wife and I have lived in Birmingham since 1972. We moved to our current home at 1131 Lyonhurst (at
the corner with Raynale) around 1980. The two of us embrace change….when there is a valid and well
articulated reason for the change. So far, as it relates to the narrowing of Raynale and Glenhurst there
has been no valid reason put forth for the change. The reasons that have been put forth for narrowing the
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streets i.e. accident reduction and public safety, traffic calming et. al. are not problems/issues any of us
who live on Raynale or Glenhurst have ever experienced. And the idea that with a narrower street,
someone can cross the street in about a seconds less time is one of the most ridiculous Big Deals of all
times. If we have an abundance of money,  then after these streets are paved, please use it to get rid of
the lily pads over at Quarton Lake and get rid of that eyesore. Leave Raynale and Glenhurst at their
current widths.

 

We are AGAINST the narrowing of Raynale and Glenhurst.

 

We have been to both Multi-Modal Transportation Board Meetings and will be in attendance on Oct 29,
2018

 

Thank you,

 

John/Kris Martin

1131 Lyonhurst

Birmingham, MI 48009

(248) 885-1277

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 
--  
Joseph A. V alentine
City Manager
City of Birmingham
151 Martin Street
Birmingham, MI 48009
(248) 530-1809   Office Direct
(248) 530-1109   Fax
jvalentine@bhamgov.org
Twitter: @JoeValentine151
 
To get the latest information regarding the City of Birmingham, please sign up for our communication tools by clicking
here www.bit.ly/bhamnews.
 
 
 
--  
Joseph A. V alentine
City Manager
City of Birmingham
151 Martin Street
Birmingham, MI 48009
(248) 530-1809   Office Direct
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Jana Ecker <jecker@bhamgov .org>

Fwd: 1087 North Glenhurst Drive - NO T O NARROWING OUR STREET 
1 message

Joe Valentine <Jvalentine@bhamgov.org> Fri, Oct 19, 2018 at 4:11 PM
To: "Andrew M. Harris" <aharris@bhamgov.org>, Carroll DeWeese <cdeweese@bhamgov.org>, Mark Nickita
<mnickita@bhamgov.org>, Patty Bordman <pbordman@bhamgov.org>, Pierre Boutros <pboutros@bhamgov.org>, Racky
Hoff <rackyhoff@hotmail.com>, Stuart Sherman <ssherman@bhamgov.org>, Tim Currier <tcurrier@bhlaw.us.com>
Cc: Jana Ecker <Jecker@bhamgov.org>

FYI 
 
---------- Forwarded message --------- 
From: Joe Valentine  <Jvalentine@bhamgov.org> 
Date: Fri, Oct 19, 2018 at 4:00 PM 
Subject: Fwd: 1087 North Glenhurst Drive - NO TO NARROWING OUR STREET 
To: <Rick.Claar@martecgroup.com>, <kristin.claar@ge.com> 
 
 
 
Mr. and Mrs. Claar,
 
Thank you for sharing your thoughts and concerns for the proposal to have the streets in your neighborhood comply with
the City's street width standards.  Your message has been received and has been shared with me.  I am responding on
behalf of the City Commission as they are prohibited from collectively engaging in discussions outside of a public meeting
on issues that will come before them.  Please know your communication will be included with the materials that are
presented to them when this topic is considered.
 
Thank you again for sharing your thoughts and concerns.  Should you have any questions, please feel free in contacting
me.
 
Best Regards,
Joe Valentine
City Manager 
 
 
 

From:  "Claar, Rick" <Rick.Claar@martecgroup.com> 
Date:  October 16, 2018 at 9:19:11 AM EDT 
To:  "aharris@bhamgov.org" <aharris@bhamgov.org>, "pbordman@bhamgov.org"
<pbordman@bhamgov.org>, "pboutros@bhamgov.org" <pboutros@bhamgov.org>,
"cdeweese@bhamgov.org" <cdeweese@bhamgov.org>, "rackyhoff@bhamgov.org"
<rackyhoff@bhamgov.org>, "mnickita@bhamgov.org" <mnickita@bhamgov.org>,
"ssherman@bhamgov.org" <ssherman@bhamgov.org> 
Cc:  Kristin Claar <kristin.claar@ge.com> 
Subject:  1087 North Glenhurst Drive - NO  TO NARROWING OUR STREET 
 

Dear City Commissioners:

 

Kristin and Rick Claar would like to reach out to each of you and let it be known that we DO NOT want our
beautiful street North Glenhurst narrowed. Yes, it certainly needs to be repaved but NOT narrowed.

 

We have lived on the street for 20 years and have not experienced drivers going at excessive speeds
because they can in a wider street. What we have experienced is a wonderful street that has ample width to
get around all the parked vehicles (construction, landscaping, etc.) and in fact makes the street safer
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because it is not so congested like so many other Birmingham streets.   I would vote to widen all
Birmingham streets because it is such a nicer look and feel, but I am sure that is not going to work budget-
wise or even space wise. We do however, have the opportunity to keep our street at the 32 foot wide width.

 

Please take careful consideration of the wishes of the neighborhood in your decision process here.

 

Thank you for your consideration,

 

Kristin and Rick Claar

1087 North Glenhurst Drive

Birmingham, MI 48009

 
Rick Claar 
Partner

The Martec Group, Inc.

t: 248.327.8013 
c: 248.770.8710 
e: Rick.Claar@martecgroup.com

CONFIDENTIAL COMMUNICATION 
This email message is for the sole use of the intended recipient(s) and may contain confidential and privileged information.  Any
unauthorized review, use, disclosure or distribution is prohibited.  If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by reply
email and destroy all copies of the original message.  Thank you.

 
 
--  
Joseph A. V alentine
City Manager
City of Birmingham
151 Martin Street
Birmingham, MI 48009
(248) 530-1809   Office Direct
(248) 530-1109   Fax
jvalentine@bhamgov.org
Twitter: @JoeValentine151
 
To get the latest information regarding the City of Birmingham, please sign up for our communication tools by clicking
here www.bit.ly/bhamnews.
 
 
 
--  
Joseph A. V alentine
City Manager
City of Birmingham
151 Martin Street
Birmingham, MI 48009
(248) 530-1809   Office Direct
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Jana Ecker <jecker@bhamgov .org>

Fwd: Street width project  
1 message

Joe Valentine <Jvalentine@bhamgov.org> Fri, Oct 19, 2018 at 4:11 PM
To: "Andrew M. Harris" <aharris@bhamgov.org>, Carroll DeWeese <cdeweese@bhamgov.org>, Mark Nickita
<mnickita@bhamgov.org>, Patty Bordman <pbordman@bhamgov.org>, Pierre Boutros <pboutros@bhamgov.org>, Racky
Hoff <rackyhoff@hotmail.com>, Stuart Sherman <ssherman@bhamgov.org>, Tim Currier <tcurrier@bhlaw.us.com>
Cc: Jana Ecker <Jecker@bhamgov.org>

FYI 
 
---------- Forwarded message --------- 
From: Joe Valentine  <Jvalentine@bhamgov.org> 
Date: Fri, Oct 19, 2018 at 4:05 PM 
Subject: Re: Street width project 
To: <mwk1851@aol.com> 
 
 
Ms. Kell,
 
Thank you for sharing your thoughts for the proposal to have streets in your neighborhood comply with the City's street
width standards.  Your message has been received and has been shared with me.  I am responding on behalf of the City
Commission as they are prohibited from collectively engaging in discussions outside of a public meeting on issues that
will come before them.  Please know your communication will be included with the materials that are presented to them
when this topic is considered.
 
Thank you again for sharing your thoughts and concerns.  Should you have any questions, please feel free in contacting
me.
 
Best Regards,
Joe Valentine
City Manager 
 
On Tue, Oct 16, 2018 at 1:47 PM Stuart Sherman <ssherman@bhamgov.org> wrote: 

 
 
Sent from my iPhone
 
Begin forwarded message: 
 

From:  Margaret Kell <mwk1851@aol.com> 
Date:  October 15, 2018 at 8:03:45 PM EDT 
To:  aharris@bhamgov.org, pbordman@bhamgov.org, pboutros@bhamgov.org, cdeweese@bham.org,
rackyhoff@hotmail.com, mnickita@bhamgov.org, ssherman@bhamgov.org 
Subject:  Street width project  
 

Dear Commissioners,   My husband Michael and I have lived at 1851 Raynale for 43 years.  The width of
our street is an asset to our neighborhood and in no logical way does it need to be narrowed!    
We have rarely, if ever, had any accidents. 
At least three school buses, morning and afternooon, use Raynale as a route to access the side street
children north of Oak. 
Emergency vehicles also know that they can easily get down our street. 
With Quarton School so near, many Moms use Raynale to circle around in order to be on the South side
of Oak for the pick up line. 
The construction in our neighborhood has been non stop and many side streets are virtually impassable
on any given day. 
Finally, you need to consider that the entire neighborhood is against this very unnecessary change. 
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Jana Ecker <jecker@bhamgov .org>

Fwd: 2019 Road Reconstruction - Resident of 1885 Kenwood Ct  
1 message

Joe Valentine <Jvalentine@bhamgov.org> Mon, Oct 22, 2018 at 10:00 AM
To: "Andrew M. Harris" <aharris@bhamgov.org>, Carroll DeWeese <cdeweese@bhamgov.org>, Mark Nickita
<mnickita@bhamgov.org>, Patty Bordman <pbordman@bhamgov.org>, Pierre Boutros <pboutros@bhamgov.org>, Racky
Hoff <rackyhoff@hotmail.com>, Stuart Sherman <ssherman@bhamgov.org>, Tim Currier <tcurrier@bhlaw.us.com>
Cc: Jana Ecker <Jecker@bhamgov.org>

fyi 
 
---------- Forwarded message --------- 
From: Joe Valentine  <Jvalentine@bhamgov.org> 
Date: Mon, Oct 22, 2018 at 10:00 AM 
Subject: Re: 2019 Road Reconstruction - Resident of 1885 Kenwood Ct 
To: <tngs@hotmail.com> 
 
 
Mr. Thota,
 
Thank you for sharing your thoughts and concerns for the proposal to have streets in your neighborhood comply with the
City's street width standards.  Your message has been received and has been shared with me.  I am responding on
behalf of the City Commission as they are prohibited from collectively engaging in discussions outside of a public meeting
on issues that will come before them.  Please know your communication will be included with the materials that are
presented to them when this topic is considered.
 
Thank you again for sharing your thoughts and concerns.  Should you have any questions, please feel free in contacting
me.
 
Best Regards,
Joe Valentine
City Manager 
 

 
 

From:  Srinivas Thota <tngs@hotmail.com> 
Date:  October 21, 2018 at 4:11:26 PM EDT 
To:  "aharris@bhamgov.org" <aharris@bhamgov.org>, "pbordman@bhamgov.org"
<pbordman@bhamgov.org>, "pboutros@bhamgov.org" <pboutros@bhamgov.org>,
"cdeweese@bhamgov.org" <cdeweese@bhamgov.org>, "rackyhoff@hotmail.com"
<rackyhoff@hotmail.com>, "ssherman@bhamgov.org" <ssherman@bhamgov.org> 
Subject:  2019 Road Reconstruction  - Resident of 1885 Kenwood Ct  
 

Good Afternoon,

 

I’m writing this email to reject the following proposals.

 

#1 Proposal to repave with Concrete first 300 ft and resurfacing  remaining street with
Asphalt – I reject this proposal and reconsider to repave the entire street including the
cul-de-sac with concrete.
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#2 proposal to reduce the width of Glenhurst from 32ft to 26th – Again I reject this
proposal as this street handle significant traffic during school hours and is already
congested. Further reducing the width makes matters worse. Please keep the width
at 32ft during reconstruction next year.

 

Thanks,

Srinivas Thota

1885 Kenwood Ct

248-302-0666

 
 
--  
Joseph A. V alentine
City Manager
City of Birmingham
151 Martin Street
Birmingham, MI 48009
(248) 530-1809   Office Direct
(248) 530-1109   Fax
jvalentine@bhamgov.org
Twitter: @JoeValentine151
 
To get the latest information regarding the City of Birmingham, please sign up for our communication tools by clicking
here www.bit.ly/bhamnews.
 
 
 
--  
Joseph A. V alentine
City Manager
City of Birmingham
151 Martin Street
Birmingham, MI 48009
(248) 530-1809   Office Direct
(248) 530-1109   Fax
jvalentine@bhamgov.org
Twitter: @JoeValentine151
 
To get the latest information regarding the City of Birmingham, please sign up for our communication tools by clicking
here www.bit.ly/bhamnews.
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Jana Ecker <jecker@bhamgov .org>

Fwd: Street W idth Project - BAD IDEA!  
1 message

Joe Valentine <Jvalentine@bhamgov.org> Wed, Oct 24, 2018 at 8:19 AM
To: "Andrew M. Harris" <aharris@bhamgov.org>, Carroll DeWeese <cdeweese@bhamgov.org>, Mark Nickita
<mnickita@bhamgov.org>, Patty Bordman <pbordman@bhamgov.org>, Pierre Boutros <pboutros@bhamgov.org>, Racky
Hoff <rackyhoff@hotmail.com>, Stuart Sherman <ssherman@bhamgov.org>, Tim Currier <tcurrier@bhlaw.us.com>
Cc: Jana Ecker <Jecker@bhamgov.org>

FYI 
 
---------- Forwarded message --------- 
From: Joe Valentine  <Jvalentine@bhamgov.org> 
Date: Wed, Oct 24, 2018 at 8:18 AM 
Subject: Re: Street Width Project - BAD IDEA! 
To: <debig53@gmail.com> 
 
 
Mr. and Mrs. Green,
 
Thank you for sharing your thoughts for the proposal to have streets in your neighborhood comply with the City's street
width standards.  Your message has been received and has been shared with me.  I am responding on behalf of the City
Commission as they are prohibited from collectively engaging in discussions outside of a public meeting on issues that
will come before them.  Please know your communication will be included with the materials that are presented to them
when this topic is considered.
 
Thank you again for sharing your thoughts and concerns.  Should you have any questions, please feel free in contacting
me.
 
Best Regards,
Joe Valentine
City Manager 
 
On Tue, Oct 23, 2018 at 6:31 PM Andrew Harris <aharris@bhamgov.org> wrote: 

FYI  
 
---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Debi Green  <debig53@gmail.com> 
Date: Tuesday, October 23, 2018 
Subject: Street Width Project - BAD IDEA! 
To: aharris@bhamgov.org, pbordman@bhamgov.org, pboutros@bhamgov.org, cdeweese@bhamgov.org,
rackyhoff@hotmail.com, mnickita@bhamgov.org, ssherman@bhamgov.org 
 
 
Dear Commissioners, 
 
Our names our Debi and John Green and we have been residents of Birmingham since 1977. We have lived at 1888
Kenwood Court, since 1992. Just like all of our neighbors, we feel very strongly that Glenhurst should be left at it's
present width. We have attended 2 meetings on this subject and the attendees have been unanimous in their opinion
that this is a bad idea and a waste of funds and resources. We drive it every day, multiple times a day, and the street is
packed. Between neighborhood traffic, bike traffic, school traffic, and service vehicle traffic, a narrowing of this street
would only increase these issues, especially during peak hours. 
 
We feel that the Commission needs to reconsider this decision.
 
Thank you,
 
Debi and John Green
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--  
Joseph A. V alentine
City Manager
City of Birmingham
151 Martin Street
Birmingham, MI 48009
(248) 530-1809   Office Direct
(248) 530-1109   Fax
jvalentine@bhamgov.org
Twitter: @JoeValentine151
 
To get the latest information regarding the City of Birmingham, please sign up for our communication tools by clicking
here www.bit.ly/bhamnews.
 
 
 
--  
Joseph A. V alentine
City Manager
City of Birmingham
151 Martin Street
Birmingham, MI 48009
(248) 530-1809   Office Direct
(248) 530-1109   Fax
jvalentine@bhamgov.org
Twitter: @JoeValentine151
 
To get the latest information regarding the City of Birmingham, please sign up for our communication tools by clicking
here www.bit.ly/bhamnews.
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Jana Ecker <jecker@bhamgov .org>

Fwd: Street W idth Project  
1 message

Joe Valentine <Jvalentine@bhamgov.org> Tue, Oct 30, 2018 at 5:11 PM
To: Jana Ecker <Jecker@bhamgov.org>

 
 
 
 

From:  Neil Gray <cabin20@gmail.com> 
Date:  October 29, 2018 at 9:00:41 PM EDT 
To:  undisclosed-recipients:; 
Subject:  Street W idth Project  
 

To Whom it may concern,
Thank you for taking the time to read my email. My goal is to provide feedback from a neighbor regarding
the proposed narrowing of N. Glenhurst Dr. on the north side of Oak Avenue. I live on Kenwood Ct. and
spend a lot of time on foot and in my car on Glenhurst Dr.
 
I walk my dog on that street daily with my wife and two young children. I also drive on that street daily to
transport my children to school and to various appointments.
 
When it comes to walking, the wider street provides a great view of cars, trucks, and bikes coming down the
street unlike on the south side of Oak avenue, where the street is very narrow and it is hard to see what on
the other side of delivery and construction vehicles. I feel much safer walking north from Glenhurst when I
leave Kenwood Ct. then I do when i am south of Oak St.
 
When I drive north of Oak, i can pass an oncoming car with ease and usually can pass a parked truck
without much hassle. South of Oak is very inconvenient. I constantly have to yield to oncoming traffic when
approaching a parked vehicle. Often, I must wait for several oncoming vehicles before proceeding. I usually
choose to head North on Glenhurst in order to get places to the East or West when driving.
 
Please maintain the current width of Glenhurst Drive north of Oak Ave. 
 
Thanks in advance for your consideration
Neil  

 
 
--  
Joseph A. V alentine
City Manager
City of Birmingham
151 Martin Street
Birmingham, MI 48009
(248) 530-1809   Office Direct
(248) 530-1109   Fax
jvalentine@bhamgov.org
Twitter: @JoeValentine151
 
To get the latest information regarding the City of Birmingham, please sign up for our communication tools by clicking
here www.bit.ly/bhamnews.
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Jana Ecker <jecker@bhamgov .org>

Fwd: Raynale Street Project  
1 message

Joe Valentine <Jvalentine@bhamgov.org> Tue, Oct 30, 2018 at 4:56 PM
To: "Andrew M. Harris" <aharris@bhamgov.org>, Carroll DeWeese <cdeweese@bhamgov.org>, Mark Nickita
<mnickita@bhamgov.org>, Patty Bordman <pbordman@bhamgov.org>, Pierre Boutros <pboutros@bhamgov.org>, Racky
Hoff <rackyhoff@hotmail.com>, Stuart Sherman <ssherman@bhamgov.org>, Tim Currier <tcurrier@bhlaw.us.com>
Cc: Jana Ecker <Jecker@bhamgov.org>

FYI 
 
---------- Forwarded message --------- 
From: Joe Valentine  <Jvalentine@bhamgov.org> 
Date: Tue, Oct 30, 2018 at 4:55 PM 
Subject: Re: Raynale Street Project 
To: <mboguth@pls-usa.com> 
 
 
Mr. and Mrs. Boguth,
 
Thank you for sharing your thoughts and concerns for the proposal to have streets in your neighborhood comply with the
City's street width standards.  Your message has been received and has been shared with me.  I am responding on
behalf of the City Commission as they are prohibited from collectively engaging in discussions outside of a public meeting
on issues that will come before them.  Please know your communication will be included with the materials that are
presented to them when this topic is considered.
 
Thank you again for sharing your thoughts and concerns.  Should you have any questions, please feel free in contacting
me.
 
Best Regards,
Joe Valentine
City Manager 
 
On Mon, Oct 29, 2018 at 7:21 AM Stuart Sherman <ssherman@bhamgov.org> wrote: 

 
 
Sent from my iPhone
 
Begin forwarded message: 
 

From:  Mike Boguth <mboguth@pls-usa.com> 
Date:  October 29, 2018 at 7:20:08 AM EDT 
To:  "aharris@bhamgov.org" <aharris@bhamgov.org>, "pbordman@bhamgov.org"
<pbordman@bhamgov.org>, "pboutros@bhamgov.org" <pboutros@bhamgov.org>,
"cdeweese@bhamgov.org" <cdeweese@bhamgov.org>, "rackyhoff@bhamgov.org"
<rackyhoff@bhamgov.org>, "mnickita@bhamgov.org" <mnickita@bhamgov.org>,
"rackyhoff@hotmail.com" <rackyhoff@hotmail.com>, "ssherman@bhamgov.org"
<ssherman@bhamgov.org> 
Subject:  Raynale Street Project  
 

Mayor & Commissioners, 
 
My wife and I are new residents of Birmingham.  We built a new home on Raynale and had an excellent
experience with the the City and builder.  We had options in several parts of the City to buy and build and
the wide, curbed, Raynale location was the most attractive to us.   
 
It seems completely unnecessary to change the width of a street for some standardization objectives. 
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Birmingham is quite unique and the small differences in the streets throughout the neighborhoods adds to
that uniqueness.  Please reconsider your plans and rebuild the road in its current configuration.  It will be
safer for the vehicles and school buses to travel on. 
 
Sincerely, 
Mike & Jean Boguth 
1787 Raynale  
 
Sent from my iPad

 
 
--  
Joseph A. V alentine
City Manager
City of Birmingham
151 Martin Street
Birmingham, MI 48009
(248) 530-1809   Office Direct
(248) 530-1109   Fax
jvalentine@bhamgov.org
Twitter: @JoeValentine151
 
To get the latest information regarding the City of Birmingham, please sign up for our communication tools by clicking
here www.bit.ly/bhamnews.
 
 
 
--  
Joseph A. V alentine
City Manager
City of Birmingham
151 Martin Street
Birmingham, MI 48009
(248) 530-1809   Office Direct
(248) 530-1109   Fax
jvalentine@bhamgov.org
Twitter: @JoeValentine151
 
To get the latest information regarding the City of Birmingham, please sign up for our communication tools by clicking
here www.bit.ly/bhamnews.
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Jana Ecker <jecker@bhamgov .org>

Fwd: Street W idth Project  
1 message

Joe Valentine <Jvalentine@bhamgov.org> Wed, Oct 31, 2018 at 11:21 AM
To: Jana Ecker <Jecker@bhamgov.org>

FYI 
 
---------- Forwarded message --------- 
From: Pierre Boutros  <pboutros@bhamgov.org> 
Date: Tue, Oct 30, 2018 at 9:14 PM 
Subject: Fwd: Street Width Project 
To: Joseph Valentine <jvalentine@bhamgov.org> 
 
 
 
 
Pierre Boutros 
Pharmacy director
248.663.2273
www.onecareltc.com
 
 
Begin forwarded message: 
 

From:  Charlie Dillon <Charlie.Dillon@huntington.com> 
Date:  October 26, 2018 at 4:45:56 PM EDT 
To:  "pboutros@bhamgov.org" <pboutros@bhamgov.org> 
Subject:  FW: Street W idth Project  
 

Second time is a charm buddy.

 

From:  Charlie Dillon  
Sent:  Friday, October 26, 2018 4:45 PM 
To:  'pboutros@bhamgov.com' <pboutros@bhamgov.com> 
Cc:  'Suelasser@yahoo.com' <Suelasser@yahoo.com>; 'btrunsky@comcast.net' <btrunsky@comcast.net> 
Subject:  Street Width Project

 

Pierre,

 

I hope this e-mail finds you well and in good spirits.

 

I know we touched on this subject at the coffee house when we have run in to each other, but I wanted to
make formal written recommendation regarding North Glenhurst Drive between Oak Street and Raynale
Street.
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The problem resides with the location of Quarton School, the influx of Quarton School parent’s parking on
both sides the street, then only one car can get through at a time. Most people in the city think this happens
very seldom, but it happens quite frequently. Every time there is any forms of school function (morning,
noon or night) North Glenhurst is packed with Quarton School Mom’s and Dad’s parking pretty much where
they see fit. By narrowing the road means the residence of Glenhurst will not be able to reach their homes if
any event is taking place at School after the road is narrowed.

 

I feel just by resurfacing the street and leaving the width alone would be a win / win for the residence and
city. The residence will feel comfort we can reach our home when school is in session and the city will save
a large amount money that can be surely used on the many other streets in our fine city.

 

Thank you for your time and all your hard work.

 

Sincerely,

 

Charlie Dillon

 

 

 
This message and any attachments are for the designated recipient only and may contain privileged,
proprietary, or otherwise private information. If you have received it in error, please notify the sender
immediately and delete the original. Any other use of the email by you is prohibited.  

 
- - - Huntington CAN-SPAM Opt-Out Auto-Disclosure - - - 
If you prefer not to receive future e-mail offers for products or services from Huntington click or visit
https://www.huntington.com/unsubscribe

 
 
--  
Joseph A. V alentine
City Manager
City of Birmingham
151 Martin Street
Birmingham, MI 48009
(248) 530-1809   Office Direct
(248) 530-1109   Fax
jvalentine@bhamgov.org
Twitter: @JoeValentine151
 
To get the latest information regarding the City of Birmingham, please sign up for our communication tools by clicking
here www.bit.ly/bhamnews.
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Jana Ecker <jecker@bhamgov .org>

Fwd: Street W idth Project  
1 message

Joe Valentine <Jvalentine@bhamgov.org> Fri, Nov 2, 2018 at 4:22 PM
To: "Andrew M. Harris" <aharris@bhamgov.org>, Carroll DeWeese <cdeweese@bhamgov.org>, Mark Nickita
<mnickita@bhamgov.org>, Patty Bordman <pbordman@bhamgov.org>, Pierre Boutros <pboutros@bhamgov.org>, Racky
Hoff <rackyhoff@hotmail.com>, Stuart Sherman <ssherman@bhamgov.org>, Tim Currier <tcurrier@bhlaw.us.com>
Cc: Jana Ecker <Jecker@bhamgov.org>

 
 
---------- Forwarded message --------- 
From: Joe Valentine  <Jvalentine@bhamgov.org> 
Date: Fri, Nov 2, 2018 at 4:21 PM 
Subject: Re: Street Width Project 
To: <tedicollier@me.com> 
 
 
Ms. Collier,
 
Thank you for sharing your thoughts and concerns for the proposal to have streets in your neighborhood comply with the
City's street width standards.  Your message has been received and has been shared with me.  I am responding on
behalf of the City Commission as they are prohibited from collectively engaging in discussions outside of a public meeting
on issues that will come before them.  Please know your communication will be included with the materials that are
presented to them when this topic is considered.
 
Thank you again for sharing your thoughts and concerns.  Should you have any questions, please feel free in contacting
me.
 
Best Regards,
Joe Valentine
City Manager 
 
On Fri, Nov 2, 2018 at 11:09 AM Stuart Sherman <ssherman@bhamgov.org> wrote: 

 
 
Sent from my iPhone
 
Begin forwarded message: 
 

From:  Tedi Collier <tedicollier@me.com> 
Date:  November 2, 2018 at 8:12:43 AM EDT 
To:  aharris@bhamgov.org, pbordman@bhamgov.org, pboutros@bhamgov.org,
cdeweese@bhamgov.org, rackyhoff@hotmail.com, mnickita@bhamgov.org, ssherman@bhamgov.org 
Subject:  Street W idth Project  
 

Dear Birmingham Mayor, Mayor Pro Tem and City Commissioners,
 
We’ve lived at 1178 North Glenhurst for 36 years. Our son started kindergarten in 1982 and we walked
him and later our daughter to Quarton Elementary School. This neighborhood is a very walkable
community; I often walk for several miles through the neighborhood with my dog. So there is no problem
with safety and walkability on the sidewalks in our neighborhood. However there is a problem with safely
driving on some of the narrow streets due to the congestion of parked vehicles which includes the never-
ending presence of construction and maintenance vehicles. Thankfully our street, N. Glenhurst and
around the corner Raynale are wider streets allowing cars to get through even when there are parked
vehicles on the street. 
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We basically live in a car-based area since we are so far from downtown and, therefore, we are more
likely to drive into the city rather than to walk. The plans to increase the walkability of Birmingham by
narrowing the streets does not really pertain to those of us who live this far away from downtown
Birmingham. 
 
When work is done on Raynale and N. Glenhurst we want the street widths to remain as wide as they
presently are. We DO NOT want the width of Raynale or Glenhurst to be narrowed.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marion Tedi Collier
1178 N. Glenhurst Dr.
Birmingham, MI 48009
tedicollier@me.com
 
 

 
 
--  
Joseph A. V alentine
City Manager
City of Birmingham
151 Martin Street
Birmingham, MI 48009
(248) 530-1809   Office Direct
(248) 530-1109   Fax
jvalentine@bhamgov.org
Twitter: @JoeValentine151
 
To get the latest information regarding the City of Birmingham, please sign up for our communication tools by clicking
here www.bit.ly/bhamnews.
 
 
 
--  
Joseph A. V alentine
City Manager
City of Birmingham
151 Martin Street
Birmingham, MI 48009
(248) 530-1809   Office Direct
(248) 530-1109   Fax
jvalentine@bhamgov.org
Twitter: @JoeValentine151
 
To get the latest information regarding the City of Birmingham, please sign up for our communication tools by clicking
here www.bit.ly/bhamnews.
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Jana Ecker <jecker@bhamgov .org>

Fwd: N. Glenhurst and Raynale Street W idth Project  
1 message

Joe Valentine <Jvalentine@bhamgov.org> Mon, Nov 5, 2018 at 8:55 AM
To: Jana Ecker <Jecker@bhamgov.org>

 
 
---------- Forwarded message --------- 
From: Andrew Harris  <aharris@bhamgov.org> 
Date: Sat, Nov 3, 2018 at 8:46 AM 
Subject: Fwd: N. Glenhurst and Raynale Street Width Project 
To: Joe Valentine <Jvalentine@bhamgov.org> 
 
 
 
 
---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Helene Predhomme  <helene@predhomme.com> 
Date: Saturday, November 3, 2018 
Subject: N. Glenhurst and Raynale Street Width Project 
To: "aharris@bhamgov.org" <aharris@bhamgov.org> 
 
 

Dear Commissioner Harris:

We live at 1090 N. Glenhurst on the southeast corner of N. Glenhurst and Raynale. We have lived in our
home for 27 years and raised two sons there. We thoroughly enjoy the beauty of our block between Oak and
Raynale on N. Glenhurst with its wide street, its mature, healthy tree canopy and graceful curve. Recently we
received a notification regarding the proposed project to narrow N. Glenhurst and Raynale from the present
32 ft. width to 26 ft. We are opposed to the narrowing of both  streets for the following reasons: 

We believe narrowing these streets will not make our streets safer for vehicles and pedestrians. Presently if
one car is parked on one side of N. Glenhurst and another car parked on the other side, a moving vehicle can
safely fit in the road. Bike riders can safely ride as well and pedestrians can safely walk on our wide
sidewalks. The width of our street allowed our boys and their friends to ride their bikes on N. Glenhurst and
Raynale at a safe distance from moving cars as well as parked cars. With the number of construction and
service vehicles that can be parked on our street for months as well as weekly lawn service vehicles parked
every day in spring, summer, and fall, plus school bus traffic on both streets, there would be worse
congestion with a 26 ft. wide street. Also current Birmingham streets that are 26 feet wide do not allow bike
riders to safely pass and vehicles are forced to depend on another’s courtesy to let one pass as the other waits
adding more congestion and unsafe conditions.

In addition, our driveway is on Raynale. Ever since Oak was reconfigured for Quarton School traffic, if we
leave for work at the time parents are driving their children to school, there is a line of cars driving west on
Raynale and turning south on N Glenhurst preventing us from backing out of our driveway until all of the
traffic clears. Narrowing Raynale would dangerously add to this congestion.

Since N. Glenhurst does not extend all the way to Quarton, we do not have the cut-through traffic that other
streets have in our neighborhood. Accordingly, traffic volume is light compared to other Quarton Lake
streets and in our opinion, speeding is not an issue. If the City wants to slow traffic on our street, our
suggestion is to simply place stop signs at N. Glenhurst and Raynale and make it a four-way stop and keep
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N. Glenhurst and Raynale at 32 ft. This would be a more fiscally responsible option to the desire to “slow
traffic down”.  

We also understand that the City wants additional green space and less concrete so the narrowing will add
three feet of green space on either side of the street. We understand the desire to increase green space but in
this particular case, the green space of the lots on our street is already large and we do not believe we need
more. Also, the new trees that we have seen the City plant on redone streets are sadly too young and too
small. Another major concern we have is the potential damage to mature tree roots from this project.  

Based upon the above reasons, we are opposed to the project and respectfully ask the City to please
reconsider. Our street is unique and beautiful, and we love it the way it is!  

Sincerely,

Helene and Michael Predhomme

1090 N Glenhurst

Telephone: 248-540-1040

 

 

--

Helene A. Predhomme, CPA, MST

Predhomme & Co.

260 E. Brown St., Ste. 320

Birmingham, MI 48009

 

Phone: 248-540-1040

Fax: 248-540-1964

E-Mail: helene@predhomme.com

Web: www.predhomme.com

 

 

Notice:  This message (including any attachments) is intended only for the use of the individual or entity to which it is addressed.  It
may contain information that is confidential and exempt from disclosure under law.  If you are not the intended recipient, you are
notified that any dissemination, distribution or copying of this message is strictly prohibited.  If you have received this message in
error, please delete this message.

 

 

 
 
 
--  
Joseph A. V alentine
City Manager
City of Birmingham
151 Martin Street
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MEMORANDUM 
Planning Division 

DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

November 9, 2018 

Joseph A. Valentine, City Manager 

Jana L. Ecker, Planning Director 

SUBJECT: Public Hearing for Amendment to Article 3, Section 3.08(E) of the 
Zoning Ordinance  

INTRODUCTION: 
Current City policy in the Triangle Overlay District allows for additional height if two out the five 
options in Section 3.08(E) of the Zoning Ordinance are met. Section 3.08(E)(1) states that “The 
applicant may provide a payment-in-lieu to the City for construction of parking in a public parking 
deck at an offsite location at the rate of $15,000 per parking space.”  The ordinance was written 
in 2007 and the construction costs of parking decks have increased significantly since then.  

BACKGROUND: 
On August 8, 2018, the Planning Board discussed changing the price per space in the Triangle 
Overlay District to meet current market rate construction costs. It was also suggested to 
implement an annual price increase at a certain percentage. The Planning Board wanted 
clarification of the intent of the ordinance as to whether it was meant to be tied to current market 
rate price, or if it was meant to incentivize payment into a parking fund by offering a discounted 
rate. 

On September 12, 2018, it was clarified by the City Manager that the intent of the ordinance is 
to maintain market rate construction costs for the payment-in-lieu policy of Section 
3.08(E)(1) in the Triangle Overlay District. Local comparisons of recent parking structures 
that have been built or were approved to be built were also provided from the cities of Royal 
Oak, Rochester, and Detroit. It was noted that Royal Oak recently built a seven level parking 
structure with 521 spaces that was quoted at $15,500,000 which is $29,750 per space. The bid 
quotes that Royal Oak received were also provided which ranged from $27,716 to $31,770 per 
space. Royal Oak plans to build another parking structure next to its planned City Hall and has 
quoted $27,500 per space for the 581 spaces planned.  

The Planning Board decided on increasing the price to $27,500 per space and to implement a 3% 
annual price increase beginning July 1, 2019.  

On October 10, 2018 the Planning Board held a public hearing to increase the price per space to 
$27,500 with a 3% increase every year beginning July 1, 2019 and voted unanimously to 
recommend approval of the amendment to Article 3, Section 3.08(E) of the Zoning Ordinance 
to amend the amount of the payment in-lieu of parking for extra height in in the Triangle 
Overlay District. 



LEGAL REVIEW: 
The City Attorney has reviewed the draft language and has no concerns. 

FISCAL IMPACT: 
Increasing the amount of payment per space will increase the amount of funding available for a 
parking structure in the Triangle Overlay District and ease the burden of funding for the City. 

SUMMARY: 
The Planning Board has recommended increasing the payment-in-lieu rate from $15,000 to 
$27,500 per parking space in the Triangle Overlay District, and having this amount increase 
by 3.00% annually beginning July 1st, 2019. 

ATTACHMENTS: 
 Proposed ordinance language
 Planning Board report from October 10, 2018 Planning Board meeting
 Carl Walker Parking Structure Cost Outlook for 2014, 2015 & 2017
 Royal Oak, MI parking structure information
 Detroit Tigers parking deck news article
 City of Rochester, MI parking deck news article
 Relevant meeting minutes

SUGGESTED RESOLUTION: 
To approve an amendment to Article 3, Section 3.08(E) of the Zoning Ordinance, Additional 
Building Height, to increase the amount of the one-time payment-in-lieu of parking fee option 
in the Triangle Overlay District. 



ORDINANCE NO.________ 

THE CITY OF BIRMINGHAM ORDAINS: 

AN ORDINANCE TO AMEND CHAPTER 126, ZONING, OF THE CODE OF THE CITY OF 
BIRMINGHAM:  

TO AMEND ARTICLE 3, SECTION 3.08 (E), ADDITIONAL BUILDING HEIGHT, TO 
INCREASE THE AMOUNT OF THE ONE-TIME PAYMENT-IN-LIEU OF PARKING 
FEE OPTION IN THE TRIANGLE OVERLAY DISTRICT. 

Section 3.08 (E) Additional Building Height 
E. Additional Building Height: Buildings or portions of buildings that are 100 feet or more 

from a single-family residential zoning district may have the additional building height (in 
number of stories and/or feet of height) noted in Section 3.08B, Section 3.08C, and 
Section 3.08D where 2 or more of the following are provided as part of the 
development. Additional stories shall be stepped back at a 45-degree angle from the top 
story allowed by right without the height bonus.  

1. A multi-level parking structure that offers parking available to the public at the
rate of one parking space available to the public for every 300 square feet of 
building floor area allowed in the additional stories. Where additional building 
height is proposed without additional stories, then the parking shall be based 
upon the building floor area in the top floor. The applicant may provide payment-
in-lieu to the City for construction of parking in a public parking deck at an offsite 
location. at the rate of $15,000 per parking space. Parking rates will be 
calculated as follows: 

a. The rate of $27,500 per space to match the current cost
 per above-ground structured parking space in 2018. 

b. Starting July 1st, 2019, the rate of payment per parking
space  shall be increased by 3 percent each year.

ORDAINED this ______ day of _________, 2018 to become effective 7 days after publication. 

____________________________ 

Andrew Harris, Mayor       

____________________________ 

Cherilynn Mynsberge, City Clerk 



MEMORANDUM  

Date:  October 4, 2018 

To:  Planning Board 

From: Nicholas Dupuis, Planning Intern 

Approved:   Jana L. Ecker, Planning Director 

Subject: Triangle District – Additional Building Height 

Planning Division 

In Birmingham’s Triangle District, developers are required to maintain a maximum building height 
depending on the zoning district being built upon. However, unique to the Triangle District, there 
are a series of provisions that allow for the addition of building height if completed. Section 3.08(E) 
of the Zoning Ordinance reads as follows: 

E. Additional Building Height: Buildings or portions of buildings that are 100 feet or more from 
a single-family residential zoning district may have the additional building height (in 
number of stories and/or feet of height) noted in Section 3.08B, Section 3.08C, and Section 
3.08D where 2 or more of the following are provided as part of the  development. 
Additional stories shall be stepped back at a 45-degree angle from the top story allowed 
by right without the height bonus. 

1. A multi-level parking structure that offers parking available to the public at the
rate of one parking space available to the public for every 300 square feet of 
building floor area allowed in the additional stories. Where additional building 
height is proposed without additional stories, then the parking shall be based 
upon the building floor area in the top floor. The applicant may provide 
payment-in-lieu to the City for construction of parking in a public 
parking deck at an offsite location at the rate of $15,000 per parking 
space. 

2. Dedication of an improved public plaza with an area that is at least equal to 25%
of the additional floor area of building area allowed in the additional stories. Where 
additional building height is proposed without additional stories, then public plaza 
space shall be based upon 25% of the building floor area on the top floor. The 
location and design of the plaza shall be approved by the Planning Board and shall 
be in accordance with the Triangle District Urban Design Plan. 

3. A mixed use building that provides residential dwelling units above first-floor
commercial where a minimum of 50% of the buildings floor area is residential. 

4. Leadership in Energy and Environmental Design (LEED) building design,
accredited based upon the rating system of the United States Green Building 
Council. 



5. Transfer of development rights for additional floor area that zoning would permit 
on a site containing an historic building or resource designated under Section  127 
of the Birmingham Code. The development rights shall be dedicated through 
recording a conservation easement on the designated historic resource, which shall 
be reviewed and approved by the Historic District Commission. F. MU3, MU5 and 
MU7 Front Yard Building Setback Exceptions: In the MU3, MU5 

 
 
The City has recently discussed the dollar amount in the first requisite item option for a height 
bonus in the Triangle District shown in Section 3.08(E)(1) noted in bold above. The City 
understands that due to geography, number of parking levels, façade treatments, number of 
parking spaces, inflation, market conditions and other factors, the price of constructing 
structured parking may increase as time goes on. In 2007, when this provision was added, the 
City deemed the amount of $15,000 per space to be enough money to satisfy the first item in 
the additional height bonus section.  

 
However, a study performed by Carl Walker, Inc. determined that the median cost per structured 
parking space in the City of Detroit in 2017 was $19,873 per space, and $59.59 per square foot. 
Historical Carl Walker, Inc. studies supply these figures: 

 
 

Year Median Cost Per Space Percent Change
2013 $18,129 -
2014 $18,543 2.2% increase
2015 $19,138 3.1% increase
2016 $19,597 2.4% increase
2017 $19,837 1.2% increase
2018 $20,273 2.2% increase

 
Using the average percent change from 2014-2017, it can be estimated that the cost of a 
structured parking space might increase by at least 2.2 percent in 2018, bringing the median cost 
per structured parking space to $20,273. In an effort to stay current with the pricing trends in the 
parking structure construction market, the City of Birmingham would like to update its ordinance 
to reflect a yearly percentage increase in the figure presented in the ordinance. The goals of 
the proposed price increase are to stay current with the construction costs, inflation 
and material costs (etc.) associated with building a parking structure in the future. 
The proposed language of Section 3.08 (E)(1) may be amended as follows: 

 
1. A multi-level parking structure that offers parking available to the public at the rate 

of one parking space available to the public for every 300 square feet of building 
floor area allowed in the additional stories. Where additional building height is 
proposed without additional stories, then the parking shall be based upon the 
building floor area in the top floor. The applicant may provide payment- in-lieu to 
the City for construction of parking in a public parking deck at an offsite location 
within the Triangle District. at the rate of $15,000 per parking space. Parking rates 
will be  calculated as follows: 



a. The rate of $20,330 per space to match the national median cost per
above-ground structured parking space in 2018. 

b. Starting July 1, 2019 the rate of payment per parking space shall be
increased by 3 percent each year.

On August 8, 2018 the Planning Board discussed the proposed ordinance amendment to Article 3, 
section 3.08(E)(1), and directed staff to request clarification from the City Manager as to whether 
the purpose of the proposed amendments was to simply keep the amount consistent with current 
and future construction costs, or whether the purpose was to incentivize payment in lieu of parking 
by keeping the amount per space lower than the actual construction costs for a parking space. 

The City Manager has advised that the goal of the proposed ordinance amendment is to ensure 
that the payment in lieu of parking amount stays current based on actual construction costs, 
inflation and material costs (etc.) now and into the future.   

On September 12, 2018 the Planning Board discussed the proposed amendment as well as 
additional research on actual parking deck construction costs in Royal Oak and Rochester which 
showed a significantly higher cost per space than the Carl Walker study.  After discussion, board 
members reached consensus that the Royal Oak recent costs should be used as a basis for the 
current cost in the draft ordinance amendment of $27,500 per space.  The Planning Board then 
voted to set a public hearing for October 10, 2018 to consider amending Article 3, Section 3.08 
(E)(1) of the Zoning Ordinance to adjust the payment in lieu of parking amount over time. 

SUGGESTED ACTION: 

To recommend approval to the City Commission to amend Article 3, Section 3.08 (E)(1) of the 
Zoning Ordinance to adjust the payment in lieu of parking amount over time. 



ORDINANCE NO.________ 

THE CITY OF BIRMINGHAM ORDAINS: 

AN ORDINANCE TO AMEND CHAPTER 126, ZONING, OF THE CODE OF THE CITY OF 
BIRMINGHAM:  

TO AMEND ARTICLE 3, SECTION 3.08 (E), ADDITIONAL BUILDING HEIGHT, TO 
AMEND THE OPTION ITEMS TO GAIN ADDITIONAL BUILDING HEIGHT/STORIES 

Section 3.08 (E) Additional Building Height 

E. Additional Building Height: Buildings or portions of buildings that are 100 feet or more 
from a single-family residential zoning district may have the additional building height (in 
number of stories and/or feet of height) noted in Section 3.08B, Section 3.08C, and 
Section 3.08D where 2 or more of the following are provided as part of the 
development. Additional stories shall be stepped back at a 45-degree angle from the top 
story allowed by right without the height bonus.  

1. A multi-level parking structure that offers parking available to the public at the
rate of one parking space available to the public for every 300 square feet of 
building floor area allowed in the additional stories. Where additional building 
height is proposed without additional stories, then the parking shall be based 
upon the building floor area in the top floor. The applicant may provide payment-
in-lieu to the City for construction of parking in a public parking deck at an offsite 
location. at the rate of $15,000 per parking space. Parking rates will be 
calculated as follows: 

a. The rate of $27,500 per space to match the current cost
 per above-ground structured parking space in 2018. 

b. Starting July 1st, 2019, the rate of payment per parking
space  shall be increased by 3 percent each year. 

ORDAINED this ______ day of _________, 2018 to become effective 7 days after publication. 

____________________________ 

Andrew Harris, Mayor       

____________________________ 

Cherilynn Mynsberge, City Clerk 
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Parking Structure Cost Outlook for 2014
By Gary Cudney, P.E. - President/CEO 

It’s that time of year 
again when Carl Walker, 
Inc. prepares a statistical 
analysis of parking 
structure construction 
costs and provides a 

market forecast for the remainder of the year. 

At Carl Walker, Inc., we specialize in parking 
structure design, structural engineering, parking 
studies, parking operations consulting, and 
restoration of parking structures, plazas, facades, 
and other buildings. Thus, we maintain a database 
of completed parking structure projects and have 
developed a methodology to analyze the historical 
cost information to assist our clients and the industry.   

Our construction cost database contains a list 
of hundreds of completed parking structures 
of various sizes, scopes and locations. The cost 
data is assigned a factor based on the time of 
bidding and location. The time factor is based 
on the Building Cost Index (BCI), published by 

Engineering News-Record (ENR). The location 
factor is taken from the yearly edition of the RS 
Means Building Construction Cost Data. Applying 
these two factors to actual construction cost 
data adjusts the cost to a current national basis 
and from that we determine the national median, 
which can then be re-adjusted to reflect a median 
construction cost in almost every American city.   

As of March 2014, our statistical data indicates 
that the median construction cost for a new 
parking structure is $18,038 per space and $54.05 
per square foot. This is the first time the median 
cost has exceeded $18,000 per space, increasing 
2.9% from 2013 when the median cost was $17,533 
per space based on our historical database.
This relatively minor increase is reflective of 
the fact that while construction markets are 
beginning to recover, material price increases 
were very low due to foreign competition and 
labor rates were stable as the competitive 
market place continued. The table below 
lists the 2014 median cost in various U.S. cities.   

National Median 
Parking Structure 

Construction Cost 2014
$18,038 per space

$54.05 per square foot
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(continued from Page 1)

PARKING INDUSTRY CONSTRUCTION                   
ECONOMIC FORECAST
According to McGraw Hill Construction’s 2014 
forecast “we will see 2014 as another year of 
measured expansion for the construction industry.”1 

Further, they report that while the construction 
spending in the institutional sector (higher 
education, hospitals, government) industry is down 
about 32% below 2008, the “five-year decline for 
the institutional building market is finally reaching its 
end” with a slight 2% increase projected for 2014.1  

Digging out of the deep construction industry 
recession has been sluggish and hampered 
by uncertainty. After a nearly 50% plummet 
in volume in the non-residential building 
market, and very slow growth for the past five 
years, current predictions by industry experts 
point to greater optimism for 2014 and 2015:

• The American Institute of Architects (AIA) chief 
economist Kermit Baker, PhD stated that “2014 
looks to be a better year with non-residential 
building activity increasing 5.8%” and that 
the “recovery will continue into 2015 with 
spending increasing 8%.” While there has been 
fluctuation and regional differences in the AIA 
Architectural Billings Index (ABI), Baker further 
reports that the “ABI has risen in vast majority of 
the last 16 months. With such sustained growth 
in design activity, continued improvement 
in construction activity will follow suit”.2   
Unfortunately, the AIA Architectural Billings 
Index for March 2014 of 48.8 indicates the year 
is getting off to a slower start than expected.3   

• The AIA also compiles a Consensus Construction 
Forecast based on predictions of seven leading 
non-residential construction forecasters in the 
U.S. According to the Consensus Construction 
Forecast, the non-residential construction 
industry is expecting better growth than 
the past five years, with increases in activity 
projected for the office sector of 9.2% 
(2014) and 10.8% (2015), healthcare sector 
of 5.2% (2014) and 7.8% (2015), education 
sector of 2.8% (2014) and 5.8% (2015).2 

Median Parking Structure 
Construction Costs 2014

City   Index Cost/Space Cost/SF

Atlanta  87.5 $15,783  $47.29

Baltimore  92.8 $16,739  $50.15

Boston   117.6 $21,212  $63.56

Charlotte  80.8 $14,575  $43.67

Chicago  117.6 $21,212  $63.56

Cleveland  99.4 $17,930  $53.72

Denver  93.3 $16,829  $50.42

Dallas   85.2 $15,368  $46.05

Detroit   102.8 $18,543  $55.56

Houston  86.6 $15,621  $46.80

Indianapolis  92.6 $16,703  $50.05

Kansas City  103.8 $18,723  $56.10

Los Angeles  107.3 $19,355  $57.99

Miami   87.6 $15,801  $47.34

Minneapolis  109.0 $19,661  $58.91

Nashville  87.5 $15,783  $47.29

New York  131.1 $23,648  $70.85

Philadelphia  113.9 $20,545  $61.56

Phoenix  88.7 $16,000  $47.94

Pittsburgh  102.3 $18,453  $55.29

Portland  99.1 $17,875  $53.56

Richmond  86.7 $15,639  $46.86

St. Louis  103.1 $18,597  $55.72

San Diego  104.1 $18,777  $56.26

San Francisco  122.5 $22,096  $66.21

Seattle   103.5 $18,669  $55.94

Washington, D.C. 97.2 $17,533  $52.53

National Average 100 $18,038 $54.05

2



800.FYI.PARK  carlwalker.com

• Gilbane Building Company, in their Market 
Conditions in Construction report, predicts a 
7.4% upturn in non-residential building spending 
in 2014. Construction cost escalation will be 
higher than normal as spending continues to 
increase. Labor and material costs will increase 
as fees and margins expand 4-7% for 2014 and 
5-8% for 2015. Gilbane also reported that the 
“construction workforce is still 25% below the 
peak and it will take a minimum of four more 
years to return to peak levels.”4

• Turner Construction’s Turner Building Cost 
Index rose 4.65% during 2013. Their 2013 
Fourth Quarter Forecast states that “growing 
demand is fueling optimism in the design 
and construction industries. Private sector 
building construction work continues to grow, 
offsetting reductions in the public sector. Labor 
costs and material prices are inching up as 
demand increases.”5 Additionally, the Turner 
2014 First Quarter Forecast indicates a 0.80% 
increase in costs for the quarter, a “reflection 
of constrained availability of labor, stability 
in commodity prices and competition in the 
market.”6

• The Engineering News-Record (ENR) recently 
reported their first quarter 2014 Construction 
Industry Confidence Index (CICI) increased 
to a record 72 points on a scale of 100, which 
represents a growing market. The vast majority 
of the 414 executives of large construction and 
design firms responding to the survey believe 
that the market is stable and growing.7 The ENR 
also reported “the U.S. Economy’s CICI rating is 
five points lower than the overall construction 
market’s rating, showing continuing economic 
concerns”.7    

• Dale Denda, Parking Market Research Co.’s 
Director of Research, presented at the Parking 
Industry Exhibition (PIE) in March 2014 on 
the parking structure construction market. 
He estimated an 8.5% increase in project 
commitments/starts in 2013 over 2012 and 
predicts about a 5-7% gain nationally in 2014. 
The parking structure construction market 
strength will vary greatly by regional and local 

geographic area.8

SUMMARY
The projected improvement in the architectural 
firm backlog reported by the Architectural Billings 
Index (ABI) and the record-high Construction 
Industry Confidence Index (CICI) are positive 
signs for the construction and parking industries. 
In absence of any major economic event or 
additional federal government budget/debt 
ceiling debacles, construction activity should be 
at the highest levels since the market collapse.  

With the improved construction activity, project 
costs are expected to escalate to a greater level 
than the small projected increase in material and 
labor costs would indicate. Further, shortages of 
skilled construction workers who left the industry 
during the downturn could restrain market growth 
and raise costs. Thus, there may be a small bubble 
of pent-up demand that could spring loose as 
owners seek to have their projects bid ahead of 
the competition.   

Carl Walker’s parking professionals will be happy 
to assist with budgeting of your next parking 
structure. If you have questions or would like 
specific cost information for your area, contact 
Gary Cudney at gcudney@carlwalker.com or 
800-FYI-PARK (800-394-7275).  

References:
1. “Housing Leads Construction Industry to Moderate Growth in 

2014, According to McGraw Hill Construction,” McGraw Hill 
Construction Press Release, October 25, 2013.
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Poised to Resume Recovery in 2014,” by Kermit Baker, PhD, The 
American Institute of Architects AIArchitect, January 24, 2014.

3. “Architectural Billings Index Mired in Slowdown,” Press Release by 
Scott Frank, The American Institute of Architects, April 23, 2014.

4. “Market Conditions in Construction – December 2013,” by 
Gilbane Building Company.

5. “Turner Building Cost Index – 2013 Fourth Quarter Forecast,” Turner 
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6. “Turner Building Cost Index – 2014 First Quarter Forecast,” Turner 
Construction Company.

7. “Industry Executives Expect Growth to Accelerate in 2014,” by 
Gary J. Tulacz, Engineering News – Record, March 24/31, 2014.

8. “Behind the National Forecast – Multi-Year Trends in Local Markets 
Parking Garage Construction,” by Dale F. Denda, Director of 
Research, Parking Market Research Company, Parking Industry 
Exhibition (PIE) – March, 2014.
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PROJECT HIGHLIGHTS
PARKING STUDY AT LSU HEALTH SCIENCES CENTER WRAPS UP

NEW ORLEANS, LA - Carl Walker, Inc. recently wrapped up a parking study 
at Louisiana State University Health Sciences Center (LSUHSC), assessing 
current and future parking needs as well as providing options for improv-
ing the management and operation of existing parking supplies. Another key objective was to maximize the 
effective utilization of existing parking resources. Opportunities to add on- and off-street surface parking spac-
es were identified and cost estimates of proposed options were prepared.

CARL WALKER, INC. EXPLORES FEASIBILITY OF  UNDERGROUND PARKING IN SOUTH ARENA   DISTRICT

GRAND RAPIDS, MI - The City of Grand Rapids (City) and Downtown Grand Rapids Inc. 
(DGRI)(DDA) retained Carl Walker, Inc. to explore the feasibility of underground parking 
in the South Arena District, an area currently occupied by four publicly owned surface 
parking lots. The underground parking analysis was the recommendation of the recently 
completed Arena South Visioning Plan, which recommends reclaiming scarce down-
town land for people by improving pedestrian connections, adding green space, and 
supporting mixed-use development that provides residential, office and commercial 

uses. The study will help the city, DGRI, and developers   decide whether the anticipated higher financial re-
turns and improved downtown experience for pedestrians will justify the added cost of underground parking.

(continued from Page 3)
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MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT
Our current feature article, 
Parking Structure Cost Outlook 
for 2014, indicates 2014 and 
2015 should have better growth 
than recent years. However, 
the first quarter was slower than 
expected, perhaps due to the 

harsh winter many of us experienced. Hopefully, the 
economist’s predictions will come true this summer.   

The median national parking structure cost is now 
$18,038 per space, based on average national 
construction costs, and will vary depending on 
geographic location and project features. 
Our historical cost database goes back over 30 
years when our firm was founded. Interestingly, 
more recent projects have a higher median 
cost than older projects as the “quality” 
of many parking structures has improved. 
Projects in the median cost range typically include 
many amenities and features desired by owners and 

users. However, if enhancements that are becoming 
more common nowadays are used, such as wider 
parking spaces, fancier façade treatments, LED lights 
with computerized occupancy sensor controls, 75- to 
100-year service life, painted ceilings, underground 
construction, advanced sustainability features (solar 
panels, storm water detention, lighting, green roofs, 
etc.), parking space guidance, etc. then costs will likely 
exceed the median. However, our understanding 
of project costs means we can design a parking 
structure to whatever the project budget allows!

We welcome the opportunity to assist you in 
evaluating plans for parking development 
and how to achieve the best balance between 
function, aesthetics, first-cost, and life-cycle costs!       

Gary Cudney, P.E.



Parking Structure Cost Outlook for 2015
By Gary Cudney, P.E., President/CEO 

Carl Walker is pleased to provide 
its annual statistical analysis of 
parking structure construction 
costs and new parking structure 
market forecast, albeit a little 
later than usual this year. At 

Carl Walker, we specialize in parking structure design, structural 
engineering, parking studies, parking operations consulting, 
and restoration of parking structures, plazas, facades, and other 
buildings. We maintain a database of completed parking structure 
projects and have developed a methodology to analyze the 
historical cost information to assist our clients and the industry.

Our construction cost database contains hundreds of completed 
parking structure projects of varying size, scope, and geographic 
location.  For this forecast, we only omit the cost of parking 
structures that are completely below grade, since the cost of such 
structures is much higher.  The cost data is assigned factors based 
on the time of bidding and location of the parking structure.  The 
time factor is based on the Building Cost Index (BCI), published by 
Engineering News-Record (ENR). The location factor is taken from 
the yearly edition of the RS Means Building Construction Cost Data. 
Applying these two factors to actual construction cost data adjusts 

the cost to a current national basis and from that we determine the 
national median. The national median can then be re-adjusted to 
reflect a median construction cost in almost every city in America.

As of March 2015, our statistical data indicates that the median 
construction cost for a new parking structure is $18,599 per space 
and $55.66 per square foot, increasing 3.1% from March, 2014 
when the median cost was $18,038 per space based on our historical 
database. This relatively minor increase is reflective of the fact 
that while construction markets are in a recovery, material price 
increases were very low due to foreign competition, fuel prices were 
considerably lower, and labor rates were stable as the competitive 
market place continued.  The following table lists the 2015 
median parking structure construction cost in various U.S. cities.

It should be noted that the construction cost data does not 
include costs for items such as land acquisition, architectural 
and engineering fees, environmental evaluations, materials 
testing, special inspections, geotechnical borings and 
recommendations, financing, owner administrative and legal, 
or other project soft costs.  Soft costs are typically about 15% 
to 20% of construction costs, but can be higher for owners 
who allocate their internal costs directly to the project.               

National Median 
Parking Structure 

Construction Cost 2015
$18,599 per space

$55.66 per square foot

Park Place Parking Structure, Missoula, Montana



Median Parking Structure 
Construction Costs 

2015

City Index Cost/Space Cost/SF

Atlanta 87.5 $16,274 $48.70 
Baltimore 92.6 $17,222 $51.54 
Boston 118.1 $21,965 $65.74 
Charlotte 82.2 $15,288 $45.75 
Chicago 117.2 $21,797 $65.23 
Cleveland 99.6 $18,524 $55.44 
Denver 92.5 $17,204 $51.49 
Dallas 85.5 $15,902 $47.59 
Detroit 102.9 $19,138 $57.28 
Houston 86.8 $16,144 $48.31 
Indianapolis 92.9 $17,278 $51.71 
Kansas City 103.3 $19,212 $57.50 
Los Angeles 107.2 $19,938 $59.67 
Miami 88.2 $16,404 $49.09 
Minneapolis 108.9 $20,254 $60.62 
Nashville 87.8 $16,330 $48.87 
New York 131.8 $24,513 $73.36 
Philadelphia 114.5 $21,295 $63.73 
Phoenix 88.1 $16,385 $49.04 
Pittsburgh 102.0 $18,970 $56.77 
Portland 99.5 $18,506 $55.38 
Richmond 87.1 $16,199 $48.48 
St. Louis 102.7 $19,101 $57.16 
San Diego 104.5 $19,435 $58.17 
San Francisco 122.7 $22,820 $68.30 
Seattle 102.8 $19,119 $57.22 
Washington, D.C. 97.1 $18,059 $54.05 

National Average 100 $18,599 $55.66 

MEDIAN CONSTRUCTION COST

I am often asked what features are included within the “median 
construction cost”.  A median cost parking structure typically 
includes such features as:

• 8’ 6” wide parking spaces
• Precast concrete superstructure
• Attractive precast concrete façade with basic reveal pattern
• Glass backed elevators and unenclosed stairs clad with 

glass curtain wall to the exterior 
• Basic wayfinding and signage
• Shallow spread footing foundations
• All above grade construction 
• Open parking structure with natural ventilation without 

mechanical ventilation or fire sprinklers
• Little or no grade level commercial space
• Basic parking access and revenue control system
• Energy efficient fluorescent lighting

The construction cost of the parking structure would be higher
than the median if it includes such enhanced features as:

• 9’ 0” wide parking spaces for better user comfort
• Cast-in-place post-tensioned concrete superstructure for 

lower maintenance
• Attractive façade with precast, brick, metal panels, and 

other materials
• Green Garage Certification following the Green Parking 

Council standards
• Energy efficient LED lighting with occupancy and photocell 

computer controls
• Custom wayfinding and signage system
• Storm water management including on-site retention/

detention  
• Deep foundations, such as caissons or piling
• Below grade construction
• Enclosed stair towers due to local code requirements 
• Enclosed parking structure without natural ventilation 

where mechanical ventilation and fire sprinklers are 
required

• Grade level commercial space
• Mixed use development where the parking is integrated 

with office, retail, residential, or other uses
• State-of-the-art parking access and revenue control system 

• License plate recognition
• Parking guidance system
• Count system with variable message LED signs
• Pay-on-foot stations

• Wi-Fi and cellular services



PARKING INDUSTRY CONSTRUCTION ECONOMIC FORECAST

Thankfully, the construction industry is in the midst of a sustained
recovery.  In the parking industry, growth should be buoyed as the
institutional sector (i.e. city governments, higher education, and
healthcare) returns to growth in construction spending.  

As the construction economy improves, escalation of
construction costs and longer construction schedules can
be expected in many areas of the country due to labor shortages
in construction trades and professional positions and as
construction companies increase margins that have been
depressed for more than five years.  It is predicted that construction
inflation could be approximately double consumer inflation!1

Predictions by industry experts point to increased levels of
construction in all sectors for 2015 and 2016:

• The American Institute of Architects (AIA) chief economist 
Kermit Baker, PhD, stated that “For the coming year, prospects 
look to continue to improve, with overall growth projected 
to increase almost eight percent.  Institutional activity is 
expected to return to the positive column, with spending 
gains of five percent.” While there has been fluctuation and 
regional differences in the AIA Architectural Billings Index 
(ABI), Baker further reports that “Since May of last year, ABI 
scores have been very positive…with all of the major sectors 
participating in the recovery”.2      

• The AIA also compiles a Consensus Construction Forecast 
based on predictions of seven leading U.S. non-residential 
construction forecasters in the U.S. The Consensus 
Construction Forecast indicates the non-residential building 
construction industry is expecting  better growth than the 
past five years, with increases in activity projected for the 
office sector of 12.9% (2015) and 12.0% (2016), healthcare 
sector of 4.7% (2015) and 6.2% (2016), education sector of 
4.7% (2015) and 5.2% (2016).2 

• Gilbane Building Company, in their Market Conditions 
in Construction report, reported a 6.8% increase in non-
residential building construction in 2014 and they forecast a 
doubling of last year’s growth during 2015 to 14.0%!  Gilbane 
also reports that labor and material costs will increase as fees, 
margins, and material costs expand such that construction 
escalation could increase 5% to 8% for 2015 and 2016.1

• Turner Construction’s Turner Building Cost Index, which 
tracks construction cost escalation, rose 4.4% during 2014. 
Their 2014 Fourth Quarter Forecast states that “Higher 
construction cost escalations in urban centers with increased 
construction activity, as well as selective mega-projects, are 
driving the average domestic construction cost increases.”3 

Additionally, the Turner 2015 First Quarter Forecast indicates 
a 1.09% increase in costs for the quarter and that “material 
lead times have been extended due to increased demands 
and a reduced availability of production facilities to support 
those demands.”4

• The Engineering News-Record (ENR) recently reported their 
first quarter 2015 Construction Industry Confidence Index 
(CICI) increased to a record 78 points on a scale of 100, which 
represents a growing market. The vast majority of the 305 
executives of large construction and design firms responding 
to the survey believe that the market is stable and growing 
and will continue to pick up steam over the next 18 months.5

SUMMARY

The sustained improvement in the architectural firm backlog 
reported by the Architectural Billings Index (ABI) and the record-
high Construction Industry Confidence Index (CICI) are positive 
indicators for near term growth in the construction of parking 
structures. In absence of any major political or economic event, 
construction activity is forecasted to grow about 8% the next two 
years.  

With the improved construction activity, project costs are 
expected to escalate to a greater level than the projected increase 
in material and labor costs would indicate. Further, shortages of 
skilled construction workers who left the industry during the long 
downturn could restrain market growth and raise costs.  Because 
of these factors, Gilbane forecasts construction inflation will be 
approximately double that of consumer inflation and in the 5% to 
8% range over the next two years.1

   

The parking professionals at Carl Walker will be happy to assist 
with budgeting of your next parking structure. If you have any 
questions or would like specific cost information for your area, 
contact Gary Cudney at gcudney@carlwalker.com or 800-FYI-
PARK (800-394-7275).  
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Parking Structure Planning & Design
At Carl Walker, parking is as much an art as it is a science. It is a structural challenge that skillfully blends parking and engineering 
concepts with innovative solutions designed to streamline and simplify a world in motion. 
Parking structures have unique characteristics that distinguish them from other buildings. As parking consultants, one of our strengths 
is an extensive background in planning and designing parking structures for virtually every use and for every type of client, and in 
each case intelligently balancing aesthetics, functionality, durability, and cost for maximum benefit to the owner, the user, and the 
environment. 
Over the years, our parking professionals and structural engineers have been responsible for more than 5,500 successful projects.
We are “All Things Parking” and provide the entire range of parking design capabilities:

• Structural Engineering    • Lighting & Drainage
• Feasibility & Site Analyses   • Revenue, Security & Access Control Systems
• Planning/Functional Design   • Design/Build Scope Documents 
• Structural Engineering    • Graphics & Wayfinding Systems  
• Sustainable Design    • Owner’s Representative Services 

Studies & Operations Consult ing
Parking is not simply about storing cars. It is about providing a valuable link in the transportation system between where you live and 
your destination. Whether that is a city center, the office, university, hospital, airport or an event, you want to get where you are going 
without inconvenience, interruptions and lost time. The Carl Walker team specializes in solving problems and providing successful 
solutions for real world applications.
For any parking system to be successful, there needs to be a combination of visionary strategic planning, defined organizational goals 
and effective management. Carl Walker provides comprehensive downtown, campus, and transportation planning services, along 
with organizational assessments and policy development assistance for a wide range of client types. We understand how planning is 
supported by strong management and organizational success. We can help make the most of your parking investment with enhanced 
customer service, proper technology applications, maximizing revenue, and implementing practical, common sense policies that 
actually work.

• Management & Operational Reviews  • Feasibility Studies  
• Organizational & Policy Assessment  • Technology Assessments
• Supply & Demand Analysis   • Revenue & Rate Analysis
• Transportation & Parking Master Plans  • Enforcement Policy & Operations
• Marketing, Branding & Customer Service         

Restoration Engineering
Carl Walker provides restoration engineering for existing parking structures, but our expertise does not end there. Our group of 
Restoration Specialists is knowledgeable and experienced in the evaluation and repair of a variety of structures, including building 
facades/enclosures, supported plaza systems, tunnels, bridges, stadiums, etc.
Carl Walker’s restoration specialists help clients understand the condition of their facilities, assess repair and maintenance options, 
and design and facilitate the restoration program. Our goal is to work with our clients to develop a balanced restoration program to 
meet the repair and maintenance needs of the structure as well as the functional and operational goals of a facility.

Evaluation Services

• Structural Analysis
• Forensic Investigation
• Condition Assessment

 » Parking Garage Survey
 » Façade/Building Envelope Survey
 » Plaza Leaking/Waterproofing Review

Restoration Engineering

• Repair/Rehabilitation
• Leak Mitigation
• Corrosion Protection
• Building Envelope Repair
• Structural Strengthening      
      & Adaptive Reuse

Program Development

• Captal Improvement Plan  
      Development
• Life Cycle Cost Analysis
• Maintenance Manual Preparation
• Due Diligence Review
• Public Private Partnerships

Carl Walker, Inc.   800.394.7275   www.carlwalker.com
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Parking Structure Cost Outlook for 2017
By Gary Cudney, P.E., President/CEO 

Carl Walker is pleased to 
provide its annual statistical 
analysis of parking structure 
construction costs and new 
parking structure market 
forecast. At Carl Walker, 

we specialize in parking structure design, structural 
engineering, parking studies, parking operations 
consulting, and restoration of parking structures, plazas, 
facades, and other buildings. We maintain a database 
of completed parking structure projects and have 
developed a methodology to analyze the historical 
cost information to assist our clients and the industry.

Our construction cost database contains hundreds of 
completed parking structure projects of varying size, scope, 
and geographic location.  For this forecast, we only omit 
the cost of parking structures that are completely below 
grade, since the cost of such structures is much higher.  
The cost data is assigned factors based on the time of 
bidding and location of the parking structure.  The time 
factor is based on the Building Cost Index (BCI), published 
by Engineering News-Record (ENR). The location factor is 
taken from the yearly edition of the RS Means Building 
Construction Cost Data. Applying these two factors to actual 

construction cost data adjusts the cost to a current national 
basis and from that we determine the national median. 
The national median can then be re-adjusted to reflect a 
median construction cost in almost every city in America.

As of March 2017, our statistical data indicates that the 
median construction cost for a new parking structure is 
$19,700 per space and $59.06 per square foot, increasing 
3.5% from March 2016, when the median cost was 
$19,037 per space based on our historical database. This 
relatively minor increase is reflective of the fact that while 
construction markets are growing, material price increases 
were very low due to foreign competition, low fuel prices, 
and labor rates were stable even as the market ramped 
up.  The table on the following page lists the 2017 median 
parking structure construction cost in various U.S. cities.  

It should be noted that the construction cost data does not 
include costs for items such as land acquisition, architectural 
and engineering fees, environmental evaluations, materials 
testing, special inspections, geotechnical borings and 
recommendations, financing, owner administrative and legal, 
or other project soft costs.  Soft costs are typically about 15% 
to 20% of construction costs, but can be higher for owners 
who allocate their internal costs directly to the project.      

National Median 
Parking Structure 

Construction Cost 2017 
$19,700 per space

$59.06 per square foot

Arena Place, Grand Rapids, MI | Four level cast-in-place post-tensioned concrete parking structure  
with grade level commercial space and constructed beneath multistory residential and office.
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MEDIAN CONSTRUCTION COST
I am often asked what features are included within the 
“median construction cost”.  A median cost parking structure 
typically includes such features as:

• 8’ 6” to 8’ 9” wide parking spaces
• Precast concrete superstructure
• Attractive precast concrete façade, but with basic 

reveal pattern
• Glass backed elevators and unenclosed stairs clad with 

glass curtain wall to the exterior 
• Basic wayfinding and signage
• Shallow spread footing foundations
• All above grade construction 
• Open parking structure with natural ventilation, 

without mechanical ventilation or fire sprinklers
• Little or no grade level commercial space
• Basic parking access and revenue control system
• Energy efficient fluorescent lighting

 

City Index Cost/Space Cost/SF

Atlanta 88.5 $17,430 $52.27

Baltimore 94.0 $18.514 $55.51 

Boston 114.7 $22,591 $67.74 

Charlotte 85.8 $16,899 $50.67

Chicago 120.0 $23,634 $70.87 

Cleveland 96.9 $19,085 $57.23 

Denver 89.8 $17,686 $53.03 

Dallas 86.2 $16,977 $50.91

Detroit 100.9 $19,873 $59.59 

Houston 85.2 $16,780 $50.32

Indianapolis 91.6 $18,041 $54.10 

Kansas City, MO 102.5 $20,188 $60.53

Los Angeles 113.4 $22,334 $66.97

Miami 83.8 $16,505 $49.49 

Minneapolis 105.7 $20,818 $62.42 

Nashville 87.4 $17,214 $51.62 

New York 134.6 $26,510 $79.49

Philadelpphia 115.0 $22,650 $67.92 

Phoenix 87.3 $17,194 $51.56

Pittsburgh 102.3 $20,148 $60.42

Portland, OR 99.5 $19,597 $58.76

Richmond 87.3 $17,194 $51.56

St. Louis 101.7 $20,030 $60.06

San Diego 109.1 $21,488 $64.43

San Francisco 128.6 $25,328 $75.95

Seattle 104.9 $20,660 $61.95

Washington D.C. 94.0 $18,514 $55.51 

National  
Average 100 $19,700 $59.06

Median Parking Structure 
Construction Costs 2017

City of Orland Park, IL Main Street Triangle
Five-level, precast concrete mixed-use parking structure 

with grade-level commercial and built over a street.

Parking Structure 
Cost Outlook for 2017
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The construction cost of the parking structure will typically be 
higher than the median if it includes such enhanced features as:

• 9’ 0” wide parking spaces for better user comfort
• Cast-in-place post-tensioned concrete superstructure 

for lower maintenance
• Attractive façade with precast, brick, metal panels, and 

other materials
• ParkSmart Certification following the Green Business 

Certification, Inc (GBCI) program (formerly Green 
Garage Certification by the Green Parking Council)

• Energy efficient LED lighting with occupancy and 
photocell computer controls

• Custom wayfinding and signage system
• Storm water management including on-site retention/

detention  
• Deep foundations, such as caissons or pilings
• Below grade construction
• Enclosed stair towers due to local code requirements 
• Enclosed parking structure without natural ventilation 

where mechanical ventilation and fire sprinklers are 
required

• Grade level commercial space
• Mixed use development where the parking is 

integrated with office, retail, residential, or other uses
• State-of-the-art parking access and revenue control 

system 
 - License plate recognition
 - Parking guidance system
 - Count system with variable message LED signs
 - Pay-on-foot stations

• Wi-Fi and cellular services

PARKING INDUSTRY CONSTRUCTION  
ECONOMIC FORECAST
The construction industry is quite busy and “there is a growing 
belief among industry execs that the market will continue to 
expand.”1    Likewise, construction of mixed use and stand-
alone parking structures should see continued growth in the 
near term as construction spending in the institutional sector 
(i.e. city governments, higher education, and healthcare) is 
predicted to grow almost 6% during 2017 and 2018 and growth 
in the commercial, office, and retail sectors are predicted to be 
even higher during 2017 with some slowing in 2018.  
Over the past couple of years, warnings have been coming 
from the construction industry that projected economic 
growth would lead to escalation of construction costs 
and longer construction schedules due to labor shortages 
in construction trades and professional positions and as 
construction companies increase margins.  

University of North Carolina-Charlotte
Craige Parking Structure Expansion and Restoration

Montgomery College Parking Structure
Rendering

Parking Structure 
Cost Outlook for 2017
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The Engineering News-Record (ENR) Building Cost Index 
increased 3.3% from March 2016 to March 2017 and Turner 
Construction’s Turner Building Cost Index rose 5.05% over 
the same period.   The Consumer Price Index for All Urban 
Consumers (CPI-U) rose 2.4 percent for the 12 months ending 
March 2017, indicating construction inflation reported by 
both the ENR and Turner indexes well exceeded consumer 
inflation over the same period.  Industry experts recently 
reported the following on construction activity: 

• The American Institute of Architects (AIA) chief economist
Kermit Baker, PhD stated that “The prospects for the
construction sector for this year (2017) and next (2018)
remain quite positive…and the expectations are that
construction spending will outperform the broader
economy this year and next.”2  While there has been
fluctuation and regional differences in the AIA Architectural
Billings Index (ABI), AIA further reports that the “The
average ABI score in 2016 was 51.3”, suggesting “moderate
growth in 2017”. 3

• The AIA also compiles a Consensus Construction Forecast
based on predictions of seven leading U.S. non-residential
construction forecasters in the U.S. The Consensus
Construction Forecast indicates the non-residential 
building construction industry is expecting continued
growth the next two years.  After an estimated 8% growth
in nonresidential construction during 2016, the consensus
panel projects about 6% growth for 2017 and 5% for 2018,
with increases in activity projected for the office sector of
10.6% (2017) and 4.6% (2018), healthcare sector of 4.9%
(2017 & 2018), and education sector of 6.3% (2017) and
6.7% (2018).2

• Turner Construction’s Turner Building Cost Index which tracks
construction cost escalation rose 4.7% during 2016. Their
2016 Fourth Quarter Forecast states that “The shortage of
skilled labor continues to be a key factor towards cost impacts
across the construction industry.  As we move into 2017, this
focus on skilled labor is expected to intensify.”4 Additionally,
the Turner 2017 First Quarter Forecast indicates a 1.29%
increase in costs for the quarter and that “the availability
of skilled labor continues to influence the decision making
of subcontractors, who are making a selective approach to
pursuits…and a continued high level of construction activity
has potential to extend lead times (for materials and project
delivery) in the future.”5

• The Engineering News-Record (ENR) recently reported their 
first quarter 2017 Construction Industry Confidence Index

(CICI) increased to 76 points on a scale of 100 compared 
to 61 at this time last year.  “The sharp increase in the CICI 
the past two quarters shows that, of the 263 executives 
of large construction and design firms responding to the 
survey, most believe market growth will continue at least 
through the middle of 2018”.1    

SUMMARY
The sustained growth in architectural firm backlogs reported 
by the Architectural Billings Index (ABI) is a positive indicator 
for near term growth in the construction of parking 
structures. In absence of any major political or economic 
event, construction activity is forecasted to grow about 5% 
to 6% the next two years, including the institutional and 
commercial sectors that traditionally build parking structures.  
With the improved construction activity, project costs are 
expected to escalate to a greater level than the projected 
increase in material and labor costs would indicate. Further, 
shortages of skilled construction workers could restrain 
market growth and raise construction inflation greater 
than consumer inflation over the next two years as well as 
lengthen project schedules.   

The parking professionals at Carl Walker will be happy to 
assist with budgeting of your next parking structure. If you 
have any questions or would like specific cost information 
for your area, contact Gary Cudney at gcudney@carlwalker.
com or 800-FYI-PARK (800-394-7275).  
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CITY OF BIRMINGHAM 
PLANNING BOARD ACTION ITEMS 
OF WEDNESDAY, AUGUST 8, 2018 

 

08-144-18 
 
3.  Payment in Lieu of Parking in Triangle District  
 
Ms. Ecker explained that In Birmingham’s Triangle District, developers are required to maintain a 
maximum building height depending on the Zoning District being built upon. However, unique to 
the Triangle District, there are a series of provisions that allow for the addition of building height 
if completed. 
 
Additional Building Height: Buildings or portions of buildings that are 100 ft. or more from a 
Single-Family Residential Zoning District may have the additional building height (in number of 
stories and/or feet of height) noted in Section 3.08B, Section 3.08C, and Section 3.08D where 
two or more of the following are provided as part of the development. Additional stories shall be 
stepped back at a 45-degree angle from the top story allowed by right without the height bonus.  
 

1. The applicant may provide payment-in-lieu to the City for construction of parking 
in a public parking deck at an offsite location at the rate of $15,000 per parking space. 
 2. Dedication of an improved public plaza with an area that is at least equal to 25% of 
the additional floor area of building area allowed in the additional stories. 
3. A mixed-use building that provides residential dwelling units above first-floor 
commercial where a minimum of 50% of the building's floor area is residential.  
4. Leadership in Energy and Environmental Design ("LEED") building design, accredited 
based upon the rating system of the United States Green Building Council. 
5. Transfer of development rights for additional floor area that zoning would permit on a 
site containing an historic building or resource designated under Section 127 of the 
Birmingham Code. 

 
Ms. Ecker observed that pretty much everyone that comes in picks residential first and LEED 
certification is almost always their second option. 
 
The City has recently discussed the dollar amount in the first requisite item option for a height 
bonus in the Triangle District shown in Section 3.08 (E) (1). The City understands that the price 
of constructing structured parking may increase as time goes on. In 2007, when this provision 
was added, the City deemed the amount of $15,000 per space to be enough money to satisfy the 
first item in the additional height bonus section. 
 
However, a study performed by Carl Walker, Inc. determined that the national median cost per 
parking space in the United States in 2017 was $19,700 per space, and $59.06 per square foot.   
 
it can be estimated that the cost of a structured parking space might increase by at least 3.2 
percent in 2018, bringing the national median cost per parking space to $20,330. In an effort to 
stay current with the pricing trends in the parking structure construction market, the City of 
Birmingham would like to update its ordinance to reflect a yearly percentage increase in the figure 



presented in the Ordinance. The proposed language of Section 3.08 (E)(1) may be amended to 
calculate parking rates as follows:  

 
a. The rate of $20,330 per space to match the national median cost per above-ground 
structured parking space in 2018.  
b. Starting July 1 2019, the rate of payment per parking space shall be increased by 3 
percent each year.  
 

Mr. Koseck noted that a public parking deck at an offsite location may not serve or benefit the 
people paying into a parking fund.  
 
Mr. Emerine suggested using Detroit values as opposed as the national average that Carl Walker 
used.  Mr. Koseck said if the number is short it would benefit everybody because it will make for 
better development.  Mr. Jeffares hoped that the money going into a parking fund will be 
earmarked expressly for parking.  Ms. Ecker advised that generally a separate fund is set up that 
is required to be used only for the designated purpose. 
 
Board members agreed that (1) should read:  "The applicant may provide payment-in-lieu to the 
City for construction of parking in a public parking deck at an offsite location within the Triangle 
District . . . " 
 
It was discussed that since the amount required is lower than the actual cost to construct a 
parking space, the intent of the amendment may be to encourage development and to encourage 
public parking in the Triangle District.  
 
Ms. Ecker established that developers have to provide on-site parking for all of the as of right 
floors.  Then if they pick option (1) the required spaces for the sq. ft. contained on the bonus 
floors have to be paid for. 
 
The group agreed to defer this discussion to September when Ms. Ecker can ask the City 
Commission whether the intent is to tie the cost to some form of current market rate, or is the 
intention that the Commission  wants a recommendation incentivizing this policy by taking market 
rate minus some factor that this group recommends.   
 



Planning Board Minutes 
September 12, 2018 

1. Payment in Lieu of Parking in Triangle District

Mr. Cowan explained that the Triangle District has height limits and an extension on the height is 
allowed for one to two stories if two of the requirements in section 3.08 (E).  One requirement is 
the applicant may provide payment-in-lieu to the City for construction of parking in a public parking 
deck at an offsite location at the rate of $15,000 per parking space.  This was written in 2007 and 
since then the price/parking space has gone up. 

After doing some research it was found that a study performed by Carl Walker, Inc. determined 
that the median cost per parking space in a parking deck in the Detroit Metropolitan Area in 2017 
was $20,250.  The Royal Oak Parking Deck that was built in 2016 came out to be about 
$29,750/space.  The City of Rochester recently built two parking decks that came out to cost 
$21,818/space (three levels each).   

Some factors that lead to higher priced parking structures are retail first-floor space and enclosed 
stairways. 

The Planning Board has been asked to look into increasing the required payment-in- lieu price in 
the Triangle District. 

Chairman Clein recalled at the last meeting a question came up about the intent of this.  Ms. Ecker 
replied she spoke to the City Manager regarding that question.  The City Manager has advised that 
the intent is not to provide incentives.  The goal of the proposed ordinance amendment is to ensure 
that the payment in lieu of parking amount stays current based on actual construction costs, 
inflation and material costs (etc.) now and into the future. 

Mr. Koseck said his experience is the cost is not driven so much by enclosing an elevator or stair; 
it is more about the shape, the size, and the footprint.  So, he would expect the Royal Oak number 
is about correct.   

Everyone was comfortable with $27,500/space and a 3% yearly increase.   

Motion by Mr. Williams 
Seconded by Mr. Koseck to set a public hearing date of October 10, 2018 to consider 
amending Article 3, section 3.08 (E) (1) of the Zoning Ordinance to adjust the payment-
in-lieu of parking amount to $27,500/space with a 3% yearly increase. 

The Chairman called for comments on the motion from members of the public at 8:25 p.m. 

Mr. Michael Schwartz, 411 S. Old Woodward Ave., Birmingham Place, noted the American Institute 
of Architects gives out annual awards for the best parking structure.  He knows that the Z Garage 
in Downtown Detroit is a tourist attraction.  He encouraged the Planning Board to consider those 
things in any new structure that is built in this great city. 

Motion carried, 7-0. 

VOICE VOTE 
Yeas:  Williams, Koseck, Boyle, Clein, Emerine, Jeffares, Whipple-Boyce 
Nays:  None 
Absent:  Share 
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1. PAYMENT IN LIEU OF PARKING IN TRIANGLE DISTRICT

Chairman Clein opened the public hearing at 7:35 p.m. 

Mr. Cowan explained that Birmingham's Triangle District allows an additional story for the 
height of a commercial building if the applicant meets two or more of the listed provisions 
under section 3.08E. One of those is that the applicant may provide payment-in-lieu to the City 
for construction of parking in a public parking deck at an offsite location at the rate of $15,000 
per parking space. This ordinance was written in 2007 and since then the cost of parking 
spaces has gone up. 

On August 8, the Planning Board wanted clarification of whether this was to incentivize 
payment in lieu of parking by keeping the amount per space lower than the actual construction 
costs for a parking space. The City Manager advised the goal of this ordinance amendment is to 
ensure that the payment in lieu of parking stays current based on actual construction costs 
from now and into the future. 

On September 12 the Board discussed the cost of recently built parking structures in local 
communities and settled on $27,500/space.  That uses the Royal Oak recent costs as a basis for 
the current cost in the draft ordinance amendment.  Starting July 1, 2010, the rate of payment 
will increase by 3% each year. The Board voted to set a public hearing on this topic for October 
10, 2018. 

Motion by Mr. Williams 
Seconded by Mr. Boyle to RECOMMEND APPROVAL to the City Commission to amend 
Article 3, section 3.08 (E) (1) of the Zoning Ordinance to adjust the payment in lieu 
of parking amount over time in accordance with the comments made during the 
meeting. 

Mr. Boyle received confirmation from Ms. Ecker that this is a one-time payment that must be 
paid at the time the Building Application Permit is submitted. 

Motion carried, 7-0. 

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

The Chairman closed the public hearing at 7:38 p.m. 

CITY OF BIRMINGHAM 
REGULAR MEETING OF THE PLANNING BOARD 

WEDNESDAY, OCTOBER 10, 2018 
City Commission Room 

151 Martin Street, Birmingham, Michigan 
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MEMORANDUM 
Engineering Dept. 

Planning Dept. 
Police Dept. 

DATE: November 10, 2018 

TO: Joseph A. Valentine, City Manager 

FROM: Jana Ecker, Planning Director 
Scott Grewe, Police Commander 
Paul T. O’Meara, City Engineer 

SUBJECT: Maple Rd. Reconstruction – Southfield Rd. to Woodward Ave. 
Conceptual Plans 

INTRODUCTION: 

At the October 8, 2018 City Commission meeting, the MKSK/F&V consulting team presented 
conceptual plans for the downtown segment of Maple Rd., based on recommendations from the 
Multi-Modal Transportation Board (MMTB).  Focusing on comments from the City Commission, 
the plans were revised and then reviewed again by the MMTB at their regular meeting of 
November 1.  Refinements to the plan are now being brought forward to the City Commission. 

BACKGROUND: 

Several points of concern were raised by the City Commission.  The following is a list of those 
points, and the suggested revisions. 

1. ADA Accessible Spaces Design

Staff was under the impression that the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) requirements for 
reconstruction of streets with marked parallel parking spaces had been revised to require extra 
wide parking spaces, as presented in the previous presentation.  The widened parking spaces 
would disrupt the flow of the City sidewalk and landscaping theme.  The City Commission asked 
that we verify whether this design is suggested or mandatory. 

More recently, F&V has confirmed that the widened parking spaces are suggested but not 
required.  With that in mind, the accessible parking space locations will remain as proposed, but 
the size of the spaces will remain the same as the other parking spaces on the street.  The 
MMTB endorsed this change. 

2. Columnar Tree Recommendation

The Commission did not endorse the idea of installing columnar trees in areas of narrower 
sidewalks, such as adjacent to parking spaces.  It was noted that the sidewalk areas will be 
wider than they are now, and columnar trees have not been installed on Maple Rd. historically. 
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The City Commission asked that all canopy trees be installed, but was open to larger and 
smaller varieties of canopy trees, depending on available space. 

MKSK reviewed this idea, and have revised the conceptual plans to delete the columnar trees. 
Zelkova trees are now being recommended, in addition to Honey Locusts.  The MMTB endorsed 
this change. 

3. Electrical System for Maple Rd. Planter Boxes

When MKSK presented plans for Old Woodward Ave., it was represented that Old Woodward 
Ave. should be designed as Birmingham’s preeminent corridor, using the highest quality 
materials and landscaping features.  One of those special features that had not been designed 
into any other downtown street was a separate City-owned electrical system.  Other downtown 
streets have trees that are lit during the holiday season using electrical outlets that are 
contained on the City’s street lights.  While this simplifies the design and the construction by 
having just one electrical system under the sidewalk, the street lighting system shuts off during 
the day with photocells.  Using the separate City-owned electrical system, the holiday lights will 
be able to stay lit 24 hours a day.  Other benefits of the electrical system include charging 
stations at benches, and power if needed in the future for other street features, such as kiosk 
displays.  The electric system on Old Woodward Ave. cost approximately $290,000.   

When preparing cost estimates for Maple Rd., the electrical system was not included.  However, 
the City Commission expressed interest in having the system installed on the Maple Rd. corridor 
as well.  Working with our electrical consultant, a preliminary cost estimate of $350,000 to 
$400,000 has been prepared for this system.  Adding a system along Maple will cost more than 
it did along Old Woodward as the corridor is slightly longer, and there are approximately 20 
more planters that will require receptacles than there were along Old Woodward.  Please note 
this is also an estimate of the cost to install the system in 2020, and the $290,000 figure for the 
Old Woodward electrical system is the actual cost in install the system in 2018.

The other concern relative to the electrical system was the placement of the control boxes that 
are required to be located somewhere within or close to the corridor.  The preliminary design 
for this system has indicated that two such control boxes will be required.  Rather than 
installing them within a landscape bed, the other option is to install them on a side street or 
other City property, near Maple Rd.  A control box is proposed on the southeast corner of 
Henrietta St. for the western portion of the corridor.  On the eastern portion of the corridor 
a second control box will be required and the use of the via next to Social Kitchen (225 E. 
Maple) would be the best location.  Pictures are attached to this report. Two sites are 
currently being studied within the City-owned via and the final recommendation on the 
control box placement will come back to the City Commission at a later date.  

This information was not presented to the MMTB, as it was not available at the time of the 
meeting.  

4. Southfield Rd. Intersection

The Commission commented that the southbound lane of Southfield Rd. seemed excessively 
wide.  Since this is the intersection of two important regional streets, full truck turning 
movements must be designed for.  When fully considering required truck turning movements, 
F&V determined that the lanes actually had to be widened even more than what had been 
presented, as shown in Option 1A (desgined for a WB65 truck turn) and Option 1B (designed 
for a WB40 truck turn).  The areas east and west of the southbound lane for Southfield Rd. 
represent pavement that would only be used as needed for truck turning movements.  The 
excessive area to the west is the result of the difficult right turn movement from Maple Rd. to 
Southfield Rd. 
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Option 1A that was presented to the MMTB, as it was the only one that was available at the 
time the meeting agenda was being prepared.  Staff was concerned that the design was a step 
backward in terms of the pedestrian crossings design, and other options had to be explored.   

F&V researched the issue further, and determined that in areas where truck speeds are low and 
pedestrian traffic is high, the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) recommends using the 
WB40 design, knowing that a WB65 can make the turn if it is done at a slower speed.  With 
that information, F&V has since prepared two additional options, labeled as Option 2 and Option 
3.  Please note that none of the options infinge on Martha Baldwin Park. All changes 
are within the right-of-way. 

Option 2 represents a modified version of the concept that was presented at the last meeting. 
Additional pavement is needed to the west of the southbound lane for right turns, but 
pavement markings would help guide smaller vehicles into a normal sized lane.  A pedestrian 
island has been introduced to reduce the length of the pedestrian crossing, similar to the one 
that exists today.  The safety benefits of this design compared to the existing intersection 
remain, however: 

• Northbound traffic is required to make a conventional 90° for both left and right turns.
• Southbound turns on to Southfield Rd. would follow the more conventional pattern for

making left turns.  Westbound left turning traffic would yield to eastbound right turns,
and a protected left turn traffic signal phase would be provided.  The current merging
traffic condition that is the main source for crashes would be eliminated.

Option 3 has also been provided as a hybrid that contains elements of the current condition 
with the new proposal: 

• All turning movements would benefit from the more conventional 90° turning
movements of Options 1 and 2, with the exception of northbound right turns.

• The main drawback of the current northbound right turn design is that it encourages
higher speed right turns that then conflict with the Maple Rd. pedestrian crossing.  On
this design, however, the Maple Rd. pedestrian crossing has been moved to the west,
where it will not conflict with any northbound Southfield Rd. traffic.

• The large pedestrian island as designed provides a large refuge area for pedestrians to
use while crossing Southfield Rd.

• While extra pavement is still required for truck turning movements, it is not as excessive
as it is in Options 1 and 2.

Given the many benefits of Option 3, staff and the consulting team recommend it as the best 
approach for a final design for this intersection. 

5. Taper east of Old Woodward Ave.

The Commission commented that the length of the taper from three lanes to two lanes east of 
Old Woodward Ave. seemed excessive.  F&V looked at the design closer, and determined that 
the taper length could be shortened, and still meet AASHTO requirements.  Doing so actually 
allowed for the installation of two more parking spaces as well, which is now reflected on the 
plan. 
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6. Maple Rd. east of Park St.

The City Commission had two comments relative to the far easterly block: 

a. F&V was asked to look at traffic demands closer to determine if one of the five lanes on
this section of Maple Rd. can be deleted, which would then allow the sidewalks to be
wider.

b. An additional marked crosswalk on the east side of the Park St./Peabody St. intersection
should be added.

F&V has studied several options for traffic management on this block, labeled as: 

Alternative 1 – Elimination of the right westbound lane. 
Alternative 2 – Elimination of the right eastbound lane. 
Alternative 3 – Five Lane Cross-section, using ten foot wide lanes. 

As described in detail in the attached memo by F&V, removal of any of the five lanes on this 
segment of Maple Rd. is problematic, and not recommended.  Not maintaining five lanes would 
result in unacceptably long traffic queues.  However, discussions with MDOT staff have been 
held about narrowing the lanes to 10 ft. wide each.  Given the circumstances, it appears likely 
that a design exception will be approved for this option, therefore, the staff recommendation is 
to install five 10 ft. wide lanes on this block.  Doing so will maintain the existing 11.5 ft. 
sidewalk on the north side of Maple, and will increase the sidewalk on the south side of 
Maple from 6.5 ft. to 11.5 ft in width, which is a substantial improvement over the 
existing condition.  
Regarding the installation of an east leg crosswalk at the Park St./Peabody St. intersection, F&V 
notes that the timing of the traffic signal at this intersection is critical for the success of traffic 
flows in this area.  The longer distance that pedestrians would have to walk here would require 
a red time that is longer than can be fit into the timing sequence.  The addition of a crosswalk 
here is not recommended.  Fortunately, the distance to the crosswalk to the east (at Woodward 
Ave.) is only 130 ft. 

LEGAL REVIEW: 

No legal review is required for this project at this time. 

FISCAL IMPACT: 

As noted in the previous report, funding for this project will come from both local and federal 
sources.  Funds to cover the cost of the project will be budgeted in the fiscal 2019-2020 budget 
request.  The current design for the most part has followed within the expected cost range as 
was prepared in the current 2019-2020 budget proposal (the final approval for this budget will 
be forthcoming in June of next year).  Items now being considered that will bring additional 
costs to the project over and above what had been anticipated include: 

1. Mast arm signal upgrade at Southfield Rd. ($100,000 was originally estimated, however,
the more complex signal required with Option 3 presented in this report is estimated to
be a total of $150,000 extra.)

2. Additional mast arm signal for southbound Park St. at Maple Rd. ($50,000 estimated).
3. Electrical system to supplement street lighting system ($375,000 estimated).
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Total extra costs if approved are currently estimated at $575,000. 

SUMMARY: 

The Maple Rd. reconstruction project represents the next important element of the three phase 
downtown reconstruction plan currently being undertaken by the City of Birmingham.  Staff, 
working with the MKSK/F&V team, as well as the Multi-Modal Transportation Board, have 
assembled a conceptual plan that continues the successful design theme started with the Old 
Woodward Ave. reconstruction project.  After working with the City Commission, and obtaining 
input from the Michigan Dept. of Transportation, the conceptual plans as prepared provide a 
solid working document that will provide direction to the design team, allowing the preparation 
of final bidding documents to be letin Fall .  

ATTACHMENTS: 

• Plan sheet comparing original accessible parking space proposal and revised design.
• Presentation slide featuring revised tree recommendations.
• Southfield Rd. intersection plans Options 1, 2, and 3.
• Presentation slide featuring revised design for taper east of Old Woodward Ave.

intersection.
•

•

F&V memo with drawings for five lane road section options and pedestrian crossing
study at the Park St./Peabody St. intersection.

Cover memo to MMTB for meeting of July 12, 2018.

Presentation to MMTB for meeting of July 12, 2018.

Cover memo to MMTB for meeting of August 2, 2018.
Presentation to MMTB for meeting of August 2, 2018.

Cover memo to City Commission for meeting of October 8, 2018.

Memo regarding timing of Maple Rd. project.
Presentation slide featuring project location map.

Preliminary detour route plan.

Original plan for Southfield Rd. intersection.

Plans comparing conceptual parking and pavement marking layouts to existing
conditions.
F&V memo from September 28, 2018 regarding design options for the Park
St./Peabody St. intersection.

•

•
•

SUGGESTED RESOLUTION: 

To direct staff to proceed to final design for the Maple Rd. Reconstruction Project from 
Southfield Rd. to Woodward Ave., intended for construction in 2020, featuring the following 
design elements: 

Agenda package to the MMTB for meeting of November 1, 2018.

Relevant meeting minutes in chronlogical order.

•

•

•

•
•

•

•

•

•
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1. Eleven foot wide travel lanes with eight foot wide parking lanes, and ten foot wide travel
lanes between Park St./Peabody St. and Woodward Ave., subject to design exception
approval by the Michigan Dept. of Transportation.

2. Parallel parking throughout the corridor using the standard Birmingham dimensions of
18 ft. long parking spaces and 8 ft. long “x” maneuvering spaces, as well as three
standard sized accessible parking spaces in accordance with the Americans with
Disabilities Act.

3. Installation of Honey Locust and Zelkova canopy trees with minimum 3.5 inch caliper
size installed with structural organic sand mix and raised curbed planter boxes in
accordance with the landscape plan presented.

4. Installation of a separate electrical system for 24 hour operation of holiday lighting and
other electrical features.

5. Southfield Rd. intersection reconstruction using Option 3 and featuring mast arm traffic
signals.

6. Mid-block pedestrian crossing featuring pedestrian plaza located at 300 E. Maple Rd.
7. Park St./Peabody St. intersection reconstruction using Option 4, featuring full

signalization and conversion of Park St. to the north to two-way traffic.



PARKING  Space  Design:  ADA On-Street Parking 

Min 8ft. 
clearance 
remaining 

at all 
locations 

Parallel 60” 
aisle with 

ramp 

• Current ADA
requirements
for on-street
parking does
NOT require
parallel
aisles

• Similar to
existing

Previous  ADA   parking   layout: 

Confirmed  ADA   parking   layout: 



Sidewalks 
with 
parking: 

Zelkova 

Vase-like 
branching 
habit 

Bump-outs, 
intersections, 
and mid-block 
crossing: 

Thornless 
 Honey 
Locust* 

Min 30ft. 
spread 

Overall  Concept  Placement  Recommended Street Trees 
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PARKING  Space  design :   On-street   Parking 

Previous   layout 

current   layout 

• Previous
taper
length: 86
ft.

• Updated
taper
length:
68 ft.

• Gain two
parking
spots with
taper
reduced
closer to
MDOT
minimum
length



27725 Stansbury Boulevard, Suite 195 
Farmington Hills, MI 48334 

P: 248.536.0080 
F: 248.536.0079 

www.fveng.com 

October 26, 2018 

VIA EMAIL 
Mr. Paul O’Meara 
City Engineer 
City of Birmingham 
151 Martin Street 
Birmingham, MI 48012 

RE: Maple Road & Park Street Intersection Alternatives Analysis 

Dear Mr. O’Meara, 

The purpose of this letter is to provide a summary of the additional alternatives analysis performed for both 
the stretch of Maple Road between Park Street and Woodward Avenue, the pedestrian crossings at Maple 
Road and Park Street intersection, as well as the Maple Road and Southfield intersection, per the City 
Commission comments. The following alternatives were considered for the design of Maple Road between 
Park Street and Woodward Avenue: 

 Alternative 1: Four lanes, removing westbound right turn lane

 Alternative 2: Four lanes, removing one eastbound through lane

 Alternative 3: Five lanes, using design variance to 10 foot lane widths

ALTERNATIVE 1: FOUR LANES, REMOVING WESTBOUND RIGHT TURN LANE 

This configuration would allow for eastbound 
traffic to operate similar to the existing 
conditions; westbound traffic entering the 
downtown, however, will operate much more 
poorly.  As shown, due to the high number of 
westbound left turners, the left turn lane could 
not be removed.  Therefore, the existing 
through lane must be reconfigured to a 
through / right lane.  While operationally this 
doesn’t appear to pose a huge problem as far 
as delays, this configuration will lead to the 
blocking of Woodward, which is unacceptable.  
Because of this blocking and the associated 
queuing of Maple Road east of Woodward 
(backing up well past Adams Road), this 
alternative is NOT RECOMMENDED. 
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ALTERNATIVE 2: FOUR LANES, REMOVING ONE EASTBOUND THROUGH LANE 

This configuration would allow for 
westbound traffic to operate similar to the 
existing conditions; eastbound traffic leaving 
the downtown, however, will operate much 
more poorly.  As shown, the existing two 
eastbound through lanes would have to be 
consolidated into a single through / right 
lane.  This configuration will create a delay 
of 302.8 seconds, or a Level of Service of 
F.  Because of this large delay, and the 
associated queuing of Maple Road through 
the downtown past Southfield Road, this 
alternative is NOT RECOMMENDED. 

ALTERNATIVE 3: FIVE LANES, USING DESIGN VARIANCE TO ALLOW 10 FOOT LANE WIDTHS 

This configuration would allow for all traffic to 
operate similarly to existing conditions.  Per 
conversations with MDOT, a design variance 
to go from 11’ lanes to 10’ lanes would likely 
be approved, as Maple Road is not a National 
Network truck route.  By going from 11’ lanes 
to 10’ lanes, the sidewalk along the south side 
of Maple Road would be extended by 5’ for a 
total of 11.5’ on both the north and south sides 
of the road, allowing for a continuation of 
streetscaping elements through the downtown 
all the way to Woodward Avenue.  This will 
create a great entrance to the downtown and 
will allow for optimal traffic operations.  
Therefore, this alternative is 
RECOMMENDED. 

MAPLE ROAD AT PARK / PEABODY 

The City Commission commented that they were in favor of adding a pedestrian crossing on the east leg 
of the Maple Road at Park/Peabody intersection.  Based on the timing of the signal at Maple Road and 
Woodward Avenue, the optimal phase timing for Park and Peabody to prevent queuing onto Woodward is 
a maximum of 27 seconds.  Based on ADA standards for pedestrian walk speed and MDOT guidance for 
minimum walk times, the minimum phase timing for Park and Peabody would be 32 seconds if the 
eastern leg had a pedestrian crossing (9 seconds for walk, 20 seconds for pedestrian clearance, and 3 
seconds for the end of yellow/all red phase).  With the pedestrian crossing staying on the west leg only, 
the minimum phase timing would be 23 seconds (9 seconds for walk, 11 seconds for pedestrian 
clearance, and 3 seconds for the end of yellow/all red phase).  Based on the signal timing and the 
proximity to the Woodward pedestrian crossing, the crossing on the east leg is NOT RECOMMENDED. 
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MAPLE ROAD AT SOUTHFIELD ROAD 

At the City Commission meeting, the commissioners expressed concerns about the width of the 
intersection and some of the lanes.  In order to decrease the width of the turns and to allow for better 
turning movements, the intersection of Maple Road at Southfield Road was proposed to be moved further 
to the west along Maple Road.  As shown in the attachments, the intersection would still need to be 
relatively wide, and would also encroach on the existing park space.  Therefore, this is NOT 
RECOMMENDED.  

Both Maple Road and Southfield Road are major mile roads and as such are frequently used by large 
trucks.  Adding mountable curb to shorten the width of the southbound lane was also discussed, however 
this is not optimal as it will require pedestrians waiting to cross the southern leg of the intersection at the 
ADA ramp to be in conflict with large trucks turning both right and left; therefore, using pavement 
markings to channelize the right and left turners is RECOMMENDED. (see attached sketches) 

SUMMARY 

Maple Road between Park Street and Woodward Avenue 

Alternative 1: Four Lanes, No Westbound Right Turn Lane 

 This alternative will allow for similar eastbound operations through the downtown, however there
will be a significant increase in the delay for westbound traffic. This alternative is not recommended. 

Alternative 2: Four Lanes, One Eastbound Through Lane 

 This alternative will allow for similar westbound operations, however there will be a significant
increase in the delay for eastbound traffic with queuing throughout the downtown. This alternative 
is not recommended. 

Alternative 3: Five Lanes, Design Variance to 10’ Lane Widths 

 This alternative will operate in a manner similar to existing conditions, with the added benefit of
widening the southern sidewalk by 5 feet.  This will allow for streetscape elements to be added to 
this block while not adversely affecting traffic operations.  This alternative is recommended.  

Maple Road at Park/Peabody 

 Due to signal timing issues, a pedestrian crossing on the east leg of the intersection is not
recommended. 

Maple Road at Southfield Road 

 Pavement markings are recommended to better channelize motorists into more standard sized
lanes, but the pavement is required for truck turning. 

If you have any questions or concerns, please contact our office.  

Sincerely, 

FLEIS & VANDENBRINK  

Justin Rose, PE  

Project Manager 

JPR:jpr 

Attachments: 



MEMORANDUM 
 

Engineering Dept. 
DATE:   July 3, 2018 
 
TO:   Multi-Modal Transportation Board 
 
FROM:  Paul T. O’Meara, City Engineer 
 
SUBJECT: Maple Rd. Reconstruction – 
 Southfield Rd. to Woodward Ave. 
 
 
As you know, the City of Birmingham has committed to a three-phased program to reconstruct 
its major corridors in the Central Business District.  Phase I construction, focusing on the central 
part of Old Woodward Ave., is currently nearing completion, with an expected completion in 
early August.  The remaining two phases will consist of: 
 
Phase 2 – Maple Rd. – Southfield Rd. to Woodward Ave. (Construction planned in 2020) 
Phase 3 – S. Old Woodward Ave. – Brown St. to Landon Ave. (Construction planned in 2022) 
 
While the Multi-Modal Transportation Board (MMTB) assisted with the initial street designs used 
in Phase 1, the City Commission assisted at a high level in the final design package.  Per their 
direction, a planning consultant (MKSK) was hired and assisted the City in the conceptual 
design package now being constructed.  Since there is a desire to be consistent and follow the 
design theme started in Phase 1 into the remaining projects, MKSK has been retained to assist 
again to develop the conceptual plans for Phase 2.  This is a particularly smooth transition, 
given that MKSK has now been retained and is teamed with the City’s traffic engineering firm 
F&V.  Together, they have prepared the attached conceptual plans as a first review for the 
MMTB to assist the MMTB with all of its planning needs.  It is expected that the initial MMTB 
comments will be taken at this meeting, and then initial comments will be taken from the City 
Commission.  A final review by the MMTB is expected later this summer.   
 
As plans are prepared for Phase 2, it is important to note that the City was fortunate to be 
awarded two federal grants to assist in covering the cost of this project.  Grants include: 
 

• A grant for $352,000, awarded by the Oakland Co. Federal Aid Committee, to assist the 
City in the cost of reconstructing this major road.  As a street with high traffic counts, 
combined with the need for general safety improvements, this segment of Maple Rd. 
qualified for a grant estimated at covering 80% of the cost of resurfacing this street.   

• A grant for $249,700, awarded under the Highway Safety Improvement Program, 
covering 80% of the cost of reconstructing the Southfield Rd. at Maple Rd. intersection.   

 
Together, these two grants will cover about $600,000 of the City’s costs in reconstructing Maple 
Rd.  As a result, the project will be bid and paid for through the Michigan Dept. of 
Transportation (MDOT).  The final construction plans will have to be reviewed and approved 
through MDOT, meaning that MDOT standards will have to be followed as a part of the design 
process.  The following is a summary of the project highlights, from west to east: 

1 
 
 



1. Southfield Rd. Intersection – The skewed angle in which Southfield Rd. meets Maple 
Rd. has created a high crash environment.  It is also considered unfavorable for 
pedestrians attempting to cross Maple Rd. at this signal, as right turns from Southfield 
Rd. to eastbound Maple Rd. can be executed at higher than normal speeds.  F&V 
studied crash histories for the City.  They determined that moving the intersection to the 
west (as shown on the attached plans), therein making all turning movements to be 
executed at a 90° angle, would have a measurable impact on reducing crashes.   

 
Maple Rd. pavement is in marginal condition in this area, and the widths as constructed 
do not need to be changed.  A concrete approach is planned for Southfield Rd., 
otherwise, Maple Rd. will be asphalt resurfaced.  The traffic signal will have to be 
relocated as a part of this improvement.  Being that the City is installing mast arm traffic 
signals at all of its intersections within the Central Business District, and since this 
intersection is at the outside edge of the district, the City Commission will be asked to 
consider whether a mast arm traffic signal design is appropriate here or not.  MKSK and 
F&V have been asked to provide two pieces of information to assist in this decision: 
 
a. Estimated cost difference between the standard span wire signals (matching the 

current design) and installing mast arm signals.  (The cost differential will not be 
covered by the federal grant.) 

b. Photo renderings of the appearance of the two signal designs, as viewed for 
northbound traffic, and the visual impact they will have on the Birmingham Museum 
located at this intersection. 

 
2. Southfield Rd. to Chester St. – This block serves as a transition into the business 

district.  The traffic lane design was modified in 2016 in conjunction with the three lane 
road conversion to the west, now providing sufficient storage for the large numbers of 
left turns being made in both directions.  Since the pavement is in marginal condition, 
and no changes are proposed, milling and resurfacing of the asphalt surface is proposed 
here.  Traffic volumes are inherently higher here as vehicles turn on and off of Chester 
St. to bypass the congestion in the center of downtown. 

 
3. Chester St. to West of Pierce St.  – Complete reconstruction, including water and 

sewer improvements, fiber optic, street lights, and landscaping (where possible) is 
proposed.  A safety improvement encompassing aligned left turn lanes at Bates St. will 
likely be required as a part of the design, as will be explained by the consultant.  While 
bumpouts and reduced crosswalk lengths are desired, the smaller road width on Maple 
Rd. will require that truck turning movements be considered in the design.  Historically, 
left turns have been banned to Henrietta St. from 7 AM to 7 PM.  That restriction is 
proposed to continue with this new design, in order to allow for a reduced road width in 
this area.  MKSK will provide lane and sidewalk width options, as well as conceptual 
sidewalk design concepts for the Board to review. 
 

4. East of Old Woodward Ave. to Park St./Peabody St. – Similar to paragraph 3 
above, complete reconstruction is planned.  During discussions on Phase 1, the City 
Commission clarified the desire for a mid-block pedestrian crossing on this block, to be 
located at the pedestrian via currently located just west of Café Via (300 E. Maple Rd.).  
The mid-block crossing has been included in this design.  Also, in accordance with the 
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Downtown 2016 Master Plan, Park St. will be modified to operate as a two-way street, 
allowing for better circulation of vehicles in the northeast section of the CBD.  Due to 
the short distance from Woodward Ave., the existing traffic signal function must remain 
as is.  Southbound Park St. traffic will be required to turn right, after following a STOP 
sign.  Some form of traffic island is recommended to reinforce this right turn movement.  
Large and small island options are presented for the Board’s review. 
 

5. Park St. /Peabody St. to Woodward Ave. – Similar to the section west of Chester 
St. above, this block acts as a transition out of the Central Business District.  Traffic 
volumes are higher as vehicles turn on and off of Park St. and Peabody St.  Given traffic 
levels, coupled with the short distance available for queues, no changes are suggested.  
Due to the age of the pavement, complete reconstruction is proposed.  MKSK will 
provide suggested sidewalk conceptual design given the limitation of space.   
 

Parking Options 
 
A design concept that the MMTB will be asked to discuss is how to design the pavement 
markings.  Options include: 
 

A. Parking Space Size 
 

1. 20 ft. long parking spaces adjacent to 8 ft. maneuvering boxes (similar to the current 
parallel parking concept provided on all downtown Birmingham streets) 

2. 22 ft. long parking spaces, with no maneuvering boxes. 
 
Note that the total count of parking that can be provided does not change based on which one 
is selected. 
 

B. Lane Width 
 

1. 11 ft. wide travel lanes with 8 ft. wide parking spaces. 
2. 11 ft. wide travel lanes, a 1 ft. wide parking buffer, and 7 ft. wide parking spaces. 

 
The positives and negatives of both options will be reviewed. 
 
A suggested recommendation to the City Commission is provided below: 
 
SUGGESTED RECOMMENDATION: 
 
To recommend to the City Commission conceptual design plans for the reconstruction of Maple 
Rd. from Southfield Rd. to Woodward Ave., with the following design features: 
 

1. Parking spaces sized at __________, and lane widths designed at ____________. 
2. Option ____ for the design of Maple Rd. between Chester St. and Henrietta St. 
3. Option ____ for the design of the Park St. intersection. 
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CURRENT 
PROJECT

RECONSTRUCTION

Maple Road Project (and extension of current project)

REALIGNMENT

MILL & RESURFACE

• Full reconstruction 
Chester to Pierce and E 
of Old Woodward to 
Woodward

• Resurfacing from 
Southfield to Chester St.

• Realignment and signal 
upgrade at the Southfield 
intersection

Timeline: Bid Package by 
December

RECONSTRUCTION



Project Goals: to the Degree Practical

• Consistency with the Phase 1 project
• Improve the pedestrian environment
• Ease pedestrian crossings
• Provide reasonable traffic operations
• Maximize the number of on-street 

parking spaces
• Consider maintenance costs
• Meet MDOT design standards 

(MDOT funded)



Recommended Street Tree Pattern: Parking Zones

In Parking Zones:
• Street trees line with center of every 

other parking space (top right)
• Street lights line the middle of other 

parking spaces (top right)
• Use of narrow, columnar trees instead 

of large canopy trees (bottom right)

Trees with columnar branching habit (left) preferred over large canopy 
trees (right).



Recommended Street Tree Pattern: Widened Sidewalk Option

In Options where Parking Removed 
(Maple & Bates):
• Street trees reflect pattern of 

Woodward Ave
• Larger sidewalks allow for larger trees 

and planters



Phase 1 Study



Phase 1 Study



Maple Road: Existing Conditions



• Safety Funding for Intersection 
redesign

• Includes eliminating the angled 
intersection approach

• Signal modifications

• Signal Options:
• Modify existing signal-included 

in safety grant
• Upgrade to mast arms-

Additional $80k-$120k

Maple & Southfield
Proposed 
Geometrics:
New Signal Options



Maple & Bates
Existing Conditions

• Options 
• WB left-turns prohibited
• Provide left-turn lane

• Left-turn Volumes
• WB (33 AM/32PM) – No 

existing Left-turn lane
• EB (6 AM/14 PM) –

Existing Left-turn lane



Maple & Bates
Option A:
Left-turn Lane 
with Narrower 
Sidewalk

• Left-turn Volumes
• WB (33 AM/32PM) –

No existing Left-turn 
lane

• EB (6 AM/14 PM) –
Existing Left-turn lane

• Improve sight distance

• Reduce rear-end crashes

• Reduce vehicle queues on 
Maple Road



Maple & Bates
Option B:
Left-turn Lane 
with Parking 
Removed

• Left-turn Volumes
• WB (33 AM/32PM) – No 

existing Left-turn lane
• EB (6 AM/14 PM) – Existing 

Left-turn lane

• Improve sight distance

• Reduce rear-end crashes

• Reduce vehicle queues on Maple 
Road



Maple & Bates: Which is Preferred?

Option B:
Left-turn Lane with Parking 
Removed

OR

Option A:
Left-turn Lane with Narrower 
Sidewalk



Maple & Park
Option A:
Channelized 
Right-turn Lane

• Two stage pedestrian 
crossing

• Free-flow right-turns onto NB 
Park Street

• No queueing from right-turns 
onto Woodward



Maple & Park
Option B:
Reduced 
Traffic Island

• Typical pedestrian crossing

• Signal Control right-turns 
onto NB Park Street

• No queueing from right-turns 
onto Woodward



Maple & Park: Which is Preferred?

Option A:
Channelized Right-turn Lane

Option B:
Reduced Traffic Island

OR



Parking Options
Option A-1:
20 ft Parking 
with 8 ft Boxes

• No Extra space at end of 
Blocks



Parking Options
Option A-2:
22 ft Parking

• Extra space at end 
of block
 Bike Parking
 Larger Bump-outs
 Pedestrian Areas



Parking Options
Option B-1:
11ft lanes with 8 
ft wide Parking



Parking Options
Option B-2:
11ft lanes with 7 ft wide 
Parking with 1 ft buffer



Parking Options: Which is Preferred?

Option A-2:
22 ft Parking

Option A-1:
20 ft Parking with 8 ft Boxes

Option B-1:
11ft lanes with 8 ft wide Parking

Option B-2:
11ft lanes with 7 ft wide Parking with 1 ft buffer



MEMORANDUM 
 

Engineering Dept. 
Planning Dept. 

Police Dept. 
DATE:   July 31, 2018 
 
TO:   Multi-Modal Transportation Board 
 
FROM:  Jana Ecker, Planning Director 
   Scott Grewe, Police Commander 

Paul T. O’Meara, City Engineer 
 
SUBJECT: Maple Rd. Reconstruction 
 Southfield Rd. to Woodward Ave. 
 
 
At the last meeting of the Multi-Modal Transportation Board (MMTB), the Board discussed initial 
design concepts for the planned reconstruction of the downtown section of Maple Rd., 
scheduled for 2020.  As you know, our consulting team presented initial design concepts and 
questions.  The meeting helped to provide feedback to further develop the concepts.  A revised 
presentation has been assembled, and will be reviewed by the Board.  The summary of topics 
include: 
 

1. Parking space layout and total count. 
2. Tree selection. 
3. Planter design options. 
4. Park St. intersection design. 
5. Bates St. intersection design. 
6. Southfield Rd. intersection design. 

 
The design team would like to get additional feedback on these topics before finalizing a 
presentation to the City Commission.  The design elements will then be presented to the City 
Commission later in August.  A suggested recommendation can be found below: 
 
SUGGESTED RECOMMENDATION: 
 
To recommend to the City Commission the conceptual design plans for the reconstruction of 
Maple Rd. from Southfield Rd. to Woodward Ave., with the following design features: 
 

1. Parking spaces sized at 22 ft. wide per MDOT requirements, and lane widths at 11 ft. 
wide. 

2. Option ____ for the design of Maple Rd. between Chester St. and Henrietta St. 
3. Option ____ for the design of the Park St. intersection. 
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CURRENT 
PROJECT

RECONSTRUCTION

Maple Road Project (and extension of current project)

RESURFACING

MILL & REPAVE

• Full reconstruction 
Chester to Pierce and E 
of Old Woodward to 
Woodward

• Repaving from Southfield 
to Chester St.

• Potential realignment and 
signal upgrade at the 
Southfield intersection

Timeline: Bid Package by 
December

RECONSTRUCTION



Updates:

1. Parking layout options

2. More information on street tree selection

3. Landscape options for narrow segments

4. Additional options at Maple/Park/Peabody

5. Additional options at Maple & Bates

6. Additional options at Maple from Chester to Henrietta

7. Mast arm signal at Maple & Southfield



Current Maple Occupancy Rates

Parking Study Findings: 
• 43 On-street parking spaces west of 

Old Woodward. Use of narrow, 
columnar trees instead of large 
canopy trees (bottom right) 95% full

• 29 On-Street east of Old Woodward
• Total=72 existing spaces
• Image: Weekday from 12-2pm



NO PARKING ZONE 
(YELLOW CURB 

OPTIONAL)

NO PARKING ZONE 
(YELLOW CURB 

OPTIONAL)

20 FT. LONG, 8 FT. 
WIDE MIN SPACES

Maple Rd. On-Street Parking Options

Existing-
72 Total spaces

MDOT Recommendation-
54 Total spaces



On-Street Parking
Existing

• 43 On-street parking spaces 
west of Old Woodward

• 29 On-Street east of Old 
Woodward

• Total=72 existing spaces

Existing Google Earth Aerial



MDOT Option 2

• City may seek a design exception 
from MDOT

• Spaces reduced at corner per MDOT 
specifications

• 36 On-street west of Old Woodward. 
• 18 On-Street east of Old Woodward
• Total= 54 spaces

Existing=72 spaces
(-18 spaces)

NO PARKING ZONE 
(YELLOW CURB 

OPTIONAL)

NO PARKING ZONE 
(YELLOW CURB 

OPTIONAL)

22 FT. LONG, 8 FT. 
WIDE MIN SPACES

MDOT 
Recommendation:
22 ft Parking 
Spaces



Updates:

1. Parking layout options

2. More information on street tree selection

3. Landscape options for narrow segments

4. Additional options at Maple/Park/Peabody

5. Additional options at Maple & Bates

6. Additional options at Maple from Chester to Henrietta

7. Mast arm signal at Maple & Southfield



Recommended Street Trees

• Segments of Maple Rd sidewalk are 
more narrow

• Businesses do not prefer large canopy 
trees that block frontage

• Need for shade
• Columnar trees grow to 10-15’ wide and 

still provide street character with some 
shade

• However, some wider sidewalk zones 
can afford canopy trees (to match 
those on Old Woodward)



Recommended Columnar Street Tree: Option 1

Ginkgo (columnar)
Ginkgo biloba

• Height: 30-50’
• Spread: 10-15’
• Shape: Narrow, fastigate
• Foliage: Light green
• Fall color: Bright yellow
• Easy to grow, columnar 

variety of popular urban 
street tree. Extremely 
adaptable, can fit into 
narrow spaces, air 
pollutant tolerant.



Recommended Columnar Street Tree: Option 2

Armstrong Maple
Acer Rubrum ‘Armstrong’

• Height: 45’
• Spread: 15’
• Shape: Narrow, fastigate
• Foliage: Light green
• Fall color: Yellow, orange-red
• Fast growing, columnar tree 

used in streetscapes with 
narrow clearances



Recommended Street Tree for Wider Sidewalk Zones

Thornless Honey Locust
Gleditsia triacanthos f. inermis

• Height: 30-70’
• Spread: 25-40’
• Shape: Round, spreading
• Foliage: Dark green
• Fall color: Bright yellow
• Thornless and seedless variety 

recommended for tree lawns and 
streets.

• Already specified on Woodward Ave 



Updates:

1. Parking layout options

2. More information on street tree selection

3. Landscape options for narrow segments

4. Additional options at Maple/Park/Peabody

5. Additional options at Maple & Bates

6. Additional options at Maple from Chester to Henrietta

7. Mast arm signal at Maple & Southfield



Landscape Options for Narrow Segments

Existing conditions

Option 1: Soil cells/structural soils

Option 3: Flush tree grate

Option 2: Raised Planter Pots

Option 4: Linear raised planters

• Segments of Maple Rd sidewalk 
are more narrow

• Streetscape character must 
continue in these zones

• Most options are alternative to 
tree plantings 



Landscape Options for Narrow Segments: Option 1

Weight-bearing modules or structural 
soils lie under street/sidewalks to 
maximize root growth and prevent 
stunted growth of trees 
• Allow trees to grow in small 

spaces without sacrificing 
walkable area

• Recommended for first 
impression entry zone off 
Woodward Ave, if trees are 
desired

Landscape for 
Narrow Segments
Option 1
Soil Cell Systems/
Structural Soils



• Raised pre-cast concrete; planters are 
highly customizable

• Ideal for narrow spaces with not enough 
underground root space or width for trees

• Separates pedestrians from road
• Provide opportunity to showcase 

seasonal/ annual plantings
• Specialty irrigation/drainage systems 

and/or maintenance may be required

Landscape for 
Narrow Segments : 
Option 2
Raised Planter Pots

ROAD

3’

POT/
PLANTER WALKABLE 

AREA

CURB

Existing planter in narrow segment Proposed planter size in plan



Existing exposed planter

• Tree grate constructed flush to curb 
(does not require the addition 6” 
redundant tree grate curb)

• Ideal for narrow spaces 
• Maximizes walkable pedestrian 

hardscape area around tree
• May be combined with soil 

cells/stabilized soil to promote 
sustainable tree health

Landscape for 
Narrow Segments: 
Option 3
Flush Tree Grates

Proposed tree grate detail (above) 
and constructed tree grate (right)

ADDITIONAL 
WALKABLE SPACE



Existing exposed planter

• Low, linear raised planters are 
highly customizable

• Ideal for narrow spaces 
• Maximizes walkable pedestrian 

hardscape area
• Does not require large width or 

depth for tree plantings
• Separates pedestrians from 

road

Landscape for 
Narrow Segments: 
Option 4
Linear Raised 
Planters

Proposed linear raised planter 
with seat wall

3ft

Shrubs used in 
place of single tree

Optional seat wall



Updates:

1. Parking layout options

2. More information on street tree selection

3. Landscape options for narrow segments

4. Additional options at Maple/Park/Peabody

5. Additional options at Maple & Bates

6. Additional options at Maple from Chester to Henrietta

7. Mast arm signal at Maple & Southfield



Maple, Park & Peabody

Typical Channelized

F&V asked to evaluate other options…



Park & Peabody SYNCRO Simulations



Updates:

1. Parking layout options

2. More information on street tree selection

3. Landscape options for narrow segments

4. Additional options at Maple/Park/Peabody

5. Additional options at Maple & Bates

6. Additional options at Maple from Chester to Henrietta

7. Mast arm signal at Maple & Southfield



Maple & Bates Intersection

Option A- Left turn lanes Option C1-
No left turn lanes, tapered

Option C2-
No left turn lanes, 
with parking

Previous:
• Option B: Left turn lane, reduce 

sidewalk width



Maple & Bates 
Intersection:
Option A:
Left Turn Lanes



Maple & Bates 
Intersection:
Option C1
No Left Turn Lanes,  
Tapered



Maple & Bates 
Intersection:
Option C2
No Left Turn Lanes, 
with Parking



Updates:

1. Parking layout options

2. More information on street tree selection

3. Landscape options for narrow segments

4. Additional options at Maple/Park/Peabody

5. Additional options at Maple & Bates

6. Additional options at Maple & Chester to Henrietta

7. Mast arm signal at Maple & Southfield



Maple & Chester to Henrietta Crash Analysis
Rear End Crash Summary-Five Year Period (2013-2017)

1

3

2 2 2

1 1 1 1

2

Driver error Failure to stop at
intersection

Distracted driving Failure to stop at
intersection

Distracted driving Road Rage Failure to stop at
intersection

Stopped EB
traffic

Stopped EB
traffic

Stopped WB
traffic

Bates Chester Henrietta East of Chester East of Henrietta West of Bates

Crash Summary
Number of Crashes by Location and Cause

Total Rear End Crashes (5 Years): 16
Average Rear End Crash Frequency: 3.2 Crashes per year

Crashes caused by stopped 
traffic-mid block



Updates:

1. Parking layout options

2. More information on street tree selection

3. Landscape options for narrow segments

4. Additional options at Maple/Park/Peabody

5. Additional options at Maple & Bates

6. Additional options at Maple from Chester to Henrietta

7. Mast arm signal at Maple & Southfield



• Two posts required
• Daylight views to museum
• Opportunity for gateway feature

Maple & Southfield 
Intersection
Proposed Signal 
Mast Placement



Southfield Rd. and Maple Rd. Intersection Signal Masts 

Raised Planter Pots

• Raised pre-cast concrete 
planters are highly 
customizable

• Ideal for narrow spaces 
with not enough 
underground root space.

• Provide opportunity for 
showcasing 
seasonal/annual 
plantings

• Specialty 
irrigation/drainage 
systems and/or 
increased maintenance



• New configuration allows 
opportunity for gateway features

• Signage, landscaping, lighting, 
seating

• Constructed in stages over time

Maple & Southfield 
Intersection
Proposed Gateway 
Opportunities





Recommendation on Alternatives to City Commission

1. Parking layout options

2. More information on street tree selection

3. Landscape options for narrow segments

4. Additional options at Maple/Park/Peabody

5. Additional options at Maple & Bates

6. Additional options at Maple from Chester to Henrietta

7. Mast arm signal at Maple & Southfield



MEMORANDUM 
 

Engineering Dept. 
Planning Dept. 

Police Dept. 
DATE:   October 2, 2018 
 
TO:   Joseph A. Valentine, City Manager 
 
FROM:  Jana Ecker, Planning Director 
   Scott Grewe, Police Commander 

Paul T. O’Meara, City Engineer 
 
SUBJECT: Maple Rd. Paving Project 
 Southfield Rd. to Woodward Ave. 
 
 
Recently, questions have been raised relative to whether it is appropriate to proceed to the 
reconstruction of Maple Rd. in 2020, in light of the pending reconstruction of the N. Old 
Woodward Ave. Parking Structure reconstruction.  A separate report relative to that topic 
explains the benefits of proceeding with the Five-Year Capital Improvement Plan as currently 
laid out.  Based on that assumption, construction of the Maple Rd. downtown segment is 
currently planned to begin in March of 2020.  Unlike Phase 1, Phase 2 will include federal 
funding in the form of two federal grants totaling a value of approximately $600,000.  As a 
result, the bidding documents will be bid through the MI Dept. of Transportation (MDOT).  The 
additional lead time required to meet the State’s bidding timetable to achieve the City’s 
preferred construction schedule requires that final engineering design begin in December of this 
year.  As a result, the MKSK/F&V consulting team that regularly works with the Multi-Modal 
Transportation Board (MMTB) presented options to the Board at their regular meetings of July 
12 & August 2, 2018. After taking input from the MMTB, the following represents their 
recommendations of the design’s highlights through the entire corridor.  Input from the City 
Commission is desired at this time so that a finalized version can be returned at a future 
meeting for final approval. 
 
PROJECT SUMMARY 
 
As outlined on the attached map, the 2020 Maple Rd. project will consist of three separate 
sections: 
 

1. At the west end of the job, the Southfield Rd. approach to Maple Rd. will be relocated to 
the west to allow for true 90° turns to and from Southfield Rd.  The more conventional 
intersection design is expected to reduce crashes, which allows this work to qualify for a 
grant valued at 80% of the construction cost, or approximately $250,000.   

2. Between Southfield Rd. and Chester St., no changes are proposed to the traffic pattern 
or street, which was modified in 2016 as a part of the Maple Rd. 3-lane conversion 
completed that year.  The asphalt pavement is in marginal condition, therefore, an 
asphalt milling and resurfacing is proposed. 
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3. Starting at Chester St. and extending to Woodward Ave., the Maple Rd. corridor will be 
completely reconstructed, including new water and sewer improvements, new concrete 
street, new sidewalk streetscape, new traffic signals, and new fiber optic system 
conduit.  The Maple Rd./Old Woodward Ave. intersection completed in 2018 will be left 
as is.  

DESIGN DETAILS 
 
The following summarizes the design details that have been reviewed and endorsed by the 
MMTB.  These design features will be presented in detail at the meeting: 
 

1. Parking Space Design 
 
Birmingham has traditionally marked parallel parking spaces with alternating “x” areas that 
allow for easier maneuvering of vehicles into and out of parallel parking spaces.  The consultant 
reviewed this question, and determined that MDOT allows both options.  The consultant found 
that the design with the “x” areas is not very popular in most congested Michigan downtowns.  
After review, the MMTB recommended that the “x” parking space design be eliminated if this 
would add parking spaces in the project area.  After further study, the consultant has 
determined that removal of the “x” areas would not create additional parking spaces, therefore, 
the final recommendation is to construct the street with them being a part of the design. 
 
Once that was decided, staff and the consulting team met with local representatives of MDOT 
to determine a design that could be approved relative to the important questions of lane 
widths, parking space dimensions, and distance between crosswalks and parking spaces.  Since 
this is not a state highway, MDOT offered the following design parameters: 
 

• Through traffic lanes and left turn lanes must be a minimum of 11 ft. wide. 
• Parallel parking spaces must be a minimum of 8 ft. wide, and 22 ft. long. 
• The distance from a crosswalk to an adjacent parking space can be reduced from the 

traditional MDOT standard of 50 ft. down to a minimum of 20 ft. 
 
We were pleased with these concessions from MDOT.  Implementing these standards, the new 
design will have the following features: 
 

• Standard 38 ft. street width in areas where parking is provided (down from the current 
44 ft. width). 

• City sidewalks gaining three feet of width in areas where parking spaces are present 
(plus, in areas where double steps currently exist, all steps will be removed, improving 
the sidewalks even more so from current conditions). 

• Landscape and seating feature areas at Henrietta St. and at the mid-block crossing east 
of Old Woodward Ave. 

• Counting three new parking spaces being introduced on Park St., a final tally showing all 
but 7 parallel parking spaces remaining, even with the introduction of the mid-block 
crossing.   

 
The Commission is also advised that as a part of the street reconstruction, the accessible 
parking spaces that are within the project area will require enhancements, in accordance with 
revisions made in the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA).  Widened parking spaces with 

2 
 
 



handicap ramp access are now required for parallel parking spaces on newly constructed 
streets, similar to the sketch included in this report.  It is anticipated that a total of four 
accessible spaces will have to be constructed along the project length to meet the requirements 
of the ADA. 
 

2. Landscaping Design 
 
The design theme used from the Old Woodward Ave. project will be continued.  Design features 
will include: 
 

• Raised planter beds at each tree. 
• Large areas of structural organic soil around each tree. 
• Landscaped seating areas at Henrietta St. and at mid-block crossing. 

 
Unlike the rest of the project, due to the required street width between Park St. and Woodward 
Ave., the proposed sidewalks will remain similar to what they are today.  MKSK provided 
multiple options on how to provide landscaping features in this area.  The MMTB recommended 
the installation of columnar trees that have innovative concrete removal panels placed between 
the tree and the right-of-way line, for maximum usable walking space.  Photos are attached. 
 

3. Southfield Rd. Intersection 
 
As shown on the attached drawing, the south leg of the Southfield Rd. intersection will be 
moved about 50 ft. to the west.  While still remaining in the right-of-way, the plan is anticipated 
to reduce traffic crashes at this location.  The more conventional design will reduce speeds for 
northbound Southfield Rd. traffic, which will in turn improve safety for pedestrians crossing at 
the east leg of the intersection.  The safety grant awarded to the City will cover 80% of the 
construction cost for this part of the project, including relocation of the existing “span wire” 
style traffic signal.  Since this intersection is on the edge of the Central Business District, the 
City Commission may wish to consider approving the installation of a new “mast arm” style 
traffic signal at the intersection.  It is anticipated that the additional cost of the mast arm style 
signal would be approximately $100,000.   
 
When considering this design element, note that the Bates St. and Henrietta St. traffic signals 
are already planned and budgeted for complete replacement, and they will feature the mast 
arm design.  Further, in 2019, MDOT will be replacing the traffic signal at Maple Rd. & 
Woodward Ave.  The City has already agreed in concept to reimburse MDOT the additional 
funds required to upgrade that signal to the mast arm style, instead of the standard span wire 
style.  The MMTB did not make a recommendation on this item, since the decision does not 
impact the function of the streets.   
 

4. Bates St. Intersection 
 
The current configuration of the intersection is unconventional in that the pavement markings 
provide for a left turn lane on the west side of the intersection, where the current street is 48 
ft. wide, vs. the east side of the intersection, which has no left turn lane, and is 44 ft. wide.  
Based on current standards, if a left turn lane is provided, it must line up with equally sized 
lanes on both sides of the intersection.  Traffic counts were taken, and it was determined that 
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left turn demand is currently low in both directions, even during the peak hour.  Allowing any 
left turns can be a serious detriment to the flow of through traffic if there is no left turn lane.  
Further, given the narrow right-of-way, if left turn lanes are provided, either parking must be 
eliminated, or sidewalks must be constructed at a narrow, undesirable width.   
 
For several decades, left turns have been banned daily at the Henrietta St. intersection from 7 
AM to 7 PM.  The turn restriction allows Maple Rd. to function well during the day without left 
turn lanes.  The design team and the MMTB recommend that a similar turn restriction be 
introduced at the Bates St. intersection, thereby requiring motorists to turn at Chester St. 
instead.  Implementing this restriction provides several design benefits: 
 

• Parking spaces can be constructed for the full length of the block to the east, improving 
accessibility for the multiple retail destinations in the immediate area. 

• Vehicle turning movements can be moved to Chester St., where retail activity is 
reduced. 

• Enhanced, wider sidewalks can be constructed on both blocks. 
• The transition from a three lane cross-section at Chester St. to a two-lane cross-section 

closer to Bates St. can be designed to mimic the design concept previously approved for 
the Maple Rd. segment east of Old Woodward Ave. 

 
Bumpouts are proposed at the intersection to reduce pedestrian crosswalk lengths.  Reviewing 
the plan with truck turning movements, the handicap ramps areas will be designed to 
accommodate encroachments from trucks turning at this intersection. 
 

5. Henrietta St. Intersection 
 
The traffic configuration at Henrietta St. will match the current street.  A larger landscaped 
sidewalk area will be developed, similar to that done at the three-way intersections on the Old 
Woodward Ave. project.  Crosswalk lengths will be reduced.   
 
Reviewing the truck turning movements, given the narrow width of the existing Henrietta St. 
pavement, turning trucks at this intersection will have to encroach on to the handicap ramps as 
designed.  Provisions will be incorporated into the final design to accommodate this. 
 

6. E. Maple Rd. Mid-Block Crossing 
 
As requested by the City Commission, a mid-block crossing is provided on the block east of Old 
Woodward Ave.  The crossing is designed to line up with the existing via that extends south 
into the Central Park Properties complex.  Enhanced landscaping and public seating areas 
similar to what was done on Old Woodward Ave. will be provided. 
 

7. Park St./Peabody St. Intersection 
 
In accordance with the 2016 Downtown Birmingham Master Plan, the plan proposes modifying 
the north leg of this intersection to accommodate two-way traffic on Park St.  Several 
alternatives were studied.  Please refer to the attached memo from Fleis & Vandendbrink (F&V) 
for more details.  
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This detailed traffic analysis was just finalized by F&V, and was not fully presented to the 
MMTB.  It was not known at that time whether Alternate 4 would be a viable option.  Now that 
we know that it is, and since it improves the pedestrian environment the best, the consultant 
and staff team recommend the implementation of Option 4.  Option 4 provides the safest 
pedestrian crossing for the north leg, as described in the attached memo. 
 
Focusing on Option 4, it should be clarified that the drawings show three different options for a 
traffic island on the north leg, including no island, a small island, or a large island.  The 
drawback of having no island is that some north and southbound motorists may be tempted to 
violate the turn restriction signs and drive straight through the intersection.  We see this as 
being a relatively minor problem, however. 
 
Removing the island allows for a larger sidewalk streetscape and development opportunity on 
the northeast corner, adjacent to the currently vacant property.  The enhanced pedestrian 
environment that could result at that corner causes the team to recommend that no island be 
installed at this intersection.   
 
SUMMARY 
 
Summarizing the above, the design team is requesting specific input on the direction of the 
design in the following areas: 
 

1. Landscaping design concepts will follow that used on the Old Woodward Ave. project.  
On the narrow sidewalk section between Park St. and Woodward Ave., columnar trees 
with removable concrete panels will be implemented to provide maximum sidewalk 
space. 

2. Approval of the funding required for the installation of a new mast arm traffic signal at 
the Southfield Rd. intersection.   

3. Banning left turns from 7 AM to 7 PM at the Bates St. intersection. 
4. Reconfiguration of the Park St./Peabody St. intersection, modifying Park St. to the north 

to allow for two-way traffic with on-street parking, and signalizing the north leg of the 
intersection for improved pedestrian safety.   

 
A detailed resolution follows. 
 
SUGGESTED RESOLUTION: 
 
To direct the MKSK/F&V design team to proceed to final plans for the Maple Rd. project from 
Southfield Rd. to Woodward Ave., as follows: 
 

1. Designing Maple Rd. with 11 ft. wide travel lanes and 8 ft. wide parking spaces for a 
new standard road width of 38 ft. between curbs, and continuing to provide the “x” 
maneuvering areas between parallel parking spaces 

2. Landscaping design concepts will follow those used on the 2018 Old Woodward Ave. 
project.  On the narrow sidewalk section between Park St. and Woodward Ave., 
columnar trees with removable concrete panels will be implemented to provide 
maximum sidewalk space. 

5 
 
 



3. Inclusion of a new mast arm traffic signal at the Southfield Rd. intersection, at an 
estimated additional cost of $100,000. 

4. The Bates St. intersection shall be designed without left turn lanes, and left turns shall 
be banned from 7 AM to 7 PM.   

5. The Henrietta St. intersection will be complemented with additional landscaping and 
seating areas, similar to that done on Old Woodward Ave. 

6. A mid-block pedestrian crossing will be provided on E. Maple Rd., aligning with the 
existing pedestrian via to the south currently located between 288 & 300 E. Maple Rd. 

7. Option 4 shall be implemented for the Park St./Peabody St. intersection, which will 
convert Park St. to the north to two-way traffic with parking for northbound traffic, and 
signalization of the north leg of the intersection for improved pedestrian safety.   
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MEMORANDUM 
 

Engineering Department 
 
DATE:   September 28, 2018 
 
TO:   Joseph A. Valentine, City Manager 
    
FROM:  Paul T. O’Meara, City Engineer 
  
SUBJECT: Phase 2 of Downtown Infrastructure Project 
 
 
At the July 9th City Commission meeting, the Commission had directed staff to evaluate the 
trade-offs of changing the sequence of the future planned phases for the S. Old Woodward Ave. 
and Maple Rd. projects in light of prospective plans for the N. Old Woodward and Bates Street 
project.  The following is a compilation of the key considerations that would be affected. 
 
Project Timing: 
 
The current schedule for the Phase 2 Maple Road project involves two related projects.  First is 
the reconstruction and infrastructure replacement on Maple Rd. from Chester St. to Woodward 
Ave.  The second is the reconfiguration of the intersection at Southfield Rd. and Maple Rd.  The 
timing for this project includes:  
 

• Detailed design work to begin in December, 2018 
• Project Submitted for MDOT approval in August, 2019 (for work in 2020). 
• Project start in March/April of 2020 (4 month project) 

 
The alternate option for constructing S. Old Woodward in 2020 would follow this basic same 
schedule.  However, design work has already progressed on the Maple Road phase given the 
current sequencing of the project phases.  A change at this time to prepare designs for S. Old 
Woodward would pose a delay of about 4 months, but could still be accomplished to bid the 
project in August of 2019. 
 
The coordination with the N. Old Woodward and Bates Street parking structure project is 
difficult to assess given the plans are still tentative.  Based on current timelines provided in the 
development team’s proposals and the desire to begin the parking structure replacement as 
soon as possible, the following tentative timeline is provided: 
 

• Development Agreement finalized in December, 2018 
• Preparation of site plan reviews begin the Spring, 2019 
• Bond funding proposal submitted for May, 2019 
• Project start in October, 2019 thru November, 2022 

 
The following timeline outlines the overlap between the Maple Rd. Project and S. Old 
Woodward Ave. Project in relation to the proposed N. Old Woodward and Bates Street project 
based on the above assumptions.  The red line represents the N. Old Woodward and Bates 
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Street project, the green line represents the Maple Rd. Project and the yellow line represents 
the South Old Woodward Project.   
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Impact on Downtown Traffic 
 
To help envision how traffic will be managed, a conceptual detour plan for the Maple Rd. 
project is attached.  The project is expected to be built in two phases, as described below: 
 

1. Phase 1 – Underground Phase 
 
Complete pavement removal, followed by all new utilities, is planned between Chester St. and 
Woodward Ave.  To help facilitate this work, we propose to direct all traffic on to the old Ring 
Road bypass, similar to what was done for the 2018 project.  Parking lanes will be removed 
where feasible to allow for two lanes of through traffic on Willits St., Oakland Blvd., Chester St., 
and Brown St. 
 

2. Phase 2 – Paving Phase (including Southfield Rd.) 
 
During the paving phase, the detour route will remain as described above.  To facilitate the 
work around Southfield Rd., Maple Rd. will be narrowed to two lanes, and Chester St. and 
Brown St. will be used for a detour of all through traffic on Southfield Rd.  
 
The use of Ring Road worked very well overall during the 2018 project.  An important part of its 
success was the removal of on-street parking to allow more vehicles through at each 
intersection.  While Maple Rd. is closed, it will be important to have two westbound lanes open 
on Willits St.  Assuming the parking structure is the first priority of the N. Old Woodward Ave. & 
Bates St. project, and given the timing above, it is anticipated that the parking structure would 
be under construction from approximately October, 2019, to May, 2021.  Once the parking 
structure is done, and work begins on the smaller private building projects, activity on the 
Willits St. portion of the site will intensify.  Construction of a five-story building on the Willits St. 
frontage of the site (at the northeast corner of Bates St.) will require closure of the sidewalk 
and the parking lane for safety of the public.  If construction of that building begins in 2021, 
and extends into 2022, this construction will work well if the City is then focusing on Phase 3, 
the reconstruction of S. Old Woodward Ave.  If the Phase 2 and 3 project order was reversed, 
however, the use of the westbound Willits St. parking lane would conflict with the detour route 
for Maple Rd.   

2019 2020 2021 2022 2022
Oct Nov Dec Jan Feb. Mar Apr May June July Aug Sept Oct Nov Dec Jan Feb. Mar Apr May June July Aug Sept Oct Nov Dec Jan Feb Mar Apr May June July Aug Sept Nov

N Old WW & Bates

Maple Road

South Old WW

2019 2020 2021 2022 2022
Oct Nov Dec Jan Feb. Mar Apr May June July Aug Sept Oct Nov Dec Jan Feb. Mar Apr May June July Aug Sept Oct Nov Dec Jan Feb Mar Apr May June July Aug Sept Nov

N Old WW & Bates

Maple Road

South Old WW
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From a traffic phasing perspective, constructing Maple Rd. first is the preferred option. 
 
Project Funding 
 
The funding for the two projects is listed below: 
 
 Maple Road Project S. Old Woodward Ave. Project 
Road Costs (net of grants) * $1,710,000 $3,638,000 
Streetscape * $520,000 $1,212,000 
Signal Replacement * $400,000 $0 
Streetlights * $325,000 $460,000 
Water $660,000 $100,000 
Sewer $725,000 $150,000 
   
Total $4,340,000 $5,560,000 
   
* - Items initially funded by 
General Fund 

$2,955,000 $5,310,000 

 
If the timing for the two projects were switched, the General Fund would see an additional 
reduction in fund balance of $2,355,000 ($5,310,000 - $2,995,000) in 2019-2020 because the 
S. Old Woodward Project costs are more heavily weighted towards roads and streetscape 
(which are initially funded by the General Fund) than the Maple Road Project.  There isn’t 
sufficient time to build up the reserves in the General Fund or to rearrange current capital 
improvement projects to offset the increased costs to the General Fund.     
 
To summarize, both from a traffic management perspective and from a funding perspective, the 
current plan of reconstructing Maple Rd. in 2020 and S. Old Woodward Ave. in 2022 (as 
reflected in the current five-year Capital Improvement Plan) is preferred.  It is staff’s 
recommendation to continue with the phasing previously planned for the reasons stated above. 
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CURRENT 
PROJECT

RECONSTRUCTION

Maple Road Project (and extension of current project)

RESURFACING

MILL & REPAVE

• Full reconstruction 
Chester to Pierce and E 
of Old Woodward to 
Woodward

• Repaving from Southfield 
to Chester St.

• Potential realignment and 
signal upgrade at the 
Southfield intersection

Timeline: Bid Package by 
December

RECONSTRUCTION
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September 28, 2018 
 
 VIA EMAIL 
Mr. Paul O’Meara 
City Engineer  
City of Birmingham 
151 Martin Street 
Birmingham, MI 48012 
 
RE: Maple Road & Park Street Intersection Alternatives Analysis 
 
Dear Mr. O’Meara, 

The purpose of this letter is to provide a summary of the alternatives analysis performed at the Maple 
Road and Park Street intersection. The following alternatives were considered for the intersection 
operations and design.  Each of the alternatives features are summarized herein. 

• Alternative 1: Channelized Right-Turn with Bump-out 
• Alternative 2: Full Intersection Operations 
• Alternative 3: Channelized Right-

Turn with Center Island 
• Alternative 4: NB and SB Right-turn 

Only-Signalized E/W Ped Crossings 

ALTERNATIVE 1: CHANNELIZED RIGHT-TURN 
WITH BUMP-OUT 

The intersection operations with this 
alternative are similar to the existing 
conditions, with the following notable 
changes. 

• A single WB right-turn lane is provided 
(currently a dual right-turn). 

• A small island is provided to prevent SB 
vehicles from making left-turn or 
through movements and prevents NB 
vehicles from making through 
movements. 

• A bump-out is provided on the northeast 
corner of the intersection. 

Items of note associated with this alternative: 

• The NB, EB and WB approaches will operate with traffic signal control.  No changes from the 
existing signal operations is proposed.   

• The SB approach is STOP control and the WB right-turn is a free flow movement.  With the WB 
right-turn operating as a free-flow movement, there is no concern with these vehicles impacting 
the adjacent intersection operations at Woodward Ave. 

Bump-Out 

Island 

Right-Turn Lane 
(Free Flow) 
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• Pedestrians on the west and south legs of the intersection will have pedestrian signal heads.  The 
north leg of the intersection will operate as an unsignalized crossing and vehicles will need to 
yield to pedestrians in the crosswalk.  This the existing pedestrian operations at this intersection. 

Overall, this alternative will operate in a manner similar to existing conditions, with the addition of 
southbound traffic on Park Street. 

ALTERNATIVE 2: FULL INTERSECTION OPERATIONS 

The intersection operations with this alternative provide a typical intersection.  This alternative considers 
the following features: 

• Full movements for all approaches. 
• Signalized control for all approaches, 

including signalized pedestrian crossings. 

Items of note associated with this alternative: 

• All approaches will operate with traffic 
signal control.  

• Pedestrians will have pedestrian signal 
heads on the north, south and west legs 
of the intersection.  

Overall, this alternative will operate with 
significant delay for vehicles on all approaches.  
It is expected that vehicles will back-up on all 
legs of the intersection, and of particular 
concern are vehicles on the WB approach 
impacting the operations of the Woodward Ave. 
intersection.  Therefore, full access at this 
intersection is not recommended due to the 
proximity to the Woodward Ave. intersection 
and the poor intersection operations. 

ALTERNATIVE 3: CHANNELIZED RIGHT-TURN WITH CENTER ISLAND 

The intersection operations with this 
alternative are similar to the existing conditions 
and alternative 1, with the following notable 
changes. 

• A single WB right-turn lane is provided 
(currently a dual right-turn). 

• A large island is provided to prevent SB 
vehicles from making left-turn or through 
movement and NB vehicles from making 
through movements. 

Items of note associated with this alternative: 

• The large island provides a 2-stage 
pedestrian crossing with a pedestrian 
refuge in the island. 

• The NB, EB and WB approaches will 
operate with traffic signal control.  No 
changes from the existing signal 
operations is proposed.  The SB 
approach is STOP control and the WB 
right-turn is a free flow movement.  With 
the WB right-turn operating as a free-flow movement, there is not concern with these vehicles 
impacting the adjacent intersection operations at Woodward Ave. 

Bump-Out 

Full Movements & 
Signalized All 
Approaches 

Island 

Right-Turn Lane 
(Free Flow) 
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• Pedestrians on the west and south legs of the intersection will have pedestrian signal heads.  The 
north leg of the intersection will operate as an unsignalized crossing and vehicles will need to 
yield to pedestrians in the crosswalk.  This the existing pedestrian operations at this intersection. 

Overall, this alternative will operate in a manner similar to existing conditions, with the addition of 
southbound traffic on Park Street. 

ALTERNATIVE 4: NB AND SB RIGHT-TURN ONLY-SIGNALIZED E/W PED CROSSINGS 

The intersection operations with this 
alternative are similar to the existing 
conditions, with the following notable 
changes. 

• A single WB right-turn lane is 
provided (currently a dual right-turn).  

• Signalized control will be provided  for 
all approaches, including signalized 
pedestrian crossings. 

Items of note associated with this 
alternative: 

• All approaches will operate with traffic 
signal control.  

• Pedestrians will have pedestrian 
signal heads on the north, south and 
west legs of the intersection.  

• There is no room for an island on the 
north leg with the larger bumpout on 
the northeast corner.   

Overall, this alternative will operate in a 
manner similar to existing conditions, with 
the addition of southbound traffic on Park 
Street. One notable improvement for this intersection is that there is signalized pedestrian control for 
pedestrians crossing the north leg of the intersection.   
 
This leg of the intersection currently does not have any traffic control for pedestrians. There is no 
proposed median island with this alternative due to facilitating truck turning movements with the 
proposed bump-out.  Without an island on the north and south legs of the intersection there is nothing 
preventing vehicles from driving through or making a left-turn. 

SUMMARY 
Alternative 1: Channelized Right-Turn with Bump-out 

• This alternative will operate in a manner similar to existing conditions, with the addition of 
southbound traffic on Park Street.  This alternative provides both a bump-out and a small island 
on the north leg of the intersection.  

Alternative 2: Full Intersection Operations 
• This alternative will operate with significant delay for vehicles on all approaches.  It is expected 

that vehicles will back-up on all legs of the intersection, and of particular concern is vehicles on 
the westbound approach impacting the operations of the Woodward Ave. intersection.  Therefore, 
this alternative is not recommended due to the proximity to the Woodward Ave. intersection and 
poor intersection operations. 

Alternative 3: Channelized Right-Turn with Center Island 
• This alternative will operate in a manner similar to existing conditions, with the addition of 

southbound traffic on Park Street.  This alternative provides no bump-out, but does provide a 
large channelizing island on the north leg of the intersection.  

Bump-Out 

Signalized All 
Approaches 
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Alternative 4: NB and SB Right-turn Only-Signalized E/W Ped Crossings 
• This alternative will operate in a manner similar to existing conditions, with the addition of 

southbound traffic on Park Street.  
• Overall, this alternative will operate in a manner similar to existing conditions, with the addition of 

southbound traffic on Park Street. One notable improvement for this intersection is that there is 
signalized pedestrian control for pedestrians crossing the north leg of the intersection.  This leg of 
the intersection currently does not have any traffic control for pedestrians. There is no proposed 
median island with this alternative due to facilitating truck turning movements with the proposed 
bump-out.  Without an island on the north and south legs of the intersection there is nothing 
preventing vehicles from driving through or making a left-turn. 

RECOMMENDATIONS 

Based on a holistic analysis of the intersection, considering all factors including vehicular and pedestrian 
safety, maneuverability and accessibility, F&V recommends that the City of Birmingham move forward 
with the design and construction of Alternative 4.  The Multi-Modal Transportation Board has stressed 
pedestrian safety as their highest concern at this intersection, and Alternative 4 grants this.  While this 
option is the most expensive, it provides the greatest benefit to all users. 
 
Alternatives 2 and 3 were not found to be acceptable alternatives from both a safety, operational and 
fiscal standpoint. 
 
If Alternative 4 is not fiscally viable, F&V recommends that the City of Birmingham move forward with the 
design and construction of Alternative 1.  While not as optimal as Alternative 4, Alternative 1 provides 
benefits to motorists while not diminishing the level of service or level of safety that pedestrians currently 
have. 

If you have any questions or concerns, please contact our office.  

Sincerely, 
 
FLEIS & VANDENBRINK  
  
 
 
 
 
Julie M. Kroll, PE, PTOE      Justin Rose, PE 
Sr. Project Manager      Project Manager 
 
JPR:jmk 
 
Attachments: Alternatives 1-4 
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MEMORANDUM 
 

Engineering Dept. 
Planning Dept. 

Police Dept. 
DATE:   October 26, 2018 
 
TO:   Multi-Modal Transportation Board 
 
FROM:  Jana Ecker, Planning Director 
   Scott Grewe, Police Commander 

Paul T. O’Meara, City Engineer 
 
SUBJECT: Maple Rd. Reconstruction – Southfield Rd. to Woodward Ave. 
 Conceptual Plans  
 
 
The City’s multi-modal transportation consultant (the MKSK/F&V team) has been working with 
the Multi-Modal Transportation Board (MMTB) to finalize plans for the reconstruction of Maple 
Rd. between Southfield Rd. and Woodward Ave.  An initial presentation was provided to the 
City Commission at its meeting of October 8, 2018.  Comments raised by the City Commission 
requiring further review and refinement are summarized below: 
 

1. ADA Accessible Spaces Design 
 
Staff was under the impression that the ADA requirements for reconstruction of streets with 
marked parallel parking spaces had been revised to require extra wide parking spaces, as 
presented on slide 17 of the attached presentation.  As can be seen, the widened parking 
spaces would disrupt the flow of the City sidewalk and landscaping theme.  The City 
Commission asked that we verify if this design is suggested or mandatory. 
 
Since the meeting, F&V has confirmed that the widened parking spaces are suggested but not 
required.  With that in mind, the accessible parking space locations will remain as proposed, but 
the size of the spaces will remain the same as the other parking spaces on the street. 
 

2. Columnar Tree Recommendation 
 
The Commission did not endorse the idea of installing columnar trees in areas of narrower 
sidewalks, such as adjacent parking spaces.  It was noted that the sidewalk areas will be wider 
than they are now, and columnar trees have not been installed on Maple Rd. historically.  The 
City Commission asked that all canopy trees be installed, but was open to larger and smaller 
varieties of canopy trees.   
 
MKSK reviewed this idea, and have revised the conceptual plans to delete the columnar trees.  
Zelkova trees are now being recommended, in addition to Honey Locusts. 
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3. Southfield Rd. Intersection 
 
The Commission commented that the southbound lane seems excessively wide.  F&V has since 
studied the intersection in more detail to confirm the required size of the right turn truck 
turning radius.  The design now included in this package has been designed to ensure that a 
WB62 truck can make the right turn off of Maple Rd.  Extra pavement to the right of this turn is 
being recommended in order to support this movement. 
 
F&V will be collecting traffic counts at this intersection to confirm the number and size of trucks 
that are making various turning movements currently to verify that the appropriate design is 
advanced to the City Commission.  Pedestrian counts will be taken as well.   
 

4. Taper east of Old Woodward Ave. 
 
The Commission commented that the length of the taper from three lanes to two lanes east of 
Old Woodward Ave. seemed excessive.  F&V looked at the design closer, and determined that 
the taper length could be shortened, and still meet AASHTO requirements.  Doing so actually 
allowed for the installation of two more parking spaces as well, which is now reflected on the 
plan. 
 

5. Maple Rd. east of Park St. 
 
The City Commission had two comments relative to the far easterly block: 
 

a. The consultant was asked to look at traffic demands closer to determine if one of the 
five lanes on this section of Maple Rd. can be deleted, which would then allow the 
sidewalks to be wider. 

b. The installation of an additional marked crosswalk on the east side of the Park 
St./Peabody St. intersection should be added. 

 
F&V has studied several options for traffic management on this block, labeled as: 
 
Alternative 1 – Elimination of the right westbound lane. 
Alternative 2 – Elimination of the right eastbound lane. 
Alternative 3 – Five Lane Cross-section, using ten foot wide lanes. 
 
As described in detail in the memo, removal of any of the five lanes on this segment of Maple 
Rd. is problematic, and not recommended.  However, discussions with MDOT staff have been 
held about narrowing the lanes to 10 ft. wide each.  Given the circumstances, it appears likely 
that a design exception will be approved for this option, therefore, the staff recommendation is 
to install five 10 ft. wide lanes on this block.  Doing so will the installation of 11.5 ft. sidewalks 
on both sides of the street, a substantial improvement over the existing condition.   
 
Regarding the installation of an east leg crosswalk at the Park St./Peabody St. intersection, F&V 
notes that the timing of the traffic signal at this intersection is critical for the success of traffic 
flows in this area.  The longer distance that pedestrians would have to walk here would require 
a red time that is longer than can be fit into the timing sequence.  The addition of a crosswalk 
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here is not recommended.  Fortunately, the distance to the crosswalk to the east (at Woodward 
Ave.) is only 130 ft. 
 
Based on the items noted by the City Commission, and subsequently refined, the following 
recommendation is provided for the Board. 
 
SUGGESTED RECOMMENDATION: 
 
The Multi-Modal Transportation Board makes the following recommendations relative to the 
Maple Rd. conceptual design from Southfield Rd. to Woodward Ave.: 
 

1. Three ADA accessible parking spaces will be provided in the corridor.  The spaces shall 
be sized the same as the other parking spaces in the project area, and located near an 
intersection so as to be able to make use of the proposed ramps at the intersection. 

2. Columnar trees will be deleted in favor of trees similar to those used on the Phase 1 
project. 

3. The Southfield Rd. intersection realignment will be refined to permit all truck turning 
movements, as shown.   

4. The taper length east of Old Woodward Ave. will be reduced to the minimum required, 
thereby allowing the addition of two more parking spaces on the E. Maple Rd. block. 

5a. The cross-section of Maple Rd. east of Park St. will be reconstructed with five 10 ft. wide 
lanes, pending approval of a design exception from MDOT. 

5b.The addition of a Maple Rd. crosswalk on the east leg of the Park St./Peabody St. 
intersection will not be pursued given that the traffic signal timing scheme will not allow 
it.  
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Purpose   of   discussion   tonight 

Direction from the City Commission was provided for the 
following topics and locations: 
 

1. Parking spaces- overall design and barrier-free 
 

2. Street trees- all canopy 
 

3. Mast-arm signal recommendation endorsed, requested 
refinements to the intersection design 
 

4. Intersection at Maple & Henrietta  
 

5. Amenities 
 

6. Request for additional options for intersection at 
Maple/Park/Peabody to meet MMTB goals 



Project Timeline 

August: 
Multi Modal 
Board Input 

October: 
City 

Commission 
Input on 

alternatives 

November:  
Final design 

recommendations 
by Multi Modal 

Board  

November:  
City 

Commission 
Approval 

on full concept 

December: 
Begin 

engineering 
design for 

bid package 

Meeting  
with MDOT 

August 2019: 
Submit for 

MDOT review 

March 2020: 
Begin construction 



Project   Overview (see   handout) 

Existing 

concept 

1 2 3 4 5 



Preliminary  concepts  for  input 

Existing-  
• 20 ft. spaces with 6-10ft. X’s  
• Varying spacing from 

crosswalks 
    = 68 total spaces  
 
Concept-  
 
• With changes, total number 

of spaces has increased 
• 18 ft. spaces with 8ft. X’s  
• 20 ft. spacing from crosswalks 
    = 60 total spaces  
 + 3 on Park St. 

Direction from the City Commission was provided for the 
following topics and locations: 
 

1. Parking spaces- overall design and barrier-free 
 

2. Street trees- all canopy 
 

3. Mast-arm signal recommendation endorsed, requested 
refinements to the intersection design 
 

4. Intersection at Maple & Henrietta  
 

5. Amenities 
 

6. Request for additional options for intersection at 
Maple/Park/Peabody to meet MMTB goals 



PARKING   Space  Design:   On-Street Parking  Counts 

Existing 

concept 

* 

   *Church ADA spot moved to rear of building 
** 3 additional spots added on Park St. (not included in Maple Rd. count) 

= ADA parking 

= ADA parking 

* 

1. 



PARKING  Space  design :   On-street   Parking 1. 
Previous   layout 

current   layout 

• Previous 
taper length: 
86 ft. 

• Updated 
taper length:  
68 ft. 

• Gain two 
parking  
spots with 
taper reduced 
closer to 
MDOT 
minimum 
length 



1. PARKING  Space  Design:  ADA On-Street Parking 

Central  business   district  ad a   parking  plan ADA   COUNT  REQUIREMENT  

• 1 space per 25 per block 
 

• Includes counts from 
other streets that form 
the blocks 



PARKING  Space  Design:  ADA On-Street Parking 

Min 8ft. 
clearance 

remaining at all 
locations 

Parallel 60” 
aisle with ramp 

• Current ADA 
requirements for on-
street parking does 
NOT require parallel 
aisles 
 

• Similar to existing 

Previous  ADA   parking   layout: 

1. 

confirmed  ADA   parking   layout: 



Preliminary  concepts  for  input 

• City Commission endorses 
Flush Tree Grates 
 

• City Commission prefers 
all canopy trees, no 
columnar 

Direction from the City Commission was provided for the 
following topics and locations: 
 

1. Parking spaces- overall design and barrier-free 
 

2. Street trees- all canopy 
 

3. Mast-arm signal recommendation endorsed, requested 
refinements to the intersection design 
 

4. Intersection at Maple & Henrietta  
 

5. Amenities 
 

6. Request for additional options for intersection at 
Maple/Park/Peabody to meet MMTB goals 



Sidewalks with 
parking: 
 
Zelkova 
 
Vase-like 
branching habit 

Bump-outs, 
intersections, and 
mid-block crossing: 
 
Thornless 
 Honey Locust* 
 
Min 30ft. spread 
 

Overall  Concept  Placement  

2. Recommended Street Trees 



Concept   Enlargement 

2. Recommended Street  Tree Layout 

Canopy tree 
(Thornless 

Honeylocust) 

Street tree 
(Zelkova) 

Light post 



Preliminary  Concepts  for  Input 

• City Commission endorsed 
mast arm 
 

• Requested more design 
details to ease pedestrian 
crossing but still 
accommodate truck turns 

Direction from the City Commission was provided for the 
following topics and locations: 
 

1. Parking spaces- overall design and barrier-free 
 

2. Street trees- all canopy 
 

3. Mast-arm signal recommendation endorsed, requested 
refinements to the intersection design 
 

4. Intersection at Maple & Henrietta  
 

5. Amenities 
 

6. Request for additional options for intersection at 
Maple/Park/Peabody to meet MMTB goals 



• Two posts required 
 

• Daylight views to 
museum 
 

• Opportunity to add 
gateway feature 
relocated street areas 
 

• Mast arm has higher 
cost:  
estimated as $100,000 
more 
 

• Bid alternative not 
allowed by MDOT 

Mast Arm Signal at Maple & Southfield 3. 

CONCEPT  enlargement EXISTING   enlargement 



Mast Arm Signal at Maple & Southfield 3. 
CONCEPT  enlargement 



Preliminary  Concepts  for  Input 

• Larger sidewalk area 
 

• Shortened crosswalk 
length 
 

• “Terminating Vista” 

Direction from the City Commission was provided for the 
following topics and locations: 
 

1. Parking spaces- overall design and barrier-free 
 

2. Street trees- all canopy 
 

3. Mast-arm signal recommendation endorsed, requested 
refinements to the intersection design 
 

4. Intersection at Maple & Henrietta  
 

5. Amenities 
 

6. Request for additional options for intersection at 
Maple/Park/Peabody to meet MMTB goals 



Existing  Enlargement and  view: Concept  Enlargement  and  view : 

Intersection  at Maple  &  Henrietta  4. 

• Larger landscaped 
sidewalk area 
 

• Shortened crosswalk 
lengths 
 

• “Terminating Vista” 
treatment: 

• Large art 
sculpture 

• Seating 
• Enhanced 

landscaping 
 

Maple 

Art Plaza at 
terminus 



Intersection  at Maple  &  Henrietta  4. 

Sculptural 
element 

Seating 

Enhanced 
landscape 



Preliminary  Concepts  for  Input 

Direction from the City Commission was provided for the 
following topics and locations: 
 

1. Parking spaces- overall design and barrier-free 
 

2. Street trees- all canopy 
 

3. Mast-arm signal recommendation endorsed, requested 
refinements to the intersection design 
 

4. Intersection at Maple & Henrietta  
 

5. Amenities 
 

6. Request for additional options for intersection at 
Maple/Park/Peabody to meet MMTB goals 



amenities:   Overview 5. 

Bike racks: benches: 

Locations   on  maple  rd 

• Site furnishings to 
match Old Woodward 
  

• Bike racks near tapered 
zones 
 

• Benches at 
intersections, midblock 
crossings 



Preliminary  Concepts  for  Input 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

• Convert Park to 2 way 
 

• Ease pedestrian crossings 
 

• City Commission requested 
additional alternatives to reduce 
lanes or their widths 

Direction from the City Commission was provided for the 
following topics and locations: 
 

1. Parking spaces- overall design and barrier-free 
 

2. Street trees- all canopy 
 

3. Mast-arm signal recommendation endorsed, requested 
refinements to the intersection design 
 

4. Intersection at Maple & Henrietta  
 

5. Amenities 
 

6. Request for additional options for intersection at 
Maple/Park/Peabody to meet MMTB goals 



Intersection  at Maple/Park/Peabody:  Existing Conditions 

Woodward 

6. 

Existing  Plan  Enlargement: Image  of existing  free-flow lane 



INTERSECTION   at Maple/Park /Peabody:  ORIGINAL Alternatives 

Typical 

Option 1 : Channelized Right-Turn with Bump-out Option 2: Full Intersection Operations 

Option 3 : Channelized Right-Turn with Center Island  Option 4: NB and SB Right-turn Only-Signalized E/W Ped Crossings  

6. 



INTERSECTION   at Maple/Park /Peabody:  Option J 

Option     j:    4 lanes, no WB right turn lane 

6. 
Original   Option :  cross    section 

Option   j:   cross  section 

• This alternative will allow for similar 
eastbound operations through the 
downtown, however there will be a significant 
increase in the delay for westbound traffic. 
THIS ALTERNATIVE IS NOT 
RECOMMENDED. 

Eliminatio
n of right 

westbound 
lane 



INTERSECTION   at Maple/Park /Peabody:  Option    k 

Option     k:   4 lanes, one EB through lane 

6. 
Original   Option:    cross   section 

Option   K:   cross  section 

• This alternative will allow for similar westbound 
operations, however there will be a significant 
increase in the delay for eastbound traffic with 
queuing throughout the downtown. THIS 
ALTERNATIVE IS NOT RECOMMENDED. 

Right 
eastbound 

lane 
removed 



INTERSECTION   at Maple/Park /Peabody:  Option    l 

Option     l:    5 lanes, design variance to 10ft. lane widths 

6. 
Original   Option :   cross    section 

Option   l:   cross  section 

All lanes 
10 ft. 
wide 

Sidewalk 
width 

increased 
by 5 ft. 

Sidewalk 
width 

remains 
~11 ft. • This alternative will operate in a manner similar to 

existing conditions while allowing for streetscape 
elements to be added to this block.  THIS 
ALTERNATIVE IS RECOMMENDED. 



INTERSECTION   at Maple/Park /Peabody:  EAST  PED  CROSSING 

Option L : 5 lanes, design variance to 10ft. lane widths 

6. 

• City Commission asked to review adding a 
pedestrian crossing on the eastern leg of Maple 
at Park/Peabody.   
 

• Maximum phase time for Park/Peabody of 27 
seconds. 
 

• Minimum phase time for east leg pedestrian 
crossing of 32 seconds. 
  

• This would cause queuing in the block between 
Park and Woodward to back up into Woodward. 
 

• For this reason, along with the proximity of two 
other pedestrian crossings, THIS ALTERNATIVE 
IS NOT RECOMMENDED. 

East Pedestrian 
crossing 
location 



Preliminary  concepts  for  input 

Direction from the City Commission was provided for the 
following topics and locations: 
 

1. Parking spaces- overall design and barrier-free 
 

2. Street trees- all canopy 
 

3. Mast-arm signal recommendation endorsed, requested 
refinements to the intersection design 
 

4. Intersection at Maple & Henrietta  
 

5. Amenities 
 

6. Request for additional options for intersection at 
Maple/Park/Peabody to meet MMTB goals 



Project Timeline 

August: 
Multi Modal 
Board Input 

October: 
City 

Commission 
Input on 

alternatives 

November:  
Final design 

recommendations 
by Multi Modal 

Board  

November:  
City 

Commission 
Approval 

on full 
concept 

December: 
Begin 

engineering 
design for bid 

package 

Meeting  
with MDOT 

August 2019: 
Submit for 

MDOT review 

March 2020: 
Begin construction 



 

CITY OF BIRMINGHAM 
MULTI-MODAL TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

THURSDAY, JULY 12, 2018 
 

City Commission Room 
151 Martin Street, Birmingham, Michigan 

 
Minutes of the regular meeting of the City of Birmingham Multi-Modal Transportation 
Board held Thursday, July 12, 2018.   
 
Chairperson Slanga convened the meeting at 6:05 p.m. 
 
1. ROLL CALL 
 
Present: Chairperson Johanna Slanga; Board Members Vice-Chairperson Lara 

Edwards, Amy Folberg, Daniel Rontal, Katie Schafer, Doug White  
 
Absent: Alternate Board Member Daniel Isaksen  
 
Administration:  Lauren Chapman, Asst. City Planner 
  Jana Ecker, Planning Director 
  Austin Fletcher, Asst. City Engineer 

Scott Grewe, Police Dept. Commander 
  Paul O'Meara, City Engineer 
  Carole Salutes, Recording Secretary 
 
Fleis & Vanderbrink ("F&V"): Julie Kroll  
MKSK:    Brad Strader 
 
2. INTRODUCTIONS (none) 
 
3. REVIEW AGENDA (no change) 
 
4.  APPROVAL OF MINUTES, MMTB MEETING OF JUNE 7, 2018 
 
Page 2 - Add in that Lara Edwards was nominated as Vice-Chair. 
 
Motion by Ms. Folberg 
Seconded by Ms. Edwards to approve the MMTB Minutes of June 7, 2018 with 
the addition. 
 
Motion carried,  
 
VOICE VOTE 
Yeas:  Folberg, Edwards, Rontal, Slanga, Schafer, White 
Abstain:  None 
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Nays:  None 
Absent:  Isaksen 
 
5. RESIDENTIAL STREET WIDTH STANDARDS  
 
Ms. Ecker recalled that on January 22, 2018, the City Commission considered future 
street widths for Bennaville, Chapin and Ruffner. Several residents appeared on behalf 
of Bennaville Ave., and additional residents appeared on behalf of the one block of 
Chapin Ave. After much discussion, the City Commission endorsed the recommendations 
of the Multi-Modal Transportation Board (“MMTB”) with regards to the future street 
width. However, during the discussion, the Commission expressed confusion as to what 
the City’s policy is for determining the width of a new street. As a result, the MMTB was 
asked to study the issue in further detail, and send information and policy direction back 
to the Commission.  
 
Accordingly, the MMTB discussed revising street widths standards over several months 
and on May 18, 2018, the revised Residential Street Widths Standards were presented 
to the City Commission. The Commission concluded that the document should be 
returned to the MMTB for suggested edits to the document.  An updated draft with the 
changes that the Commission requested shows the changes noted in red. 
 
Ms. Folberg commented that on street design standards (1), it looks like for new and 
existing unimproved residential streets that are being improved that there is no variance 
from the 26 ft. except when the right-of-way is less than 50 ft.  She did not think that 
was the Board's intent.  That is not in agreement with the flow chart, which extends to 
both newly improved streets and existing but reconstructed streets that if any of the 
items in 4 are present, a different width for the street may be considered. 
 
Mr. O'Meara and Ms. Ecker agreed that the intent was that a slightly wider width may be 
considered for new and existing unimproved residential streets that are being improved. 
 
Ms. Ecker concluded  the language for (1) should read, "When streets are improved or 
newly constructed, the standards below shall generally be applied.  Exceptions may be 
considered when factors such as those described in Section 4 are evident."   Also, in 
INRODUCTION a T is missing. 
 
Mr. Rontal thought the City Commission wants a standard and a means of identifying 
when the standard can be breached.   
 
Ms. Ecker noted all of this will be together from start to finish in the City Commission 
Agenda packet when it goes back to the Commission.  If approved, the new City 
Standard will be on the City's website. 
 
Motion by Ms. Edwards 
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Seconded by Mr. Rontal to recommend approval to the City Commission of the 
revised Residential Street Width Standards with the changes that were 
discussed.  
 
Motion carried, 6-0. 
 
VOICE VOTE 
Yeas:  Edwards, Rontal, Folberg, Slanga, Schafer, White 
Nays:  None 
Absent:  Isaksen 
 
6. BIKE SHARE PROGRAM  
 
Ms. Chapman described the different bike share types.  Most common is the docked or 
station based.  There is also dockless where people need not return the bike to a kiosk. 
Additionally, there is another dockless service where the bike is locked to a City rack or 
a station. 
 
Grant opportunities are available.  MoGo (Detroit's bike share) was awarded two grants.  
SEMCOG awarded a Transportation Alternatives Program grant for $495,380  to the 
cities of Berkley, Detroit, Ferndale, Huntington Woods, Oak Park, and Royal Oak for a 
multi-community bike share.  In addition to that grant, MoGo also received a grant from 
Build a Better Bike Share for $400,000 to support adaptable bikes that are for users who 
struggle to use two-wheel bikes. 
 
There are different ways to fund bike shares: 
• The entity partnering with the bike share puts up money; 
• Through a third party operation; 
• Through various partnerships; 
• Small business sponsors. 
 
Anyone can use a bike share for any reason, at any time.  The City has several miles of 
trails.  Several people have expressed that they would like a bike rental in the City.  Ms. 
Chapman noted 21 potential station locations in Birmingham. 
 
There were several questions that Ms. Chapman asked the board to consider: 
 
If bike share is favored:  
What kind would the board prefer?  

- Recommendation: The City pursues docked (station based) bike share or 
dockless (kiosk optional). For dockless: Users would be required to lock bikes 
to public racks or company provided racks.  

 
Is there interest in multi-community connections?  
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Recommendation: The City link with other communities in order to increase the 
effectiveness for Birmingham and other communities.  

 
What company? 

- Recommendation: If linking with other communities the City would have to 
contract with the same systems MoGo (Shift Transit) or Southfield (Zagster) 
use. If not, City staff has no specific recommendation.  
 

Should we provide accessible bikes now or withhold opinion until later?          -    
City staff recommends that the MMTB consider accessible bikes after a                  
bike share has been operational for at least a year. 
 
Ms. Ecker noted there is no information that suggests you cannot have a successful bike 
share program without infrastructure.  Or, that you cannot have successful 
infrastructure without a bike share program.  One is not needed before the other. 
 
Mr. Rontal had a hard time seeing people use a bike share program to get around the 
City of Birmingham.  He could see it being useful to get to surrounding communities.  In 
terms of intra-city bike share, he favored something more along the lines of the Lime 
Electric Scooter Share they have in San Francisco as being more convenient.   
 
Ms. Ecker said with respect to locating the stations the board would lead and public 
input would be encouraged.  Offsite parking locations would be good places to put a 
station so that commuters can get to Downtown.  Mr. Rontal said he has a hard time 
visualizing people biking down Maple Rd. from some of the outlying churches, wearing 
their work clothes.   
 
Discussion turned to usage and Ms. Chapman said with both Zagster and MoGo their 
usage data is proprietary to their participating cities.   
 
With regard to safe bike routes to surrounding communities, Eton, and Pierce were 
noted. 
 
Ms. Schafer wondered whether if other cities are using bike share and Birmingham is not, 
is Birmingham shutting itself out of that potential draw of people because they can't 
leave their bike in Birmingham. 
 
Ms. Ecker stated there is a whole generation of folks that don't want to drive and might 
want to ride bike share. To Ms. Schafer's point, if surrounding cities have bike share and 
Birmingham doesn't, is Birmingham left out?  
 
Ms. Chapman said in response to Mr. Rontal that the cost to go with either Zagster or 
MoGo depends on the number of stations and how many bikes at each station.   
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Ms. Slanga noted the Zagster pilot is paid for by Zagster.  However, it is much more on 
the community with MoGo; but then there is the connectivity with surrounding cities.  
Ms. Chapman said the cities can bring in different sponsors.  Advertising can be applied 
to the bikes or to the kiosks.  Mr. Rontal suggested they should look at going to large 
businesses for sponsorship as well as small businesses. Maybe Ford, GM, and Chrysler 
would be interested in stepping in.  Ms, Ecker advised that in the past the Surnow Group 
has been interested in sponsorship. 
 
Ms. Ecker thought it would be a mistake to start something and not try to connect with 
surrounding communities.   
 
Ms. Chapman asked the board members whether they feel bike share is a favorable 
possibility. 
 
Ms. Folberg said to her the question is whether it is worth $100,000 to do a feasibility 
study.  Ms. Chapman said that other communities have not done a feasibility study and 
are basically signing up for bike share a year at a time to see how it goes.  MoGo is 
planning to hold community meetings for them to consider possible station locations.   
 
Ms. Ecker said that opportunities for grants come up every year.  She added 
surrounding municipalities are generally more than happy to share information back and 
forth with Birmingham.  It was discussed that being a year behind may provide 
Birmingham a lot of information about what might or might not work. 
 
Board members asked staff to come back with: 
• A round number of locations with an accessibility map;  
• If Birmingham were to go with MoGo in order to connect  with surrounding 

communities it would be around $______.  If it were $100,000 to implement, then 
the $100,000 feasibility study seems like a waste of money; 

• What is the City's perspective on how it would be managed;  
• With MoGo the City would have to do more of the heavy lifting than with Zagster.  Is 

there enough resources and staff to do that; 
• Provide information from surrounding cities that are starting this up; 
• Some thoughts and opinions from the business community on bringing in bike share. 

 
Ms. Ecker predicted that once a bike station is in place people will be surprised how 
much they might use it.  Ms. Chapman said the key for locations are to place bike 
stations somewhere people can get to and somewhere that people want to be.   
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7. MAPLE RD. IMPROVEMENTS (Phase 2 of Old Woodward Ave. Project)  
 
Mr. O'Meara noted that the City of Birmingham has committed to a three-phased 
program to reconstruct its major corridors in the Central Business District. Phase I 
construction, focusing on the central part of Old Woodward Ave., is currently nearing 
completion, with an expected completion in early August. The remaining two phases will 
consist of:  

• Phase 2, Maple Rd. – Southfield Rd. to Woodward Ave. (Construction 
planned in 2020)  

• Phase 3, S. Old Woodward Ave. – Brown St. to Landon Ave. (Construction 
planned in 2022)  

 
While the Multi-Modal Transportation Board ("MMTB") assisted with the initial street 
designs used in Phase 1, the City Commission assisted at a high level in the final design 
package. Per their direction, a planning consultant (MKSK) was hired and assisted the 
City in the conceptual design package now being constructed. Since there is a desire to 
be consistent and follow the design theme started in Phase 1 into the remaining 
projects, MKSK has been retained to assist again in developing the conceptual plans for 
Phase 2. This is a particularly smooth transition, given that MKSK has now been retained 
and is teamed with the City’s traffic engineering firm F&V. Together, they have prepared 
conceptual plans to assist the MMTB with all of its planning needs. It is expected that 
the initial MMTB comments will be taken at this meeting, and then initial comments will 
be taken from the City Commission. A final review by the MMTB is expected later this 
summer.  
 
As plans are prepared for Phase 2, it is important to note that the City was fortunate to 
be awarded two federal grants to assist in covering the cost of this project. Grants 
include:  

• A grant for $352,000, awarded by the Oakland Co. Federal Aid Committee, to 
assist the City in the cost of reconstructing this major road. As a street with high 
traffic counts, combined with the need for general safety improvements, this 
segment of Maple Rd. qualified for a grant estimated at covering 80% of the cost 
of resurfacing this street.  
• A grant for $249,700, awarded under the Highway Safety Improvement 
Program, covering 80% of the cost of reconstructing the Southfield Rd. at Maple 
Rd. intersection.  

 
Mr. Strader spelled out the goals of the Phase 2 project: 

• Be consistent with Phase 1; 
• Improve the pedestrian and bike environment using recommended design 

options from the MMTB and the City Commission; 
• Provide reasonable traffic operations; 
• Consider on-street parking options that maximize the number of spaces; 
• Consider maintenance costs; 
• Meet the MDOT standards; 
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• Consider placement of street trees and ornamental street lights; 
- A tree every other parking space interspersed with a street light every 

other space; 
- Trees to be columnar in nature. 

 
Mr. Strader and Ms. Kroll covered options for the various sections of the road. 
 
1. Southfield Rd. Intersection – The City received a safety grant to improve the 
geometrics. The skewed angle in which Southfield Rd. meets Maple Rd. has created a 
high crash environment. It is also considered unfavorable for pedestrians attempting to 
cross Maple Rd. at this signal. F&V studied crash histories for the City. They determined 
that moving the intersection to the west, therein making all turning movements to be 
executed at a 90° angle, would have a measurable impact on reducing crashes. The 
traffic signal will have to be relocated as a part of this improvement. The MMTB and City 
Commission will be asked to consider whether a mast arm traffic signal design is 
appropriate here or not.  To upgrade the signal from span wire to a mast arm would be 
an additional $80 to $120 thousand, depending upon the design.  The standard for 
Downtown is a mast arm; outside of Downtown it is not.  MKSK and F&V will provide 
photo renderings of the appearance of the two signal designs as viewed for northbound 
traffic, and the visual impact they will have on the Birmingham Museum located at this 
intersection.  
 
Mr. Rontal suggested that if the mast arm is used and it is decided this is Downtown, 
they should locate signage or public artwork on the SE corner of the intersection so 
people are notified that they are coming into Downtown.  He hoped the options for 
street trees would include those with fall color. 
 
Mr. Strader assured they will draw the schematics to ensure the intersection is designed 
for trucks to be able to make the turn onto Southfield Rd. 
 
2. Maple Rd. Between Chester St. and Bates – The consultants looked at a median 
option but it did not work out because after using the MDOT and Federal funding 
standards the island became too small.    
 
3. Maple Rd. and Bates - The options are to leave the intersection as it is with left 
turns prohibited, or to provide a left-turn lane with: 
• Option A - Left turn lane with narrower sidewalk 

- Improves site distance; 
- Reduces rear-end crashes; 
- Reduces vehicle queues on Maple Rd. 

 
• Option B - Left turn lane with eight parking spaces removed 

- Improves site distance; 
- Reduces rear-end crashes; 
- Reduces vehicle queues on Maple Rd. 
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In this case Ms. Kroll opined that the low volume of left turns probably does not warrant 
a left turn lane.   
 
Mr. Strader said they have a little room to move the street trees out into the road and 
restore the sidewalk width at the east and west side of Bates.  The priority is to either 
keep the sidewalk as wide as possible even if they sacrifice on-street parking, or is 
keeping the on-street parking a critical priority and then doing the best they can with 
the sidewalk and street trees.  Option A, allowing on-street parking, benefits the 
businesses and street life and it buffers the pedestrian from the travel lanes on the 
positive side.  On the downside it adds to congestion because of  parallel parking 
maneuvers.  Option B makes it much better for pedestrians and it helps the traffic flow 
as well.  The downside is the loss of parking.  
 
Right now Maple Rd. lanes are 12 ft. wide and they are proposed to be narrowed to 11 
ft. which arethe least they can be with all of the constraints of high volume of traffic, 
busses, and heavy vehicles. 
 
Discussion concluded there could be an Option C that would take out both sides of left 
turn lanes. That may cause backups. Option D would be no left turns at Bates. 
 
Board members leaned towards Option B. 
 
4. Maple Rd. and Park St. –  
• Option A - Channelized right-turn lane 

- A center median with a two-stage pedestrian crossing; 
- Allows free-flow right turns onto NB Park St.; 
- No queuing from right turns onto Woodward Ave. 

 
• Option B - Reduced traffic island; 

- Typical pedestrian crossing; 
- Signal Control right turns onto NB Park St. (free-flow); 
- No queuing from right turns onto Woodward Ave. 

 
Ms. Ecker noticed that with Option A the whole pork chop space is wasted.  Whereas in 
Option B usable sidewalk space is being added.  Mr. Strader pointed out that a diverter 
will be needed so that people will not continue SB from Park St. onto Peabody, and they 
would have to turn right. 
 
Ms. Ecker said to keep in mind that the NE corner of Park St. and Maple Rd. is likely to 
be redeveloped in the near future.  Pretty much everyone who is interested talks about 
wanting Park St. to be two-way for ease of access to that property. 
 
Chairperson Slanga expressed the opinion that nuggets and pork chops just don't work.   
 
It was agreed that the board needs to think a little more about this intersection. 
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5.  Maple Rd. East of Peabody and Park St. - There is a narrow sidewalk with not a 
lot of room for street trees.  They could do something to keep the small trees but the 
thought is maybe no street trees and replace them with a low ground cover or some 
other kind of plant material.  Board members agreed. 
 
6.  Parking   
• Option A-1- 20 ft. parking with 8 ft. boxes 

- No extra space at end of blocks. 
 
• Option A-2 - 22 ft. parking 

- Bike parking; 
- Larger bumpouts; 
- Pedestrian areas. 

 
• Option B-1 - 11 ft. lanes with 8 ft. wide parking 
 
• Option B-2 - 11 ft. lanes with 7 ft. wide parking with 1 ft. buffer 
 
Board members were split on these options.   
 
 
8. MEETING OPEN TO THE PUBLIC FOR ITEMS NOT ONTHE AGENDA 
 (no public was present) 
 
9. MISCELLANEOUS COMMUNICATIONS (none) 

 
 
10. NEXT MEETING AUGUST 2, 2018 at 6 p.m. 
 
11. ADJOURNMENT 
 
No further business being evident, the board members adjourned at 8:25 p.m. 
 
 
            
     Jana Ecker, Planning Director 
 
      
            
     Paul O'Meara, City Engineer 
 
 
 



 

 

CITY OF BIRMINGHAM 
MULTI-MODAL TRANSPORTATION BOARD  

THURSDAY, AUGUST 2, 2018 
 

City Commission Room  
151 Martin Street, Birmingham, Michigan 

 
Minutes of the regular meeting of the City of Birmingham Multi-Modal Transportation 
Board held Thursday, August 2, 2018.   
 
Chairperson Slanga convened the meeting at 6:02 p.m. 
 
1. ROLL CALL 
 
Present: Chairperson Johanna Slanga; Board Members Vice-Chairperson Lara 

Edwards, Amy Folberg, Doug White, Student Representative Alex 
Lindstrom 

 
Absent:  Board Members Daniel Rontal, Katie Schafer; Alternate Board Member 

Daniel Isaksen,  
 
Administration:  Lauren Chapman, Asst. City Planner 
  Jana Ecker, Planning Director 
  Austin Fletcher, Asst. City Engineer 

Scott Grewe, Police Dept. Commander 
  Paul O'Meara, City Engineer 
  Carole Salutes, Recording Secretary 
 
Fleis & Vanderbrink ("F&V"):   
  Julie Kroll  
 
MKSK:  Brad Strader 
  Haley Wolfe, Landscape Architect 
 
2. INTRODUCTIONS  
 
The new student representative, Alex Lindstrom, introduced himself to the Board.  He is 
a junior at International Academy.  Everyone welcomed him. 
 
3. REVIEW AGENDA (no change) 
 
 
4.  APPROVAL OF MINUTES, MMTB MEETING OF JULY 12, 2018 
 
Motion by Ms. Edwards 
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Seconded by Ms. Folberg to approve the MMTB Minutes of July 12, 2018 as 
presented. 
 
Motion carried, 4-0. 
 
VOICE VOTE 
Yeas:  Edwards, Folberg, Slanga, White 
Abstain:  None 
Nays:  None 
Absent:  Rontal, Schaefer, Isaksen 
 
 
5. MAPLE RD. IMPROVEMENTS (PHASE II OF OLD WOODWARD 
 PROJECT)   
 
Recommendation on alternatives to City Commission: 
 
Mr. Strader said they would like to get additional feedback on several topics before 
finalizing a presentation to the City Commission later in August. He reminded this project 
is funded by MDOT and so it must be consistent with MDOT standards. 
 
Key topics for tonight's discussion are as follows: 
1. Parking layout options 
2. More information on street tree selection 
3. Landscape options for narrow segments 
4. Additional options at Maple/Park/Peabody 
5. Additional options at Maple and Bates 
6. Additional options at Maple from Chester to Henrietta 
7. Mast arm signal at Maple and Southfield 
 
Parking Layout Options 
MDOT recommends 22 ft. long parking spaces and a no parking zone at the corners.  The 
City typically has parking much closer to the corner than MDOT. The City may be able to 
seek a design exception from MDOT to extend the parking closer to the corners.  MKSK's 
recommendation to the City Commission based on MMTB input from last month will be to 
go with this design without the Xs and give up four spaces.  Areas at the corners can be 
used for more landscaping and bumpouts if they can't extend the parking. 
 
In response to Ms. Slanga, Mr. O'Meara said the positive thing about the Xs is that they 
allow maneuvering space to get in and out quickly so as not to back up traffic.  However, 
there are less parking spaces.  Mr. Strader noted that wherever they can get a bumpout  
or an amenity for pedestrians they will add it in. He recalled the discussion last month 
was to recover some of the lost parking if possible. ADA spaces are put at the ends so 
there is not so much of an impasse throughout the day for turning trucks. Conclusion was 
to meet with MDOT to see what the flexibility is with the different options. 



Multi-Modal Transportation Board Proceedings 
August 2, 2018 
Page 3 
 

 

 
Street Tree Selections 
Ms. Ecker noted the City will try to put in the bigger, broader canopy trees wherever there 
is room.  Ms. Wolfe noted segments of Maple Rd. sidewalk are more narrow and columnar 
trees still provide street character with some shade.  Board members liked the Armstrong 
Maple for narrow sidewalks because of its orange-red, yellow Fall color.  For the wider 
sidewalk zones, they preferred Thornless Honey Locust. 
 
Landscape Options for Narrow Segments 
Board members considered: 
 Option 1 - Silva cells and structural soils; 
 Option 2 - Raised planter pots; 
 Option 3 - Flush tree grates; 
 Option 4 - Linear raised planters with seating.   
 
Consensus was to choose Option 3 for the sidewalk treatment, as it is the most narrow 
option with a tree rather than a planter. It is the best opportunity to provide shade, plus 
it is ADA compliant by being flush with the sidewalk.  Board members also liked Option 4 
for wider sidewalks because of the seating. 
 
Additional options at Maple/Park/Peabody 
Ms. Kroll ran Syncro simulations for the board to evaluate.  She showed a model of a 
typical crossing with a push-button activated control to stop right turns.  It would be a 
free-flow movement unless someone pushes the button to stop.  Ms. Ecker said with a 
push-button, pedestrians will be able to cross the first part and the second part will have 
a stop sign. The members preferred the typical intersection and crossing design that did 
not include a separate diverter lane for the right hand turn lane. 
 
There was discussion about doing something else with Park other than making it a two-
way street. However, there were benefits of keeping it one-way.  Ms. Ecker said that 
generally speaking they try to follow the 2016 Plan which suggests two-way traffic. 
Further, it will bring value to the vacant site near the Hunter House. 
 
Additional options at Maple and Bates Intersection 
 Option A - Left turn lanes, either lose parking or narrow sidewalks; 
 Option C-1 - Left turns would be banned at Bates from 7 AM to 7 PM, with the street, 

tapered towards Chester so there is more sidewalk space between Chester and Bates.  
 Option C-2 - No left turn lanes - keep on-street parking all the way to Chester but less 

room on the sidewalk. 
 

After reviewing the Syncro model, everyone was in favor of Option C-1. Bates will operate 
the same as Henrietta. 
 
Additional options at Maple from Chester to Henrietta 
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Mr. Strader stated that the left turn volumes are low.  EB turns are higher than the WB.  
When the center turn lane is taken away, the potential for rear-end collisions increases.  
Ms. Kroll indicated there have been 3.2 crashes/year.  Four crashes were caused by 
stopped traffic, either in the queue or to park.  So, no left turns are recommended from 
7 a.m. to 7 p.m.  
 
Mast arm signal at Maple and Southfield 
It was shown that the mast arms afford a better view into the Museum from Southfield.  
The new configuration for the entryway allows the opportunity for gateway features from 
the west such as signage, landscaping, lighting, seating.   
  
Mr. Strader said they will take this input, repackage it for the City Commission and after 
the Commission's direction they will come back with the whole design in an animated 
model. 
 
 
6. 2019 LOCAL STREETS PROGRAM - PAVING STREET WIDTHS 
 
Mr. Fletcher noted one of the projects planned for the 2019 construction season is the 
Quarton Lake Subdivision reconstruction. The project involves the complete reconstruction 
of the following streets:  

Raynale St. – N. Glenhurst Dr. to Chesterfield Ave.;  
Brookwood St. – N. Glenhurst Dr. to Raynale St.; 
N. Glenhurst Dr. – Oak Ave. to Raynale St.;  
Kenwood Court – Glenhurst Dr. to 220 ft. to East.  

 
It should be noted that these are the only improved streets in the area that have not been 
worked on in more than 30 years The following is a detail of what is proposed. He recalled 
that the Multi-Modal Transportation Board ("MMTB") recently recommended a written 
policy on determining the width of new and reconstructed streets in Birmingham. The 
policy was approved by the City Commission at their meeting of July 23. The finalized 
version of the policy has been used as a reference in making the following 
recommendations. A summary of existing conditions is provided below, followed by a 
recommendation based on the City’s new residential street width standards.  
 
Raynale St.: The existing pavement on this block was installed at thirty-two (32) feet wide. 
The curbs were originally installed in 1929, with an asphalt surface installed at a later 
date. The road width is wider than the twenty-six (26) ft. width requirement (per the 
Residential Street Width Standards). The existing right-of-way is sixty (60) ft. wide. A total 
reconstruction (new concrete pavement and underground utilities) is proposed for this 
street. A 26 ft. pavement width is recommended that will narrow the pavement, and 
provide more green space and City trees.  The center line will remain the same. 
 
Brookwood St.: The existing pavement on this block was installed at twenty-four (24) ft. 
wide. The curbs were originally installed in 1929, with an asphalt surface installed at a 
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later date. The existing right-of-way is fifty (50) ft. wide. City trees would be an issue if 
they try to widen the street to 26 ft.  Therefore the recommendation is to keep the road 
width at 24 ft. A total reconstruction (new pavement and underground utilities) is 
proposed for this street.  
 
N. Glenhurst Dr.: The existing pavement on this block was installed at thirty-two (32) ft. 
wide. The curbs were originally installed in 1929, with an asphalt surface installed at a 
later date. The road width is wider than the twenty-six (26) ft. width requirement (per the 
Residential Street Width Standards). The existing right-of-way is fifty (50) ft. wide. There 
are no existing City trees in the greenbelt (area between the road and sidewalk), due to 
the right-of-way and pavement widths. It should be noted that the City recently received 
a petition to reconstruct N. Glenhurst between Pine St. and Oak Ave. The pavement width 
of this section of N. Glenhurst is proposed to be constructed at twenty-six (26) ft., in 
accordance with the Residential Street Width Standards. The center line would remain the 
same.  If the petition is successful, it will likely become a part of this project for logistic 
purposes as well as to take advantage of economy of scale (better pricing).  
 
Kenwood Court:  Kenwood Court was originally constructed as a dead end with a length 
of approximately 220 ft. The existing pavement was installed at twenty-four (24) ft. wide. 
The curbs were originally installed in 1929, with an asphalt surface installed at a later 
date. In the early 1990’s Kenwood Court was extended an additional 250 ft. The existing 
pavement was also installed at twenty-four (24) ft. wide. This street has two (2) right-of-
way widths, fifty (50) ft. on the original section (west) and forty (40) ft. on the newer 
section. Because this street was constructed in two (2) different eras, the rehabilitation 
needs are different. Because of not wanting to jeopardize the existing large mature trees 
in the greenbelt, the recommendation is to keep the pavement at 24 ft. wide.  A total 
reconstruction is proposed for the west half of the block (oldest) and resurfacing is 
proposed for the east half, as it is newer and does not require utility work. The existing 
curbs will remain in place on the newer section as well.  
 
Motion by Ms. Folberg 
Seconded by Ms. Edwards to accept the suggested recommendations changing 
the typo in (C) to twenty-six (26) ft.: 
 
A. Reconstructing Raynale St. at twenty-six (26) ft. wide between N. Glenhurst 
Dr. and Chesterfield Ave.;  
B. Reconstructing Brookwood St. at twenty-four (24) ft. wide (matching 
existing) between N. Glenhurst Dr. and Raynale;  
C. Reconstructing N. Glenhurst Dr. at twenty-six (26) ft. wide between Oak 
Ave. and Raynale St.;  
D. Reconstructing the west half of Kenwood Ct. (approximately 250 ft.) at 
twenty-four (24) ft. matching the existing and resurface the remaining portion 
of Kenwood Ct.;  
E. Schedule a public hearing at the regularly scheduled meeting of the Multi-
Modal Transportation Board for September 6, 2018 at 6 p.m. 
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Motion carried, 4-0. 
 
VOICE VOTE 
Yeas:  Folberg, Edwards, Slanga, White 
Nays:  None 
Absent:  Rontal, Schaefer, Isaksen 
 
 
7. MEETING OPEN TO THE PUBLIC FOR ITEMS NOT ON THE AGENDA 
  
Ms. Folberg passed out two articles.  One was from the Detroit Free Press that talks about 
Detroit starting scooter sharing.  The second article was from MNPR which mentions 
bumps along the way for scooter sharing and walking.  She noted that in Detroit the 
pricing for bike share is $8/day, $18/month, and $80/year.  She doesn't see bike share as 
being a casual use at that price. 
 
Dockless scooter share is priced at $1up front and then $.15/minute.  This may be a better 
option that bike sharing. 
 
Ms. Ecker advised that details on bike share and scooter share will be brought back to the 
MMTB in September.  The scooter share company runs everything.  In Detroit the scooters 
are required to be used in the bike lanes and not on the sidewalk.   
 
Ms. Edwards stated she would like to see a task force from the public working to 
encourage bike share in Birmingham.  They would investigate if there are more bikes how 
to make biking safe and how to encourage a biking environment.   
 
Discussion followed that the City should consider doing some public relations activities 
that promote cycling in the City, such as bike events, group rides, public service messages 
for drivers to stop for cyclists and pedestrians, or drafting an ordinance to require bikes 
to be on the streets and not sidewalks.  Board members thought that a slow roll like group 
ride for cyclists in Detroit would be fun for the community.   
 
 
9. MISCELLANEOUS COMMUNICATIONS (none) 

 
 
10. NEXT MEETING SEPTEMBER 6, 2018 at 6 p.m. 
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11. ADJOURNMENT 
 
No further business being evident, the board members adjourned at 7:28 p.m. 
 
 
            
     Jana Ecker, Planning Director 
 
      
            
     Paul O'Meara, City Engineer 
 
 
 



 

BIRMINGHAM CITY COMMISSION MINUTES 
OCTOBER 8, 2018 

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

 
I. CALL TO ORDER AND PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

Patty Bordman, Mayor Pro Tem 
 

II. ROLL CALL 
ROLL CALL:  Present,  Mayor Pro Tem Bordman 
     Commissioner Boutros  

Commissioner DeWeese      
Commissioner Hoff 

     Commissioner Nickita 
     Commissioner Sherman 
   Absent, Mayor Harris 
 

Administration:  City Manager Valentine, Assistant City Manager Gunter, City Attorney Currier, 
Senior Planner Baka, Fire Chief Connaughton, Fire Deputy Chief Donohue, Police Commander 
Grewe, Planning Director Ecker, DPS Deputy Director Filipski, Assistant City Engineer Fletcher, 
Finance Director Gerber, Building Official Johnson, City Clerk Mynsberge, City Engineer O’Meara, 
BSD Director Tighe 
 

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

10-267-18 INTRODUCTION OF GUESTS 
Shelley Goodman Taub, County Commissioner, 12th District 
Commissioner Taub reported on the balanced County budget, noting particular line items of 
interest to Birmingham. 
 
Mike McCready, State Representative, 40th District 
Representative McCready provided a brief report on various legislative items. 
 
10-268-18 ANNOUNCEMENTS 
Mayor Pro Tem Bordman announced: 

• Commissioner Sherman’s Birthday 
• Tonight marked the official grand opening of Fire Station #2. The Public is invited to 

tour the new station located on Chesterfield at open public tours on October 11th, 5:30-
8:00 pm, and on October 20th, 10:00am-1:00pm. 

• Tomorrow, October 9th, is the deadline to register to vote to be eligible to vote in the 
November general election. If you are not already registered to vote at your current 
address go to Michigan.gov/Vote to register online, or contact the City Clerk’s office at 
248-530-1880. 



2  October 8, 2018 

• The Birmingham Fire Department’s Annual Open House is Saturday, October 13th, from 
1-4 p.m. at the Adams Fire Station. Attendees can operate a fire hose, learn about fire 
safety, and view an EMS and vehicle extrication display, along with HAZMAT apparatus 
and equipment. Enter a raffle and enjoy firehouse chili at this family-friendly event. For 
more information, contact the Birmingham Fire Department at 248.530.1900. 

• The Baldwin Public Library is hosting “A Novel Wine Tasting”, a fundraiser to support the 
upcoming Youth Room Expansion and Renovation. The event takes place on Friday, 
October 19th, 6:00-9:00 pm. Purchase tickets at www.baldwinlib.org/booksandbites. 

 

10-269-18  APPOINTMENTS TO THE BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS 
The City Commission interviewed current members Erik Morganroth and John Miller.  

MOTION: Motion by Commissioner Boutros:  

To appoint Erik Morganroth to the Board of Zoning Appeals as a regular member to serve a 
three-year term to expire October 10, 2021. 

VOTE:  Yeas,  6 
  Nays,  0 
  Absent, 1 
 
MOTION: Motion by Commissioner Nickita:  

To appoint John Miller to the Board of Zoning Appeals as a regular member to serve a three-
year term to expire October 10, 2021. 

VOTE:  Yeas,  6 
  Nays,  0 
  Absent, 1 
 
City Clerk Mynsberge administered the Oath of Office to the appointees. 

 
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. 

10-270-18  APPROVAL OF CONSENT AGENDA 
The following items were removed from the Consent Agenda: 

● Commissioner Hoff:  Item B, Approval of the City Commission regular meeting  
    minutes of September 17, 2018. 

     Item N, FY2019 Municipal and Community Credit Funds  
     and FY2018 Contract Addendum 
     Item T, Lot 12 Parking County Survey 

● Mayor Pro Tem Bordman: Item A, Approval of the City Commission special meeting  
    minutes of September 17, 2018. 
 

MOTION: Motion by Commissioner Sherman, seconded by Commissioner Boutros: 
To approve the Consent Agenda with Items A, B, N, and T removed. 
 
ROLL CALL:  Ayes:  Mayor Pro Tem Bordman 

Commissioner Boutros 

http://www.baldwinlib.org/booksandbites
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Commissioner DeWeese 
     Commissioner Hoff 

Commissioner Nickita 
     Commissioner Sherman 
   Nays:  None 

Absent: Mayor Harris 
 
C. Resolution approving the warrant list, including Automated Clearing House payments, 

dated September 19, 2018 in the amount of $29,692,487.78.  

D. Resolution approving the warrant list, including Automated Clearing House payments, 
dated September 26, 2018 in the amount of $2,757,529.68. 

E. Resolution approving the warrant list, including Automated Clearing House payments, 
dated October 3, 2018 in the amount of $400,349.29. 

F. Resolution accepting the resignation of Jeffery Jones from the Board of Zoning Appeals, 
thanking him for his service, and directing the City Clerk to begin the process of filling 
the vacancy. 

G. Resolution accepting the resignation of John Rusche as Alternate Member of Parks and 
Recreation Board, thanking him for his service, and directing the City Clerk to begin the 
process of filling the vacancy. 

H. Resolution accepting the resignation of Lauren Tolles from the Design Review Board, 
thanking her for her service, and directing the City Clerk to begin the process of filling 
the vacancy. 

I. Resolution accepting the resignation of Adam Charles from the Design Review Board and 
from the Historic District Commission, thanking him for his service, and directing the City 
Clerk to begin the process of filling the vacancy. 

J. Resolution setting a Public Hearing of Necessity for the Birmingham Shopping District on 
October 29, 2018. Further, setting a Public Hearing of Confirmation of Assessment Rolls 
for November 12, 2018 for the Birmingham Shopping District. 

K. Resolution setting a public hearing for October 29, 2018 to consider the proposed Lot 
rearrangement of 120 Hawthorne, Parcel #1935230015 and 125 Aspen, Parcel 
#1935230001. 

L. Resolution authorizing an expenditure of $25,000 from the Parking Enterprise Fund 
#585-538.001-901.0300 in support of the BSD holiday television campaign. 

M. Resolution approving the purchase of (2) workstations, (2) secure storage cabinets and 
(16) lateral files in the amount of $16,744.42 from Kentwood Office Furniture, Inc.; 
further authorizing this budgeted expenditure from account number 101-301-000-
972.0000; further authorizing and directing the mayor and city clerk to sign the 
agreement on behalf of the city. 

O. Resolution authorizing the City Manager to cast a vote, on the City’s behalf, for the two 
incumbent members of the Michigan Municipal League Liability and Property Pool Board 
of Directors for three year terms, beginning January 1, 2019. 

P. Resolution awarding parts 2 and 3 of Contract 9-18(S) to Doetsch Industrial Services of 
Warren, MI, in the amount of $691,485.02, to be charged to account number 590-
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536.001-981.0100. Further, approving the appropriation and budget amendment as 
outlined. 

Q. Resolution authorizing the purchase of the Tennant Sweeper in the amount of 
$37,843.00. Funds are available in account #585-538.001-971.0100. 

R. Resolution approving the purchase of one (1) new 2018 GMC Sierra 2500 HD from Todd 
Wenzel Buick GMC through the Oakland County cooperative purchasing contract #5222 
in the amount of $36,838.00 from account #641-441.006.971.0100. 

S. Resolution authorizing an increase in the authorized amount for the 2018 Sidewalk Trip 
Elimination Program, Contract #6-18(SW), to Precision Concrete Cutting, Inc., in the 
amount of $34,174, to be charged to the Sidewalk Fund, account number 101-444.001-
981.0100. 

U. Resolution approving the appointment of election inspectors, absentee voter counting 
board inspectors, receiving board inspectors and other election officials as recommended 
by the City Clerk for the November 6, 2018 General Election pursuant to MCL 168.674(1) 
and granting the City Clerk authority to make emergency appointments of qualified 
candidates should circumstances warrant to maintain adequate staffing in the various 
precincts, counting boards and receiving boards. 

V.  Resolution scheduling a meeting of the Election Commission on Monday, October 29, 
2018 at 6:30 p.m. for the purpose of conducting the Public Accuracy Test for the 
November 6, 2018 General Election. 

 
10-271-18            APPROVAL OF THE CITY COMMISSION SPECIAL MEETING 

MINUTES OF SEPTEMBER 17, 2018 (ITEM  A) 
Mayor Pro Tem Bordman noted that Joseph Fazio is with the law firm Miller Canfield, not Beier 
Howlett. 
 
MOTION:  Motion by Mayor Pro Tem Bordman, seconded by Commissioner Boutros: 
To approve the City Commission special meeting minutes of September 17, 2018, as corrected. 
 
VOTE:  Yeas,  5 
  Nays,  0 
  Absent, 2 (Mayor Harris absent; Commissioner Nickita abstained due to his  

absence at the September 17, 2018 meeting.) 
 
10-272-18            APPROVAL OF THE CITY COMMISSION REGULAR MEETING 

MINUTES OF SEPTEMBER 17, 2018 (ITEM  B) 
Commissioner Hoff noted that Teresa Bridges is the Assistant City Engineer, not the Assistant 
City Manager. 
 
Mayor Pro Tem Bordman asked that her last name be added after her title on page 8. She also 
asked that her comment near the bottom of page 11 regarding the disparity between DPZ’s 
community engagement budget and MKSK’s budget be added. 
 
MOTION:  Motion by Commissioner Hoff, seconded by Commissioner DeWeese: 
To approve the City Commission regular meeting minutes of September 17, 2018, as amended. 
 
VOTE:  Yeas,  5 
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  Nays,  0 
  Absent, 2 (Mayor Harris absent; Commissioner Nickita abstained due to his  

absence at the September 17, 2018 meeting.) 
 
10-273-18            FISCAL YEAR 2019 MUNICIPAL AND COMMUNITY CREDIT 

FUNDS AND FISCAL YEAR 2018 CONTRACT ADDENDUM (ITEM N) 
City Manager Valentine confirmed that the next new bus shelter to be built with these funds 
would be at the corner of Maple and Coolidge. 
 
MOTION:  Motion by Commissioner Hoff, seconded by Commissioner DeWeese: 
To approve $19,760 in Municipal Credits and $7,217 in Community Credits from fiscal year 2019 
and $1,901 in Community Credits from fiscal year 2018 to Next in support of their specialized 
transportation program; to approve $21,932 in Community Credits from fiscal year 2019 to 
purchase and install a bus shelter (location to be determined); and further to direct the Mayor 
to sign the Municipal Credit and Community Credit contract for fiscal year 2019 and the 
amendment to the fiscal year 2018 contract on behalf of the City.   
 
VOTE:  Yeas,  6 
  Nays,  0 
  Absent, 1 
 
10-274-18             LOT 12 PARKING COUNT SURVEY (ITEM T) 
Commissioner Hoff stated a need to find out why people are not parking in Lot 12 before the 
City sells an additional 75 parking permits for the lot. 
 
City Manager Valentine said: 

● The goal of the Advisory Parking Committee (APC) was to take the intermediary step of 
selling more passes for Lot 12 while also assessing the parking conditions vis-a-vis the 
lot.  

● Since only twelve of the passholders seem to be parking in Lot 12 on a regular basis, the 
APC is hoping that selling more passes would increase utilization of the lot.  

● At the same time, the APC and staff can go back to the current passholders and 
investigate why they are not parking in Lot 12 more frequently.  

● The 3,000-person waiting list number cited contains some redundancy, and is for all five 
parking structures in the City.  

● There are approximately 135 spaces in Lot 12, and 150 passes have been sold thus far 
for the lot. 

 
Mayor Pro Tem Bordman agreed with Commissioner Hoff, saying that a survey of the current 
passholders is in order. She continued: 

● That perhaps the Advisory Parking Committee could monitor those passholders 
underutilizing their parking pass, who would then be subject to a three-month limit, at 
which point the pass would be transferred to another person. 

● It is embarrassing that the City has prepared this lot for parking and that it sits largely 
unused.  

City Manager Valentine opined that even if the people holding passes are contacted for 
feedback, the City still needs to issue additional passes in order to increase utilization of the lot.  
The City always has the option to rescind passes that are not being used. 
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Commissioner Boutros agreed with Commissioner Hoff and Mayor Pro Tem Bordman as far as 
investigating the issues with the lot, while saying it is also a good idea to issue more passes. 
 
Commissioner Hoff agreed to move the resolution as long as further research is done into the 
lot’s underutilization.  
 
MOTION:  Motion by Commissioner Hoff, seconded by Commissioner DeWeese: 
To accept the recommendation of the Advisory Parking Committee to authorize an additional 75 
parking permits for Lot 12 located at the southeast corner of Woodward and Maple Road, and 
to direct staff to contact the current pass holders for Lot 12 and determine why they are not 
utilizing their permits.   
 
VOTE:  Yeas,  6 
  Nays,  0 
  Absent, 1 
 

 V. UNFINISHED BUSINESS 
10-275-18 CONTINUATION OF PUBLIC HEARING FOR BISTRO ORDINANCE 

AMENDMENTS 
Mayor Pro Tem Bordman suggested postponing this item due to the size of the agenda. 
 
MOTION:  Motion by Commissioner Sherman, seconded by Commissioner Nickita: 
To continue the public hearing for Bistro Ordinance Amendments to December 3, 2018. 
VOTE:  Yeas,  6 
  Nays,  0 
  Absent, 1 
 
10-276-18 MASTER PLAN CONSULTANT SELECTION 
City Manager Valentine noted that the purpose of tonight’s item was to allow the Commission to 
pose questions for clarification to MKSK.  
 
Planning Director Ecker stated that MKSK is available for questions, and the DPZ team returned 
should there be any further questions. She clarified that two rounds of scoring were done: one 
based on the initial submissions, and one after the Ad Hoc Master Plan Selection Committee 
(MPSC) completed interviews with both MKSK and DPZ. 
 
Chris Hemann, MKSK, introduced members of the team: Megan O’Hara, Principal with United 
Design Associates, Brad Strader, Principal with MKSK, and Tom Brown, Principal with Nelson 
Nygaard. 
 
Commissioner DeWeese asked for clarification regarding MKSK’s community engagement 
process. He also asked the MKSK team to differentiate their process from DPZ’s community 
engagement process. 
 
Mr. Hermann said he could not speak to DPZ’s community engagement process, but that 
community involvement is essential. He continued that MKSK: 

● Meets with stakeholders from development, neighborhoods, business, real estate, and 
retail early in the process, seeking to understand their critical issues. 
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● After these meetings, MKSK holds a weeklong Charrette process in which they begin to 
address the previous concerns and opportunities expressed by the community 
stakeholders during the initial meetings.  

● Works further on the plan based on the initial meetings and the charette, returning to 
the community a final time to present recommendations and understand any further 
concerns the stakeholders have about how the plan has evolved. 

 
Ms. O’Hara stated that United Design Associates (UDA) was founded 54 years ago and was one 
of the first firms in the world to involve citizens in making decisions in planning their 
communities. Public engagement and involvement is a standard part of their planning practices. 
Ms. O’Hara stressed: 

● Listening is a central aspect of their process, and that the feedback from citizens is 
incorporated into the planning work.  

● The people interviewing the citizens are the same ones designing the plans. 
● There are many ways of soliciting community feedback, including lecture series, online 

invitations to provide feedback, MKSK team attendance at community soccer games, 
visits to schools, and public meetings, as some examples. The MKSK team would work 
with Birmingham to come up with the most appropriate avenues for community 
engagement.  

● UDA is experienced in both neighborhoods and downtown, and they would be working 
with MKSK on both. 

 
Mr. Hermann said: 

● His team at MKSK and Ms. O’Hara’s team from UDA would be working primarily on the 
public engagement pieces, with other members of the team focusing on other aspects of 
the plan such as parking and the downtown.  

● Comprehensive plans are an opportunity to both educate and engage the community. 
City staff and the Commission would highlight particular concerns, and the MKSK team 
would do presentations on those issues for the community, soliciting feedback on how 
those issues could be improved. Using their professional expertise, the MKSK team 
would synthesize the community’s goals and offer options for how to achieve those 
goals, highlighting both the benefits and drawbacks of each option.  

● The goal is to find consensus on a number of issues which the City can then move 
forward, and to continue to work with the issues that remain as sticking points.  

 
Mr. Strader emphasized: 

● MKSK’s present involvement in Birmingham, adding that he lives in Birmingham, Ms. 
O’Hara grew up in Birmingham, and another member of their team lives in Royal Oak, 
meaning the team brings a lot of local knowledge. It also means that the community 
engagement activities would be led by local people who are already known entities to 
the community.  

● MKSK’s work with Birmingham so far has included both recommendations that have 
been accepted and recommendations that have been influenced by the citizens’ 
preferences and concerns. Mr. Strader conceded that sometimes the resident feedback 
led MKSK to make even better recommendations than the ones initially offered.  

● The process so far has led to more flexibility on both the MKSK team’s end and the 
community stakeholders’ end, moving them more towards consensus.  
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Commissioner Sherman said that previous interactions with the MKSK team vis-a-vis Old 
Woodward often ended with MKSK opining something ‘could not be done’, only to return to the 
Commission soon after to have implemented the request. Commissioner Sherman continued: 

● This was a frustration the Commission had with the MKSK team.  
● It would be a problem if the community, during a public engagement process, is told 

something ‘cannot be done’ because that is the MKSK team’s initial reaction. 
 
Mr. Strader said the MKSK team now comes to the Commission earlier on in the process to 
solicit feedback and integrate it. He added that sometimes the things the Commission requested 
could not be done engineering-wise, but the MKSK team worked to find other solutions that met 
many of the original goals of the request. 
 
Commissioner Nickita stated the City’s area plans are good. The goal of the Master Planning 
process is to explore the areas that have not yet been planned, and how they will integrate with 
the extant area plans. The Commission does not want to see already extant area plans redone.  
 
Mr. Hermann confirmed that the MKSK understands Birmingham’s goals as stated by 
Commissioner Nickita. 
 
Ms. O’Hara explained: 

● The MKSK team recognizes Birmingham neighborhoods as very stable. This means the 
focus is not interventions like new parks, but becoming very clear on the specific 
characteristics of each neighborhood, tracking things such as whether the streets have 
curbs, the width of the streets, what the tree canopy looks like, the lot sizes, and the 
age and era of the houses. From this information, the MKSK team would recommend 
standards for construction, park types, tear-downs, re-builds, parking, and other 
relevant items for each neighborhood based on their specific characteristics.  

● UDA has a copyrighted process through which they look at a City as a set of different 
systems. They then look at each system by itself to see what could be improved. Some 
of the systems looked at include street connections, park locations, commercial-use 
distribution, and multi-family residence distribution. UDA plans on doing this as part of 
its process with Birmingham. 

● A pattern book documents the characteristics of a place, and then recommends 
guidelines for future interventions so that they would fit into that place. Pattern book 
houses historically referenced homes with similar floorplans and different architectural 
elevations. Pattern books also contain neighborhood and community patterns at a block 
level. It is something created for each community. 

 
Mr. Hermann said: 

● Discussing the benefits and potential drawbacks of the current area plans with 
stakeholders, seeing what gaps exist in the current planning, and discussing what the 
community would like to see further developed will all be part of the process of creating 
a master plan that integrates all the planning Birmingham has done to date.  

● Designing appropriate transitions between the neighborhoods, especially the downtown 
and residential, will also be discussed with community members. 

● The MKSK team will synthesize community feedback, discuss the new recommendations 
synthesized from that feedback with the community, and further revise those 
recommendations based on further feedback. In this way, MKSK generates community 
buy-in, as they see their ideas, concerns and goals reflected in the planning. 
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Mr. Hermann said that the team aims to meet with influential people early in the process who 
can then encourage other residents to participate as well. 
 
Tom Brown, of Nelson Nygaard, stated he is the project manager for Birmingham’s current 
downtown parking study. He said: 

● One of the key takeaways from the RFP in terms of parking was that there is a desire to 
explore parking in the planned districts like the Rail District and the Triangle District.  

● Figuring out the different parking conditions and expectations in the different 
neighborhoods is critical as well. 

● One example of an approach to parking issues is that residents who value being within 
walking distance from downtown are sometimes willing to allow  employees to permit 
park on the residential streets during the day, with the understanding that this helps 
keep the downtown functioning and vibrant. 

 
Mr. Hermann said aspects of a market study would be pulled in on a macro scale since 
Birmingham has already performed market studies. The goal would be focusing on the 
transition zones between neighborhoods. If Birmingham desires a further market study at any 
point, however, Mr. Hermann confirmed the MKSK team would be able to provide that as well. 
 
Commissioner Hoff wanted to ask questions of DPZ. The DPZ team introduced themselves as 
Andres Duany, DPZ, Robert Gibbs, Gibbs Planning Group, Sara Trexler, of McKenna, Phil 
McKenna, former owner of McKenna and now consultant to McKenna, and John Jackson, owner 
of McKenna. 
 
Mr. Jackson reviewed McKenna’s history in working with Birmingham. 
 
Mr. Duany noted that DPZ invented the Charrette process 35 years ago. He then: 

● Reviewed the Charrette process as described on pages 432-434 of the October 8, 2018 
agenda packet. He noted that there is a high failure rate with Charrettes, but that DPZ 
has changed its process over the last five or six years and has become successful.  

● Clarified that DPZ expects to make individualized reports for each neighborhood.  
● Said the central focus is synthesizing the expertise of the residents and the expertise of 

the DPZ team. He said the residents are experts in the present and in the details of their 
neighborhoods. The DPZ team brings a different kind of expertise, with an eye towards 
general trends and evolving technology. 

● Said DPZ provides reports with three different scenario types to provide perspective. The 
first is how the community would develop with no changes to its planning. The second is 
how the community would develop if all the residents’ preferences were implemented. 
The third scenario how the community would develop if the DPZ recommendations are 
implemented.  

● Emphasized that the residents are experts in their neighborhoods, but only in the 
present, whereas planners endeavor to create something based on trends and 
forecasting for twenty or thirty years from now. He explained that DPZ clarifies the 
options before the stakeholders, rather than making the decisions for the community. 

● Said older residents are usually resistant to the new ideas presented in Charettes, while 
younger residents are usually more interested in change. Often, when a younger 
resident speaks in favor of an idea in a Charrette, older residents also tend to take a 
more positive view. Because of this, DPZ always invites the youngest person in the 
Charrette to weigh in first, because the young people will be interacting most with the 
community changes being proposed. 
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● Said DPZ is careful to get a random sample of attendees to attend Charrettes now, 
because often the most resistant residents are the ones most likely to attend of their 
own accord. Inviting attendees randomly allows for a more accurate representation of 
the community’s view. 

● Said that, during planning, DPZ correlates each concern raised by residents to the 
appropriate level of decision making: household, block, street, city, state, nation, or 
United Nations. In this way, DPZ is able to clarify for everyone involved that the 
decisions being focused on are city-level ones. 

● Said in order not to lose the more advanced participants in a Charrette, more 
elementary questions are answered by providing written information that can be 
reviewed at the inquirer’s leisure.  

● Said the Commission will be an integral and active part of the process the whole time, 
and can provide feedback all the way along. 

● Said the market study mentioned in the submittal was probably a mistake of including 
boilerplate language, because the submittals are not usually taken as seriously by the 
planners or by the community. The plan receives DPZ’s utmost attention, however. 

● Said DPZ goes after the problems in a community to see where the fundamental issues 
are, even if they are uncomfortable topics for the community to broach, because this 
allows for the best planning proposals. 

● Said he would be running the Charrettes, and other members of his team would write 
up the plan. 

 
Ms. Traxler stated the DPZ team plans on meeting with neighborhood associations, and on 
being available for follow-up conversations with residents. Residents are invited to participate in 
Charrettes in a number of ways determined early on in the process through discussions 
between the DPZ team, city staff, and the Commission. Addressing the budget presented in the 
RFP, Ms. Traxler explained the Charrette is included in plan preparation, whereas the 
comprehensive community engagement is included in  DPZ’s preliminary work.  
 
Mayor Pro Tem Bordman noted that, within the RFP, Charrettes were included under 
comprehensive community engagement. Therefore, their inclusion under plan preparation 
makes little sense in terms of what the Commission asked for. 
 
Commissioner Sherman pointed out that in paragraph six of the RFP, it is possible to have made 
the interpretation of the Charrette being part of the plan preparation phase. In addition, the 
Commission was provided an explanation by Mr. Lambert at the September 17, 2018 meeting 
as to how the time was allocated, which met the Commission’s expectations. He continued: 

● Certain Commissioners have decided Mr. Lambert’s previous explanation was not good 
enough.  

● The MPSC worked hard on vetting these proposals, and the Commission has now spent 
two hours tonight and two hours at the last meeting going over this information again. 
The Commission originally appointed the MPSC to avoid this kind of process. 

● That some members from the MPSC are present at this meeting, and should be invited 
to share their perspective with the Commission.  

 
Commissioner Hoff said the meeting minutes of the MPSC are very complete in providing the 
MPSC’s perspective, and that no further input should be necessary to make this decision.  
 
Commissioner Nickita opined it was reassuring that both teams had similar ways of allotting 
time and resources to the various aspects of the planning process 
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Mayor Pro Tem thanked both teams and asked for comments from the Commission. 
 
Commissioner Boutros reviewed the process thus far, and said he now is sure DPZ is capable of 
carrying out the master planning process to the City’s satisfaction. He made a motion to award 
DPZ the contract, and it failed due to a lack of a second. 
 
Commissioner Hoff said that she was more confident in the MKSK team.  
 
Commissioner DeWeese, Mayor Pro Tem Bordman, and Commissioner Nickita all said they 
would like to wait for a full Commission to make a decision.  
 
Commissioner Sherman noted that Mayor Harris did not have the benefit of asking questions 
this evening. He continued that the Commission has made a habit of deferring decisions, and 
that the decision should be made by the Commissioners present. Both teams are capable of 
doing the job well. He opined the decision should not be made on a 4-3 vote. 
 
Commissioner Hoff said this is not a deferral, even if the Commission often does defer 
decisions. She said the vote would be 3-3 tonight, and having the Mayor participate in the vote 
will be the tie-breaking vote. 
 
Mayor Pro Tem Bordman stated that Mayor Harris could review the video recording of the 
meeting to catch himself up on the discussion, and that a 4-3 vote will have to be an acceptable 
option for the Commission on this matter. 
 
Commissioner Boutros urged the Commission to move forward with the vote because the 
Commission received a recommendation from the very qualified MPSC.  
 
Mayor Pro Tem Bordman noted two Commissioners in favor of voting now, and four in favor of 
waiting, so Mayor Pro Tem Bordman deferred the vote. 
 

VI. NEW BUSINESS 
10-276-18 PUBLIC HEARING FOR ORDINANCE LANGUAGE UPDATES FOR 

CHURCH & RELIGIOUS INSTITUTION USES 
Commissioner Boutros temporarily left the commission table. 
 
Senior Planner Baka reviewed the issue as presented in the agenda packet, explaining that 
church is more exclusively used with Christianity, and the goal is to be more inclusive of other 
religions. 
 
Mayor Pro Tem Bordman opened the public hearing at 9:59 p.m. 
 
Commissioner Sherman excused himself from the meeting at 10:00 p.m. due to illness. 
 
Mayor Pro Tem Bordman closed the public hearing at 10:00 p.m. 
 
MOTION:  Motion by Commissioner DeWeese, seconded by Commissioner Nickita: 
To approve the following amendments to Chapter 126, Zoning, of the City Code to remove all 
references to Church or Churches and replace the terms with religious institution(s) and provide 
a definition for same: 
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1. TO AMEND ARTICLE 2, SECTION 2.03, R1A (SINGLE-FAMILY RESIDENTIAL) DISTRICT 
INTENT, PERMITTED USES, AND SPECIAL USES, TO AMEND THE USES REQUIRING A 
SPECIAL LAND USE PERMIT, TO REMOVE CHURCH AND REPLACE WITH RELIGIOUS 
INSTITUTION; 

2. TO AMEND ARTICLE 2, SECTION 2.05, R1 (SINGLE-FAMILY RESIDENTIAL) DISTRICT 
INTENT, PERMITTED USES, AND SPECIAL USES, TO AMEND THE USES REQUIRING A 
SPECIAL LAND USE PERMIT, TO REMOVE CHURCH AND REPLACE WITH RELIGIOUS 
INSTITUTION; 

3. TO AMEND ARTICLE 2, SECTION 2.07, R2 (SINGLE-FAMILY RESIDENTIAL) DISTRICT 
INTENT, PERMITTED USES, AND SPECIAL USES, TO AMEND THE USES REQUIRING A 
SPECIAL LAND USE PERMIT, TO REMOVE CHURCH AND REPLACE WITH RELIGIOUS 
INSTITUTION; 

4. TO AMEND ARTICLE 2, SECTION 2.09, R3 (SINGLE-FAMILY RESIDENTIAL) DISTRICT 
INTENT, PERMITTED USES, AND SPECIAL USES, TO AMEND THE USES REQUIRING A 
SPECIAL LAND USE PERMIT, TO REMOVE CHURCH AND REPLACE WITH RELIGIOUS 
INSTITUTION; 

5. TO AMEND ARTICLE 2, SECTION 2.11, R4 (TWO-FAMILY RESIDENTIAL) DISTRICT INTENT, 
PERMITTED USES, AND SPECIAL USES, TO AMEND THE USES REQUIRING A SPECIAL LAND 
USE PERMIT, TO REMOVE CHURCH AND REPLACE WITH RELIGIOUS INSTITUTION; 

6. TO AMEND ARTICLE 2, SECTION 2.13, R5 (MULTIPLE-FAMILY RESIDENTIAL) DISTRICT 
INTENT, PERMITTED USES, AND SPECIAL USES, TO AMEND THE USES REQUIRING A 
SPECIAL LAND USE PERMIT, TO REMOVE CHURCH AND REPLACE WITH RELIGIOUS 
INSTITUTION; 

7. TO AMEND ARTICLE 2, SECTION 2.15, R6 (MULTIPLE-FAMILY RESIDENTIAL) DISTRICT 
INTENT, PERMITTED USES, AND SPECIAL USES, TO AMEND THE USES REQUIRING A 
SPECIAL LAND USE PERMIT, TO REMOVE CHURCH AND REPLACE WITH RELIGIOUS 
INSTITUTION; 

8. TO AMEND ARTICLE 2, SECTION 2.17, R7 (SINGLE-FAMILY RESIDENTIAL) DISTRICT 
INTENT, PERMITTED USES, AND SPECIAL USES, TO AMEND THE USES REQUIRING A 
SPECIAL LAND USE PERMIT, TO REMOVE CHURCH AND REPLACE WITH RELIGIOUS 
INSTITUTION; 

9. TO AMEND ARTICLE 2, SECTION 2.21, O1 (OFFICE) DISTRICT INTENT, PERMITTED USES, 
AND SPECIAL USES, TO AMEND THE USES REQUIRING A SPECIAL LAND USE PERMIT, TO 
REMOVE CHURCH AND REPLACE WITH RELIGIOUS INSTITUTION; 

10. TO AMEND ARTICLE 2, SECTION 2.25, P (PARKING) DISTRICT INTENT, PERMITTED USES, 
AND SPECIAL USES, TO AMEND THE USES REQUIRING A SPECIAL LAND USE PERMIT, TO 
REMOVE CHURCH AND REPLACE WITH RELIGIOUS INSTITUTION; 

11. TO AMEND ARTICLE 2, SECTION 2.27, B1 (NEIGHBORHOOD BUSINESS) DISTRICT INTENT, 
PERMITTED USES, AND SPECIAL USES, TO AMEND THE PERMITTED USES, TO REMOVE 
CHURCH AND REPLACE WITH RELIGIOUS INSTITUTION; 

12. TO AMEND ARTICLE 2, SECTION 2.29, B2 (GENERAL BUSINESS) DISTRICT INTENT, 
PERMITTED USES, AND SPECIAL USES, TO AMEND THE PERMITTED USES, TO REMOVE 
CHURCH AND REPLACE WITH RELIGIOUS INSTITUTION; 

13. TO AMEND ARTICLE 2, SECTION 2.31, B2B (GENERAL BUSINESS) DISTRICT INTENT, 
PERMITTED USES, AND SPECIAL USES, TO AMEND THE PERMITTED USES, TO REMOVE 
CHURCH AND REPLACE WITH RELIGIOUS INSTITUTION; 

14. TO AMEND ARTICLE 2, SECTION 2.33, B2C (GENERAL BUSINESS) DISTRICT INTENT, 
PERMITTED USES, AND SPECIAL USES, TO AMEND THE PERMITTED USES, TO REMOVE 
CHURCH AND REPLACE WITH RELIGIOUS INSTITUTION; 
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15. TO AMEND ARTICLE 2, SECTION 2.37, B4 (BUSINESS-RESIDENTIAL) DISTRICT INTENT, 
PERMITTED USES, AND SPECIAL USES, TO AMEND THE PERMITTED USES, TO REMOVE 
CHURCH AND REPLACE WITH RELIGIOUS INSTITUTION; 

16. TO AMEND ARTICLE 2, SECTION 2.39, MX (MIXED USE) DISTRICT INTENT, PERMITTED 
USES, AND SPECIAL USES, TO AMEND THE USES REQUIRING A SPECIAL LAND USE 
PERMIT, TO REMOVE CHURCH AND REPLACE WITH RELIGIOUS INSTITUTION; 

17. TO AMEND ARTICLE 2, SECTION 2.43, TZ2 (TRANSITION ZONE) DISTRICT INTENT, 
PERMITTED USES, AND SPECIAL USES, TO AMEND THE USES REQUIRING A SPECIAL LAND 
USE PERMIT, TO REMOVE CHURCH AND REPLACE WITH RELIGIOUS INSTITUTION; 

18. TO AMEND ARTICLE 2, SECTION 2.45, TZ3 (TRANSITION ZONE) DISTRICT INTENT, 
PERMITTED USES, AND SPECIAL USES, TO AMEND THE USES REQUIRING A SPECIAL LAND 
USE PERMIT, TO REMOVE CHURCH AND REPLACE WITH RELIGIOUS INSTITUTION; 

19. TO AMEND ARTICLE 3, SECTION 3.07 – PERMITTED USES AND SPECIAL USES, TO REMOVE 
CHURCH IN THE LAND USE MATRIX; 

20. TO AMEND ARTICLE 4, SECTION 4.45 (G)(5)(a)(ii) and (iii) – PK-01 GENERAL PARKING 
STANDARDS – TO AMEND THE METHODS OF PROVIDING PARKING FACILITIES, TO 
REPLACE CHURCH WITH RELIGIOUS INSTITUTION; 

21. TO AMEND ARTICLE 4, TO AMEND TABLE A – REQUIRED OFF-STREET PARKING SPACES, 
TO REPLACE CHURCH WITH RELIGIOUS INSTITUTION; 

22. TO AMEND ARTICLE 4, SECTION 4.66 (A)(1)(STORAGE AND DISPLAY STANDARDS), TO 
REPLACE CHURCH WITH RELIGIOUS INSTITUTION; 

23. TO AMEND ARTICLE 4, SECTION 4.84 TU-01 (A)(2)(TEMPORARY USE STANDARDS), TO 
REPLACE CHURCH OR OTHER RELIGIOUS FACILITY WITH RELIGIOUS INSTITUTION; 

24. TO AMEND ARTICLE 4, SECTION 4.86 TU-03 (A)(1)(TEMPORARY USE STANDARDS), TO 
REPLACE CHURCH WITH RELIGIOUS INSTITUTION; 

25. TO AMEND ARTICLE 7, SECTION 7.21 (A)(1) – REQUIREMENTS, TO REPLACE CHURCHES 
WITH RELIGIOUS INSTITUTIONS; 

26. TO AMEND ARTICLE 9, SECTION 9.02 – DEFINITIONS, TO ADD A DEFINITION OF 
RELIGIOUS INSTITUTION; 

27. TO AMEND APPENDIX A, LAND USE MATRIX, TO MERGE CHURCH AND CHURCH AND 
RELIGIOUS INSTITUTION ROWS INTO ONE ROW UNDER RELIGIOUS INSTITUTION; AND 

28. TO AMEND APPENDIX B, INDEX, TO ELIMINATE INDEXED PAGES WHERE CHURCH NO 
LONGER EXISTS, ADD RELIGIOUS INSTITUTION AND CORRESPONDING PAGE NUMBERS. 

 
VOTE:  Yeas,  4 
 Nays,  0 
 Absent,  2 
 
10-277-18 EMERGENCY RESPONSE VEHICLE PURCHASES 
Fire Chief Connaughton thanked the Commission for its continued support of the Fire 
Department and reviewed the issue on the agenda. 
 
Commissioner Boutros returned to the table. 
 
Assistant Fire Chief Donohue presented a short presentation on the two vehicles. 
 
Fire Chief Connaughton explained the ambulance will be at the Adams Fire Station and the 
mini-pumper will be at the Chesterfield Fire Station. Each station will have a full-size engine as 
well. If the call is a rescue, the mini-pumper and the ambulance will go out. If the call is a fire, 
the full-size engine and the ambulance will go out.  
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Commissioner Boutros pointed out that the mini-pumper will be less expensive to maintain than 
a full-size engine, and that it is a necessary addition to the changing needs of the Birmingham 
community. 
 
MOTION:  Motion by Commissioner Boutros, seconded by Commissioner Hoff: 
To authorize the purchase of a 2019 Life Line Type1 ambulance on a Ford F-450 chassis for the 
cost of $237,241.00 and a 2019 Danko mini-pumper mounted on a Ford F-550 chassis for a 
cost of $338,431.00; further to authorize this budgeted expenditure from account number 663-
338.000-971.0100; further authorizing and directing the mayor to sign the respective 
agreements on behalf of the City. 
 
VOTE:  Yeas,  5 
 Nays,  0 
  Absent, 2  
 
10-278-18 MAPLE ROAD PAVING PROJECT – SOUTHFIELD ROAD TO 

WOODWARD AVENUE 
Planning Director Ecker introduced Brad Strader and Haley Wolf from MKSK, and Justin Rose 
from Fleis & Vanderbrink (F&V).   
 
Mr. Strader made a presentation of the findings and recommendations made by F&V and 
endorsed by the Multi-Modal Transportation Board (MMTB) in the agenda packet. He continued 
that the design of the barrier-free spaces will be updated to meet current standards and 
expectations. As a result some of the barrier free spaces were relocated to accommodate the 
design change.  
 
Mr. Rose explained that having the barrier-free spaces across from each other allowed them to 
be closer to the ‘X’, and the MMTB emphasized the desire to have the ‘X’s located in a 
consistent way. 
 
City Engineer O’Meara explained: 

● Handicapped parking standards require a certain number per block, not necessarily per 
smaller unit of road. 

● His understanding is that the new ADA standards do require the proposed changes to 
the handicapped spaces, even though they are more invasive to the land- and street-
scapes. 

Mr. Rose clarified that: 
● The changes to the handicapped spaces may be required if using federal funding, but 

not necessarily on a local project.  
● MDOT’s standard is 20-foot spaces with an eight-foot box, or 22-foot spaces. The only 

way F&V was able to get to 22-foot spaces was with Birmingham’s current 18-foot 
spaces and eight-foot boxes.  

 
Mr. Strader said that F&V drew out both options, and the MMTB said to remove the ‘X’s if the 
yield increased, but to leave them if the yield remained the same. 
 
Commissioner Nickita asked the team to consider whether these changes to the handicapped 
spaces should be done at all, or perhaps only at some spaces as they are not required. 
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The team confirmed for Commissioner Nickita that from Southfield to Old Woodward the 
proposed changes would remove seven spaces.  
 
Commissioner DeWeese pointed out that wider sidewalks would mean businesses no longer 
need to use parking spaces to accommodate their decks, which could lead to an increase in 
available spaces. He added that the biggest issue with wheelchairs and parking is curb height. 
Lower curbs are easier to navigate. 
 
Mr. Strader said that the team would get more clarity on the ADA requirements for parking and 
would look into potential modifications that would accommodate Commissioner DeWeese’s 
observation about curb height. 
 
City Engineer O’Meara confirmed Maple would have wall-to-wall, optic lines, and irrigation. The 
power lines were foregone because installing them was a large expense and the City can always 
light things on Maple by plugging in the lights. 
 
Mayor Pro Tem Bordman said that skipping the power lines on Maple may be unwise because it 
is a large east-west thoroughfare.  
 
Mr. Strader said that MDOT projects do not have bid options, so the Commission would need to 
decide on installing power lines or not before moving the project on to MDOT. 
 
Mayor Pro Tem Bordman replied that the City can then internally research the option. 
 
Mr. Strader explained that benches and other amenities were not included in this early version 
because this presentation was just of the proposed infrastructure changes. Amenities would be 
included in the later design.  
 
Mr. Strader continued with the presentation, reviewing the tree and landscaping options as 
included in the agenda packet. 
 
Commissioner Nickita opined that canopy trees are essential to the quality of the streetscape. 
 
Commissioner DeWeese noted that different kinds of canopy trees could be used in different 
locations as necessary instead of switching to columnar trees. 
 
There was consensus among the Commissioners that canopy trees are to be maintained.  
 
Mr. Strader continued with the presentation, next addressing the mast arm signal at Maple and 
Southfield. He confirmed that the light on Southfield is facing south. 
 
Mr. Rose explained the new conditions would turn the road considerably, facing where the stop 
bar would be, which is not dead-on like the other ones are. The goal was to eliminate the pork 
chop for the right turns. The City got some safety funding from MDOT to do this reconfiguration 
which is why the City cannot do the mast arm and the box span, as the decision needs to be 
made prior. 
 
Mr. Strader said the MMTB focused more on the view into the Museum, not the view of the 
signal.  
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Mr. Rose confirmed that the team would be putting more of a bend in the road. He continued 
that: 

● The right turn movements along with the people turning left off of Maple yielded the 
most crashes.  

● Going from Maple to Southfield, turning right and going eastbound, the road will look 
slightly different because the movement will be controlled with the intersection.  

● Currently there is a yield situation in which many vehicles are not yielding to the left-
turning vehicles, which is creating the conflict. After the proposed change, rights onto 
Southfield will still be possible, just within the confines of the intersection. 

 
Commissioner DeWeese said it was wise to include mast arms at both locations, and that the 
90° angle will increase safety. Commissioner Nickita concurred. 
 
Commissioner Nickita continued that the width of the southbound lane may need further study. 
He said the width of the proposed lane is so wide as to be potentially dangerous. 
 
Mr. Rose said that lane is not yet to scale, because these were the schematics used in the 
proposal. He agreed with Commissioner Nickita that the lane cannot be that wide. 
 
There was Commission consensus on adopting Commissioner DeWeese’s recommendation for 
mast arms. 
 
Mr. Strader continued with the presentation, reviewing the intersection at Maple and Bates. 
 
Mr. Rose said the intersection would work fine with left-turns onto Bates, even without a left-
turn lane, according to models.  
 
Mr. Strader continued with the presentation, reviewing the intersection at Maple and Henrietta. 
 
Commissioner Nickita opined that the City needs to adhere to its plan of celebrating terminating 
vistas. He continued that where Henrietta terminates to the north something needs to be done 
to accentuate the end of that visual corridor.  
 
Mr. Strader continued with the presentation, reviewing the mid-block crossing between Peabody 
and Old Woodward.  
Mr. Rose confirmed that removing the three ‘X’s to the east of the crosswalk would not equal 
another parking space. This is because with the federal fund requirement, the spaces are the 
same at 22-feet or 20-feet with an eight-foot ‘X’. 
 
Mr. Strader said that an eleven-foot lane is an MDOT standard, and was found to be no less 
safe than a 12-foot lane.  
 
Commissioner Nickita said he liked the lane narrowing, that the taper-length is excessive, and 
that he would like to see less space on either side of the crosswalk. 
 
Mr. Rose noted that a fifteen-foot lane tends to increase speeds, that the team would look into 
shortening the taper in order to add an additional space, and that the space on either side of 
the crosswalk is required by MDOT.  
 



17  October 8, 2018 

Mr. Strader continued with the presentation, reviewing the intersection at Maple, Park and 
Peabody. 
 
Commissioner Nickita explained that this is one of the remnants of the ring road system from 
the 1960s that Birmingham has been replacing, and that this section of road should be fixed 
similarly. He suggested: 

● Peabody should allow drivers to either go through or right, instead of limiting drivers’ 
options to a right turn.  

● That then the five lanes become four lanes.  
 
Mr. Rose agreed, saying the team would update the plan with these recommended changes. 
 
Mayor Pro Tem suggested there should be a crosswalk installed on the east side, at Peabody 
and Park, going north to south. 
 
Mr. Strader reviewed the Commission’s direction: 

● Barrier-free parking will be reviewed to see if its frequency can be reduced. 
● Electric systems as part of Maple will be reviewed.  
● The next round of drawings will include amenities.  
● Maple and Bates will have no left turns on either side, and there will be mid-block 

crossings. 
● Canopy trees will be reviewed as the preferable option for landscaping.  
● Maple-Southfield graphics will be cleaned up to show a better signal view. 
● Terminating vistas which are part of this plan will be designed with an eye towards 

celebration.  
● F&V will model removing the fifth lane at the Woodward, Peabody and Park intersection. 

 
Commissioner Nickita excused himself from the meeting at 11:32 p.m. due to an early morning 
flight. 
 
10-279-18 DOWNTOWN PARKING STRATEGIES AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

REPORT AND PRESENTATION 
Assistant City Manager Gunter summarized the report as studying the effective management, 
use of capacity, and the City’s technological environment. She emphasized: 

● This is a dynamic plan and a recommendation.  
● The implementation guide for immediate action steps that the Advisory Parking 

Commitee (APC) should consider. 
 
Assistant City Manager Gunter concluded by introducing Tom Brown, Julie Dixon, and Brad 
Strader.  
 
Mr. Brown provided an overview of pages ten through thirty-one of the September 2018 Final 
Downtown Parking Plan Report.  
 
Ms. Dixon suggested that Lot 12’s underutilization could be because employees work from 
home a number of days a week. Thus, a potential option would be a pass that allows 
passholders to purchase a certain number of lot uses per month instead of the flat rate. This 
can encourage drivers to consider alternate forms of transportation. She continued: 

● The Commission’s instinct to study Lot 12 is a good one, as it can be a study for how 
exactly to design a flexible pass that will work for Birmingham drivers.  
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● When overselling passes, the process has to be increased incrementally beginning with 
an additional ten percent.  

● Factors like day-use passes or night-use passes could also be considered in the process 
of tracking the car counts. 

● A flex-pass is more similar to a ‘license to hunt’ than a guaranteed space. The pass 
would offer a good likelihood of finding a space. It would also be beneficial to the City to 
allow the pass to be used in a few different areas so a failure to find a space in one lot 
does not end a driver’s opportunity to find a space. 

● The most essential part of these recommendations is that someone needs to be 
interpreting the data and making recommendations based on that. If the data is ignored 
the recommendations are not sound. 

● Nelson-Nygaard tends to write the report, Dixon often helps municipalities interpret the 
data and implement the report, and through part of Dixon’s work they help 
municipalities design and hire for a permanent position monitoring parking trends and 
implementing changes. Several parking operators are able to do this. Municipal 
oversight has to be engaged in this process. 

● There are sustainable solutions that allow municipalities to retain their parking revenue. 
● Birmingham can definitely justify a dedicated parking manager for the City, given the 

age of the industry and the demand for parking in Birmingham. 
 
Commissioner Hoff said she liked the idea of parking ambassadors.  
 
Commissioner DeWeese said he appreciated the ‘Quick Wins’. 
 
Mr. Brown noted that sometimes these decisions are sensitive, so one of the best approaches is 
to combine something like a rate hike with one of the recommended ‘Quick Wins’ or something 
else positive so that it is clear the changes are part of a program. 
 
Al Vaitis, Chair of APC, liked the idea of a valet at Lot 6.  He explained: 

● One company bought a block of permits that are not being used at Lot 12, so the APC’s 
idea was to get more utilization.  

● One of the negatives of Lot 12 is that it means people have to cross Woodward.  
● SP+ has been doing a great job for the City.  

 
 
 
MOTION:  Motion by Commissioner Boutros , seconded by Commissioner DeWeese: 
To accept the Downtown Parking Strategies and Recommendations report, as presented by the 
Nelson Nygaard Consultants and further to direct the APC to evaluate and prioritize 
implementation of the recommended strategies in future meetings. 
 
VOTE:  Yeas,  4 
 Nays,  0 
  Absent, 3  
 

VII. REMOVED FROM CONSENT AGENDA 
The items removed were discussed earlier in the meeting. 
 

VIII. COMMUNICATIONS 
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None. 
 

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

X. REPORTS 
10-280-18 COMMISSIONER REPORTS 
The City Commission will interview for three positions on the Birmingham Shopping District 
Board on November 19, 2018. 

The City Commission will appoint one member to the Cablecasting Board on November 19, 
2018. 

The City Commission will appoint one regular member to the Board of Zoning Appeals on 
November 19, 2018. 

The City Commission will appoint one alternate member to the Parks and Recreation Board on 
November 19, 2018. 

The City Commission will appoint two members to the Design Review Board on November 19, 
2018. 

The City Commission will appoint one member to the Historic District Commission on November 
19, 2018. 

 
10-281-18 CITY STAFF REPORTS 
The Commission received the Parking Utilization Report, as submitted by Assistant City Manager 
Gunter. 

The Commission received the Oakland County Board of Commissioners Ad Hoc Committee on 
Election Infrastructure Report, as submitted by City Clerk Mynsberge. 

The Commission received the CN Maple Road Bridge Update, as submitted by Director of Public 
Services Wood. 

   
XI. ADJOURN 

Mayor Pro Tem Bordman adjourned the meeting at 11:58 p.m. 
 
 
 
_____________________________ 
J. Cherilynn Mynsberge, City Clerk 
 



 

 

CITY OF BIRMINGHAM 
MULTI-MODAL TRANSPORTATION BOARD  

THURSDAY, NOVEMBER 1, 2018 
City Commission Room  

151 Martin Street, Birmingham, Michigan 
 
Minutes of the regular meeting of the City of Birmingham Multi-Modal Transportation 
Board held Thursday, November 1, 2018.   
 
Vice-Chairperson Lara Edwards convened the meeting at 6:04 p.m. 
 
1. ROLL CALL 
 
Present: Board Members Vice-Chairperson Lara Edwards, Amy Folberg, Daniel 

Rontal, Katie Schafer, Doug White; Alternate Board Member Daniel Isaksen 
 
Absent: Chairperson Johanna Slanga; Student Representative Alex Lindstrom 
 
Administration:  Jana Ecker, Planning Director 
  Austin Fletcher, Asst. City Engineer 

Scott Grewe, Police Dept. Commander 
   Paul O'Meara, City Engineer 
  Carole Salutes, Recording Secretary 
 
Fleis & Vanderbrink ("F&V"):   
  Justin Rose, Traffic Engineer  
 
MKSK:  Brad Strader 
 
 
2. INTRODUCTIONS  
 
Mr. Strader introduced Scott Shogan from WSP who is their national speaker on 
autonomous connected vehicles. 
 
 
3. REVIEW AGENDA (no change) 
 
 
4.  APPROVAL OF MINUTES, MMTB MEETING OF OCTOBER 4, 2018 
 
Motion by Ms. Folberg 
Seconded by Mr. Rontal to approve the MMTB Minutes of October 4, 2018 as 
presented. 
 
Motion carried, 6-0. 
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VOICE VOTE 
Yeas:  Folberg, Rontal, Edwards, Isaksen, Schafer, White 
Abstain:  None 
Nays:  None 
Absent:  Slanga 
 
 
5. MAPLE RD. IMPROVEMENTS - SOUTHFIELD RD. TO WOODWARD  AVE.  
 
Mr. Strader recalled that since they last met and this board made recommendations, they 
went to the City Commission and the Commission agreed with most of the 
recommendations.  However, there were some that they wanted to revisit in more detail, 
so MKSK and F&V have been working to respond to those and to the Commission's 
additional ideas as well.  He offered the refined design in a PowerPoint presentation. 
 
 Direction from the City Commission on the following topics and locations: 

 Parking spaces - MKSK and F&V went with the Xs and proposed a barrier free 
design.  The City Commission felt the barrier free design intruded too much on the 
sidewalk and they wanted to go with the standard design with a wider sidewalk. 

 The street trees were revised to delete the columnar trees.  Zelkova trees are now 
being recommended, in addition to Honey Locusts. 

 The City Commission wanted more detail on the Southfield Rd./Maple Rd. 
Intersection. 

 The Commission wanted to terminate the view at the intersection of Maple Rd. 
and Henrietta.  

 They requested clarity on the amenities. 
 Also, they requested additional options for the intersection at Maple 

Rd./Park/Peabody to meet MMTB goals. 
 

 MKSK and F&V are still on their time line; coming back to this board in November for 
the final design recommendations, then beginning the engineering drawings and 
looking at a 2020 construction. 
 

 Only five overall parking spaces will be lost after working with MDOT, City staff and 
the design team. Initially they thought 25 spaces would be lost.  They were able to 
keep the Xs between parking spaces. 

 There is very good coverage on barrier-free spaces along Old Woodward Ave.  with 
one ADA accessible space for every 25 spaces in a block. With the angled parking, 
extra barrier space is allowed for van accessibility.   

 The City Commission agreed with the flush tree grates if they are needed to get as 
much sidewalk width as possible. However, they think after working with MDOT that 
there is now enough width so the grates may not be needed. 

 Mr. Rose took over the presentation at this point.  He advised that the City Commission 
endorsed the mast arm signal recommendation and requested more design details to 
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ease pedestrian crossing but still accommodate truck turns.  Their data collection 
consultant is scheduled to determine what size trucks need to be accommodated.   

 Ms. Ecker commented that they don't want the big trucks to go through 
Downtown. However, once the truck counts are received they will see if it is 
worth dedicating all of that pavement to them.  

 Mr. Rose said they are looking at something to differentiate and guide the 
passenger vehicles into the normal concrete but allow trucks to go over it.  

 Mr. O'Meara verified that they have asked F&V to explore a couple of other 
ideas that are still in the design stages before this gets to the Commission.   

 Mr. Rontal suggested if they do away with the bumpout on the SE corner and 
add a pedestrian refuge in between, it would effectively cut the crosswalk 
distance in half. 

 Mr. Strader said at the intersection of Maple Rd. and Henrietta the terminating vista 
treatment could be a large art sculpture, seating, and/or enhanced landscaping. 

 The amenities in Phase 1 will be included in Phase 2, such as bike racks near tapered 
zones, benches at intersections, and mid-block crossings. 

 For the intersection at Maple Rd./Park/Peabody Mr. Rose recalled that everyone was 
in agreement that Option 4 which is a fully signalized intersection where there is stop 
control for the right turns heading WB would work the best.  However, the City 
Commission's issue was the width of the sidewalk on the south side of Maple Rd. 
between Woodward Ave. and Park/Peabody. They asked that several different options 
be explored.  However, every option to reduce the number of lanes forced cars to 
become backed up.  So the conclusion was that five lanes are important. Also, 
eliminating the right turn lane ended up being a catastrophe. 

 Then they went to MDOT and asked what else they could do.  MDOT was open 
to reducing the five lanes to 10 ft. in width for that one block. That enabled 
them to get 11.5 ft. of sidewalk to the south which is enough room to continue 
all of the streetscaping elements. 

 Discussion concluded that a gateway treatment at both the east and west 
would be a good idea.   

 The City Commission wondered if they could include a pedestrian crossing on the east leg 
of the Park/Peabody intersection.  However, anaylsis showed that if that crossing was 
added it would not work for vehicles or pedestrians. 
 
Motion by Ms. Folberg 
Seconded by Mr. Rontal that with the understanding that the intersection of 
Southfield Rd. and Maple Rd. still needs some refinement, the Multi-Modal 
Transportation Board makes the following recommendations relative to the 
Maple Rd. conceptual design from Southfield Rd. to Woodward Ave.:  
1.  The crossing of Maple Rd. on the eastern leg at Peabody/Park will not be 
pursued. 
2. Three ADA accessible parking spaces will be provided in the corridor. The 
spaces shall be sized the same as the other parking spaces in the project area, 
and located near an intersection so as to be able to make use of the proposed 
ramps at the intersection.  
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3. Columnar trees will be deleted in favor of trees similar to those used on the 
Phase 1 project.  
4. The Southfield Rd. intersection realignment will be refined to permit all truck 
turning movements, as shown.  
5. The taper length east of Old Woodward Ave. will be reduced to the minimum 
required, thereby allowing the addition of two more parking spaces on the E. 
Maple Rd. block.  
6a. The cross-section of Maple Rd. east of Park St. will be reconstructed with 
five 10 ft. wide lanes, pending approval of a design exception from MDOT. 
 
Motion carried, 6-0. 
 
VOICE VOTE 
Yeas:  Folberg, Rontal, Edwards, Isaksen, Schafer, White 
Nays:  None 
Absent:  Slanga 
 
 
6. COLLECTOR STREET PAVING PROGRAM IMPROVEMENTS  
 
Park St. – Oakland Blvd. to Hamilton Ave.  
Peabody St. – E. Maple Rd. to E. Brown St.  
Bowers St. – Woodward Ave. to S. Adams Rd.  
Elm St. – Bowers St. to Woodward Ave.  
 
The above commercial street segments are budgeted for maintenance work in 2019. The 
work varies from asphalt resurfacing to full depth pavement replacement. Other than Park 
St., no curb and gutter sections are planned for removal, other than patching. With that 
in mind, no street widths are being changed with this project. As is typically done, staff 
has reviewed the Multi-Modal Transportation Plan (MMTP) to verify if any multi-modal 
improvements should be incorporated into the project at this time. The following 
summarizes this review: 
 
1. Park St. - Oakland Blvd. to Hamilton Ave.:  The MMTP does not call for any 
improvements on this segment. 
 
Staff Recommendation: 

 Replace handicap ramps and pavement markings at the Oakland Blvd. intersection 
with new 12 ft. wide walking surface. 

 Replace handicap ramps and pavement markings at the mid-block crossing with 
new 8 ft. wide walking surface. 
 

2. Peabody St. – E. Maple Rd. to E. Brown St.:   The MMTP does not call for any 
improvements on Peabody St. 
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Staff Recommendation: 
 Require construction of a mid-block crossing at a later date as a part of the new 

construction as 34965 Woodward Ave. 
 At Brown St., replace the handicap ramps and pavement markings to meet the 

City's current standards at the mid-block crossing at 8 ft. wide. 
 
3. Bowers St. – Woodward Ave. to S. Adams Rd.:  The MMTP recommended the addition 
of sharrows to mark this stretch as a part of a neighborhood connector route. 
    Elm St. – Bowers St. to Woodward Ave.:  The MMTP does not call for any improvements 
on Elm St.  A widened crosswalk is also proposed on Elm St. where it meets Woodward 
Ave. 
 
Discussion considered eliminating parking along the south side of Bowers St. and adding 
two bike lanes.  Board members discussed adding markings for bicycles at a later date 
when there are other connections for the neighborhood connector route.  Ms. Ecker noted 
the number one complaint from the Triangle District is the lack of parking.  Further, getting 
rid of the parking would not provide enough room for bike lanes. 
 
Staff Recommendation: 

 On Bowers St., replace handicap ramps at the Elm St. and Adams Rd. intersections 
to meet the City's current crosswalk standards at 8 ft. wide. 

 On Elm St., replace handicap ramps at the Elm St. and Woodward Ave. intersection 
to meet the City's current crosswalk standards at 6 ft. wide. 

 
Motion by Mr. Rontal 
Seconded by Ms. Folberg to recommend to the City Commission the following 
improvements to be included in the Collector Streets Paving Program, in 
accordance with the Multi-Modal Transportation Plan:  
 
Regarding Park St.:  
• Replace handicap ramps and pavement markings to meet the City’s current 
standards such that the Oakland Blvd. crossing has a 12 ft. wide walking 
surface, and the mid-block crossing has an 8 ft. wide walking surface.  
 
Regarding Peabody St.:  
• Postpone construction of a mid-block crossing until new construction at 
34965 Woodward Ave. is completed.  
• Replace handicap ramps and pavement markings to meet the City’s current 
crosswalk standards such that the Brown St. crossing has an 8 ft. wide walking 
surface.  
 
Regarding Bowers St. and Elm St.:  
• Replace handicap ramps and pavement markings to meet the City’s current 
crosswalk standards such that the Bowers St. intersections of Elm St. and 
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Adams Rd., as well as the Elm St. intersection at Woodward Ave. have 8 ft. wide 
walking surfaces. 
 
There was no public present to comment. 
 
Motion carried, 6-0. 
 
VOICE VOTE 
Yeas:  Rontal, Folberg, Edwards, Isaksen, Schafer, White 
Nays:  None 
Absent: Slanga 
 
  
7. CONTINUING EDUCATION:  AUTONOMOUS VEHICLES  
 
Guest Speaker: Scott Shogan, PE, PTOE 
   Connected/Automated Vehicle Market Leader, WSP 
 
Mr. Shogan presented background regarding the latest thinking on autonomous vehicles 
(AV).  There is pressure on the companies that are developing this technology to race 
ahead.  There will be opportunities opening up for new users that may not be able to 
access the system well today, such as the elderly and people with disabilities. The car 
companies are looking increasingly at how they would provide mobility as a service rather 
than selling vehicles directly to consumers. 
 
Almost all of these automated vehicles are being built on electric vehicle platforms.  So, 
advancing battery technology will be a big piece going forward.  General Motors is talking 
about next year launching driverless fleets of taxis in three different locations.   
 
Most of the automated vehicles do everything via sensors that are onboard as opposed to 
connected vehicles which use a cooperative communication system where the vehicles 
are actually talking digitally to one another, the roadside, and to the cloud interoperable 
systems that work across all equipment and manufacturers. 
 
It's not just about the technology, there is also the reality of physical street space.   
 
 Mr. Strader spoke about the new mobility era: 

 Ride hailing (Uber, Lyft, car-share) 
 Shared bike systems 
 Rapid bus systems 
 Communication technology 
 On-board vehicle safety features 

25% of peak hour traffic in San Francisco is Uber/Lyft. 
 
 Impacts on cities and timing will depend upon: 
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 Will vehicle travel go up or down? 
 Who will own the AVs - individuals or shared use? 
 Where will the vehicles park and drop off? 
 Will convenience of AVs reduce the willingness to walk or bike? 

Self-driving vehicles are likely to increase total vehicle travel, although it depends on the 
ownership model and the level of supporting infrastructure. 
 
Connected autonomous vehicles will improve the capacity of intersections. 
 
 Impacts to certain land uses: 

 Gas stations replaced by electric charging stations. 
 Will we have fewer or more auto-oriented uses? 

 
 Impacts on street design: 

 Will more narrow lanes be feasible? 
 Demands for curbside space. 
 Cost to upgrade "Smart Transportation" infrastructure. 

 
 Parking Impacts: 

 How will autonomous vehicles affect parking demand? 
 There is likely to be a reduced overall parking demand. 
 Developers and cities may be less willing to build expensive parking structures, or 

seek alternatives. 
Design new garages for flexibility, such as having flat floors to accommodate new uses in 
the future. 
 
Mr. Rontal questioned if there is anything that can be done to try and future proof some 
of their plans and make it easier to do conversions down the road.  Mr. Shogan suggested: 

 Putting in the conduit for fiber optic cable when doing a road project.   
 Plan parking structures in terms of re-use. 
 Consider drop-off space in design schemes.  

 
Mr. Rose asked what can be done from a traffic signal perspective.  Mr. Shogan replied: 

 Size the signal control cabinets to be ready. 
 Add inexpensive features to the traffic signal controller that would make it easier 

to add new functionality later. 
 

Ms. Edwards asked if there are any plans for electric vehicle charging stations.  Mr. Shogan 
advised that the range has been increasing a lot. Already they can go 300 miles without 
a charge.  The technology will definitely improve. Mr. O'Meara said there hasn't been 
enough demand in Birmingham that they would close off parking spaces and make them 
only available to electric vehicles.   
 
Ms. Edwards asked about cyber security for the connected vehicles.  Mr. Shogan said that 
is a whole industry unto itself because of the disastrous effect if there is vulnerability.   
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8. MEETING OPEN TO THE PUBLIC FOR ITEMS NOT ON THE AGENDA  
 (no public) 
 
  
9. MISCELLANEOUS COMMUNICATIONS (none) 
 
10. NEXT MEETING DECEMBER 6, 2018 at 6 p.m. 
 
 
11. ADJOURNMENT 
 
No further business being evident, the board members adjourned at 7:42 p.m. 
 
 
            
     Jana Ecker, Planning Director 
 
      
            
     Paul O'Meara, City Engineer 
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