MULTI-MODAL TRANSPORTATION BOARD
THURSDAY, November 3, 2016
6:00 PM
CITY COMMISSION ROOM
151 MARTIN STREET, BIRMINGHAM

1. Roll Call

2. Introductions

3. Review of the Agenda

4. Approval of Minutes, Meeting of August 11, 2016

5. Oak St. Reconstruction — Glenhurst Dr. to Chesterfield Ave.
6. Crosswalk Standards

7. Old Woodward Ave. & Maple Rd. Reconstruction

8. Meeting Open to the Public for items not on the Agenda

9. Miscellaneous Communications

10. Next Meeting November 21, 2016

11. Adjournment

Notice: Due to Building Security, public entrance during non-business hours is through the Police
Department—Pierce St. Entrance only. Individuals with disabilities requiring assistance to enter the building should
request aid via the intercom system at the parking lot entrance gate on Henrietta St.

Persons with disabilities that may require assistance for effective participation in this public meeting should contact
the City Clerk’s Office at the number (248) 530-1880, or (248) 644-5115 (for the hearing impaired) at least one day
before the meeting to request help in mobility, visual, hearing, or other assistance.

Las personas con incapacidad que requieren algun tipo de ayuda para la participacién en esta sesion publica deben
ponerse en contacto con la oficina del escribano de la ciudad en el nimero (248) 530-1800 o al (248) 644-5115 (para
enos un dia antes de la reunién para solicitar ayuda a la movilidad, visual, auditiva, o de otras asistencias. (Title VI of the
Civil Rights Act of 1964).



CITY OF BIRMINGHAM
MULTI-MODAL TRANSPORTATION BOARD
THURSDAY, AUGUST 11, 2016
City Commission Room
151 Martin Street, Birmingham, Michigan

Minutes of the regular meeting of the City of Birmingham Multi-Modal
Transportation Board held Thursday, August 11, 2016.

Chairperson Vionna Adams convened the meeting at 6:04 p.m.

1. ROLL CALL

Present: Chairperson Vionna Adams; Board Members Lara Edwards, Amy
Folberg, Vice-Chairman Andy Lawson,

Absent: Board Member Michael Surnow
Administration:  Scott Grewe, Operations Commander
Jana Ecker, Planning Director
Austin Fletcher, Asst. City Engineer
Paul O'Meara, City Engineer

Also Present: Mike Labadie from Fleis & Vandenbrink
(“F&V”), Transportation Engineering Consultants

2. INTRODUCTIONS (none)

3. REVIEW AGENDA (no change)

4. APPROVAL OF MINUTES, MEETING OF JUNE 16, 2016

Motion by Ms. Folberg
Seconded by Mr. Lawson to approve the Minutes of June 16, 2016 as
presented.

Motion carried, 4-0.

VOICE VOTE

Yeas: Folberg, Lawson, Adams, Edwards
Nays: None

Absent: Surnow
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5. W. MAPLE RD. AT ROUGE RIVER - PEDESTRIAN CROSSING

Mr. O'Meara provided background. At the City Commission meeting of July 25,
the Dept. of Public Services staff presented a plan to install an improved trail
surface just south of W. Maple Rd. The trail would connect the south side Maple
Rd. sidewalk at Baldwin Ave. with the existing pedestrian bridge that provides
access to the Rouge River trail between Maple Rd. and Linden Park to the south.
(Historically, no marked trail has existed in this area.)

Before the installation of the path proceeds, staff has been asked to have the
MMTB review this item.

When the MMTB last discussed this issue, it was decided that should three lanes
be approved on this segment of Maple Rd., crosswalk islands should be installed
at the two signalized intersections of Chesterfield Ave. and Lakepark Ave. Now
that the decision to have 3 lanes has been made, staff will begin reviewing this
issue and will have a final recommended plan for the MMTB to review at a later
date.

The City has long desired to make an improved pedestrian crossing in the area
of the Rouge River crossing as well, and staff has been struggling with finding a
location that doesn't contain obstacles.

The Rouge River Trail Corridor Master Plan recommends the installation of a
pedestrian bridge for Maple Rd. just east of Baldwin Ave., complete with
handicap accessible ramps on both sides.

There is one location that can be improved just west of the main vehicle bridge
that would have sufficient sight distance for a marked pedestrian crossing. Two
alternate options were considered, one with an island in the middle and one
without. Adding an island creates a problem for a nearby resident because he
can no longer make a left turn into his driveway. However, the City is thinking of
approaching the resident and seeing if he would be willing to work with the City to
have his drive approachrelocated so the turn in and out would be easier. If the
resident is unhappy with that idea the City could put in a marked crosswalk
across the street.

Mr. Labadie explained they will try to give the resident room to go past the island
that is created and then turn left. In the alternative, putting in a crosswalk in that
location is a function of stopping distance at 38 mph that allows a driver to see a
person crossing the street in time to stop. Per AASHTO, the stopping sight
distance is exceeded coming from both directions.

MDOT has regulations for this type of crosswalk:
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e Marked special emphasis crosswalk;

e Standard pedestrian warning signs;

e Geometric improvements (such as median nose extensions, curb
extensions, pork chop island, or Rectangular Rapid Flashing Beacons or
both.

Board members expressed preference for the island if possible because it would
make it easier and safer for pedestrians to cross. However, it wasn't known if it
would work because the resident might not want to shift his driveway.

The chairperson took comments from members of the audience at 6:30 p.m.

Mr. Harvey Bell liked the idea of moving the island down to the east. He asked if
the guard rail could be shortened. Mr. O'Meara confirmed for him that the guard
rail is installed at the required length. Moving it would increase liability to the
City.

In conclusion, board members were happy with this idea and asked staff to keep
pursuing it.

6. RESIDENTIAL PERMIT PARKING ZONES
a. Hazel St. - Columbia Ave. to S. Eton Rd.

Commander Grewe advised the Police Department received a petition with
signatures from 23 addresses on Hazel St. between S. Eton Rd. and Columbia
Ave. (92% of occupied homes). There are 26 total homes with 25 currently
occupied. Their petition requests to change the current parking restrictions, No
Parking 7 a.m. to 4 p.m., to Residential Permit Parking (all hours on both sides of
the street).

History

The current issue per the petition is that local business customers and
employees are parking in this area throughout the evening all days of the week.
The petition states that this increase in parking forces residents and their guests
to park far from their homes, also creating dangerous, narrow travel lanes. The
petition also mentions the continued development in the area and the potential
for continued increases in parking and traffic problems.

The petition requests the area be “Parking Permit Required” all hours. This same
restriction was approved for Bowers St. from S. Eton to Columbia approximately
a year ago.
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Commander Grewe added this request meets all of the required criteria. With
the last residential permit that the City Commission approved, the Commission
asked that it be brought back annually as a review to make sure that it is the right
thing for the street. That would apply to anything going forward.

Motion by Ms. Folberg

Seconded by Mr. Lawson to approve the petition for Residential Permit
Parking (all hours) on both sides of Hazel St. between S. Eton Rd. and
Columbia Ave.

Motion carried, 4-0.

VOICE VOTE

Yeas: Folberg, Lawson, Adams, Edwards
Nays: None

Absent: Surnow

b. Haynes St. - Columbia Ave. to S. Eton Rd.

Commander Grewe further advised the Police Department received a petition
with signatures from 24 addresses on Haynes St. between S. Eton Rd. and
Columbia Ave. (92% of occupied homes). There are 26 total homes; two
residents that were contacted did not sign. Their petition requests parking on the
street be restricted to Residential Permit Parking (all hours on both sides of the
street).

One letter has been received from a resident who is in favor of getting the
Parking Permit signs implemented.

History
According to Police Department records, Haynes St from S. Eton to Columbia
has never had any parking restrictions.

The current issue per the petition is that local business customers and
employees are parking in this area throughout the evening all days of the week.
Jerry Yaldoo, who completed the petition, stated the parking problem is all day
long. He states during the daytime hours customers and employees from local
business use the street. During the evening spill over from Griffin Claw creates
problems and congestion throughout the day.

The petition requests the area be “Parking Permit Required” all hours. This same
restriction was approved for Bowers St. from S. Eton to Columbia approximately
a year ago.
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Motion by Ms. Edwards

Seconded by Mr. Lawson to approve the petition for Residential Permit
Parking (all hours) on both sides of Haynes St. between S. Eton Rd. and
Columbia Ave.

Motion carried, 4-0.

VOICE VOTE

Yeas: Edwards, Lawson, Adams, Folberg
Nays: None

Absent: Surnow

Ms. Ecker advised there is plenty of parking spaces in the Rail District but there
is no encouragement for businesses to share them, so they are not efficiently
used. There is an ad hoc committee looking at this problem just for the Rail
District.

7. MEETING OPEN TO THE PUBLIC FOR ITEMS NOT ON THE AGENDA
Mr. Harvey Bell noted SE Michigan, because of what is going at the University of
Michigan, will be key in the development of vehicles that can communicate with
each other within the next five to ten years. There will also be vehicle to
infrastructure communication. Further, pedestrians and cyclists will have chips in
their phones that will communicate to vehicles and to infrastructure.

All this is something this group should investigate in terms of what it would mean
to communicate with the infrastructure in the City.

8. MISCELLANEOUS COMMUNICATIONS (items in the packet)

9. ADJOURNMENT

No further business being evident, the board members adjourned the meeting at
6:52 p.m.

Jana Ecker, Planning Director

Paul O'Meara, City Engineer



MEMORANDUM

Engineering Dept.

DATE: October 27, 2016

TO: Multi-Modal Transportation Board
FROM: Paul T. O’Meara, City Engineer
SUBJECT: Oak St. Reconstruction —

N. Glenhurst Dr. to Chesterfield Ave.

The Multi-Modal Transportation Board was formed in the summer of 2014. Its first major project to
study was Oak St., from Glenhurst Dr. to Lakepark Dr. At that time, the City planned to reconstruct
this segment in 2015. After various discussions, a preliminary plan was put together depicting the
following (from west to east):

1. Maintaining the existing pavement from the west City limit to Glenhurst Dr., as this was not
a part of the budgeted project. (There were discussions about marking new bike lanes on
the pavement extending to the west City limit, since the pavement is wide and parking
demand is low. However, since bike lanes could not be implemented in front of the school,
this was not a part of the final recommendation.

2. Installing a separated student drop-off lane for parents in front of Quarton Elementary
School, maintaining parking on the north side of the street. Given the small amount of
space available in front of the school, no bike lanes were included in the proposal.

3. Installing bike lanes from Chesterfield Ave. to Lakepark Dr., with the elimination of parking
for the majority of the section. A widened section was proposed so that parking could be
installed on the south side of the road from Chesterfield Ave. to Suffield Ave. only (2 blocks).
The parking was included to handle parking demand from the school.

The City Commission reviewed the recommendation at their meeting of December 15, 2014. They
endorsed the plan, with the exception that the parking lane from Chesterfield Ave. to Suffield Ave.
was eliminated, allowing the entire six block length of Oak St. from the school to the lake to be a
consistent width.

The plan in front of the school was not readily embraced by the Birmingham School District Board.
To allow more time for an agreement to be reached, the City decided to proceed with the Oak St.
reconstruction on the remaining six blocks in 2015. That segment is now constructed and open to
traffic. City staff has not received feedback from the school administration that removing the
parking east of Chesterfield Ave. has been a hardship.

Earlier this year, the MMTB recommended a neighborhood connector route taken from the Master
Plan. The route utilizes the now constructed bike lane segment of Oak St., as well as Chesterfield
Ave. south of Oak St. The City Commission approved this route as well. Bidding documents were
issued in August to implement the route and have it in place by this time. However, no acceptable
bids were received, and the project was not done. We intend to add this work to another larger
project next year to ensure that it is completed early in the 2017 season.



In our negotiations with the school district, cost became an issue for them. Since this work was not
budgeted, they elected to include the projected cost of this work as a part of their 2015 building
improvement bond package, which was approved by the electorate in November of last year. Once
the funding was available, the Board looked at the plan closer. The final plan was fine tuned with
respect to the size of the median. The district asked that we keep the median as narrow as possible
to allow more space between the drop off lane and the front face of the building. As a result, most
of the median is proposed at 4 feet wide. In order to allow left turns from Oak St. into the drop off
area, however, a wider median is required to give vehicles enough space to make what is essentially
a U-turn. To provide the space needed, the median widens to 7 ft. at its west end, as shown on the
attached plan.

The school district has approved the plan as now shown, and issued an agreement to sign an
easement over to the City for the purpose of constructing this area. The agreement was reached in
late September, and is now ready for the City Commission to agree to as well. Since the plan has
changed slightly, and has not been reviewed by the MMTB in almost two years, it is being presented
to you again at this time.

Attached for your review are two versions of the plan. Option A depicts the drop off area as
approved by the school, pedestrian bumpouts in the Glenhurst Dr. intersection, and no changes to
the existing pavement west of Glenhurst Dr. Option B is similar, except that bike lanes are added to
the existing pavement west of Glenhurst Dr. The bike lanes would extend for a block and one half,
before ending at the City limit. Installing bike lanes to the west requires the removal of the
proposed bumpouts at the Glenhurst Dr. intersection. We do not foresee Bloomfield Twp.
extending the bike lanes further west, since the existing pavement is narrower in this area, and
could not support this feature without significant expense.

It is unfortunate that there is not sufficient space to extend the bike lanes across the school
frontage. However, now that a neighborhood connector route will be implemented encouraging the
use of Chesterfield Ave., not extending the lanes across the school will not result in an abrupt
ending of the bike feature. Since bike lanes cannot be extended further west beyond the City limit,
we do not believe it is appropriate to introduce the lanes for the short 1.5 block segment of Oak St.
west of the school.

The block of Oak St. in front of the school is in poor condition. Funding is available in the current
budget to proceed with reconstruction in 2017 during the 10-week summer period when school is
not in session. If the MMTB concurs with this approach, a suggested recommendation is provided
below allowing this issue to move forward to the City Commission, and into final design.

SUGGESTED RECOMMENDATION:

The Multi-Modal Transportation Board recommends that the City Commission accept the agreement
presented by the Birmingham School District, and the plan to reconstruct Oak St. between Glenhurst
Dr. and Chesterfield Ave., depicted on the concept plan known as Option A, featuring bumpouts at
the Glenhurst Dr. intersection, parking on the north side of the road, and separated student drop-off
lanes in front of Quarton Elementary School.
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ROADWAY EASEMENT AGREEMENT

THIS ROADWAY EASEMENT AGREEMENT (“Agreement”) is made and entered into this  day of

, 2016, between BIRMINGHAM PUBLIC SCHOOLS, a Michigan general powers school district, whose

address is 31301 Evergreen, Beverly Hills, Michigan 48025 (hereinafter referred to as “Grantor”), and the CITY OF

BIRMINGHAM, a Michigan municipal corporation, whose address is 151 Martin Street, P.O. Box 3001, Birmingham,
Michigan 48012 (hereinafter referred to as “Grantee”).

RECITALS
A The Grantor is the owner of certain real property commonly known as the School District’s Quarton
Elementary School, located at 771 Chesterfield, Birmingham, Michigan 48009, which is legally described on Exhibit A,

which is attached hereto and made a part hereof (hereinafter referred to as the “Premises™); and

B. The Grantee desires to acquire from the Grantor certain rights to the Premises in order to construct,
install, improve, repair, modify and enhance Oak Street from Chesterfield Road to Glenhurst (the “Roadway”) thereon.

IT IS THEREFORE AGREED:

L. Grant of Easement. In consideration of the sum of One and 00/100 ($1.00) Dollar, and other valuable
consideration, Grantor hereby grants to Grantee a perpetual, nonexclusive Roadway easement as hereinafter described.

2. Character of Easement. The easement granted herein is appurtenant to the Premises.

3. Purpose of Easement. The purpose of this grant and conveyance is to provide the Grantee with an
easement to construct, install, improve, repair, modify and enhance Qak Street from Chesterfield Road to Glenhurst, and
to provide the Grantee with access across a portion of the Premises as described herein for the limited purpose of
constructing, installing, improving, repairing, modifying and enhancing Oak Street.

4. Location and Description of Eagement. The location of the Roadway easement granted herein is
depicted and legally described on Exhibit B, which Exhibit is attached hereto and incorporated herein by reference
(hereinafter referred to as the “Easement Area”).

5. Construction, Installation, Improvement, Repair, Modification and/or Enhancement.  The
construction, installation, improvement, repair and modification and/or enhancement of the Roadway shall be performed
in accordance with the Intergovernmental Agreement between Birmingham Public Schools and the City of Birmingham
dated . During all aspects of any work performed upon the Premises, Grantee also covenants and
agrees to do the following:

a. Backfill and temporarily restore, on a daily basis, all driveways, parking lots and sidewalk areas
located upon the Premises and disturbed by virtue of the construction, installation, improvement, repair,
modification and/or enhancement of the Roadway until such time as final restoration of the affected areas
occurs pursuant to Paragraph 6 herein;



b. Backfill or fence during working hours all excavations on the Premises when not supervised to ensure
safety;

c. Secure all equipment and materials during non-working hours so as to prevent access by any
licensees, invitees, guests oOr trespassers;

d. Provide Grantor with continued access for ingress and egress over, under, through and across the
Easement Area;

e. Provide Grantor with continued access to the Premises; and

f Carry on its work to ensure only minimal interference or disruption of Grantor’s school operations on
the Premises and at such times which are satisfactory and approved by Grantor.

6. Restoration. If upon completion of any construction, installation, improvement, repair and
modification and/or enhancement and/or any such work performed upon the Roadway, the Premises have been affected
in any manner by said construction, installation, improvement, repair and modification and/or enhancement and/or any
such work performed upon the Premises, Grantee shall restore the Premises to a condition as good as its condition prior
to such work in accordance with the Intergovernmental Agreement between Birmingham Public Schools and the City of

Birmingham dated . Such restoration shall include but not be limited to the following:
a. The restoration of sodded and graésed areas;
b. Any driveways, parking lots, sidewalks, bike paths, culverts, curbs and headwalls so disturbed shall be

restored with like materials and to matching thickness and appearance as prior to Grantee’s commencement of
any such work;

c. Any and all shrubbery, removed, destroyed or disturbed in any manner shall be replaced upon
completion of such work with like shrubs and to matching maturity; and

d. The restoration of disturbed or destroyed chain-link fencing, if any, located upon the Premises.

Such restoration shall occur not later than ninety (90) days after completion of maintenance, improvement,
repair, replacement, removal and/or any such work performed upon the Premises. If, however, weather conditions
and/or local frost laws prevent the timely restoration of the Premises, such restoration shall occur not later than the first
growing season after completion of the work performed.

7. Maintenance. Grantee, at its sole cost and expense, shall be responsible for constructing,
installing, improving, repairing, modifying and enhancing the Roadway in the condition required for its intended
use, including the regular removal of snow, ice, debris, or other matter that may interfere with proper operation of
the Roadway.

8. Grantor’s Rights. Grantor also retains, reserves, and shall continue to enjoy the use of the surface of
the Easement Area for any and all purposes which do not interfere with or prevent the use by Grantee.

9. Nonexclusive Fasement. The easement, rights, and privileges granted herein are nonexclusive,
and Grantor reserves and retains the right to convey similar easements and rights to such other persons as Grantor
may deem proper provided such similar easements do not affect Grantee’s easement.

10. Liability and Reservation of Rights. Each party shall be responsible for the acts and omissions of their
respective employees, contractors, subcontractors and agents. This Agreement does not, and is not intended to impair,
divest, delegate, or contravene any constitutional, statutory, and/or other legal right, privilege, power, obligation, duty or
immunity of either party and shall not be construed to waive the defense of governmental immunity held by any party to
this Agreement.

11. Insurance. Grantee, at its sole cost and expense, shall maintain and keep in effect, general liability
insurance on the Premises during any construction, installation, improvement, repair and modification and/or




enhancement or any such work performed upon the Premises with a company and in a form acceptable to Grantor
with minimum limits of $1,000,000.00 on account of bodily injuries to or death of one person, and minimum limits
of $3,000,000.00 on account of bodily injuries or death of more than one person, or such other amounts as Grantor
may, from time to time, reasonably request, as a result of any one accident or occurrence; and property damage
insurance with minimum limits of $1,000,000.00, or such other amounts as Grantor may, from time to time,
reasonably request. Such policies shall name Grantor as an additional insured and Grantee shall provide Grantor
with a certificate of insurance or other written evidence of its coverage, including an endorsement which states that
such insurance may not be cancelled except upon ten (10) days prior written notice to Grantor. In addition, Grantee
shall require each contractor performing work on the Premises to keep in force at its sole cost and expense during
and until completion of any construction, installation, improvement, repair and modification and/or enhancement
operation, maintenance, or any such work performed upon the Premises, in a form acceptable to Grantor, an
Owner’s and Contractor’s Protective Policy naming Grantor as the principal insured and shall also require each
contractor to name Grantor as an additional insured on all Contractor Policies of insurance with both policies having
minimum limits of $1,000,000.00 on account of bodily injuries to or death of one person, and minimum limits of
$3,000,000.00 on account of bodily injuries or death of more than one person, or such other amounts as Grantor
may, from time to time, reasonably request, as a result of any one accident or occurrence; and property damage
insurance with minimum limits of $1,000,000.00, or such other amounts as Grantor may, from time to time,
reasonably request. Prior to commencement of any work, Grantee shall provide Grantor with a certificate of
insurance or other written evidence of Grantor’s coverage as an additional insured, including an endorsement which
states that such insurance may not be cancelled except upon ten (10) days prior written notice to Grantor.

12. Liability of Grantee. The Grantee shall be responsible to the Grantor for liabilities incurred by the
Grantor, arising out of the actions of the Grantee during the construction, installation, improvement, repair and
modification and/or enhancement of any work performed upon the Roadway on the easement granted hereunder.
These liabilities shall include costs, expenses, actual attorney fees and liabilities for personal injury or property
damage, including damage to property of the Grantor. The terms “Grantee” and “Grantor” shall include their
designees, agents, contractors, successors and employees. Nothing in this clause shall be construed to limit
Grantor’s or Grantee’s defenses and rights, including the right to assert a claim of governmental immunity.

13. Compliance with Applicable Law. Grantee shall conduct the construction, installation, improvement,
repair and modification and/or enhancement of the Roadway in accordance with all applicable federal, state and local
laws, codes, regulations and ordinances regarding same.

14. Covenants to Run with Land. The covenants contained in this Agreement shall run with the land and
shall be binding upon the parties and their respective heirs, representatives and successors.

15. Recording of Easement. This Easement Agreement shall be executed in recordable form and shall be
recorded with the Oalkland County Register of Deeds.

16. Entire Agreement. This Roadway Easement Agreement contains the entire agreement between the
parties relating to the rights herein pranted and the obligations herein assumed. Any oral representations or
modifications concerning this Agreement shall be of no force and effect. Any modification of this Agreement must be in
writing and must be signed by the party to be charged.

[signature page next]




IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have executed this Easement Agreement as of the day and

year first above written
GRANTOR:
BIRMINGHAM PUBLIC SCHOOLS ;

o i (-

Print Name. Daniel A. Nerad

”‘Z'/‘ / | Its:
(

GRANTEE:
CITY OF BIRMINGHAM

WITNESSES:

Superintendent

By:
Print Name:

WITNESSES:

Its:

STATE OF MICHIGAN )
) ss
COUNTY OF OAKLAND)
On this A day of Se¢ I*t’m;Kf; 2016, before me personally appeared Daniel A. Nerad, Superintendent of
Birmingham Public Schools, a Michigan general powers school district, to me known to be the same person who

executed the within mstrumerjlt on behalf of Birmingham Public Schools and who acknowledges the same to be the free
7
4 /&A; ¢ J. M é?/
bli

act and deed of Birmingham Public Schools
)/ y/ , Notary Pu
County, Michigan
Acting in County, Michigan
Marech 2, 260§

My commission expires




STATE OF MICHIGAN )
) ss
COUNTY OF OAKLAND)

On this = day of 2016, before me personally appeared

, of the City of Birmingham, a Michigan municipal corporation, to me known to be the same
person who executed the within instrument on behalf the City of Birmingham and who acknowledges the same to be the
free act and deed of the City of Birmingham.

, Notary Public
County, Michigan
Acting in County, Michigan
My commission expires:

Part of Sidwell No:

Recording Fee:

Drafted by: When recorded return to:
Dana L. Abrahams, Esq. Grantee
CLARK HILL PLC

151 S. Old Woodward, Suite 200
Birmingham, MI 48009



EXHIBIT A

DESCRIPTION OF THE PREMISES

Land situated in the City of Birmingham, County of Oakland, Town 2 North, Range 10 East,
Section 26, Part of the Southwest one quarter Beginning at Center of Section; thence Southerly
410 feet along North and South one quarter line; thence Westerly 748.68 feet, Parallel to East and
West one quarter line; thence Northerly 410 feet, Parallel to North and South one quarter line;
thence Easterly 748.68 feet along East and West one quarter line to Beginning.

Sidwell Number: 19-26-328-012




EXHIBIT B

EASEMENT AREA
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QUARTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL EASEMENT DESCRIPTION

AN EASEMENT IN THE SOUTHWEST 1/4 OF SECTION 26, TOWN 2 NORTH, RANGE 10 EAST,
CITY OF BIRMINGHAM, OAKLAND COUNTY MICHIGAN, FURTHER DESCRIBED AS:

BEGINNING AT THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF LOT 1 OF BLOOMFIELD WOODS
SUBDIVISION, LIBER 42, PAGE 17 OF PLATS, O.C.R., SAID POINT ALSO BEING THE
NORTHWEST CORNER OF THE QUARTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL PROPERTY ON THE
SOUTH RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF OAK STREET (66 FEET WIDE); THENCE ALONG SAID RIGHT-
OF-WAY NORTH 88 DEGREES 37 MINUTES 30 SECONDS EAST, 606.27 FEET; THENCE
SOUTH 01 DEGREES 22 MINUTES, 43 SECONDS EAST, 15.23 FEET; THENCE SOUTH 88
DEGREES, 37 MINUTES 17 SECONDS WEST, 341.22 FEET; THENCE SOUTH 86 DEGREES 47
MINUTES 25 SECONDS WEST, 266.27 FEET TO THE EAST LINE OF SAID BLOOMFIELD
WOODS SUBDIVISION; THENCE NORTH 01 DEGREES 13 MINUTES 30 SECONDS EAST 23.80
FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING.

CONTAINING 10,379.82 SQUARE FEET OR 0.238 ACRES, MORE OR LESS.
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Oak Street Paving Project

(NOTE: Public hearing notices recently sent out referred to a special assessment for this project. No
assessment is being considered to cover the cost of these improvements. We regret any confusion that this
caused.)

Project Summary

The City of Birmingham has budgeted funds to reconstruct Qak St. from Glenhurst Dr. to Lakepark Dr. during
the 2015 construction season. The project will include sewer and water improvements, followed by new
concrete pavement.

The City has a Multi-Modal Transportation Master Plan that suggested improvements to this corridor as a part
of this reconstruction project, including implementation of bike lanes, and modifications to the Chesterfield
Ave. intersection. The Multi-Modal Transportation Board has studied various options, and obtained assistance
from the City’s Engineering Dept. and transportation engineering consultant to arrive at what is now a suggested
concept plan. The concept plan in its present form can be found by clicking Concept Plan East and Concept Plan
West

Here are highlights of the plan, moving from west to east:

1. The Glenhurst Dr. intersection would be narrowed to reduce traffic speeds, and to shorten the distrance of
the crosswalks.

2. Aseparated two-lane student loading area would be constructed in front of Quarton Elementary School.
The loading area, if used as intended, would improve the safety of entire area during the beginning and end
of the school day period. This portion of the plan is subject to approval from the Birmingham School
Board, who has not yet made a decision on this proposal. Should the Board decide not to support this idea,
the City may consider removing this block from the 2015 project. In order to make room for thisloading
area, Oak St. would be narrowed by 10 ft., and parking would no longer be allowed on the south side.
However, parking would be allowed in the student loading area immediately in front of the school during
low traffic periods (outside of the beginning and end of the school day).

3. After careful analysis, the plan is recominending removal of the traffic signal at Chesterfield Ave. Inits
place would be a two-way STOP operation for Chesterfield Ave. trafficonly. Pedestrians wishing to cross
Oak St. at this intersection would be provided the option of pushing a button to activate a Rectangular
Rapid Flashing Beacon. A crossing guard would still be in place during the beginning and ending of the
school day. Analysis of the current traffic demand of the intersection reveals that the intersection will
operate better and safer without the signal, and still provide sufficient gaps in traffic for pedestrians.
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11/26/2014 Oak Street Paving Project
Improving trattic tlow i this area will allow the proposed student loading zone to operate better and sater,
as well as allow all turns to occur again at this intersection (removing the current turn restrictions).

4. East of Chesterfield Ave., parking demand on the street tends to be minimal. The Board is recommending
that bike lanes be constructed on both sides of the street from Chesterfield Ave. to Lakepark Dr.
Recognizing that parking demand is greater closer to the school, a parking lane is proposed on the north
side only between Chesterfield Ave. and Suffield Ave., as shown. No parking would be allowed from
Suffield Ave. to Lakepark Dr. The street would be about the same width as it is now for the section with
parking, and about 25% narrower on the portion without parking. A similar street was just finished by the
City with bike lanes and parking on one side on N. Eton, south of Derby Rd., as a real world example.

5. Atrafficisland is proposed at the west side of the Lakepark Dr. intersection. The island would encourage
slower speeds in both directions as cars reach the bottom of a hill. Two trafficislands similar in design
were recently constructed on Lincoln Ave., between Southfield Rd. and Woodward Ave., as areal world
example.

The Multi-Modal Transportation Board would like to receive your input on the design of this project, before a
final recommendation is made to the City Commission. The public hearing will be held on Thursday,
December 4, at 6:00 PM, at City Hall (151 Martin St.). Please enter the building through the Police Dept.,
located on the Pierce St. side of the building.

If you have questions, feel free to contact Paul O'Meara at 248-530-1836.

http:/fwww bhamgov .org/oakpaving/ 2/2



ENGINEERS

CIVIL ENGINEERS
LAND SURVEYORS
LAND PLANNERS

%‘ECTA,L“S NOWAK & FRAUS EN GINEERS

i 46777 WOODWARD AVE.
, PONTIAC, MI 48342-5032
TEL. (248) 332-7931
FAX. (248) 332-8257

i i i
4 - i § Yy # o wt £ Y Pyl
4 i i P g Lo i
) ;) w7 - . S—— { £ e . .

A T PROJECT
3 g LT Y
4 ¢ % W il
&, ! e e SE O3 TSR
L VAFITVED BB GE LAEY )
; - 2 VI LI 4
LY { ’ :
b Y
i, 3

—— Oak Avenue
o ) _ = Paving Project
_ /—PROPOSED TREE (TYP.)
e 5{ gﬁé. “;.R { R ~ - " L , — ==
805%5%5 mmgﬁ?ﬁvf L b e

Fi P s - 5 ) s
25, Ly

&2 40t (TYP) L

MATCHLINE 1?+50 -

Engineering Department
151 Martin Street

Birmingham, MT 48012

PROJECT LOCATION

Part of the Center Section
26, Town 2 North, Range 10
East, City of Birmingham,
Oakland County, Michigan

\

SHEET

BLIC ROW)

b

[ %

]

VWi

Conceptual Plan
(1of2)

i

RECTANGULAR RAPID
FLASH BEACON
L | (RRFB) FOR
PEDESTRIAN
CROSSING
(TYP. FOR 2) 7

Know what's helow
before you dig.

I . ) _‘ | .

REVISIONS

;:»_,; % £ i
i 4 %, i \
- OAK AV i;’u ]

66"WIDE PUBLIC ROW) i
: £ v = s ? ; . T
& — . e
—— ——
A ig ’%% W o w

E PUBLIC ROW)

|
- J 3 : ; -

. Y o~ i 5, j

X ’ ' —— ! N S— H

i ; = T

MATCHLINE 21+00

\

DRAWN BY:
PT

DESIGNED BY:
PT/BB

APPROVED BY:
BB/GY

DATE:

November 26, 2014

S SCALE:
1" = 30

CHESTERFIELD AVE. INTERSECTION NOTE:
EX TRAFFIC LIGHT SIGNALS SHALL BE

MATCHLINE 1350

NFE JOB NO. SHEET NO.

1164 l1of> |




DRAFT

CITY OF BIRMINGHAM
MULTI-MODAL TRANSPORTATION BOARD
THURSDAY, DECEMBER 4, 2014
City Commission Room
151 Martin Street, Birmingham, Michigan

Minutes of the regular meeting of the City of Birmingham Multi-Modal
Transportation Board held Thursday, December 4, 2014. Chairperson Johanna
Slanga convened the meeting at 6 p.m.

A. ROLL CALL

Present: Chairperson Johanna Slanga; Board Members Stuart Bordman,
Andy Lawson, Jeff Surnow

Absent: Board Members Lara Edwards, Adriana Tatuch, Amanda Warner

Administration:  Lauren Chapman, Asst. City Planner
Mark Clemence, Deputy Chief of Police
Brendan Cousino, Asst. City Engineer
Jana Ecker, Planning Director
Paul O'Meara, City Engineer
Carole Salutes, Recording Secretary

B. INTRODUCTIONS Mike Labadie from Fleis & Vandenbrink (“F&V”),
Transportation Engineering Consultants

C. REVIEW AGENDA (approved)
D. APPROVAL OF MINUTES, MEETING OF NOVEMBER 20, 2014

Moved and seconded to approve the Minutes of November 20, 2014 as
presented.

Motion carried, 4-0.
Absent: Edwards, Tatuch, Warner
E. PUBLIC HEARING - OAK ST. PAVING PROJECT

Addressing the audience, Mr. O’'Meara reported the City is following the Multi-
Modal Master Plan as a guide and Oak St. was identified as one of the corridors
where changes could be made for the better. This board has been studying it for
several months and has come up with a concept that will hopefully be finalized in
the near future so that construction can be started in May 2015. He went through
a PowerPoint that showed highlights of the plan, moving east to west along Oak
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St. toward Quarton Elementary School. Reconstructing the block in front of
Quarton Elementary School must be accomplished while the school is on
summer break. Substantial sewer work must be done prior to the summer
season beginning in mid-June, therefore,construction should start about May 1.
The School Board has not taken a position at this time. This board along with the
City Commission will hopefully take a position on the design in general with the
idea that the portion in front of the school cannot be constructed without the
School Board's authorization.

The chairperson suggested adding another sharrow heading west along Oak St.
from Chesterfield to Glenhurst.

The chairperson opened up comments from the public at 6:16 p.m.

Mr. Tom Shenonis, a resident on Cranbrook, received clarification that a driver

turning east out of the parking lot at Quarton Elementary School will be able to

turn north or south onto Chesterfield. He was told the cost to the school district
to fund their part of the project is estimated at $215 thousand.

Ms. Lois Casey, 1860 Oak St., wondered how large trucks will back into the
school. Mr. O'Meara replied they have not yet heard from the school about the
size of the trucks. He affirmed that the City is looking at lining the City sewers
that run to the residences along there.

Mr. Gregory Mistervich, 1810 Oak St., said that allowing cars to park on the north
side of Oak St. results in parents dragging children across traffic. Also, cars
parked on the north side of the street cut down his sight line when pulling out.
Therefore, he doesn't think that allowing parking on the north side is a good idea.

Mr. John Hammer, who lives in the third house west of Chesterfield, likes the
idea of the separation of drop-off from through traffic but wasn't sure how it would
work. Mr. Labadie stated the idea is to train parents and students to pull up to an
available space, drop off and leave. For pick-ups, the student gets into the car
and off they go. Other schools in the area have dealt successfully with similar
and worse challenges. Mr. Cousino added the proposed drop-off area is twice as
long as the existing.

Responding further to Mr. Hammer, Mr. Labadie talked about how traffic studies
have shown that the traffic signal should be removed and replaced with flashing
beacons and a crossing guard.

Ms. Ecker explained that parent training will be in the form of communications
from the school to the parents to inform them of the process.



Multi-Modal Transportation Board Proceedings
December 4, 2014
Page 3

Mr. Matthew McArdle, 940 Glenhurst, voiced concern about having greater
visibility. A traffic signal breaks up traffic in a different way than a stop sign
would. Mr. Labadie thought moving the stop bar up 6 or 8 ft. would probably
allow better site distance. They will check it out.

Mr. Frank Faga, 912 Westwood, stated the problem on Oak St. is speeding and
people passing, usually on the right. He spoke in favor of extending a couple of
extra feet of narrow Oak between Glenhurst and Westwood to the edge of
Birmingham. Mr. O'Meara explained they could add white pavement markings to
make it feel narrower.

Maria, who lives on Willow Lane, said she likes the idea of narrowing Oak St., but
is not in favor of losing the traffic light. She indicated that Bud, the crossing
guard, was shocked that the traffic light would be removed. She suggested the
light could be changed to a blinking red or yellow when the traffic is not heavy.

Mr. Bill Beacham, 701 Puritan, asked about the purpose of the project and the
purpose of putting in "no turns" during drop-off. Mr. O'Meara responded that the
road is old and it is time for it to be rehabbed. Chairperson Slanga added the
goal of the Multi-Modal Plan is to make the streets safer and more complete. Mr.
Beacham agreed there should be no parking on the north side of Oak St.
Parking should be allowed on the south side of Oak St. up to Fairfax. The
crossing guard has said it is "insane" to remove the traffic light.

Mr. Phil Stanger who lives on Pilgrim, received information that bump-outs are
meant to slow traffic and to make the crosswalks shorter and safer for
pedestrians. There are no bump-outs in the section where the bike paths exist.

Mr. Rich Buckston, 895 Puritan, asked whether they would consider parking on
the south side and not the north side in the section by Quarton. Mr. O'Meara did
not see the benefit of encouraging parking between two active traffic areas

Ms. Lois Casey said the people that are parking on the north side of Oak are not
the residents who live there. They are workers who park all day. She was in
favor of permit parking on the north side for residents only.

Mr. Dan Teahan was worried about traffic dumping onto Chesterfield and not
having a light there because it will be opened up to turns. In the past when turns
were allowed he watched the traffic crossing guard get hit even with a traffic
signal. He was not sure parents will adapt to this and comply. Ms. Ecker said
the best the City and the board can do is to design the road as well as possible
so that it is clear to people what they are supposed to do.

Mr. David Hocker, whose residence is on the SE corner of Pilgrim and Oak St.,
thought if they are going to narrow Oak St. they need to know what is going to
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happen with Maple Rd. Narrowing Oak St. and narrowing Maple Rd. will
probably cause a huge problem. The residents need to know the plan for all of
that before they can make a real judgment as to whether this is an acceptable
solution for Oak St. They should have a systematic view and not a road-by-road
consideration.  Further, narrowing down Oak St. will most likely create some
issues for emergency workers who will need some ease of access. He was in
favor of a multi-modal design, but suggested just including it in the current
footprint of the road. As to removing the light at Chesterfield, a red light and a
green light eliminate any room for error rather than leaving it up to the driver to
make a decision.

The Board discussed the feasibility of changing the plan back to not allow
parking on the north side across from the school.

Mr. O'Meara said if the board is leaning toward taking away parking on the north
side of Oak St., staff could send a letter to the affected people who live between
Chesterfield and Glenhurst to let them know the direction this is headed and that
the City Commission will review it. If they have concerns they should raise them
at that time.

Mr. Labadie thought from a traffic operations standpoint it would be good to
eliminate parking there if the residents do not really care. Personally he thinks
that to make it a more pleasant place parking is not needed, especially if the
residents don't want it.

Board members agreed to put forth the proposal to modify the parking status on
the block between Glenhurst and Chesterfield. There would be no parking but
the road would remain the same width and a 5 ft. bike lane would be painted in
lieu of parking. They also suggested the idea of running the bike lane all the way
west to the City limits.

Motion by Mr. Bordman

Seconded by Mr. Surnow to recommend to the City Commission the plan
dated November 26, 2014 with the modification of no parking on the north
side of Oak St. between Glenhurst and Chesterfield, and including bike
lanes all the way to the western City limits.

The public was invited to comment at 8:05 p.m.
Mr. Dan Teahan suggested the board be open to the idea of going back to the
seven affected residences several months after everything is up and running to

ensure everything is going as intended.

Mr. John Hammer received clarification that those seven residences will be
surveyed for their comments before the final approval.
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Mr. Dan Teahan cautioned that once the traffic signal is removed and turns are
allowed the crossing guard has four corners to control.

Motion carried, 4-0.

VOICE VOTE

Yeas: Bordman, Surnow, Lawson, Slanga
Nays: None

Absent: Edwards, Tatuch, Warner

The chairperson closed the public hearing at 8:09 p.m.

F. MEETING OPEN TO THE PUBLIC FOR ITEMS NOT ON THE AGENDA
(no discussion)

G. MISCELLANEOUS COMMUNICATIONS
1. Multi-Modal Articles (general reading)
2. W. Maple Rd. Project

Chairperson Slanga noted there have been letters provided by residents both in
favor and opposed. Additionally there have been petitions and comments that
were made at board meetings. She asked staff to send a letter to the City
Commission that includes some of the general information that has been
received by the board. W. Maple Rd. is the next project this board will be
studying. The board intends to study every option that is available, whether or
not it is contained in the Multi Modal Plan. They will hold a public hearing and
consider all comments from residents.

H. ADJOURNMENT

No further business being evident, the chairperson adjourned the meeting at 8:15
p.m.

Jana Ecker, Planning Director

Paul O'Meara, City Engineer



MEMORANDUM

Engineering Dept.

DATE: December 8, 2014
TO: Joseph A. Valentine, City Manager
FROM: Paul T. O’Meara, City Engineer

Jana Ecker, Planning Director
Mark Clemence, Deputy Chief of Police

SUBJECT: Multi-Modal Transportation Board
2015 Projects Update

The Multi-Modal Transportation Board (MMTB) held its first meeting on June 19, 2014. It has
met four more times since. The majority of business conducted to date has focused on City
road projects scheduled for construction in 2015. The following lists are 2015 projects that the
MMTB has discussed this year (the streets with bold type are specifically listed in the Multi-
Modal Transportation Master Plan):

Road Reconstruction Projects:

Oak St. — Glenhurst Dr. to Lakepark Dr.
Martin St. — Southfield Rd. to Chester St.
Maryland Blvd. — Southlawn Blvd. to 14 Mile Rd.
Henrietta St. — Northlawn Blvd. to 14 Mile Rd.
Southlawn Blvd. — Bates St. to Pierce St.

Road Resufacing Projects:

Derby Rd. — CN Railroad Bridge to Eton Rd.
Chester St. — Maple Rd. to Martin St.
Mansfield Rd. — Sheffield Rd. to 14 Mile Rd.

As you know, the Master Plan proposed substantial changes to this segment of Oak St. The
majority of this report is focused on that project. To begin, a brief discussion is provided
relative to the other streets so that a comprehensive set of suggested resolutions can be
provided at the end.

2015 Projects Referenced in the Multi-Modal Master Plan

First, all streets planned for work next year will receive updated handicap ramps at each
intersection, in accordance with the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA). Federal standards
dictate the design of these improvements, and they are requirements placed on the City
regardless of the Master Plan. All can be considered improvements for pedestrians using these
corridors.

Other than Oak St., the above sections of Martin St., Chester St., Derby Rd., and Southlawn

Blvd. are referenced in the Master Plan:
1



1. Martin St. & Chester St. — The reconstruction of Martin St. adjacent to the Chester St.
Parking Structure is referenced in the MM Master Plan, as well as in the Downtown
Birmingham 2016 Plan. Proposed improvements include removal of the parking
structure traffic control equipment and lane dividers so that Martin St. can function as a
normal two-lane City street on this block. We are currently working on obtaining the
necessary right-of-way to make this a reality. Since the adjacent one block of Chester
St. is now budgeted for resurfacing, intersection improvements referenced in the Master
Plan for the southwest corner of Maple Rd. and Chester St. are also planned. (A
separate staff report on this project has been submitted in the “Information Only”
section of this Commission agenda.) The MMTB endorsed the pedestrian improvements
planned for both of these projects.

2. Derby Rd. — The Master Plan suggests that shared lane markings be added to the entire
half mile of Derby Rd. from Adams Rd. to Eton Rd., as a “Phase 1” plan improvement.
The City recently installed new bike lanes on N. Eton Rd., which terminate at Derby Rd.
It is recommended that shared lane markings be added to the upcoming Derby Rd.
resurfacing job, as well as the recently paved segment between Adams Rd. and the
railroad bridge. The shared lane markings will provide an important link for bicyclists
riding through this part of the City. The Master Plan also has labeled this segment of
Derby Rd. as part of a larger Phase 2 neighborhood connector route. The route involves
other future road work to the west of Adams Rd. that is not yet scheduled. It is
recommended that the MMTB have a complete discussion and prioritize the Phase 2
neighborhood connector routes at a later date. Signs marking the connector route can
be added to this segment at the time the City is ready to implement the entire route.

3. Southlawn Blvd. — Two short blocks of this much longer street are being reconstructed
in 2015. The Master Plan has identified these two blocks as part of a much longer
Phase 2 neighborhood connector route (see attached). Due to its relatively low traffic
volumes, the fact that Southlawn Blvd. could be part of a larger bike network will not
change the suggested width of the street. (We plan to rebuild the road to match its
current width.) Similar to Derby Rd., the entire connector route needs to be reviewed
holistically by the MMTB at a later date. Once the City is ready to implement the entire
route, signs can be added to this street independent of this project.

2015 Projects Not Referenced in the Multi-Modal Master Plan

The other streets listed have not been identified for any Multi-Modal improvements. All will still
receive pedestrian improvements in the form of handicap ramp upgrades. The MMTB endorsed
this approach.

Oak St.

The Master Plan provided detailed recommendations for the intersection of Oak St. and
Chesterfield Ave., as well as for a new road cross-section from Chesterfield Ave. to Lakepark
Rd. Several ideas were identified as having potential at the intersection. For the street
segment, the Plan suggested that parking be eliminated on one side (varying down the street
from one side to the other), and making room for the installation of bike lanes.



Over the course of several meetings, the MMTB gathered data and commissioned study on the
part of the City’s transportation engineering consultant, Fleis & Vandenbrink (F&V). On
November 20, staff presented a final conceptual plan that was endorsed by the MMTB. A public
hearing was held on December 4 to take public comment, and to finalize a recommendation to
the City Commission. The final plans as recommended by the MMTB (dated December 8,
2014), are attached to this report for your reference. The following briefly describes the steps
taken by the MMTB in arriving at this conclusion, broken down by the various segments:

a. Lakepark Dr. to Chesterfield Ave.

If bike lanes were introduced on this corridor, the street would have to have been widened
(which the right-of-way could not support), or parking would have to be reduced or eliminated.
The author of the Master Plan had observed that demand for parking on this corridor seemed
low most of the time. Without the ability to spend much time probing the issue deeper, he
recommended that parking on one side be eliminated, with the center travel lanes weaving
back and forth a total of three times in six blocks.

In early September, with help from the Board, an internet based survey was put together, and
all residents with frontage on Oak St. were invited to answer questions designed to ascertain
their interest in maintaining parking on Oak St. The results of the survey were reviewed in
early October. Between the two study segments, 67% and 83% of those surveyed stated that
parking on Oak St. was important to them. However, discussions with those present at the
October 2 MMTB meeting found more support in general for its removal. It became clear that
the survey may have been over-represented by a group that did not want to see the road
changed, and it was deemed unreliable.

The parking lane transitions as depicted in the Master Plan were not designed with American
Assoc. of State Highway and Transportation Officials (AASHTO) standards in mind. The
transitions, in fact, would have to extend to about half of each block, eliminating parking for
each half block as a part of the transition. Further discussions with the public led the Board to
believe that the demand for parking was strongest near Quarton Elementary School, and
tended to be a lot lower as one moved further east. The ultimate recommendation for parking
on this segment reflected both the desire to narrow the street as much as possible (typically
with no parking allowed), while acknowledging the need for parking closer to the school. The
final recommendation below reflects that fact. As shown on the attached plans, bike lanes are
provided throughout. Parking is provided on the south side between Chesterfield Ave. and
Suffield Ave. Between Suffield Ave. and Lakepark Dr., a narrower (30 ft.) wide road without
parking is recommended. The new street will be reduced in width by 25%, encouraging slower
speeds.

Finally, since there is a long downgrade in both directions of Oak St. at the Rouge River, a
traffic island (similar in design to those recently installed on Lincoln Ave.) is proposed on the
west side of the Lakepark Dr. intersection. The traffic island will create a visual obstruction
seen well in advance coming from both directions, encouraging motorists to check their speeds
as they proceed down the hill. The island will also improve crossing for pedestrians headed for
the park at Quarton Lake.



b. Chesterfield Ave. to Glenhurst Dr.

For many years, Quarton Elementary School has operated a student loading zone (to and from
parents’ vehicles) on Oak St. itself, at the north face of the school. From past experience, staff
knew that this operation was problematic and worthy of improvements, if possible (the Master
Plan did not make any recommendations in this area). Serious study of this area could not
begin until school reconvened in September, and until the City’s transportation engineering
consultant had been engaged.

F&V was directed to study the current student loading facilities, as well as the operation of the
traffic signal at Chesterfield Ave. After collecting data, F&V recommended that the road
reconstruction represented an important opportunity to fix the current situation. The current
student loading area is undersized and poorly executed. Due to the current situation, some
parents are inclined to use other areas to drop off students, such as the north side of Oak St.,
parts of Chesterfield Ave., or Oak St. east of Chesterfield Ave. Motorists and pedestrians
arriving from various locations and angles can create an uncertain environment where people
are arriving from too many directions. The current situation is a liability problem for the City,
and it should not be ignored.

Staff and F&V met with school staff on this topic at least three times. Based on their current
position, and knowing what has happened historically, it does not appear that the school has
sufficient land area to move the student loading area on to school property. Given this
limitation and after further study, and after receiving input from F&V, the attached design was
prepared and presented to the MMTB, as well as the to the Birmingham Board of Education.

The design as presented offers several benefits:

e By narrowing Oak St., and sharing the remaining space between the street and the
north face of the school, enough room exists to build a separated, two lane parent drop
off/pick up area, as well as a wide sidewalk adjacent.

e Removing the loading activities from the main street separates this activity from all
through traffic attempting to pass through on Oak St.

e The length of the loading area as shown would be approximately doubled in length,
using the entire Oak St. frontage of the school property. Design manuals suggest that
the length of the loading area is needed given the current demand for parents to access
the school each day. The area will work as designed if parents are encouraged to:

1. Use the right lane to stop and unload or load, using the full length of the lane (not
waiting to move up to the front door, as is often done now.) The right lane should
NOT be treated as a parking or standing area during the beginning and end of the
school day.

2. Use the left lane for travel through the area, and to not allow students to exit
vehicles from this lane.

3. Turn right only when exiting this area, to reduce back ups in the loading zone
(parents would be allowed to enter the loading zone lanes from either the west or
east, an improvement over the current design).

4. During the middle of the day, when school is in session, but traffic demand is low,
visitors to the school could use the right lane for short term parking.



5. Staff using the on-site parking lot would be required to use the two new lanes to
enter and exit the lot. Since school staff closes all traffic from the lot during peak
traffic times, this will not be a problem.

e The new design, coupled with suggested efficiencies to be gained at the Chesterfield
Ave. intersection (below) would make this area more desirable for parents, thereby
reducing the temptation to find other areas to drop off children (making the whole
operation safer).

The construction of this concept requires approval of the Birmingham Board of Education. It
was presented to the Board (through staff) in November. The attached letter from
Superintendent Nerad dated today confirms that no decision will be made on this item in the
short time frame needed for 2015 construction. Since this block is at one end of the project
limits, the City still has a viable project for 2015 if it is removed at this time. Glenhurst Dr. to
the north of Oak St. is proposed for reconstruction in 2018, so the work can be postponed until
then. The recommendation below includes the Chesterfield Ave. intersection, as well as the
rest of the project easterly to Lakepark Dr. We will continue to assist the Board of Education
and the School District staff as they work through this proposal, with the idea that both the
school and the City can arrive at a reasonable compromise well in time for construction in 2018.

¢. Glenhurst Dr. to West City Limit

The concept plan recently prepared depicts new pavement markings to the west City limit for
the inclusion of bike lanes. Now that the block in front of the school is not being constructed,
we do not recommend any changes to this area at this time. The plan helps provide a guide of
what could be done in the future once the block in front of the school is rebuilt.

d. Chesterfield Ave. Intersection

As noted above, the Master Plan studied this intersection and offered suggestions for the
future. Recommendations were quite varied, ranging from the installation of a roundabout, to
modifying the timing of the existing signal, to removing the signal. No firm conclusion was
reached because there were not sufficient resources in the Master Plan budget to complete the
amount of study needed. To pick up where the Master Plan left off, F&V was directed to study
the current functioning of the intersection, and make recommendations for the future.

After collecting both vehicular and pedestrian counts, as well as field observations, F&V
determined that, based on current traffic volumes, a traffic signal is not warranted at this
location, nor is 4-way STOP control. It is recommended that the traffic signal be removed, and
that a 2-way STOP (for Chesterfield Ave.) replace it, supplemented by two Rectangular Rapid
Flashing Beacons (RRFBs) for pedestrian traffic crossing Oak St. At their meeting of November
20, F&V provided detailed information to the MMTB as to the various conditions that need to be
present to make the signal (or 4-way STOP) the preferred method of traffic control here.
Simulated traffic analysis software also was presented to demonstrate how the intersection
works currently, as well as how it would work as either a 4-way or 2-way STOP. F&V will be
present and ready to provide this information to the City Commission during the December 15
meeting as well. The basis of the recommendation can be summarized as follows:



e Traffic volumes on Oak St. are low enough (even during school peak periods) that
sufficient gaps exist for pedestrians to comfortably cross this street.

o Removing the need to stop the flow of traffic on Oak St. (with each traffic signal cycle)
creates efficiencies that do not currently exist:

1. Eastbound traffic exiting the parent loading zone can leave the area with less
wait time, which makes its use more desirable to the public, and in turn
makes the need to use other areas (that are not as safe) less desirable.

2. In the past, motorists were allowed to make left and right turns on to
Chesterfield Ave. during school peak periods. Left turning vehicles had to
wait for oncoming traffic to clear, while both left and right turning vehicles
had to wait for pedestrians to clear the crosswalks. While they were waiting
to do so, all through traffic on Oak St. was stopped, causing waiting vehicle
lines that backed cars westward into the parent loading zone. The school
asked the City to implement a unique “NO TURNS” ban for half hour periods
during peak traffic periods, which reduces this problem. Instead, though, it
forces traffic to select other streets further east to turn north or south,
thereby increasing total miles driven in the neighborhood. By allowing most
Oak St. vehicles to not stop at this intersection (except when pedestrians are
crossing), the NO TURNS ban can be removed, and motorists can again drive
to their next destination in a more efficient manner.

As part of the review of the warrants, F&V demonstrated that sufficient pedestrian demand
exists to warrant the RRFB signs. The flashing beacons can be activated by any pedestrians at
any time of day. While the signs do not require Oak St. traffic to stop, we expect that many
motorists will stop. The crossing guard would remain at this location, as well, to assist students
when walking to and from the school.

During the public hearing held on December 4, some residents raised objections to the removal
of the traffic signal. However, having studied in detail as to the reasoning for this
recommendation, the MMTB members remained convinced that removal of the signal is the best
approach for this intersection.

Summary
Presented below are two resolutions for the consideration of the Commission. Resolution A

confirms the direction given to the Engineering Dept. relative to the design of all of the 2015
streets other than Oak St.

Resolution B endorses the conceptual plans for the Oak St. project, from the Chesterfield Ave.
intersection, east throught the Lakepark Dr. intersection.

SUGGESTED RESOLUTION A:

To endorse the Multi-Modal Transportation Board’s review of the following 2015 construction
projects as they relate to the Multi-Modal Transportation Master Plan:

Maryland Blvd. — Southlawn Blvd. to 14 Mile Rd.
Henrietta St. — Northlawn Blvd. to 14 Mile Rd.



Southlawn Blvd. — Bates St. to Pierce St.
Martin St. — Southfield Rd. to Chester St.
Mansfield Rd. — Sheffield Rd. to 14 Mile Rd.
Chester St. — Maple Rd. to Martin St.
Derby Rd. — CN Railroad Bridge to Eton Rd.

And to direct the Engineering Dept. to proceed with these designs as described.
SUGGESTED RESOLUTION B:

To accept the recommended conceptual plans presented by the Multi-Modal Transportation
Board, dated December 8, 2016, directing the Engineering Dept. to proceed with the design of
Oak St. from Chesterfield Ave. to Lakepark Dr. Further, to direct staff to continue to work with
the Board of Education and the School District staff toward finalizing a workable redesign of
Oak St. in front of Quarton Elementary School, for further review by the Multi-Modal
Transportation Board, and for future construction tentatively planned for 2018.












Add shared lane markings to the following corridors:

Derby Road between N Adams Road and the Railroad Overpass (2013 reconstruction
project)

Derby Road between the Railroad Overpass and N Eton Road (2014 resurfacing project)
Lincoln Street between Southfield Road and Ann Street (2014 resurfacing project)
N Eton Road between Yorkshire Road and E Maple Road (2014 reconstruction project)

W Maple Road between Cranbrook Road and Waddington Street (2015 resurfacing
project)

N Old Woodward Avenue between Willits Street and W Maple Road (2016
reconstruction project)

S Old Woodward Avenue between W Maple Road and E Brown Street (2016
reconstruction project}

S Old Woodward Avenue between E Brown Street and Landon Road (2017
reconstruction project)

Four new road crossings are planned on S Eton Road between E Maple Road and E Lincoln
Street in 2013. The plans for these crossing include basic improvements such as pavement
markings. As part of Phase 2 it is recommended that curb extensions be implemented at these
crossing locations as well.
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Daniel A. Nerad, Ed.D. 31301 Evergreen Road
Superintendent Beverly Hills, M1 48025-3800
(248) 203-3004 ® Fax (248)203-3009

December 10, 2014

Joe Valentine

City Manager

City of Birmingham
151 Martin Street
Birmingham, M1 48009

Dear Mr. Valentine.

I want to begin this letter by thanking you and your staff tor your assistance in addressing the
traftic safety related issues at Quarton Elementary School. [ understand the City is planning to
renovate Oak Street and when doing so would like to work with the District to address our
traffic-related concerns at Quarton, in particular at drop off and pick up times. 1 also realize that
this 1s a long-standing problem and a variety of solutions have been examined over time. 1do,
however, appreciate working together to attempt to resolve this situation.

As you know, there have been recent discussions between the City and School District on this
matter and, as a result, a potential solution has been identified aimed at meeting the City’s needs
to renovate Oak Street and the District’s need to address the traffic issues surrounding the school.
Having had some time to review and discuss this option, I can share with you that a variety of
concerns exist with the present plan.



At this time, I would welcome the ongoing assistance of your staff to meet with representatives
of the School District to attempt to address these concerns. [t would be my wish that we attempt
to conclude any additional discussions over the next few months with the goal of identify
solutions to the concerns with the present option and/or to identify additional options that the
City and School District would fine satisfactory. [n essence, | am requesting that we take more
time to study this matter.

I realize this request will have to be considered within the timelines you have established for this
process. Knowing that any viable solution to this matter will be long standing, | believe it would
serve us well to take this additional time to study this matter and to seek options that both parties
would tind satisfactory.

Sincerely.

) 4. /LM

Daniel A. Nerad. Superintendent of Schools

ce: School Board Trustees
Jill Ghiardi-Coignet, principal
Debbie Piesz, Assistant Superintendent
Steve King. Manager of Operations



December 9, 2014

TO: Oak St. Property Owners
Glenhurst Dr. to Chesterfield Ave.

RE: Oak St. Paving Project
Dear Property Owner,

As you may be aware, the City is planning to reconstruct the above segment of Oak St. in 2015.
A plan has been recommended by the City’s Multi-Modal Transportation Board to modify the
street in an effort to:

e Improve the student loading area currently being used at Quarton Elementary School.
e Improve on-street facilities for bicyclists through this area.

After several months of study and public meetings, the Board has made a recommendation to the
City Commission that will reduce the width of Oak St. in front of your home. The proposal is
suggesting that all on-street parking be removed on this block. Instead, two traffic lanes and two
bike lanes would be installed. A separate paved area would also be constructed on the south side
of the road to better accommodate student loading activities at the school.

Before this new plan becomes official, it must be approved by both the Birmingham City
Commission and the Birmingham Board of Education. The City Commission is scheduled to
review this plan at their meeting of Monday, December 15, 2014, at 7:30 PM. If you are
concerned about the loss of on-streett parking in front of your home, it is important that you let
our office know as soon as possible. Due to the short time available, written messages via email
to me at the address below would be most effective. Or, you are also welcome to attend the
meeting (at City Hall) and express your concerns to the Commission in person.

If you have any questions, or if you would like to see the most recently prepared plan, please call
me at 248-530-1836, or send an email at pomeara@bhamgov.org. Your opinions and concerns
will be relayed to the Commission before a final decision is made.

Sincerely,

Paul T. O’Meara, P.E.
City Engineer


mailto:pomeara@bhamgov.org




12110/2014 City of Birmingham MI Mail - Re: Feedback Regarding Oak Street Paving Project

Paving Project summary, the parking lane was included due to greater parking demand
closer to Quarton School. I've lived in my home for over seven years and the only time
I've seen anyone park on Oak between Suffield and Fairfax for Quarton School is on the
first day of school and once or twice a year during school events. | don't support a parking
lane for 2 or 3 hours of parking demand per year when parents can easily park on Fairfax
and walk the same distance. If a parking lane is included for some reason, my
recommendation is for parking on the south side only which would eliminate pedestrians
having to cross Oak to get to Quarton School.

| am in favor of removing the current turning restrictions at Oak and Chesterfield. As soon
as that change was made, the majority of drivers headed eastbound on Oak who can't
turn at Chesterfield instead turn at Fairfax. This makes crossing Fairfax at Oak dangerous
during the beginning and ending of the school day and my family have almost been hit by
eastbound cars turning onto Fairfax multiple times. | have previously contacted the
Quarton School principal and the Birmingham police chief regarding my concerns about
this intersection. The turning restrictions at Chesterfield just pushed the problem with
drivers turning without checking for pedestrians down a block to an unsupervised
intersection.

| need more information before | can decide on the proposed removal of the traffic signal
at Oak and Chesterfield. | have a hard time backing out of my driveway on Qak during
school drop-off and pick-up times and rush hour due to the volume of traffic on Oak and
often the only gap in traffic occurs due to the traffic signal. Before a decision to remove
the signal is made, | believe there should be a trial period with the light set to flashing. |
don't think the signal is needed except during the morning & afterncon rush hours, but |
can't imagine there are enough gaps in the traffic for schoolchildren to safely cross without
a signal or some other method to ensure cars on Oak will stop. | think the focus of the
Oak and Chesterfield intersection should be on schoolchildren safety and not on improved

traffic flow.

Lastly, | support any method to reduce traffic speeds on Oak. Since living at the corner of
Fairfax and Oak there have been two separate car accidents on Oak where cars hit trees
and a fence in my yard so we definitely need to make Oak safer. One suggestion | have
is to remove the two-way lane markings down the center of Oak which make the street
feel more like a major road than a neighborhood street.

Sincerely,

Anne Kennedy
910 Fairfax

Paul T. O'Meara
City of Birmingham, M|
City Engineer















MEMORANDUM

Engineering Dept.

DATE: October 27, 2016

TO: Multi-Modal Transportation Board
FROM: Paul T. O’Meara, City Engineer
SUBJECT: Crosswalk Pavement Marking Standards

The Multi-Modal Transportation Board was asked to review and recommend standards for
future crosswalk pavement markings. Suggested standards were first prepared by staff and
discussed at the April MMTB meeting. Consensus was not reached at that time. This issue was
discussed again at the June meeting after revisions by staff. At that time, a motion to pass the

staff re

commendation was voted on, but failed on a vote of 3 to 2. Those dissenting felt that

the standard should encourage the use of the wider markings more often.

When considering crosswalk design standards, it is important to note that there are two
dimensions being considered:

1.

Crosswalk Total Width (Walking Surface) -

The standard sidewalk width is five feet, which is especially prevalent outside of
commercial areas. Handicap ramps are also typically built at five feet wide, outside of
heavy use commercial areas. As shown on the attached standard details from MDOT,
crosswalk widths should match the sidewalk. Installing crosswalk markings with a six
foot wide walking surface is appropriate unless pedestrian demand is higher than
average, in areas such as downtown, schools, or other pedestrian generators. The
modified standard below encourages the designer to consider unique factors in the area
that may result in higher than average pedestrian demand.

On the upper end of the spectrum, rarely is there sufficient space to build sidewalks
wider than ten feet, and usually they are less. However, in busy areas, a group of
pedestrians may all have to use a crosswalk within a limited time frame, during a traffic
clearance interval (such as at a traffic signal). The new standard provides a range up to
14 feet, with the idea that the designer should consider the propensity for many
pedestrians to have to cross the street during short time intervals. Note that wider
crosswalks also require wider handicap ramps.

Crosswalk Painted Bar Width —

The City is now installing exclusively transverse painted bars for all crosswalks, also
known as continental style. The standard width is a 12 inch wide bar, with a spacing of
24 to 30 inches between. Variations in the gap are allowed to encourage the person
installing the bars to try to avoid installing them in the area where tires will drive on
them the most, which encourages quick degradation. City staff has been asked to
consider the use of wider bars, such as 24 inch, in select areas to bring more notice to

1



the area. If 24 inch wide bars are installed, they should have a gap between 24 to 36
inches wide, again considering the general path of the tires crossing the markings.

At the last discussion of this topic, some members of the board dissented because they felt that
the 24 inch wide bar was preferable, and its use should be more liberal. When moving in this
direction, it is important to note that:

1. As the use of a traffic control device becomes more common, its novelty wears off. If
something special is used too much, it is no longer special, and will lose its desired
effect. Staff suggests that it is important that the 24 inch wide bars be reserved for the
areas where they are needed the most (where both higher vehicle and pedestrian traffic
counts are present) so that they will be most effective.

2. The painted crosswalks are a high maintenance item. They must be painted each year.
As their numbers increase, the annual expense to the City goes up. Wider crosswalks
markings require more paint, which then raises the cost.

Given the above considerations, the following changes to the standard are suggested:
1. Previously, there were three general conditions presented:

a. Major Street, High Pedestrian Demand
b. Local Street, High Pedestrian Demand
C. All Others

Considering this matter further, these cases do not well represent conditions where a
crosswalk is being built on a Major Street, but pedestrian demand is relatively low (e.g.:
Maple Rd. at Chesterfield Ave.). These conditions represent a unique hazard for
pedestrians. Speeds are higher, and drivers are less likely to expect a pedestrian.
Marked crosswalks are infrequent, partly because the City wants to encourage crossing
at safer locations, such as signalized intersections. Under these conditions, a wide
crosswalk is not necessary, but wider painted bars would be appropriate in order to call
attention to the crossing. For this reason, a fourth category has been added to the
standards list presented below.

2. In very high demand intersections, large numbers of pedestrians may have to cross the
street at the same time. A more pedestrian friendly environment can be achieved if the
crosswalk is extra wide. The standard is written to encourage the engineer to consider
a wider walking path in these conditions, such as Maple Rd. and Old Woodward Ave.

3. On Local Streets where lots of pedestrians are present, 12 inch wide bars are
appropriate in most situations, as speeds are low and drivers are more likely to be
cautious. The standard now encourages the engineer to consider a 24 inch wide bar in
unique areas where a crossing may not be clear to the driver, such as for east bound
Willits St. at Bates St. (poor visibility).



Following in italics is the suggested standard that was presented in June. Revisions to the
standard are provided within, in normal bold type. The same corrected language then follows
in the suggested recommendation to the Commission.

CITY OF BIRMINGHAM
STANDARDS FOR PAVEMENT MARKINGS AT PEDESTRIAN CROSSWALKS
(dated June, 2016)

All new painted crosswalks installed shall be of the continental style, as outlined on MDOT
Detaill Sheet PAVE-945-C, Sheet 3 of 3. Pavement markings shall be installed as follows:

At Central Business District or other High Pedestrian Demand Major Street Crossings.

Painted bars shall be 24 inches wide, spaced at 24 to 36 inches apart. Total width of the
crosswalk shall be 12 to 14 feet wide. Crosswalks at the upper width limit may be
installed when high pedestrian demand at traffic signals is present.

At Central Business District or other High Pedestrian Demand Local Street Crossings:

Painted bars shall be 12 inches wide, spaced at 24 to 30 inches apart. Total width of the
crosswalk shall be 8 to 10 feet wide. Painted bars at the 24 inch width may be
introduced if the crosswalk location has some feature that makes it more hazardous
or inconspicuous.

On Major Streets with High Vehicle Demand and Infrequent Crosswalk Locations:

Painted bars shall be 24 inches wide, spaced at 24 to 36 inches apart. Total width of
the crosswalk shall be 6 feet wide.

At All Other Locations:

Painted bars shall be 12 inches wide, spaced at 24 to 30 inches apart. Total width of the
crosswalk shall be 6 feet wide.



SUGGESTED RECOMMENDATION:

The Multi-Modal Transportation Board recommends that the City Commission adopt the
following standard policy for the design of all future crosswalk pavement markings in the City of
Birmingham:

All new painted crosswalks installed shall be of the continental style, as outlined on MDOT
Detail Sheet PAVE-945-C, Sheet 3 of 3. Pavement markings shall be installed as follows:

At Central Business District or other High Pedestrian Demand Major Street Crossings:

Painted bars shall be 24 inches wide, spaced at 24 to 36 inches apart. Total width of the
crosswalk shall be 12 to 14 feet wide. Crosswalks at the upper width limit may be installed
when high pedestrian demand at traffic signals is present.

At Central Business District or other High Pedestrian Demand Local Street Crossings:

Painted bars shall be 12 inches wide, spaced at 24 to 30 inches apart. Total width of the
crosswalk shall be 8 to 10 feet wide. Painted bars at the 24 inch width may be introduced if the
crosswalk location has some feature that makes it more hazardous or inconspicuous.

On Major Streets with High Vehicle Demand and Infrequent Crosswalk Locations:

Painted bars shall be 24 inches wide, spaced at 24 to 36 inches apart. Total width of the
crosswalk shall be 6 feet wide.

At All Other Locations:

Painted bars shall be 12 inches wide, spaced at 24 to 30 inches apart. Total width of the
crosswalk shall be 6 feet wide.
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MEMORANDUM

Engineering Dept.

DATE: April 14, 2016

TO: Multi-Modal Transportation Board

FROM: Paul T. O’Meara, City Engineer

SUBJECT: Crosswalk Pavement Markings Standards

Historically, the City had no standard on the design of the pavement markings used for
pedestrian crosswalks. In 2009, we were involved in designing the streets that were planned
for reconstruction around the recently redeveloped Shain Park. Staff met with current Mayor
Pro-Tem Mark Nickita on this topic. The end result of the meeting is that staff agreed to
standardize the pavement markings to a set of straight one foot wide bars that are parallel to
the path of vehicular traffic, often referred to as “continental” style. We have continued with
that approach, allowing the pavement marking contractor help determine the appropriate
spacing between the 12 inch wide painted bars. The removal of all of the older style pavement
markings will continue to take several years, as it is preferable to change the pavement
markings when the road is being repaved or resurfaced. Attempting to do so absent a paving
project results in grinding marks in the pavement where the old markings were, topped with a
different design in the same immediate area, which generally makes the crosswalk look worse
instead of better. In the meantime, like all pavement markings, the crosswalks are repainted
each year to make sure that they are visible and effective.

Recently, Mayor Pro-Tem Nickita has made observations of crosswalks in large cities that he
feels should be reviewed and possibly implemented here. As shown in the attached photos, the
crosswalks are painted with wider painted bars, and in some cases, the bars are much longer
than our current standard of six to eight feet long. Fleis & Vandenbrink was asked to review
this issue, and help make recommendations toward a common standard that can then be used
on all future paving projects where marked crosswalks are proposed.

Size and Spacing of Painted Crosswalk Markings Standard

Attached is a letter from F&V that helps summarize guidelines developed both in the Michigan
Manual of Uniform Traffic Control Devices (MMUTCD), and by the MI Dept. of Transportation
(MDOT). The details drawn out by MDOT suggest that usually the 12 inch wide painted bar
should be spaced with a 24 inch gap. However, it is important for the contractor laying out the
markings to consider the typical path for tires driving over the markings. If the painted bar is
installed in the path of the majority of the tires, it will wear out much sooner, leaving the
pavement markings looking incomplete and in need of maintenance. With that in mind, the
standards allow for a deviation in the spacing up to 2.5 times the width of the painted bar (in
this case, 30 inches). It is also important for the contractor laying out the markings to have
some ability to deviate from the set 24 inch spacing to fit the actual length of the crosswalk, as
each location varies somewhat.



With respect to the width of the crosswalk, the MMUTCD suggests that the painted crosswalk
bar should be between 12 and 24 inches wide. Mayor Pro-Tem Nickita is encouraging the wider
painted bars with the idea that they are more noticeable to drivers. The examples of extra wide
painted bars in crosswalks provided by Mayor Pro-Tem Nickita are from very urbanized areas
where the numbers of pedestrians crossing at a given location is much greater than anywhere
seen in Birmingham. It is suggested that the wider 24 inch bars be saved for those areas
where pedestrian activity is the greatest, such as the Central Business District. Such pavement
markings could be implemented in the Central Business District both on Old Woodward Ave.
and Maple Rd. in the CBD in upcoming years as these corridors are reconstructed. By installing
the wider markings at the most significant locations, they will help call attention to areas where
the potential for pedestrian /vehicular conflict would be the greatest.

If 24 inch wide painted bars are used in crosswalks, the chance of parts of them being worn
down by falling within the vehicle tire path is greater. Fortunately, the spacing of the bars can
also be increased, per the MMUTCD, up to 60 inches. Given the examples taken from other
cities, we are recommending that the suggested gap remain at 24 inches wide. In order to
achieve the benefit of the wider bars, the gap should not be too extreme. Therefore, we
recommend that the gap be limited to no more than 36 inches on the crosswalks used within
the CBD.

A summary of the suggested standard can be found below at the end of this memo.

Width of Painted Crosswalks Standard

Historically, painted crosswalks have been installed at the typical six feet wide, with crosswalks
in the Central Business District installed at eight feet wide. As noted in the F&V memo, the
width of the crosswalk must match the width of the curb drop built at the handicap ramps
located at each end of the crosswalk. It is important that the edge of the painted crosswalk
direct people to a point in the ramp at each end that can accept them. People with marginal
eyesight can sometimes only see a few feet away from their feet, and rely on the edge of the
crosswalk markings to guide them to the ramp.

With that in mind, crosswalk widths can only be changed when the ramps are being
reconstructed on each end of the crosswalk. In the majority of the City, sidewalks are only four
to five feet wide. In these areas, six foot wide crosswalks should be sufficient. However, in the
downtown area, where sidewalks can be wider and pedestrian demand can be much greater, a
wider crosswalk width is appropriate. The existing crosswalks are painted at 9 to 10 feet wide
at the intersection of Maple Rd. and Old Woodward Ave. Based on observations made during a
warm Friday lunch hour on April 15, it was observed that when groups of pedestrians are
crossing from opposite directions at the same time, the current width is almost wide enough to
handle the majority of situations, but not always. Since the clear space to walk on the
sidewalks on these streets varies from about five feet (Maple Rd.) to 12 ft. (Old Woodward
Ave.), it is recommended that crosswalks in the Central Business District be widened to 12 ft.
when the proposed paving projects in this area are implemented.

To summarize, we recommend that the six foot wide standard width crosswalk remain in use in
areas outside of the Central Business District. In those areas where pedestrian demand is



higher, and the 24 inch wide markings referenced above are going to be used, a 12 foot wide
crosswalk is recommended as outlined below:

CITY OF BIRMINGHAM
STANDARDS FOR PAVEMENT MARKINGS AT PEDESTRIAN CROSSWALKS

All new painted crosswalks installed shall be of the continental style, as outlined on MDOT
Detail Sheet PAVE-945-C, Sheet 3 of 3. Pavement markings shall be installed as follows:

Central Business District Pedestrian Crossings on Maple Rd. between Chester St. and Woodward
Ave., and on Old Woodward Ave. between Oak St. and Haynes St.:

Painted bars shall be 24 inches wide, spaced at 24 to 36 inches apart. Total width of the
crosswalk shall be 12 feet wide.

All Other Locations:

Painted bars shall be 12 inches wide, spaced at 24 to 30 inches apart. Total width of the
crosswalk shall be 6 feet wide.

SUGGESTED RECOMMENDATION:
The Multi-Modal Transportation Board recommends to the City Commission that the following
standards be adopted for the design and installation of painted crosswalk pavement markings

on all future projects:

All new painted crosswalks installed shall be of the continental style, as outlined on MDOT
Detail Sheet PAVE-945-C, Sheet 3 of 3. Pavement markings shall be installed as follows:

Central Business District Pedestrian Crossings on Maple Rd. between Chester St. and Woodward
Ave., and on Old Woodward Ave. between Oak St. and Haynes St.:

Painted bars shall be 24 inches wide, spaced at 24 to 36 inches apart. Total width of the
crosswalk shall be 12 feet wide.

All Other Locations:

Painted bars shall be 12 inches wide, spaced at 24 to 30 inches apart. Total width of the
crosswalk shall be 6 feet wide.



April 14, 2016
VIA EMAIL
Mr. Paul O’'Meara
City Engineer
City of Birmingham
151 Martin Street
Birmingham, MI 48012

RE: Continental Crosswalk Design Requirements

Dear Mr. O’'Meara,

The purpose of this letter is to provide an overview of permissible continental crosswalk design in response to
a request from the City of Birmingham. The following guidance regarding continental crosswalk design is
provided in the Michigan Manual of Uniform Traffic Control Devices (MMUTCD) Section 3B.18:

e Longitudinal lines (continental style) may be used at locations where substantial numbers of
pedestrians cross without any other traffic control device, at locations where physical conditions are
such that added visibility of the crosswalk is desired, or at places where a pedestrian crosswalk might
not be expected.

e Longitudinal lines should be 12 to 24 inches wide and separated by gaps of 12 to 60 inches. The design
of the lines and gaps should avoid the wheel paths if possible, and the gap between the lines should
not exceed 2.5 times the width of the longitudinal lines.

e The crosswalk should be not less than 6 feet wide and crosswalk markings should be located so that
the curb ramps are within the extension of the crosswalk markings.

The Michigan Department of Transportation (MDOT) provides additional guidance regarding the use of
continental style crosswalks in the MDOT Pavement Marking Standards PAVE-945-C. The following guidance
is provided:
e Special emphasis crosswalk is 12 inch white longitudinal lines.
e Width of the crosswalk should equal the width of the adjacent sidewalk, but shall not be less than 6
feet.

When determining the appropriate longitudinal line widths the installation and maintenance costs should also
be considered. Increasing the line widths from the 12 inch standard will also increase the costs associated with
additional paint. In addition, the wider pavement markings may also encroach upon the wheel paths, which will
increase associated maintenance costs.

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact us.
Sincerely,

FLEIS & VANDENBRINK

Gl Aot

Michael J. Labadie, PE
Group Manager

Attached: PAVE-945C

27725 Stansbury Boulevard, Suite 150
Farmington Hills, Ml 48334

P: 248.536.0080

F: 248.536.0079

www.fveng.com
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3/7/2016 City of Birmingham MI Mail - San Francisco -Serious crosswalks

Jana Ecker <jecker@bhamgov.org>

San Francisco -Serious crosswalks
1 message

Mark For Birmingham <markforbirmingham@yahoo.com> Sat, Mar 5, 2016 at 4:55 PM
To: Joe Valentine <jvalentine@bhamgov.org>, Paul O'Meara <pomeara@bhamgov.org>, Jana Ecker
<jecker@bhamgov.org>, Mclemence@bhamgov.org, Chief Don Studt <dstudt@bhamgov.org>

Now this is pedestrianization!!

These guys are serious about their crosswalks. Note how wide the zone is as well as the width of the actual
band/stripe. Must be about two feet wide. This is a great precedent! A girl to shoot for - old Woodward?

M

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/?ui=28&ik=4033b3ab11&view=pt&search=inbox&th=15348c71d4c29d85&sim|=15348c71d4c29d85 1/9
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3/7/2016 City of Birmingham MI Mail - San Francisco -Serious crosswalks

Mark Nickita

Mayor Pro-Tem

City of Birmingham, MI

"never worry about action- only about inaction”
- Winston Churchill

@MarkNickita on Twitter
Mark Nickita on FB

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/?ui=28&ik=4033b3ab11&view=pt&search=inbox&th=15348c71d4c29d85&sim|=15348c71d4c29d85 9/9



4/11/2016 City of Birmingham MI Mail - Fwd: More continental -2' wide bars - in Toronto....everywhere!

Paul O'Meara <pomeara@bhamgov.org>

Fwd: More continental -2' wide bars - in Toronto....everywhere!

1 message

Joe Valentine <jvalentine@bhamgov.org>

To: Jana Ecker <Jecker@bhamgov.org>, Paul O'Meara <Pomeara@bhamgov.org>, Mark Clemence <Mclemence@bhamgov.org>
Cc: Mark Nickita <mnickita@bhamgov.org>

Please share with the MMTB when they review this.

------ — Forwarded message ———
From: Mark Nickita <mnickita@bhamgov.org>
Date: Fri, Apr 8, 2016 at 10:42 PM

Subject: More continental -2' wide bars - in Toronto....everywhere!
To: Joe Valentine <jvalentine@bhamgov.org>, Jana Ecker <jecker@bhamgov.org>, Paul O'Meara <pomeara@bhamgov.org>, Mclemence@bhamgov.org

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/?ui=28&ik=4607cfedf1&view=pt&search=inbox&th=154056a79b2e4d03&sim|=154056a79b2e4d03 1/9
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Mark Nickita
Mayor Pro-Tem
City of Birmingham, Ml

"never worry about action- only about inaction"
- Winston Churchill

@MarkNickita on Twitter
Mark Nickita on FB

Joseph A. Valentine
https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/?ui=28&ik=4607cfedf1&view=pt&search=inbox&th=154056a79b2e4d03&sim|=154056a79b2e4d03 8/9



CITY OF BIRMINGHAM
MULTI-MODAL TRANSPORTATION BOARD
THURSDAY, APRIL 21, 2016
City Commission Room
151 Martin Street, Birmingham, Michigan

Minutes of the regular meeting of the City of Birmingham Multi-Modal
Transportation Board held Thursday, April 21, 2016.

Chairperson Johanna Slanga convened the meeting at 6 p.m.

1. ROLL CALL

Present: Chairperson Johanna Slanga; Board Members Vionna Adams, Lara
Edwards, Amy Folberg, Andy Lawson, Michael Surnow, Amanda
Warner

Absent: Board Members

Administration:  Jana Ecker, Planning Director
Austin Fletcher, Asst. City Engineer
Commander Scott Grewe, Police Dept.
Paul O'Meara, City Engineer
Also Present: Mike Labadie and Julie Kroll from Fleis & Vandenbrink
(“F&V”), Transportation Engineering Consultants
2. INTRODUCTIONS
Ms. Folberg, resident at large, introduced herself for those who were not present
at the last meeting.

3. REVIEW AGENDA (no change)

4. APPROVAL OF MINUTES, MEETING OF FEBRUARY 11, 2016
Motion by Ms. Warner

Seconded by Ms. Edwards to approve the Minutes of February 11, 2016 as
presented.

Motion carried, 7-0.



Multi-Modal Transportation Board Proceedings
April 21, 2016
Page 2

VOICE VOTE

Yeas: Warner, Edwards, Adams, Folberg, Lawson, Slanga, Surnow
Nays: None

Absent: None

5. HAMILTON AVE. AND PARK ST. INTERSECTION

Mr. O'Meara provided background for Park St., Hamilton Ave. to Maple Rd. He
noted the City has received federal funds to reconstruct Maple Rd. from Bates St.
to Woodward Ave. in 2018. Since Maple Rd. traffic will be disrupted at that time,
the plan is to reconstruct the Maple Rd. and Park St. intersection as a part of that
project such that Park St. can accommodate two-way traffic from that point on. A
City Commissioner requested that the MMTB t look at having a stop sign in all
four directions at the intersection to make it more pedestrian friendly.

Mr. Labadie added that the Michigan Manual of Uniform Traffic Control Devices
("MMUTCD") is put together by the State Police, and MDOT with input from
county road commissions and city engineers. Also, there is a Federal Manual of
Uniform Traffic Control Devices and the two mostly match. According to the
Manuals, pedestrian friendly or controlling speeds in neighborhoods are not
criteria for installing stop signs. F&V was asked to study the intersection as it
currently operates and make recommendations relative to the advisability of
making this a four-way stop controlled intersection at this time. Their warrants
analysis is that current crash patterns suggest that some of the vehicle crashes
could be corrected by the addition of a STOP sign, but not enough to conclude
that a STOP sign is warranted. Also, over the most recent four years where data
is available there have been zero pedestrian conflicts reported at this
intersection.

Therefore, he recommended no changes to this intersection until such time as
Park St. is two-way, when it can be revisited.

Mr. O'Meara advised the current project is being implemented to address the
poor condition of the pavement. As noted, this block of Park St. is planned for
significant changes in its traffic pattern once the Maple Rd. intersection is
reconstructed in two to three years. Secondly, an analysis of the current traffic
counts and crash history reveals that the current traffic controls for the Hamilton
Ave. intersection are appropriate. Once they are redesigning the Maple Rd.
intersection, they plan to have the entire block’s traffic design reviewed and
confirmed prior to recommending a final design. The traffic controls at both
intersections will have to be changed at that time anyway. It is staff's
recommendation that no changes be made to the existing traffic controls at the
Hamilton Ave. and Park St. intersection.

DRAFT
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There was no public present to comment on this matter.

Motion by Ms. Warner

Seconded by Mr. Lawson that the Multi-Modal Transportation Board
recommends that the Hamilton Ave. and Park St. traffic controls remain as-
is at this time. In the future, when the City is prepared to introduce a
southbound lane on Park St. south of Hamilton Ave., the entire block’s
traffic controls should be reviewed at that time.

Motion carried, 7-0.

ROLLCALL VOTE

Yeas: Warner, Lawson, Adams, Edwards, Folberg, Slanga, Surnow
Nays: None

Absent: None

6. CROSSWALK PAVEMENT MARKING STANDARDS

Mr. O'Meara recalled that historically the City had no standard on the design of
the pavement markings used for pedestrian crosswalks. In 2009, the City started
going to the Continental style crosswalks. Current Mayor Pro-Tem Mark Nickita
suggested that the City should standardize the pavement markings to make sure
the width of the bars versus the spacing between the bars is standard. The
removal of all of the older style pavement markings will continue to take several
years.

Also recently, Mayor Pro-Tem Nickita has made observations of crosswalks in
large cities that he feels should be reviewed and possibly implemented here.
The crosswalks are painted with wider painted bars, and in some cases, the bars
are much longer than our current standard of 6 to 8 ft. long. F&V was asked to
review this issue and make recommendations toward a common standard that
can then be used on all future paving projects where marked crosswalks are
proposed.

Guidelines developed both in the MMUTCD and by the Michigan Dept. of
Transportation ("MDOT") suggest that usually the 12 in. wide painted bar should
be spaced with a 24 in. gap between. You can go up to 30 in. on a 12 in. bar. In
those areas where pedestrian demand is higher and the 24 in. wide markings are
going to be used, Mr. O'Meara recommends somewhere between 24 and 36 in.
gaps. Also recommended is that in the major intersections of the Central
Business District ("CBD") a 12 ft. wide crosswalk be used and that all of the other
minor crossings in the CBD will be 8 ft. wide.

DRAFT
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Chairperson Slanga thought the recommendations should be made based on
how wide the street is and how much pedestrian traffic there is. The
recommended standards seem quite ridged. She suggested 8 to 12 ft. wide
crosswalks in the CBD with the tone of maximizing it for the space available and
the amount of pedestrians. Further, it was discussed that demographics can
change down the road with regard to the volume of pedestrians and the danger
involved in crossing the intersection.

Mr. O'Meara agreed to modify the pavement marking standards based on the
board's comments and bring them back.

7. 2016 ASPHALT RESURFACING PROGRAM REVIEW

Mr. O'Meara advised that each year, the City budgets funds to resurface some
asphalt streets that are still structurally sound, but have a poor or marginal
asphalt surface. This year, funding is available to address several local streets
located in the southeast corner of the City, as well as a portion of Brown

St. near Southfield Rd.

The segment of Brown St. proposed for rehabilitation has been identified in
Phase 3 of the Master Plan as part of a neighborhood connector route that is
planned to help connect bicyclists from Southfield Rd. through the south side of
the Central Business District and east eventually to Eton Rd. No changes are
recommended to this project as a result of the Master Plan. It was discussed that
In the future it should be confirmed that people in the lower Phase 3 area can
connect up to Kenning Park.

After a review of the Master Plan, it appears that no specific recommended
changes are suggested on any of the southeast area streets.

The Cheltenham Rd./Dunstable Rd./Hanley Ct. intersection is being resurfaced
as a part of this project. Currently there is no designated path for pedestrians
that wish to cross from one side of Cheltenham Rd. to the other. Given the fact
that the intersection is controlled by stop signs, a designated crosswalk for
pedestrians would be an improvement over the current condition. On the north
side of the intersection a ramp from the Cheltenham Rd. north side sidewalk is
proposed just east of the existing drive approach for 1500 Cheltenham Rd. The
stop bar for eastbound Cheltenham Rd. traffic would be moved northwest about
4 ft. to make room for a ramp and sidewalk connection at that point up to the
south side Cheltenham Rd. sidewalk. No other ramps are suggested at this time.

Motion by Mr. Lawson

Seconded by Ms. Adams to recommend to the City Commission that the
Engineering Dept. proceed with the design of the 2016 Asphalt

DRAFT
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Resurfacing Program. All handicap ramps requiring replacement shall be
included in the project. Further, new ramps and a crosswalk shall be
installed at the Cheltenham Rd./Dunstable Rd./Hanley Ct. intersection to
improve pedestrian accessibility and safety at this location.

Motion carried, 7-0.
ROLLCALL VOTE
Yeas: Lawson, Edwards, Adams, Folberg, Slanga, Surnow, Warner

Nays: None
Absent: None

8. MEETING OPEN TO THE PUBLIC FOR ITEMS NOT ON THE AGENDA
(no public was present)

9. MISCELLANEOUS COMMUNICATIONS (items in the packet)

10. ADJOURNMENT

No further business being evident, the chairperson adjourned the meeting at 6:50
p.m.

Jana Ecker, Planning Director

Paul O'Meara, City Engineer

DRAFT



MEMORANDUM

Engineering Dept.

DATE: June 10, 2016

TO: Multi-Modal Transporation Board

FROM: Paul T. O’Meara, City Engineer

SUBJECT: Pedestrian Crosswalk Pavement Marking Standards

At the April meeting of the Multi-Modal Transportation Board (MMTB), the Board reviewed the
attached report dated April 14. While the Board was generally in favor of the standards
suggested, they felt that they were too restrictive. Specifically, the Board suggested that there
may be locations outside of those described that could benefit from the wider crosswalks with
wider markings. With that in mind, the suggested standard has been changed to reflect that
the larger crosswalk design shall be used not only within the CBD on the specific streets
mentioned before, but rather at any major street that has a higher than normal pedestrian
traffic demand. Further, based on comments made at the meeting, a mid-grade level crosswalk
can be used where pedestrian demand is high, but the street being crossed is more local in
nature.

The suggested standards changed as noted above is provided below, as well as in the
suggested recommendation below:

CITY OF BIRMINGHAM
STANDARDS FOR PAVEMENT MARKINGS AT PEDESTRIAN CROSSWALKS

All new painted crosswalks installed shall be of the continental style, as outlined on MDOT
Detail Sheet PAVE-945-C, Sheet 3 of 3. Pavement markings shall be installed as follows:

At Central Business District or other High Pedestrian Demand Major Street Crossings:

Painted bars shall be 24 inches wide, spaced at 24 to 36 inches apart. Total width of the
crosswalk shall be 12 feet wide.

At Central Business District or other High Pedestrian Demand Local Street Crossings:

Painted bars shall be 12 inches wide, spaced at 24 to 30 inches apart. Total width of the
crosswalk shall be 8 to 10 feet wide.

At All Other Locations:

Painted bars shall be 12 inches wide, spaced at 24 to 30 inches apart. Total width of the
crosswalk shall be 6 feet wide.
1



SUGGESTED RECOMMENDATION:

The Multi-Modal Transportation Board recommends to the City Commission that the following
standards be adopted for the design and installation of painted crosswalk pavement markings
on all future projects:

All new painted crosswalks installed shall be of the continental style, as outlined on MDOT
Detail Sheet PAVE-945-C, Sheet 3 of 3. Pavement markings shall be installed as follows:

At Central Business District or other High Pedestrian Demand Major Street Crossings:

Painted bars shall be 24 inches wide, spaced at 24 to 36 inches apart. Total width of the
crosswalk shall be 12 feet wide.

At Central Business District or other High Pedestrian Demand Local Street Crossings:

Painted bars shall be 12 inches wide, spaced at 24 to 30 inches apart. Total width of the
crosswalk shall be 8 to 10 feet wide.

All Other Locations:

Painted bars shall be 12 inches wide, spaced at 24 to 30 inches apart. Total width of the
crosswalk shall be 6 feet wide.



CITY OF BIRMINGHAM
MULTI-MODAL TRANSPORTATION BOARD
THURSDAY, JUNE 16, 2016
City Commission Room
151 Martin Street, Birmingham, Michigan

Minutes of the regular meeting of the City of Birmingham Multi-Modal
Transportation Board held Thursday, June 16, 2016.

Vice-Chairman Andy Lawson convened the meeting at 6 p.m.
1. ROLL CALL

Present: Board Members Vionna Adams, Lara Edwards, Amy Folberg, Vice-
Chairman Andy Lawson, Amanda Warner (arrived at 6:16 p.m.)

Absent: Board Member Michael Surnow

Administration: Sean Campbell, Asst. Planner
Mark Clemence, Police Chief
Jana Ecker, Planning Director
Austin Fletcher, Asst. City Engineer
Paul O'Meara, City Engineer

Also Present: Mike Labadie from Fleis & Vandenbrink
(“F&V”),Transportation Engineering Consultants

Vice-Chairman Lawson advised that the former chairperson, Johanna Slanga,
has moved outside of the City and for that reason has relinquished her
responsibilities on this board. He asked for nominations for a new chairperson.

Motion by Vice-Chairman Lawson
Seconded by Ms. Edwards to nominate Vionna Adams as chairperson.

Motion carried, 4-0.

VOICE VOTE

Yeas: Lawson, Edwards, Adams, Folberg
Nays: None

Absent: Surnow, Warner

2. INTRODUCTIONS

Ms. Ecker introduced Sean Campbell, Asst. Part-Time Planner.



Multi-Modal Transportation Board Proceedings
June 16, 2016
Page 2

3. REVIEW AGENDA (no change)

4, APPROVAL OF MINUTES, MEETING OF APRIL 21, 2016

Motion by Mr. Lawson
Seconded by Ms. Folberg to approve the Minutes of April 21, 2016 as
presented.

Motion carried, 4-0.

VOICE VOTE

Yeas: Lawson, Folberg, Adams, Edwards
Nays: None

Absent: Surnow, Warner

5. RESIDENTIAL PERMIT PARKING ZONES

a. W. Frank St. - Chester St. to Bates St.

Chief Clemence related that the Police Dept. received a petition with signatures from
four addresses that share property on Frank St. between Chester St. and Bates St.
Their letter requests a change to "Parking Permit Required" in the area.

W. Frank St. from Chester St. to Pierce St. has been a two hour time limit, 8 a.m. to 6
p.m. except Sundays and Holidays zone since 1967.

The current issue per the petition is that residents are unable to park near their homes
due to employees of local businesses using this area.

Mr. Henry Velleman, 708 S. Bates St., said their front door is on Bates St., but most of
their home is on W. Frank St. They share that small street between Bates St. and
Chester St. with three other homes. He spoke to describe the severe problems he and
his neighbors are experiencing due to people using Frank St. for all day parking now that
Bates St. has become permit parking. Therefore he asked that W. Frank St. be treated
much like the other streets in the neighborhood. The parking problem along Frank St.
occurs mainly in the evenings or late afternoon.

Chief Clemence affirmed the petition meets the required criteria for permit parking along
Frank St.

Motion by Vice-Chairman Lawson

Seconded by Ms. Edwards to set parking by permit only on W. Frank St.
from Chester St. to Bates St. from 8 a.m. to 8 p.m., consistent with the
restrictions along Bates St.
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There were no comments from the audience at 6:18 p.m.
Motion carried, 5-0.

ROLLCALL VOTE

Yeas: Lawson, Edwards, Adams, Folberg, Warner
Nays: None

Absent: Surnow

b. S. Glenhurst Dr. - Lincoln Ave. to Midvale Rd.

Chief Clemence noted that the Police Dept. received a petition with signatures from 26
addresses on S. Glenhurst Dr. between Lincoln Ave. and Midvale Rd. Their letter
requests a change to "Parking Permit Required" in the area.

S. Glenhurst Dr. from Lincoln Ave. to Midvale Rd. has never had any parking
restrictions.

The current issue per the petition is that Seaholm High School students have been using
this area for parking while attending school. Residents are unable to park in front of or
near their homes during this time. These parked cars narrow the roadway making it
difficult for emergency vehicles and school buses to get by. Further, there is often trash
left behind by the drivers of the vehicles.

Mr. Richard Widerstedt, 936 S. Glenhurst Dr. said their street is solidly parked including
partially in front of driveways from 7 a.m. until after 3:30 p.m. He added that all of the
surrounding streets are posted for permit parking only.

Mr. Steven Gretchko noted that only seniors and some juniors can get parking passes in
the Seaholm HS student lot. All of this street parking is unsafe plus it really has affected
the quiet enjoyment of the neighborhood.

Chief Clemence indicated this petition meets the requirements for permit parking along
S. Glenhurst Dr.

Motion by Ms. Edwards

Seconded by Ms. Warner to set residential permit parking to mirror
Golfview St. from 7 a.m. to 4 p.m. school days only along S. Glenhurst Dr. -
Lincoln Ave. to Midvale Rd.

Motion carried, 5-0.

VOICE VOTE

Yeas: Edwards, Warner, Adams, Folberg, Lawson
Nays: None

Absent: Surnow
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Mr. Labadie advised that about a year ago he was retained by the school district
to help develop a new plan for Seaholm HS. Now a plan has been completed
that they have endorsed. However he does not know the timing on that. The
bus loading area is proposed to change, parent pick-up and drop-off will change,
and there will be enough parking for everyone.

6. LINCOLN AVE. AND PIERCE ST. INTERSECTION DESIGN -
STATUS UPDATE

Mr. O'Meara recalled that In 2014, the City resurfaced and added Multi-Modal
amenities to the section of Lincoln Ave. between Southfield Rd. and Woodward
Ave. The multi-modal features were reviewed by the Multi-Modal Steering
Committee that existed at that time (the precursor to this board).

Pedestrian bumpouts were constructed at several locations throughout the job.
However, it has been demonstrated that large vehicles making right turns here
are not always able to make the turn without either crossing the double yellow
line, or driving over the curb of the bumpout. Repeated actions such as this have
caused grass damage at all four corners.

Interested residents at this location have asked the City for solutions. Staff has
been moving forward on these issues. Dept. of Public Services has installed
topsoil and seed, along with snow plow edge markers around each corner to
discourage drivers from going over the curbs. F&V was asked to conduct a truck
turning analysis and has determined that in order to provide sufficient space for
turning large vehicles, each stop bar would have to be moved back 21 ft. Doing
so then requires that a No Turn on Red provision be placed at each corner as
well. That would further restrict movements in that area.

One way to avoid this but still address the current landscaping challenge would
be to change the material behind the curb. Landscape stone could be installed,
or even a two or three foot wide concrete paved area behind the curbs so that if
vehicles need to drive over the curb they are not causing damage to the lawns
behind.

Ms. Ecker added that since the City has repaired the area from the damage
caused during the winter there has been a lot less damage. People seem to be
getting used to the bumpouts.

Ms. Warner indicated she does not like the idea of relocating the stop bar
because it would create bad traffic congestion at busy times of the day.

It was discussed that the bumpouts were installed to calm the traffic which is
what the neighbors wanted. However, they don't like them to be unsightly. Mr.
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Labadie observed that for now things seem to have improved as people are
getting used to the bumpouts.

7. PEDESTRIAN CROSSWALK STANDARDS

a. Pavement Marking Design

Mr. O'Meara recalled at the April meeting the MMTB members were generally in
favor of the standards suggested, but felt they were too restrictive. They
suggested there may be locations outside of those described that could benefit
from the wider crosswalks with wider markings. With that in mind the suggested
standard has been changed to include any major street that has a higher than
normal pedestrian traffic demand. Further, based on comments made at the
meeting, a mid-grade level crosswalk can be used where pedestrian demand is
high, but the street being crossed is more local in nature.

It was discussed that drivers here really need to be educated that they have to
stop for pedestrians. If they do stop, then pedestrians will use the crosswalks.

Ms. Folberg liked the wider markings, and suggested that all crosswalks in the
City be marked with them.

Mr. O'Meara was concerned with the cost of painting crosswalks, so he hesitates
to always increase their size. Secondly, if all crosswalks are all big and bold,
they will begin to lose their effectiveness. He suggested three different standards
to accommodate different environments.

It was noted that once crosswalks are painted, they are difficult to remove, and
they will likely remain that way for 20 years or more.

Mr. Labadie said that for crossings, crosswalks are placed where you want
people to cross, or where there is a demand. It must be determined whether or
not that is a safe place to cross.

Motion by Ms. Warner

Seconded by Mr. Lawson the Multi-Modal Transportation Board
recommends to the City Commission that the following standards be
adopted for the design and installation of painted crosswalk pavement
markings on all future projects:

All new painted crosswalks installed shall be of the continental style, as
outlined on MDOT Detail Sheet PAVE-945-C, Sheet 3 of 3. Pavement
markings shall be installed as follows:
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Within the Central Business District or other Major Street Crossings:
Painted bars shall be 24 in. wide, spaced at 24 to 36 in. apart. Total width of
the crosswalk shall be 12 ft. wide.

Within the Central Business District or other Local Street Crossings:
Painted bars shall be 12 in. wide, spaced at 24 to 30 in. apart. Total width of
the crosswalk shall be 8 to 10 ft. wide.

All Other Locations:
Painted bars shall be 12 in. wide, spaced at 24 to 30 in. apart. Total width of
the crosswalk shall be 6 ft. wide.

Motion failed, 3-2.

VOICE VOTE

Yeas: Warner, Lawson, Adams
Nays: Edwards, Folberg
Absent: Surnow

Ms. Folberg's issue was that she doesn't like the width of the black between the
white stripes. Ms. Edwards was concerned there may be an instance where they
want individual bars to be 24 in. wide and it is not in the Central Business District
or a place that currently doesn't have high pedestrian demand but may in the
future. The second option might say that painted bars should be 12 - 24 in. wide.

The first heading might read: At CBD Maijor Street Crossings or Other Major
Street Crossings.

The second hearing could read: At CBD Local Street Crossings or Other Local
Street Crossings.

Staff agreed to come back next month with some wordsmithing options.

b. Pedestrian Signal Timing

Mr. O'Meara noted that a City Commissioner recently observed that in
Birmingham, the phase where the countdown signals are advancing toward zero
can include some time that traffic has a yellow signal present. He observed
elsewhere outside of Michigan that the countdown phase ends before the yellow
signal begins. He thought perhaps an adjustment to ours would create a safer
environment for pedestrians.

Staff asked F&V to review this issue, and provide an explanation as to why
signals are timed the way they are in Birmingham.
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Mr. Labadie explained that the guidance regarding pedestrian intervals is
provided in the Michigan Manual of Uniform Traffic Control Devices
("MMUTCD"). He summarized the three phases of a pedestrian interval: Walk,
Flash Don't Walk, and Don't Walk.

Additionally, the Michigan Dept. of Transportation ("MDOT") provides guidance
regarding the preferred alternatives to providing the buffer interval in the Manual
of Uniform Traffic Control Device Guidelines (MMUTCD). The vehicular and
pedestrian signal timing intervals implemented throughout the City of Birmingham
are consistent with the MMUTCD guidelines. The guidelines have been
established after large amounts of study and consideration. There should be a
good reason to deviate from the standards.

Everyone was in agreement to leave the signals the way they are presently.
8. MEETING OPEN TO THE PUBLIC FOR ITEMS NOT ON THE AGENDA
(no more public was present)

9. MISCELLANEOUS COMMUNICATIONS (items in the packet)

10. ADJOURNMENT

No further business being evident, the board members adjourned the meeting at
7:37 p.m.

Jana Ecker, Planning Director

Paul O'Meara, City Engineer



MEMORANDUM

Planning Division

DATE: October 28, 2016

TO: Multi-Modal Transportation Board

FROM: Jana L. Ecker, Planning Director

SUBJECT: Consultant Selection for Review of Old Woodward and Maple

Reconstruction Plans for 2017

On September 15, 2016 a Request for Proposals (“RFP”) was issued by the City seeking a
design/planning consultant to review the City’s preliminary plans for the reconstruction of
segments of Old Woodward and Maple in downtown that are scheduled for construction
between 2017 and 2021. The completion of final plans and detailed renderings for key
segments of the project area will be the final deliverables from the selected consultant. A copy
of the RFP is attached for your review.

Two proposals were submitted in response to the RFP, one from McKenna Associates and one
from MKSK/Parsons. A selection panel was convened made up of City staff and board members
to review the responses submitted to complete final plans and renderings for Old Woodward
and Maple downtown. The selection panel was comprised of the following representatives:

Planning Board Chairperson

Multi-Modal Transportation Board Chairperson
Architectural Review Committee Member

Planning Board Member (Design or Architect Member)
City Manager

City Engineer

Planning Director

On October 4, 2016, the selection panel met to review and discuss the proposals submitted.
Each member completed an evaluation sheet for each proposal, and the scores were compiled.
The top firm based on the raw scores was MKSK/Parsons. The panel then discussed the project
needs and the pros and cons of each team of respondents. The panel unanimously agreed to
recommend MKSK/Parsons to the City Commission to complete the final plans and renderings
for Old Woodward and Maple downtown. However, the panel requested that staff contact
MKSK/Parsons and ask if there were any price reductions that could be obtained by removing
the use of a new steering committee (as recommended in the proposal), and substituting the
Multi-Modal Transportation Board in as the principal reviewing board.



On October 10, 2016, the City Commission approved the selection of MKSK/Parsons. A copy of
the proposal from MKSK/Parsons, samples of their recent work and the evaluation sheets used
by the selection panel are attached for your review. In addition, please find attached a letter
from MKSK with a proposed reduction of $3100.00 of the originally proposed price, for a not to
exceed total of $69,437.00 to complete the final plans and renderings for Old Woodward and
Maple downtown.

Given the desire to begin construction of this segment of downtown next spring, this project
has an extremely tight timeframe for the consultants to complete their review and
recommendations for Old Woodward and Maple. As a result, MKSK began their work on
October 11, 2016. The attached chart outlines the anticipated schedule for the project.

On October 26, 2016, the MKSK team met with City staff to review several design options.
Three cross sections were discussed, and the pros and cons of each were evaluated.
Refinements were suggested, and the consultants agreed to review several issues in more
detail and come back with more refined options for discussion on November 3, 2016. A copy of
the PowerPoint presented is included for your review. However, please note that none of the
options as shown were selected to advance to final design due to the issues raised.

Staff is looking for input and recommendations from the Multi-Modal Transportation Board at
this time, which we will forward to the team. In addition, please mark your calendars for
November 7, 2016 to attend the public open house to review design concepts and solicit public
input. Finally, as noted in previous emails, the MMTB will meet again on Monday, November
21, for a special meeting. At that time, the MKSK plan will be nearing completion, and the City
will be looking for official comment at that time from the Board.



Schedule for Completion - Old Woodward and Maple Plans

Task Date

Kick Off Meeting October 11, 2016

e (City staff
Task 1 and 2 Meeting October 26, 2016

e City staff
Internal Review with MKSK & Multi-Modal November 3, 2016
Transportation Board Update
Public Open House November 7, 2016 4:00—7:00pm

Baldwin Public Library — Jeanne Lloyd Room

Task 3 & 4 Meeting November 14, 2016

e (City staff
Meeting with Downtown Merchants November 15, 2016
Draft Plan Complete November 18, 2016
Multi-Modal Board Meeting November 21, 2016
City Commission Meeting November 21, 2016

Completion of Final Plan December 2, 2016



REQUEST FOR PROPOSALS FOR THE
OLD WOODWARD CORRIDOR IN DOWNTOWN BIRMINGHAM

PROJECT SUMMARY

The City of Birmingham is currently completing plans for the reconstruction of sections of Old
Woodward and Maple Road in the heart of Downtown Birmingham’s central business and
shopping district. A map of the project area is included as Attachment A. The City has been
working to develop plans to enhance the entire right-of-way in this area, from storefront to
storefront, including sidewalks, road configuration and width, intersections, crosswalks, bicycle
facilities, lighting, street trees, street furnishings and other design elements to create a beautiful
and welcoming corridor for Downtown Birmingham that accommodates all users. Please see
Attachment B for a summary of work completed to date, including preliminary concept plans.

The City has spent several months refining preliminary concept plans for the corridor, and
gathering input from City Departments, residents and property owners in the Old Woodward
Corridor. At this time, the City is seeking proposals from qualified urban design consultants “the
consultant” to review and evaluate the preliminary plans prepared by the City, to ensure that all
vehicular, pedestrian, bicyclist and design elements have been incorporated and are integrated
seamlessly to support and enhance Downtown Birmingham. The City is also seeking preparation
by the selected consultant of detailed design plans and renderings of key segments of the
corridor for approval of the Birmingham City Commission.

SCOPE OF WORK

The selected consultant will review the goals, objectives and recommendations contained in
the Downtown Birmingham 2016 Plan (1996), the Birmingham Future Land-Use Plan
(1980), the Alleys and Passages Plan (2012) included as Attachment C and the
Multi-Modal Transportation Plan (2013) with regards to the central business district,
and the OIld Woodward corridor specifically. The selected consultant should also
review the current Downtown Birmingham Streetscape Standards included as Attachment
D and adopted by the City Commission to establish the foundation of goals and standards
currently in place.

The selected consultant will then conduct a detailed review and evaluation of each of the
following elements of the existing preliminary plans:

= Vehicle lane design and function: Ensure vehicle lanes are designed for
the safe circulation of vehicles through the corridor, traffic calming techniques
are in place, and vehicular needs are balanced with those of pedestrians and
users of other modes of transit;

= Intersection design: Ensure intersection designs promote the safe travel of
all users, in particular the safety and comfort of pedestrians, incorporate
design elements to reduce the expanse of crossings, and incorporate other
design elements;

= Sidewalk design: Maximize sidewalk space to accommodate pedestrians,
outdoor dining areas, bicycle parking, street furnishings, and other pedestrian
amenities;

= Crosswalk design and placement: Provide pedestrian crossing
opportunities, enhance and demarcate crosswalks with markings, landscaping
and other design elements;



= Alley and passage system: Incorporate recommendations for connections
and crossing from the Alleys and Passages Plan into the final design plans for
the Maple and Old Woodward corridors;

= Bicycle facilities: Incorporate bicycle facilities where possible in accordance
with the Multi-Modal Transportation Plan;

» Transit facilities: Incorporate and enhance existing transit stop locations in
the corridor;

e On street parking: Maximize on street parking opportunities where possible;

e Street lighting & street furnishings: Provide consistent lighting levels
along the corridor and provide street furnishings at regular intervals in
accordance with Downtown Streetscape Standards;

= Street trees & landscaping: Provide street trees as required in accordance
with the Downtown Streetscape Standards, and design tree wells and select
species to provide healthy growing conditions. Provide landscape
enhancements to enhance the comfort and beauty of the corridor; and

= Signage: Minimize excessive traffic signage and provide opportunities for
wayfinding and City branding/promotion throughout the corridor.

The goal of this review is to ensure that all required elements are included, all elements work
together with existing buildings, existing and proposed infrastructure, and the overall design
meets the functional and design recommendations contained in the City’'s master plans noted
above. It is anticipated that the consultant will meet internally with City staff during the
review and evaluation process, and conduct a public open house to obtain input on the
proposed design elements.

After a thorough analysis of the existing preliminary concept plans, the consultant will finalize
preliminary design plans for approval by the City Commission, and prepare color renderings
to illustrate the proposed improvements along the two corridors (Old Woodward; Oakland to
Landon and Maple; Southfield to Woodward Ave.), with particular emphasis at Maple and
Old Woodward, and any other key sections within the project area.

PUBLIC PARTICIPATION

Public participation is a critical component in the development of the Old Woodward Corridor in
Downtown Birmingham. The consultant should be prepared to conduct one public open house
during the review and evaluation phase to solicit input from residents and stakeholders, and to
conduct up to 2 public presentations to City boards and commissions during the approval
process.

DELIVERABLES

1. Detailed design plans of the Old Woodward corridor from Oakland to Landon and of
Maple Road from Southfield to Woodward Avenue, including two large size hard copies
of the improvement area, and one (1) electronic copy of the final plan.

2. Color renderings of a minimum of three (3) key segments along the corridor, including
one at Maple and Old Woodward.

3. All materials shall become the sole property of the City of Birmingham.



All work products produced by the consultant shall comply with all local, state, county and
federal laws, rules, regulations, and ordinances of any and all such governmental authorities.

V. COMPANY QUALIFICATIONS

All proposals must include an outline of qualifications of the consultant and of the key employees
that will be involved in the project should the consultant be selected. The outline should include a
summary of the consultant’'s experience and the key employees’ experience; preparation of similar
corridor planning documents will be an asset. Portions of sample plans prepared by the consultant
should be submitted with the proposal, up to a maximum of twenty-five (25) pages.

VI. TIME SCHEDULE AND COST PROPOSAL

The City has been working diligently to finalize design plans for the Old Woodward corridor to go out
to bid by the end of the year, and to commence construction in the Spring of 2017. Given this tight
schedule, the consultant must be prepared to complete the scope of work and provide all
deliverables to the City by November 10, 2016 for review by the Birmingham City Commission on
November 21, 2016.

All proposals must include a proposed time schedule for completion of the project and a fixed price
agreement with an associated fee schedule for extra meeting costs, should they be required.
Reimbursable expenses will be billed at direct cost plus a 15% administrative charge. Normal
reimbursable expenses associated with the project are to be included in the estimated fees as
outlined in the proposal. The City reserves the right to amend the RFP as necessary after
discussions with the selected consultant.

VII. PROPOSAL SUBMISSION REQUIREMENTS
Proposals shall be submitted no later than 4:00 p.m. on September 28, 2016 to:

Community Development Department
City of Birmingham Municipal Building
151 Martin Street
Birmingham, MI 48012

Attention: Jana L. Ecker
Planning Director

Six (6) original copies of the proposal must be submitted. The proposal should be firmly sealed in
an envelope, which shall be clearly marked on the outside “OLD WOODWARD CORRIDOR IN
DOWNTOWN BIRMINGHAM.” Faxed proposals will not be accepted. Any proposal received after
the due date cannot be accepted and will be rejected and returned unopened, to the consultant.
Each consultant may submit more than one proposal provided each proposal meets the functional
requirements.

All proposals must be received by 4:00 PM on September 28, 2016, after which time bids will be
publicly opened and read. The submission of a proposal shall be deemed a representation and
warranty by the consultant submitting the proposal that it has investigated all aspects of the RFP,



that it is aware of the applicable facts pertaining to the RFP process and its procedures and
requirements, and that it has read and understands the RFP. Statistical information, which may be
contained in the RFP or any addendum thereto, is for informational purposes only.

All proposals that wish to be considered must be no longer than twenty-five (25) pages, exclusive of
cover sheet, cover letter, and Iran Sanctions Act Vendor Certification Form and must contain the
following:

(1) Cover sheet included in this RFP as Attachment E;

(2) Cover letter;

(3) Outline of qualifications of the consultant and of the key employees that will be involved
in the project should your firm be selected;

(4) Outline presenting a description of the scope of work to be completed;

(5) Proposed time frame for completion of each component of the scope of work;

(6) Cost Proposal;

(7) A statement of any additional services that you recommend, if any. Define hourly rates
for additional services; and

(8) Iran Sanctions Act Vendor Certification Form included in this RFP as Attachment F.

VIIl. SELECTION PROCESS

The City will utilize a selection process in choosing a consultant for the completion of this work.
Consultant selection will be based on the following criteria:

e Experience of the consultant with similar projects
e Professional qualifications of the key employees to be assigned to the project
e Content of Proposal and related costs

Qualifications will be reviewed and evaluated by the City over the one week period following the
September 28, 2016 deadline. The City may select one or more consultants to interview at the City
Commission meeting on October 10, 2016.

During the evaluation process, the City reserves the right where it may serve their best interest to
request additional information or clarification from the consultant, or to allow corrections for errors
or omissions.

After the consultant is selected, should the Consultant fail to execute a contract with the City on or
before October 15th, 2016 the City may enter into negotiations with the second ranked consultant
identified during the selection process.

The City reserves the right to reject any and all proposals at any time prior to the City Commission’s
approval of a fully executed contract.
IX. INSTRUCTIONS TO CONSULTANTS

1. Any and all bids must include the attached proposal form on the front, and be

delivered to the City at the address above. If more than one bid is submitted, a
separate bid proposal form must be used for each.



2. Municipalities are exempt from Michigan State Sales and Federal Excise taxes. Do not
include such taxes in the proposal figure. The City will furnish the successful
consultant with tax exemption information when requested.

3. Any request for clarification of this RFP shall be made in writing and delivered to:
Community Development Department, Planning Division, Attn: Jana L.
Ecker, 151 Martin Street, Birmingham, M1 48012. Such request for clarification
shall be delivered to the City, in writing, at least five (5) business days prior to the
date for receipt of proposals.

4. Consultant shall provide the name, address, and telephone number of an individual in
their organization to whom notices and inquiries by the City should be directed as
part of this proposal.

TERMS AND CONDITIONS

The City reserves the right to reject any or all proposals received, waive informalities, or
accept any proposal it deems best.

The City reserves the right to request clarification of information submitted and to request
additional information of one or more consultants.

The City reserves the right to terminate the contract at its discretion should the City in its
sole discretion determine that the services provided do not meet the specifications contained
herein.

Any proposal may be withdrawn up until the date and time set above for the opening of the
proposals. Any proposals not so withdrawn shall constitute an irrevocable offer, for a period
of one hundred and twenty (120) days, to provide the services set forth in the proposal.

The cost of preparing and submitting a proposal is the responsibility of the consultant and
shall not be chargeable in any manner to the City.

F. The consultant shall issue monthly invoices for work completed to date, up to the
fixed price set out in the executed agreement. The consultant must get prior written
authorization from the City before any additional expenses to be incurred by the consultant
may be invoiced to the City. Payment will be made within thirty (30) days after invoice.
Acceptance by the City is defined as authorization by the designated City representative to
this project that all the criteria requested under the Scope of Work contained herein have
been provided. Invoices are to be rendered each month following the date of execution of
an Agreement with the City.

Settlement of disputes If the consultant or the City feels aggrieved, the aggrieved party
shall advise the other in writing of any dispute it has arising out of this contract. Any
disputes arising under this contract shall be settled either by commencement of a suit in
Oakland County Circuit Court or by compulsory arbitration, at the election of the City. The
City shall make its election within thirty (30) days from the receipt of such notice.

If the City elects to have the dispute resolved by compulsory arbitration, it shall be settled
pursuant to Chapter 50 of the Revised Judicature Act for the State of Michigan. The Oakland



County Circuit Court or any court having jurisdiction may render a judgment upon the award
of the arbitrators. In the event that the City elects not to have the matter in dispute
arbitrated or fails to make such an election, any dispute between the parties may be resolved
by the filing of a suit in the Oakland County Circuit Court. In the event that the City feels
aggrieved, it shall elect the method of resolving its dispute by either demanding that the
matter be arbitrated or by filing a suit in the Oakland County Circuit Court.

Insurance Requirements. The consultant shall not commence work under this Agreement
until it has, at its sole expense, obtained the insurance required by this paragraph. All
coverages shall be with insurance companies licensed and admitted to do business in the
State of Michigan. All coverages shall be with insurance carriers acceptable to the City.

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

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

3. Professional Liability: The consultant shall procure and maintain during the life of this
Agreement, Professional Liability (Errors and Omissions) Insurance with minimum
liability limits of One Million Dollars ($1,000,000) per claim.

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

5. Additional Insured: Commercial General Liability and Motor Vehicle Liability Insurance,
as described above, shall include an endorsement stating the following shall be
Additional Insureds. The City of Birmingham, including all elected and appointed
officials, all employees and volunteers, all boards, commissions and/or authorities and
board members, including employees and volunteers thereof. This insurance shall be
considered to be primary, and any other insurance maintained by the additional
insureds shall be considered to be excess and noncontributing with this insurance
required from consultant under this section.

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




7. Proof of Insurance Coverage: The consultant shall provide the City at the time the
contracts are returned for execution, Certificates of Insurance and/or policies,
acceptable to the City, as listed below.

(a) Two (2) copies of Certificate of Insurance for Workers' Compensation;
(b) Two (2) copies of Certificate of Insurance for Commercial General Liability;

(© Two (2) copies of Certificate of Insurance for Professional Liability (Errors and
Omissions);

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

(e) If so requested, Certified Copies of all policies mentioned above will be
furnished.
8. Coverage Expiration: If any of the above coverages expire during the term of this

contract, the consultant shall deliver renewal certificates and/or policies to the City at
least (10) days prior to the expiration date.

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

Execution of Contract: The successful consultant shall enter into the agreement shown in
Attachment G with the City on or before October 15th, 2016. Such Agreement
shall commence immediately after both parties have executed the Agreement and the
Birmingham City Commission has approved the agreement, and shall terminate after the
expiration of one (1) year. However, any party may cancel this Agreement upon thirty
(30) days advance written notice. In no case shall work under the contract commence
prior to October 15, 2016.

Indemnification. The consultant agrees to the fullest extent permitted by law to defend,
pay on behalf of, indemnify and hold harmless the City, their elected and appointed officials,
employees and volunteers and others working on behalf of the City against any and all
claims, demands, suits or loss, including all costs connected therewith, and for any damages
which may be asserted, claimed or recovered against or from the City, their elected and
appointed officials, employees, volunteers or others working on behalf of the City by reason
of personal injury, including bodily injury and death and/or property damage, including loss
of use thereof, which arises out of or is in any way connected or associated with this
agreement.

Conflict of Interest: The City will not enter into a contract to furnish materials or services
to the City from any City official, his spouse, child or parent, or from any corporation,
association or partnership in which any City official, his spouse, child or parent, has any
direct or indirect interest.



Ownership of less than one percent (1%) of the stock or other equity interest in a
corporation or unincorporated business shall not be deemed to be a disqualifying interest.
Employment by a business entity shall be deemed to be a disqualifying interest only if such
employment is in an administrative, managerial or executive capacity in which the employee
could in any way influence the decisions of the business entity with regard to contract
proposals or other transactions.

Every contract entered into by the City shall contain a provision to the effect that if
subsequent to entering into the contract a City official, his spouse, child or parent shall
become directly or indirectly interested in the contract, the City may terminate the contract
without further liability if the disqualification has not been removed within thirty (30) days
after the City has given notification of the disqualifying interest.



Source: Esri, DigitalGlobe, GeoEye, Earthstar Geographics, CNES/Airbus DS,
USDA, USGS, AEX, Getmapping, Aerogrid, IGN, IGP, swisstopo, and the GIS
User Community




Attachment B:

MEMORANDUM

Engineering Dept.

DATE: July 28, 2016

TO: Multi-Modal Transportation Board

FROM: Paul T. O’Meara, City Engineer

SUBJECT: Downtown Street Reconstruction Projects
2017-2021

The City has known for many years that the sewer, water, and pavements within the Central
Business District are due for complete reconstruction for many years. Other projects that have
already been undertaken include:

2004: Brown St. (Old Woodward Ave. to Woodward Ave.)
2005: Willits Alley (Willits St. to Maple Rd.)
2007: N. Old Woodward Ave. (Oak St. to Willits St.)
2008: Maple Rd. & Chester St. Intersection
2009: Pierce St. (Merrill St. to Brown St.)
Townsend St. (Pierce St. to Henrietta St.)
2010: Martin St. (Chester St. to Pierce St.
Bates St. (Martin St. to Brown St.)
Henrietta St. (Martin St. to Brown St.)
Townsend St. (Chester St. to Henrietta St.)
2013: Pierce St. (Maple Rd. to Merrill St.)
Merrill St. (Pierce St. to Old Woodward Ave.)
2015: Hamilton Alley (Hamilton Ave. to Park St.
2015: Martin St. & Chester St. (Adjacent to the Chester St. Parking Structure)
2016: Hamilton Ave. (Old Woodward Ave. to Woodward Ave.
Park St. (Hamilton Ave. to Maple Rd.)

The remaining projects will be the most ambitious yet, and are currently planned as follows:

Phase I: 2017 - Old Woodward Ave. (Willits St. to Brown St.)
Phase 11: 2019 - Maple Rd. (Bates St. to Woodward Ave.)
Phase 111: 2021 - S. Old Woodward Ave. (Brown St. to Landon St.)

At this time, staff is prepared to present the street design plans of the above three projects for
review by the Multi-Modal Transportation Board (MMTB). In order to review the plans
comprehensively, master plans and previous committee discussions are provided below. Before
comparisons with those plans is reviewed, the following highlights the most significant changes
that these plans will provide:



Old Woodward Ave. Cross-Section (Phases | & 111)

The existing pavement for Old Woodward Ave. was built in the 1930’s. It was constructed extra
wide to allow for angled parking and a street car line down the middle. Once the street car line
was removed, the through traffic lanes were 20 ft. wide, which is unique. Desiring to rebuild
the road with better utilization of this space, this issue was first addressed with the N. Old
Woodward Ave. segment that was reconstructed in 2007. The 2016 Master Plan (referenced
below) proposed a boulevard island for the north and south segments (north and south of the
old Ring Road), with a left turn lane in the middle segment. The boulevard island concept was
built in 2007 for the north section, and has been considered a success in slowing traffic,
providing more green space in the business district, and helping create a more pedestrian
friendly environment, while still allowing angled parking.

The 2017 Phase | project primarily depicts a cross-section that matches what was done on N.
Old Woodward Ave., except that the boulevard islands would be deleted in favor of a left turn
lane. The boulevard island concept from the north end of town would be picked up again south
of Brown St. in the 2021 Phase 11l project, as shown. Short median islands are proposed on
Phase | at Hamilton Ave. and Merrill St., where no left turn movements are present, to improve
the pedestrian crossings at these signalized intersections. A safer environment for both traffic
and pedestrians will result with the introductions of left turn lanes. Left turn lanes allow
through traffic to flow through the intersection unobstructed. Not only is the Level of Service
improved, sight lines are enhanced because through traffic is not weaving around left turning
vehicles sitting in the through lane, and left turning vehicles are lined up on both sides of the
intersection. Improved sight lines will provide enhanced safety for pedestrians.

Finally, bumpouts are now being implemented in accordance with our recently approved
bumpout design guidelines. All of them have been tested with truck turning templates for a
truck with a 40 ft. long trailer, the longest typically seen on these streets. Further, traffic
counts have been taken and the traffic flows with the reduced width streets have been modeled
in the Synchro traffic flow software program the MMTB has seen in the past. F&V will be
present and prepared to present this information at this meeting.

Maple Rd. Cross-Section (Phase 11)

The Maple Rd. segment is planned for 2019, as Phase Il. Federal funding will help pay for the
construction of this portion of the project. Maple Rd. will remain similar to what it is today,
providing two through traffic lanes, and parallel parking on both sides. Left turn lanes will now
be provided on both sides of the Bates St. and Old Woodward Ave. intersections, for the
reasons noted above. (Introducing left turn lanes helped move this project to a point where it
could be awarded federal funds over competing projects from other jurisdictions.)

Where left turn lanes are being created that did not exist in the past, the narrow sidewalks
present along the Maple Rd. corridor will be enhanced by being widened by four feet on each
side of the street. The wider sidewalks will result in the removal of on-street parking east of
Bates St. and east of Old Woodward Ave., although new parking in other areas will more than
make up for this loss overall. The left turn lane concept also allows for the introduction of a
median crosswalk island at the Pierce St. intersection, as shown.



Similar to Old Woodward Ave., bumpouts are being provided where possible. Due to the
narrow width of the pavement, there are areas where bumpouts cannot be provided to allow
space for truck turning movements, as depicted on the attached plans.

BIRMINGHAM 2016 PLAN (1996)

The 2016 Master Plan was written as a master plan to guide the Central Business District into
the 21% century. Attached are the five pages of the plan that provide plans for specific
locations along either the Old Woodward Ave. or Maple Rd. corridors. Most of the projects had
to do with de-emphasizing the Ring Road concept that was still in operation at the time it was
written. Most of these projects have already been undertaken several years ago. In order of
appearance, the projects include:

1. Maple Rd. at Park St./Peabody St.

The 2016 Plan suggested changing this unique intersection basically back to the way it was
constructed before it was changed in the 1980’s. The previous intersection, where all turning
movements were allowed, was proven to not be safe. The short distance between this
intersection and the Woodward Ave. intersection meant that there was inadequate storage
space for westbound Maple Rd. traffic if they were stopped at the Park St./Peabody St. traffic
signal. Vehicles would be forced to then sit in the Woodward Ave. intersection, blocking
southbound Woodward Ave. traffic. The City had previously made the decision that this
intersection had to change.

The modification resulted in restricted turning movements, and a one-way traffic pattern on
Park St. The author of the 2016 Plan saw this intersection as conflicting with the retail goals of
the immediate businesses, as it made it difficult for vehicles to circulate in the immediate area.
Since this was written, our traffic engineer has presented a concept that is how featured on
these plans, wherein Park St. could be restored to two-way traffic, but southbound traffic would
be forced to turn right (controlled by a STOP sign, not a signal). No changes would be made to
the Peabody St. configuration. That way, the traffic signal would not be changed from its
present condition, and traffic problems witnessed in the past would not be brought back.

This year, most of this block of Park St. was reconstructed due to the pavement being in poor
condition. The 2019 Maple Rd. project will reconstruct this intersection, allowing the City to
implement this new plan for Park St.

a. Six new on-street parking spaces will be provided on Park St.

b. Vehicles in this area driving south on Park St. or east on Hamilton Ave. will be allo3ed to
proceed south on Park St., and back to Maple Rd., when searching for a particular
building or street parking place.

c. Westbound Maple Rd. traffic will not be impacted by these changes, so no safety hazard
will be created for Woodward Ave., as had been experienced in the past.

d. A traffic island will be able to be constructed on the north side of the intersection,
allowing for an enhanced landscape area and shortened crossings for pedestrians.

e. A bumpout on the southwest corner of the intersection will allow the signalized
pedestrian crossing for Maple Rd. to be shortened.



As a part of approving these plans, the MMTB will be asked to endorse this new concept for
Park St.

2. Brown St. at Old Woodward Ave.

The 2016 Plan recommended the removal of a right turn lane, and the installation of a small
urban park area at the northeast corner of this intersection. This change was implemented in
2004. The new plans for Old Woodward Ave. work with this concept, and do not change the
function of this intersection.

3. Maple Rd. at Chester St.

The 2016 Plan recommended the removal of a right turn lane, and the installation of a small
urban park area at the northwest corner of this intersection. It also recommended reducing the
radius at the southwest corner of this intersection. These improvements were implemented on
the north side of the intersection in 2008, and on the south side in 2015. No further work is
proposed in this immediate area at this time.

4. 0Old Woodward Ave. at Maple Rd.

The 2016 Plan recommended a combination of bumpouts and traffic islands at this intersection.
Given the need to allow truck turns at this location, the traffic islands as proposed would be
problematic. Since then, the City has been awarded federal funding to help cover a portion of
the cost of the 2019 Maple Rd. project, provided certain traffic safety improvements are
implemented. One of the important traffic safety improvements includes introducing left turn
lanes for the major intersections, including this one. The attached plans depict new left turn
lanes for all four directions of this intersection, which allows the sight line safety improvements
noted above. Also, higher demand for left turns required the City to ban left turns in all four
directions of this intersection from 4 to 6 PM. Once left turn lanes are provided, this ban can be
removed allowing better local circulation during the evening rush hour.

5. Old Woodward Ave. at Brown St.
The 2016 Plan recommended the removal of a right turn lane, and the installation of a small
urban park at the northeast corner of this intersection. This work was completed in 2004. The

work now proposed on the Phase | project will complement this previous work.

Overall, staff feels that the conceptual plans now being presented have been designed with the
same overall goals and intentions in the 2016 Master Plan.

OLD WOODWARD AVE. AD HOC CONCEPTUAL DESIGN COMMITTEE

Starting in 2010, staff began preparing applications for a federal grant to help cover the cost of
the next Old Woodward Ave. reconstruction project. (Federal funding helped pay for a
significant portion of the 2007 Old Woodward Ave. project.) However, funding availability had
declined by 2010, and for several years no such funding was awarded. (The City’s ability to
obtain funding on Maple Rd. was largely a function of the higher traffic levels on Maple Rd.)



During these annual efforts, the City Commission expressed concern that the City did not have
a finalized concept as to how Old Woodward Ave. would be built in the critical section between
Willits St. and Brown St. In the summer of 2011, they directed the creation of an ad hoc
committee to meet and study this issue, and finalize a recommendation back to the
Commission. Our traffic engineer Mike Labadie, working for the firm of Wilcox and Assocs.,
assisted in this effort. Significant documentation as assembled for the final report is attached.

As described in the first five pages of the package, the committee recommended the left turn
lane concept, without median islands. The majority of the committee felt that extending the
islands to match what was done north of Willits St. would create too much congestion in this
busiest area of the district. The recommended concept was known as Option 2A, which is very
similar to what is being proposed now.

A minority of the committee did not like the extended left turn lanes, arguing that this was
wasted space that could be put to better use in enhanced sidewalks. The only was to do this
on the two longer blocks as to narrow the street as shown in Option 2A Revised, also in the
front part of this report. Since the need to make a decision at that time was not imminent, the
Commission approved the report, but did not comment on the question of the original 2A versus
the Revised version.

Staff, as well as F&V, has reservations about the Revised concept. Incorporating angled
parking on a public street requires careful design to make sure that visibility and sufficient
space is provided, especially for those attempting to back vehicles out of a parking space and
into the through street. Bending the road, which would drastically shorten sight lines, is not
recommended. It is recommended that the MMTB discuss whether this extra space is an issue,
and if so, how to treat or otherwise use it such that the final recommended design is one that
can be defended and approved in the end.

MULTI-MODAL TRANSPORTATION MASTER PLAN

Both of these street segments were also reviewed for consistency with the Multi-Modal
Transportation Master Plan. Relevant pages are attached for reference. The following
observations are made:

Old Woodward Ave. (Phases 1 and 111)

The Master Plan proposes enhanced pedestrian crosswalks at every intersection, as well as
shared lane markings. Every intersection within the project area has been analyzed and
provided with bumpouts and marked crosswalks at every location possible. At signalized
intersections, every potential pedestrian crosswalk location has been provided with the
maximum sized bumpout possible, as well as marked crosswalks. At intersections that are not
signalized, generally one marked crosswalk has been provided in the location where a median
crosswalk island can be provided, greatly shortening the distance that must be crossed at one
time.

As described in the attached sheets of the Master Plan, Shared Lane Markings are suggested to
indicate to motorists that they should share the lane with bicyclists. Much discussion has been
held relative to installing separate bike lanes. The question of providing space for dedicated
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bike lanes was studied extensively in 2012 with the Old Woodward Ave. Ad Hoc Conceptual
Design Committee (referenced above) as well as in 2014 with the original Multi-Modal Steering
Committee. Both groups concluded that given the physical constraints of the right-of-way, and
given the importance of a wide sidewalk and angled street parking, dedicated bike lanes could
not be implemented on this corridor.

In addition to the Shared Lane Markings proposed for this corridor, other bike traffic
improvements currently proposed for this area include designated bike parking areas on
sidewalks throughout the downtown (already being implemented), and bike lockers within the
parking structures.

The Master Plan also recommends a green colored Shared Lane Marking on the short segment
of Bowers St. (Old Woodward Ave. to Woodward Ave.) that is proposed to be rebuilt as a part
of the Phase 11l project. As identified on Page 85 of the Master Plan, this feature was proposed
both here and on Lincoln Ave. for bicyclists crossing Woodward Ave. This feature was
researched with the MI Dept. of Transportation (MDOT) staff in 2014 prior to the resurfacing of
Lincoln Ave. The green lane could not be approved by MDOT unless Lincoln Ave. was widened
to provide a separate paved area for the bike traffic. With right-of-way being limited on Lincoln
Ave., the installation as recommended by MDOT is not feasible. lIdentical conditions are present
at Bowers St., which has a smaller right-of-way than Lincoln Ave. All available space is needed
for the three proposed vehicle lanes and the sidewalks on both sides, which are immediately
adjacent to the road. No additional space is available for a separate bike lane. Therefore,
similar to Lincoln Ave. at Woodward Ave., no colored shared lane marking is proposed on
Bowers St.

Maple Rd. (Phase 1)

The Master Plan’s recommendations for Maple Rd. in the downtown area are essentially the
same as those for Old Woodward Ave. Bumpouts are recommended for every intersection, and
shared lane markings are recommended for bikes. Maple Rd.’'s narrow right-of-way already
results in a narrow sidewalk once two traffic lanes and two parking lanes are provided. No
additional space is available for a separate bike lane area.

The proposed plan has followed this directive. While the plan may appear to deviate at Bates
St., where no defined bumpouts are shown (due to space being needed for truck turns), the
new road will be narrower than the existing by 8 ft., thereby creating the same benefit of a
reduced crosswalk length.

NEXT STEPS

At this meeting, staff is seeking the endorsement of the presented plans by the MMTB as being
in accordance with the Multi-Modal Master Plan, as well as the other relevant plan and
committee recommendations from the past. If that is achieved, staff plans to do the following:

1. Continue moving forward with the creation of a more detailed plan for Phase I, including
trees, street lights, traffic signal poles, banner poles, etc.

2. Scheduling a public meeting for the business community, to be held in late August. The
meeting will provide an opportunity to sit down with the business owners and
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stakeholders of the Central Business District, and give them an update about where
these projects are. After an overview of the various phases, more discussion will focus
on Phase I, including schedule, traffic management, work hours, etc.

3. Once the plan has become more refined, and the public has been advised, a
presentation will be given to the City Commission.

4. Detailed final design will be underway this fall so that bidding documents can be
finalized and construction bids can be sought in early January. Construction should
begin in March. A complete construction schedule has not yet been finalized, but it is
hoped that the Phase | project could be completed within four months, less if possible.

SUJGGESTED RECOMMENDATION:

To endorse the Old Woodward Ave. and Maple Rd. street reconstruction plans (Phases I, Il, and
I11), and to recommend that the City Commission approve the Old Woodward Ave. Phase | plan
as meeting the goals of the Multi-Modal Transportation Master Plan.
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Future Sidewalk Plans for Downtown Birmingham
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CITY OF BIRMINGHAM MULTIMODAL TRANSPORTATION PLAN % db & RL @™

NETWORK IMPLEMENTATION PLAN
4.2 PHASE 1

| PHASE 1: OVERVIEW
Many of the routes in Phase 1 may be implemented as part of the City’s Capital Improvement
Plan (CIP). A Capital Improvement Plan is a short-range plan, usually five to ten years which
identifies capital projects and provides planning schedules and options for financing the plan.
CIP roadway projects generally fall into two categories, resurfacing and reconstruction.
Resurfacing projects typically only affect the surface of the roadway, whereas in a
reconstruction project the existing roadway, curb and sidewalk may be completely removed
and reconstructed. Incorporating the proposed improvements with the CIP is a cost effective
way to implement the facilities as it will reduce mobilization costs and help to consolidate

roadway closures.

The following pages provide a more detailed breakdown of Phase 1.

FIGURE 4.2A. PHASE 1
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DRAFT- October 14, 2013

PHASE 1: INCIDENTAL PROJECTS
The following is a list of projects that could be implemented as part of the City’s Capital
Improvement Plan (CIP) with incidental costs.

Add bike lanes to W Maple Road between Waddington Street and Southfield Road through a
four-lane to three-lane conversion as part of the 2015 road resurfacing project.

W MAPLE ROAD
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Guidelines to Follow When Adding Shared Lane Markings:

Please note that when 2
used on a street
without on-street
parking that has an
outside travel lane that
is less than 14 feet wide,
the center of the shared
Lane markings should
be at least 4 feet from
the face of the curb or
from the edge of the
pavement where there

-t P
is no curb. k—40 inches |

112 inches 72inches

PHASE 1: PROPOSED COLORED SHARED LANE MARKING
There is an opportunity to add colored shared lane
markings to W Lincoln Street between Ann Street
and Woodward Avenue during the 2014 road
resurfacing project and to Bowers Avenue between S
Old Woodward Avenue and Woodward Avenue
during the 2017 road reconstruction project. Please
note that these projects would probably result in
additional costs to the CIP.

PHASE 1 COLORED SHARED LAMNE MARKING:

Road From To Quantity Unit
Colored Shared Lane Markings (placed every 200' - 250" with solid green paint the entire length):
W Lincoln St Ann 5t Woodward Ave 0.10 MI
Bowers S Old Woodward Ave Woodward Ave 0.05 Ml

*As an alternative to the green paint, white chevrons may be used through the intersections.
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PHASE 1: PROPOSED ROAD CROSSING IMPROVEMENTS

The following table provides a list of proposed road crossing improvements that could be
implemented as part of the City’s Capital Improvement Plan (CIP). Please note that these
projects would probably result in additional costs to the CIP.

With the proposed four-lane to three-lane conversion as part of the 2015 road resurfacing
project on W Maple Road there is the potential for crossing islands at Chesterfield Avenue,
Baldwin Road, between Suffield Drive and Pilgrim Avenue and between Lake Park Drive and
Linden Road. Double posted rectangular rapid flash beacons with advanced warning signs in
both directions are recommended at all crossing islands except Chesterfield Avenue due to the
existing signal (assuming the signal at Lake Park Drive is removed with the four to three lane
conversions).’

Crossing islands and curb extensions are proposed on Lincoln Street between Southfield Road
and Woodward Avenue with the 2014 road resurfacing project.

Curb extensions are proposed on N Eton Road between Derby Road and E Maple Avenue with
the 2014 road reconstruction project.
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DRAFT- October 14, 2013

Curb extensions are recommended at intersections along Old Woodward Avenue between
Willits Road and E Brown Street as part of the 2016 road reconstruction project and between
Brown Street and Landon Street as part of the 2017 road reconstruction project.

E

Curb extensions are proposed on Oak Avenue at Suffield Avenue, Puritan Avenue and Lake Park

Drive with the 2016 road reconstruction project.
e Suffield Avenue — curb extensions on north side of road
e Puritan Avenue — curb extension on south side of road

e Lake Park Drive — curb extension on north side of road

PHASE 1 ROAD CROSSING IMPROVEMENTS:

Road From To Quantity Unit
Crossing Islands {Bollards, landscaping, concrete curbs, striping):

W Maple Rd at Chesterfield Ave 1 EACH
W Lincoln 5t at Stanley Blvd 1 EACH
W Lincoln 5t at Floyd 5t 1 EACH
Crossing Islands with Double Posted Rectangular Rapid Flash Beacon with Advance Warning Signs|
W Maple Rd Between Suffield Dr and Pilgram Ave 1 EACH
W Maple Rd Between Lake Park Dr and Linden Rd 1 EACH
W Maple Rd at Baldwin Rd 1 EACH
Curb Extensions (Sidewalks, landscaping, concrete curbs, sidewalk)

Oak Ave at Suffield Ave 2 EACH
Oak Ave at Puritan Ave 2 EACH
Oak Ave at Lake Park Dr 2 EACH
M Eton Rd at Derby Rd 4 EACH
M Eton Rd at Windemere Rd 1 EACH
M Eton Rd at Yorkshire Rd 2 EACH
W Lincoln 5t at Maryland Blvd 4 EACH
W Lincoln 5t Pierce 5t 4 EACH
E Lincoln 5t at Grant 5t 3 EACH
E Lincoln 5t at Bates 4 EACH
E Lincoln 5t at Ann 5t 4 EACH
N Old Woodward Ave at Willits 5t 2 EACH
N Old Woodward Ave at Hamilton Row 4 EACH
M Old Woodward Ave at EMaple Rd 4 EACH
5 Old Woodward Ave at W Merrill 5t 4 EACH
S Old Woodward Ave at E Brown StfForest Ave 4 EACH
5 Old Woodward Ave at Danes Street 2 EACH
S Old Woodward Ave at Hazel 5t/Frank 5t 2 EACH
5 Old Woodward Ave at Bowers 5t 3 EACH
S Old Woodward Ave at Haynes 5t 3 EACH
S Old Woodward Ave between George 5t and Landon 5t 2 EACH
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PHASE 1: PROPOSED TRANSIT IMPROVEMENTS

The following table provides a list of proposed
transit shelters that could be implemented as part
of the City’s Capital Improvement Plan (CIP).
Please note that the shelters would probably
result in additional costs to the CIP.

Bus shelters are recommended at high volume
bus stops in the downtown in coordination with
proposed curb extensions.

PHASE 1 TRANSIT IMPROVEMENTS:

Road From To Quantity Unit
Bus Shelter

N Old Woodward Ave at the northeast corner of willits 5t 1 EACH
N Old Woodward Ave at the northwest corner of W Maple Rd 1 EACH
N Old Woodward Ave at the southeast corner of E Maple Rd 1 EACH
S Old Woodward Ave at the southwest corner of W Merrill 5t 1 EACH
S Old Woodward Ave at the southeast Daines Street 1 EACH
Does not include engineering fees or contingency

EXISTING BUS SHELTER ON
S OLD WOODARD AVENUE
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CITY OF BIRMINGHAM MULTIMODAL TRANSPORTATION PLAN % db & RL @™

NETWORK IMPLEMENTATION PLAN
4.3 PHASE 2

| PHASE 2: OVERVIEW
Phase 2 objective is to provide connections across the community and create a backbone for

the City’s long-range multi-modal system. This phase achieves this by building on the existing
multi-modal system.

The following pages provide a more detailed breakdown of Phase 2.

FIGURE 4.3A. PHASE 2
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PHASE 2: PROPOSED BIKE FACILITIES

The following provides a list of on-road bike facilities that can be implemented in the near-term
with minimal changes to the roadway. Please note that at time of implementation all bike
facilities should be accompanied by appropriate signage.

On S Eton Road between Yosemite Boulevard and E Lincoln Street, remove parking on the west
side of the street and add a buffered bike lane. On the east side of the street keep on-street
parking and add a shared-lane marking. The buffer between the bike lane and travel lane

should be cross hatched.
S ETON ROAD
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Add bike lanes to S Cranbrook Road between W Maple Avenue and W Lincoln Street through a
four-lane to three-lane conversion. Add bike lanes to N Adams Road between Madison Street
and Evergreen Drive through a four-lane to three-lane conversion. Please note that prior to
implementation a micro-simulation may be necessary to see how school traffic timing affects
both corridors.

S CRANBROOK ROAD AND N ADAMS ROAD

Add bike lanes to Oak Avenue between Lake Park Drive and Lakeside Drive by adding an edge
stripe 6’ out from the curb on both sides of the road.

Add shared lane markings to the following roadways:

W Lincoln Street between S Cranbrook Road and Southfield Road

E Lincoln Street between Adams Road and S Eton Road

S Eton Road between W Maple Rd and Yosemite

N Eton Road between Yorkshire Road and W Maple Road

Bowers Street between Woodward Avenue and Adams Avenue
Oakland Avenue between N Old Woodward Avenue and Woodward Avenue
Willits Street between N Chester Street and N Old Woodward Avenue
W Maple Road between Southfield Road and N Old Woodard Avenue
S Bates Street between W Lincoln St and Willits Street

Cole Street east of S Eton Street

Adams Road between Madison Street and Woodward Avenue

Oak Avenue between Lake Park Drive and Woodward Avenue
Chesterfield Avenue between Oak Avenue and W Maple Road

One-way on S Old Woodward Ave between Landon Rd and E Lincoln St

Add colored shared lane markings to E Lincoln Street between Woodward Avenue and Adams

Road.
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DRAFT- October 14, 2013

PHASE 2 BICYCLE FACILITIES:

Road From To Quantity Unit
Bike Lanes through 4 to 3 lane conversion (stripe removal, pavement markings and signage):
S Cranbrook Rd W Maple Rd W Lincoln Rd 0.57 M
M Adams Rd Evergreen Dr Madison 5t 0.55 MI
Buffered Bike Lane {pavement markings and signage in one direction)

S Eton Rd Yosemite Blvd E Lincoln 5t 0.5 LF
Bike Lanes through Lane Narrowing:

Oak Ave Lake Park Dr Lakeside Dr 0.06 Ml
Shared Lane Markings (placed every 200" - 250'):

W Lincoln 5t S Cranbrook Rd Southfield Rd 1.00 Ml
E Lincoln 5t Adams Rd S Eton Rd 0.51 Ml
S Eton Rd W Maple Rd Yosemite 0.07 [t
M Eton Rd Yorkshire Rd W Maple Rd 0.08 MI
Bowers 5t Woodward Ave Adams Rd 0.2 Ml
Oakland Ave N Old Woodward Ave Woodward Ave 0.16 Ml
Willits 5t M Chester 5t N Old Woodward Ave 0.15 Ml
W Maple Rd Southfield Rd M Old Woodward Ave 0.27 MI
S Bates W Lincoln 5t Willits 5t 0.6 Ml
Cole 5t East of S Eton 5t 0.25 Ml
Adams Rd Madison 5t Woodward Ave 0.9 Ml
Oak Ave Lake Park Dr Woodward Ave 0.46 Ml
Chesterfield Ave Oak Ave W Maple Rd 0.45 [t
Shared Lane Markings (placed every 200" - 250" in one direction):

S Eton Rd Yosemite Blvd E Lincoln 5t 0.5 Ml
S Old Woodward Ave Landon Rd E Lincoln 5t 0.12 Ml
Colored Shared Lane Markings (placed every 200" - 250" with solid green paint the entire length):
W Lincoln St Woodward Ave Adams Rd 0.10 Ml
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PHASE 2: PROPOSED ROAD CROSSING IMPROVEMENTS

The proposed road crossing improvements include both new road crossings and recommended
upgrades to existing road crossings. Due to the high volume of walking that already exists in
the City, it is important to improve the existing crossings and provide new crossings where
there is high demand in order to create a safer environment for everyone.

A crossing island is proposed on S Cranbrook Road
at Midvale on the south side of the intersection to
be implemented concurrent with the proposed 4 to
3 lane conversion. A crossing island is proposed on
N Adams at Abbey Road on north side of the
intersection to be implemented concurrent with the
proposed 4 to 3 lane conversion. And a crossing
island is proposed at N Adams at Buckingham
Avenue on the south side of intersection in the
unused center turn lane.
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DRAFT- October 14, 2013

Curb extensions are proposed throughout the downtown to help eliminate the stepped curbed
and provide ramps to make the downtown more accessible to everyone. Because of the cluster

of proposed curb extensions it would make more sense to implement as part of a road

reconstruction project.

Curb extensions are proposed along S Eton Road near the Rail District. They should extend into

the roadway 5’ on the west side of the street and 8’ on the east side of the street.

There are a few locations where pedestrian crossings are needed and/or minor improvements

should be made.

e North side of Haynes Street between Bowers Street and Columbia Street —

improvements include ramp, detectable warning, sidewalk extension, signs, high
visibility pavement marking

e Bowers Street between Haynes Street and Columbia Street — improvements include

detectable warnings, signs, high visibility pavement markings

e Villa Road at Yankee — improvements include detectable warnings, signs, high visibility

pavement markings

e S Cranbrook Road at Northlawn Boulevard - improvement include ramps, detectable

warnings, signs and high visibility pavement markings

PHASE 2 ROAD CROSSING IMPROVEMENTS:

Road From To Quantity Unit
Crossing Islands {Bollards, landscaping, concrete curbs, striping):
S Cranbrook Rd at Midvale 1 EACH
M Adams Rd at Abbey Rd 1 EACH
M Adams Rd at Buckingham Ave 1 EACH
Curb Extensions
S Eton Rd at Yosemite Blvd 4 EACH
S Eton Rd at villa Rd 4 EACH
S Eton Rd at Bowers 5t 4 EACH
S Eton Rd at Holland 5t 4 EACH
S Eton Rd at Cole 5t 4 EACH
W Maple Rd at Chester 5t 1 EACH
W Maple Rd at S Bates 5t 4 EACH
W Maple Rd at Henrietta 5t 4 EACH
W Maple Rd at Pierce 5t 4 EACH
Minor Upgrades (high visibility markings, ramps and signs)
Haynes 5t between Bowers 5t and Columbia 5t 1 EACH
Bowers 5t between Haynes 5t and Columbia 5t 1 EACH
Villa Rd atYankee 1 EACH
S Cranbrook Rd at Northlawn Blvd 1 EACH
Page 99

122



Attachment C:

ACTIVATING URBAN SPACE: A STRATEGY FOR ALLEYS & PASSAGES

CITYOFBIRMINGHAM 2012



TABLE OF CONTENTS

Executive Summary

Activating Alleys & Passages

Purpose & Goals of Strategy

Birmingham's Commitment to Alleys & Passages

Existing Conditions & 2016 Plan Classifications Summary
Map: Alleys & Passages listed in the Downtown Birmingham 2016 Plan

RECOMMENDATIONS
1: Create a New Classification System for Alleys & Passages
Map: Proposed Destination, Active, and Connecting Vias
2: Establish Design Guidelines & Enhancement Strategies
3: Establish Activation Strategies

Implementation Strategy

10
13

14
15
17
18
20

23



Photo of Block Place, Melbourne, Australia
Source: Derek Midgley on Flickr

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Photo of the Brattle Book Shop in Cambridge, MA
SOURCE: bill_comstock on Flickr

Photo of Wolf Lane in Perth, Australia
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This study identifies alleys and passages in and around Downtown Birmingham,
and seeks to provide a framework to classify alleys and passages into different
categories based on their existing uses and to outline options to capitalize on
opportunities for aesthetic improvement and activation of these spaces.

Alley and passage classifications provide a flexible framework from which to
consider the level of regulation needed to achieve the desired outcomes for each
type. The proposed classifications are not meant to be static, and may change due
to future land usage, new technology, new destination locations, etc.

DESTINATIONVIAS

Destination vias have the most potential to assume an active and dynamicrole in the
urban fabric. These vias would likely be the focus for capital improvement projects,
new development and business attraction, as well as the possible programming of
events to attract residents and visitors.

ACTIVEVIAS

Active vias have great potential for improvement as enhanced multi-modal
corridors that provide through block connections. These vias would likely be the
focus for capital improvement projects to improve access and safety for all users,
and for guidelines or incentives to encourage businesses to expand into the via and
improve their alley facades.

Connecting vias have great potential for aesthetic enhancements to create
interesting and creative spaces to expand the pedestrian network and greatly
enhance walkability. These vias would likely be the focus for smaller scale capital
improvement projects. These projects would improve the aesthetic of the via, using
elements such as new paving, landscaping, furniture and public art.

This document outlines recommendations for design guidelines, enhancement
strategies and activation strategies for our alleys and passages. These
recommendations encourage the enhancement of the urban realm by improving
pedestrian and bicycle connectivity; creating active and interesting building edges
that provide better engagement opportunities with pedestrians; and allowing for
the creation of both formal and informal gathering spaces in alleys and passages.
These recommendations ensure high quality urban design,engaging and pedestrian
friendly activities, while simultaneously recognizing that service functions will likely
continue to exist and need to be accommodated in certain places.

ACTIVATING URBAN SPACE: A STRATEGY FOR ALLEYS & PASSAGES e CITY OF BIRMINGHAM 2012

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

DESTINATION VIAS

Have the most potential to play a dynamic role in the
urban fabric

Focus on capital improvement projects, new
development and business attraction

Possible programming of events to attract residents and
visitors

ACTIVE VIAS

Great potential for improvement as enhanced multi-
modal corridors that provide through block connections

Focus on capital improvement projects to improve
access and safety for all users

Create guidelines or incentives to encourage businesses
to expand into the via and improve their alley facades

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

5



ACTIVATING ALLEYS & PASSAGES

Alleys and passages in cities across the world have traditionally provided a
functional purpose, such as access for service vehicles collecting trash, deliveries
for adjacent businesses, back door access for employees or corridors for power
lines, water lines, sewer lines and drainage. Alleys usually run behind or along
side of buildings to keep these service functions hidden from view and out of
the street. Many alleys and passages are found in older areas of town; they are
often in historic districts and were designed at a time when large motorized
vehicles did not exist. Away from the bustle of main roads, alleys and passages
offer an integrated system of pedestrian and vehicle linkages that connect
streets and districts.

Often alleys and passages are forgotten spaces. They are not considered part of
the main streetscape; they are hidden from view and do not attract visitors other
than service providers. However, alleys and passages provide opportunities
to create unique urban spaces. In tight urban conditions, alleys and passages
provide intimate corridors for pedestrians, and allow for convenient shortcut
routes to adjoining streets and destinations. Encouraging activity to spill out
from adjacent buildings into alleys and passages can strengthen retail, provide
additional space for outdoor dining and special events, and can expand the
pedestrian and bicycle network linking many different areas. Public investment
designed to improve the aesthetics of alleys and passages, such as paving
upgrades, the addition of furniture, lighting or landscaping, will attract people
to these spaces, and will have revitalization benefits for all adjacent properties.

ACTIVATING ALLEYS & PASSAGES

TYPICAL ALLEY FUNCTIONS

deliveries {f drainage

POTENTIAL ADDITIONS TO MAKE ALLEYS MORE VIBRANT

lighting landscaping

Photo of Cady’s Alley in Washington D.C. This alley has upgraded paving and added other aesthetic improvements to
make it more pedestrian-friendly.

SOURCE: The Great Photographicon on Flickr
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PURPOSE & GOALS OF STRATEGY

Activating Urban Space: A Strategy for Alleys & Passages is designed to provide a
plan to manage and maintain existing alley and passage assets in the city, and to
prepare a framework for re-imagining life in these intimate urban spaces. This plan
includes a study of existing alleys and passages in Birmingham. It reviews existing
master plans, ordinances, and the improvements that have been implemented in
alleys and passages as a result of these plans.

This strategy then identifies needed improvements and it provides recommendations
for both design enhancements and activation strategies to encourage activity in
hidden and underutilized urban spaces to provide active and attractive spaces
that enhance public life and increase pedestrian activities in the study area. The
overarching purpose of this plan is to inspire interest from adjoining property
owners, businesses and residents to create high quality urban spaces that
encourage active use and engagement that enhance public life in Birmingham.

Activating Urban Space: A Strategy for Alleys & Passages seeks to recognize the role
and character of alleys and passages in creating a fine grain urban realm, and
seeks to activate these hidden urban spaces.

The overarching purpose of this planis to
inspire interest from adjoining property
owners, businesses and residents to
create high quality urban spaces that
encourage active use and engagement
to enhance public life in Birmingham.

ACTIVATING URBAN SPACE: A STRATEGY FOR ALLEYS & PASSAGES e CITY OF BIRMINGHAM 2012

To maintain and enhance existing alleys and passages.

To improve the walkability and permeability of urban
spaces in Birmingham.

To facilitate and create opportunities for activation of
selected alleys and passages.

To ensure the safety and well-being of all users of
alleys and passages.

To facilitate new development that assists in
achieving desired outcome of plan.

To form the basis for ordinance amendments that
will encourage a form of development in alleys and
passages that will achieve the physical qualities
necessary to enhance, activate and re-imagine the
unique urban spaces in Birmingham.

PURPOSE & GOALS OF STRATEGY



BIRMINGHAM'S COMMITMENT TO ALLEYS & PASSAGES

For many years, the City has demonstrated that it is deeply committed to
maintaining and enhancing its alleys and passage system. The City recognizes the
intrinsic potential for these alleys and passageways to become dynamic spaces that
play a critical role in enhancing our street network and serve as unique destinations
within the fabric of our City.

The existing Downtown Birmingham 2016 Plan identifies and classifies existing
alleys and passages in the downtown core. It provides basic recommendations
for improving and activating the City’s alleys and passages. The recommendations
contained in the section, Circulation 5, of the 2016 Plan state that alleys and
passages should be held to higher aesthetic standards, similar to sidewalks, given
their pedestrian function. Appendix C-9 of the 2016 Plan provides a map of all alleys
in downtown Birmingham, and classifies each as an alley or a pedestrian passage.
Additional attention is given to alleys and passages as pedestrian-friendly spaces
in the Birmingham Zoning Ordinance. The Zoning Ordinance requires screening for
parking adjacent to alleys and passages in the same manner provided along streets.

Over the last several years, many of the changes downtown have invigorated the
streets and enhanced public life; these changes further reinforce the need for the
City to develop a comprehensive strategy to further activate its downtown alleys
and passageways. Examples of some of the recent changes to downtown that
have been catalytic for enhancing the public realm are the construction of new
residential units, the revitalization of three downtown parks, and the addition of a
Farmers’ Market. These changes have brought more people downtown—including
residents and visitors, and make it important for the City to continue to cultivate the
character of its alleys and passages.

The substantial increase in outdoor dining has also activated the streets and
expanded public life. The implementation of the bistro ordinance has provided
the potential for additional improvements to passages by requiring 70% glazing
between 1 and 8 feet above grade on building facades that face a pedestrian
passage. Examples of recent and proposed improvements to alleys and passages
can be seen in the Willits alley that was improved at the time the Willits building
was constructed, and the Social passage which was approved as a part of the Social
bistro plan.

BIRMINGHAM'’S COMMITMENT TO ALLEYS & PASSAGES

‘Designate downtown alleys as either ‘alleys’ or
‘passages’ according to the plan in Appendix

C-9 [of the Downtown Birmingham 2016 Plan].

Alleys should remain service places, while
passages should be treated as sidewalks.”

-Downtown Birmingham 2016 Plan

ACTIVATING URBAN SPACE: A STRATEGY FOR ALLEYS & PASSAGES e 8

TOP: Vehicles and pedestrians utilize Willits Alley.
BOTTOM: Photos of Social Passage and the Social bistro outdoor dining area.
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EXISTING CONDITIONS & 2016 PLAN CLASSIFICATIONS SUMMARY

Birmingham has many alleys located downtown and throughout the city.
These alleys and passages vary in character, function, and condition. Each
alley has the potential for some degree of improvement.

According to the Downtown Birmingham 2016 Plan, it is imperative to
consider the function of each alley and passage when deciding which
improvements should be undertaken and determine the desired level
of pedestrian activity that should take place in each space. These spaces
were classified as either an alley or passage in the 2016 Plan.

The 2016 Plan identifies by the service-oriented uses that take place
here. The need to maintain access for deliveries and trash pickup is critical
in alleys, these spaces must therefore maintain a clear zone that vehicles
can traverse.

The 2016 Plan defines passages as non-motorized cut-throughs. The
pedestrian scale and activity can be allowed to flourish without the clear
zone restrictions necessary in alleys.

The following listis an account of the classifications given to the downtown
alleys and passages in the Downtown Birmingham 2016 Plan.

2016 PLAN: PASSAGE CLASSIFICATION

» Non-motorized cut throughs
» Do not require a clear zone
» Ideal for pedestrian activity

EXISTING CONDITIONS

MAP OF ALLEYS & PASSAGES LISTED IN THE DOWNTOWN BIRMINGHAM 2016 PLAN

0 125 250 500
— e— |
ACTIVATING URBAN SPACE: A STRATEGY FOR ALLEYS & PASSAGES ® 10
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PASSAGES: IDENTIFIED IN THE DOWNTOWN BIRMINGHAM 2016 PLAN

SOCIAL /COMMONWEALTH PASSAGE: W. MAPLE TO HAMILTON CAFEVIA PASSAGE /BRIGGS BUILDING

RECOMMENDATIONS

EDISON /220 PASSAGE: MERRILL TO BROWN DAINES PASSAGE:BROWN TO DAINES

Although the Edison/220 passage was identified by the 2016 Plan as a passage, it
should be noted that this passage can be classified as both an alley and a passage.
The east side of the building is accessible to non-motorized users only. The west side is
accessible by cars and trucks, and it is used for the service functions identified in alleys.

EXISTING CONDITIONS ACTIVATING URBAN SPACE: A STRATEGY FOR ALLEYS & PASSAGES e CITY OF BIRMINGHAM 2012 12




RECOMMENDATION 1: CREATE A NEW CLASSIFICATION SYSTEM FOR ALLEYS & PASSAGES

Existing alleys and passages can be broken up into different classifications for
further study based on their future potential. As the urban context surrounding
alleys and passages varies, so does the level of access provided and the type of
services supported by the alley. These factors, along with others such as location
within commercially zoned areas, presence of adjoining commercial development
that could extend into the alley or passage, existing or future opportunity for
mid- block connections, and level of importance in existing master plans, were all
considered in the process of designating alleys and passages into the classification
system. This classification system can form the basis for future development and
enhancement. Three types of alleys and passages have been identified based on
existing conditions, existing use and future potential.

DESTINATION VIAS

Alleys and passages that people are drawn to as a destination for public gathering
to participate in cultural activities, commercial activities, recreational activities,
outdoor dining, special events, or pausing for respite. These are pedestrian scaled
urban spaces designed without vehicular access for service functions.

Destination vias have the most potential to assume an active and dynamic role
in the urban fabric. These vias would likely be the focus of capital improvement
projects [public or private], new development and business attraction, as well as
the possible programming of events to attract residents and visitors. Destination
vias will likely be the focus for early implementation of design guidelines and
activation strategies.

Destination vias include, but are not limited to:

» (Café Via Passage & Plaza

» Social Passage (Formerly known as Tokyo Sushi Passage)

» Peabody Passage & Plaza (behind the Birmingham 8 Theater)

ACTIVE VIAS

Alleys and passages with a mix of uses and multi-modal activities. Active vias
can be used by pedestrians and bicyclists for travel, smaller scale commercial
activities (i.e. outdoor dining, retail sales and display), small pockets for pedestrian
respite, and shared use by vehicles for access to parking and service functions.

Active vias have great potential forimprovement as enhanced multi-modal corridors
that provide through block connections. These vias would likely be the focus of

RECOMMENDATIONS

capital improvement projects [public or private] to improve access and safety for
all users, as well as guidelines or incentives to encourage businesses to expand into
the via and improve their via facades. Active vias will likely be the focus of ongoing
implementation of design guidelines and activation strategies, as they may require
significant changes in the behavior and use patterns of adjoining businesses.

Active vias include, but are not limited to:

» Edison /220 Alley

»  Churchill's Alley

» N.Hamilton Alley

» S.Hamilton Alley / E. Maple Alley

» Brooklyn Pizza Alley

»  Willits Alley

» Bates Alley

» Henrietta Alley

» Peabody Alley (area with cars and dumpsters)

Alleys and passages that provide a through-block connection exclusively for
pedestrians and/or bicyclists. These have limited opportunities for commercial
activity, limited service function, and no vehicular access.

Connecting vias have great potential for aesthetic enhancements to create
interesting and creative spaces for pedestrian and bicycle use, to expand the non-
motorized network and greatly enhance walkability. These vias would likely be the
focus for smaller scale capital improvement projects [public or private] to improve
the aesthetic of the via, such as new paving, landscaping, seating or public art.
Connecting vias will provide low cost, high impact, implementation opportunities.

Connecting vias include, but are not limited to:
» Daines Passage

» Edison Passage (with the plaza)

» Peabody Mansion Passage

» Commonwealth Passage (near cafe)

» Shain Townhouse Passage

» Clark Hill Passage

» Tender Passage

» Baldwin Passage

ACTIVATING URBAN SPACE: A STRATEGY FOR ALLEYS & PASSAGES e 14

DESTINATION VIA:CAFE VIA PASSAGE

ACTIVATING URBAN SPACE: A STRATEGY FOR ALLEYS & PASSAGES e
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RECOMMENDATION 2: ESTABLISH DESIGN GUIDELINES & ENHANCEMENT STRATEGIES

Depending on the classification of an existing (or new) alley or passage, different
types of design guidelines and enhancement strategies can be applied as new
developments or capital improvements are proposed. The following elements
should be integrated into design guidelines or design standards for each
classification of alley or passage:

PAVING

Paving should be consistent with the materials and design patterns within the
existing streetscape standards. Broom finish concrete with exposed aggregate
accents is typical. Generally, broom finish concrete should serve as the primary
pedestrian path.

LIGHTING

Pedestrian scale street lights may be added where feasible. Architectural and
accent lighting should be encouraged to provide added visual interest. In addition,
surface lighting of building facades and edges in alleys and passages should be
encouraged as it provides better visibility and security.

FURNITURE

Where feasible and practical, streetscape furniture should be provided including
trash receptacles, bike racks, benches and City news racks. Determining factors
in placement should include available space, potential for use and adjacency to
activity centers.

LANDSCAPING

Additional landscaping and greenery should be added wherever possible,
particularly vertical elements along the edges of alleys and passages. This includes
trees, bushes, shrubs, and flowers as well as vertical plantings in planter boxes,
trellises or green screens with plant material such as climbing ivy and vines.

NAMING RIGHTS

A naming rights program should be explored as an additional method to provide
funding for physical improvements in public alleys and passages.

ACTIVATING URBAN SPACE: A STRATEGY FOR ALLEYS & PASSAGES e

PEDESTRIAN SCALED DESIGN

All portions of buildings and sites directly adjoining an alley or passage should
maintain a human scale and a fine grain building rhythm that provides architectural
interest for pedestrians and other users. Design details such as windows and doors
overlooking the alley or passage to provide solar access, visual interaction and
surveillance of the alley and passage should be encouraged or required. Walls
facing alleys and passages should include windows and architectural features
customarily found on the front facade of a building, such as awnings, cornice work,
edge detailing or decorative finish materials.

CROSSWALKS

Crosswalks may be appropriate in some areas as a means to to link alleys and
passages together. Crosswalks could help visually connect the alleys and passages
network and create a convienent way for pedestrians and bicycles to move through
the city.

COMMERCIAL SIGNAGE

To draw people into alleys and passages, directory signage should be provided at
each entry to all alleys and passages. In addition, to encourage creativity, to add
color and to activate the urban space in alleys and passages, specific sign guidelines
should be created for all properties with building facades immediately adjoining
alleys or passages. Alley and passage signage should be bold and graphic in nature,
and be used by individual businesses to draw attention to the rear access points of
ground floor businesses.

TERMINATING VISTAS

Some of the alleys and passages could be enhanced by giving special attention to
the terminating vistas residents and visitors see as they meander through alleys and
passages. Interesting architectural details, landscaping, or the addition of public art
along blank building walls and other terminating vistas will enhance how residents
and visitors experience these spaces.

RECOMMENDATIONS 17



PAVING

Broom finish concrete with exposed aggregate accents

LANDSCAPING

Climbing vines Utility boxes screened by shrubs

NAMING RIGHTS

The passage for Cafe Via is known as the Cafe Via Passage

RECOMMENDATIONS

LIGHTING

Barcelona, Spain passage with edge lighting
SOURCE: Carter Henricks on Flicker

Landscaping makes passages more welcoming to pedestrians

COMMERCIAL SIGNAGE

Example of wayfinding signage for Willits Alley

Example of a light fixture

STREET FURNITURE

The City’s official street furniture

A fountain that doubles as a bench in the Cafe Via Passage

PEDESTRIAN SCALED DESIGN

Architectural features help make an alley more pedestrian-friendly

ACTIVATING URBAN SPACE: A STRATEGY FOR ALLEYS & PASSAGES e

RECOMMENDATION 3: ESTABLISH ACTIVATION STRATEGIES

Depending on the classification of an existing (or new) alley or passage, different
types of activation strategies can also be used to encourage new developments and
new uses. The following elements should be integrated into activation guidelines
or standards for each classification of alley or passage:

ACTIVE EDGES

To enhance the amenity and character of alleys and passages, to enhance visual
interest and encourage surveillance of urban spaces, active uses should be
provided at the ground floor level along the majority of the edges of buildings
located adjacent to alleys and passages. Uses such as outdoor dining, retail sales
and display and art display should be encouraged to allow first floor uses to spill
out into alleys and passages. All first floor uses should be directly accessible to the
public from adjoining alleys and passages, with care taken to avoid conflict with
pedestrian movement in the alley or passage. All doors adjoining alleys or passages
should be required to provide signage identifying the first floor business(es) to
attract visitors, and add visual impact and color to the alley or passage.

Uses such as drive-in facilities or commercial uses that encourage patrons to
remain in their automobiles while receiving goods or services should be specifically
prohibited in all alleys and passages. In addition, conditions that limit opportunities
and the desirability of pedestrian uses, such as outdoor automatic food and drink
vending machines, unscreened trash receptacles and unscreened outdoor storage
should also be prohibited in alleys and passages.

Uses such as community gardens and public plaza space should be developed in or
adjacent to alleys and passages to enhance public life by providing intimate public
gathering spaces for special events, rest and relaxation or people watching. Design
details for such spaces should include formal seating to create “places to pause”
and informal seating that is integrated into the design of the public space, such as
planter boxes or sculpture bases at chair height.

MULTI-MODAL ACCESS

Active and functional alleys and passages should provide 24-hour accessibility for
bicycles, pedestrians and /or vehicles depending on their widths and functions.
For alleys and passages with vehicular access, only slow speeds should be
permitted, and equitable access should be provided to bikes, pedestrians and cars.
Reconfiguration of existing traffic flow may be needed to provide for the safe flow

ACTIVATING URBAN SPACE: A STRATEGY FOR ALLEYS & PASSAGES e

of pedestrians and bicyclists. A clear zone should be maintained to allow alleys and
passages with existing vehicular traffic to maintain safe access for service vehicles.
In addition, to ensure safe and secure pedestrian and bicycle routes in alleys and
passages, it is important to reserve a shared zone that minimizes conflict points for
bikes and pedestrians, while integrating any required service or access function.
Any barriers that preclude full access of alleys and passages, such as parking gates,
fences or enclosures blocking off stairs, windows or entrances should be prohibited.
In some areas, where alleys align across streets, crosswalks may be appropriate
to visually link alleys and passages together. Alleys and passages should also be
utilized to provide multi-modal connections to key destinations throughout the
city, such as parks or public libraries.

PUBLIC ART

Tasteful and appropriate public art should be encouraged in all available space.
Special emphasis should be placed on creating terminating views that provide
visual cues to users that these spaces are intended to be active and friendly.

WAYFINDING SIGNAGE

Wayfinding signage can be the most effective method of raising awareness that alley
and passages exist, and that these spaces provide additional retail and recreation
opportunities. The signage could also indicate that they provide convenient
shortcuts and increased connectivity in commercial areas.

RECOMMENDATIONS 19



ACTIVATIONSTRATEGIES

BUSINESS SIGNAGE WAYFINDING SIGNAGE: STAND ALONE & WALLMOUNTED

Steel “H” beam

GARDEN ADJACENTTO EDISON PASSAGE UTILITIES SCREENING

ENHANCED PASSAGE: PUBLIC ART, RETAILDISPLAYS, LANDSCAPING, OUTDOOR DINING & WAYFINDING

Burnett Lane in Brisbane, Australia. This alley has been activated through outdoor dining.

This is an example of a passage in Sydney, Australia that is part of the Laneway Art Program. The Laneway Art
Source: http://desktopmag.com.au/news/sydney-laneway-art-submissions/ Program’s goal is to activate and enliven Sydney’s alleys and public spaces through temporary public art. The

pieces are on display for a few months out of the year.

Source: http://desktopmag.com.au/news/sydney-laneway-art-submissions/

RECOMMENDATIONS
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TIMELINE

PRIORITIZATION

PHASE 1

IMPLEMENTATION
STRATEGY

ACTION

Identify and classify all alleys & passages within
study area

Document existing conditions (pavement width,
condition, etc.)

Identify multi-modal connection opportunities within
alleys & passages

Identify green strategies for alleys & passages

Develop signage standards for alleys & passages

Incorporate public art into alleys & passages

Improve wayfinding

Develop conceptual case studies

Enhance Design Guidelines for private development
adjacent to alleys & passages

Consider establishing a Naming Program for alleys &
passages

DELIVERABLE

Maps and photo survey

Prepare information sheets on all alleys & passages within study area

Integrate findings and connections into Multi-Modal Plan

Establish a pilot section of green alley within the study area
Amendments to Sign & Zoning Ordinance

Attend Public Arts Board meeting to present Activating Urban Spaces:
A Strategy for Alleys & Passages, encourage placement of public art to
enhance alleys & passages

Create brand for alley & passage wayfinding, develop standards for
location of directional sighage, install

One conceptual plan for each classification of alley and passage

Alleys & Passages Overlay ordinance, or integration of
regulations into existing Downtown & Triangle Overlay Districts

Establish donor program for naming and improvement of alleys &
passages

PHASE 2

s PR\ ORITIZATION

Review implementation strategies and prioritization
for capital improvements

Establish a funding mechanism to encourage
enhancement projects

Conduct regular review and plan update every 5 years

Encourage social, artistic, cultural events within
destination alleys & passages

Investigate opportunities to attract and promote
business within alleys and passages

ACTIVATING URBAN SPACE: A STRATEGY FOR ALLEYS & PASSAGES e CITY OF BIRMINGHAM 2012

Prepare Capital Improvement Plan for alleys and passages with
identified funding sources

A funding program to ensure that alleys and passages are enhanced

Revised strategy to reflect changes

Develop event calendar and program for alleys & passages

Create incentive provisions in Zoning Ordinance or establish activation
requirements, prepare pamphlet for distribution to existing businesses

IMPLEMENTATION STRATEGY 23
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BALDWIN PASSAGE

MARTIN

H3a1S3HO

Baldwin
Passage

MERRILL

EXISTING CHARACTERISTICS

CLASSIFICATION: Connecting

WIDTH: 4.5 foot sidewalk, passage is approximately 11 feet wide
SURFACE: Concrete sidewalk

SURFACE CONDITION: Excellent

EXISTING SERVICES: Trash, adjacent to the passage
SCREENING: Dumpster enclosure adequately screens trash
VEHICLES: None, exclusively a pedestrian passage

PARKING: No

BICYCLE FACILITIES: No existing facilities

LIGHTING: Lighting from adjacent patios & bollards along the
passage

FURNITURE: No
PLAZA/ GATHERING SPACE: No

LANDSCAPING: Thick tree coverage lining the passage, and flower
bed adjacent to the sidewalk on the Martin side of the passage

PEDESTRIAN SCALED ARCHITECTURE: Patios, sliding doors &
windows of the senior housing facility

OUTDOOR COMMERCIAL USES: None
SIGNAGE: None

WAYFINDING SIGNAGE: None

VISUAL FEATURES/ ART: Nice landscaping

OTHER NOTES: A well-maintained passage that does not appear
to be widely traveled

O X

Trees
Landscaping

Dumpster

Screening Structure/Enclosure

MARTIN

BALDWIN PASSAGE
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WILLITS ALLEY
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2 Alley
MAPLE

EXISTING CHARACTERISTICS
CLASSIFICATION: Active
2016 PLAN TYPE: Alley

WIDTH: Approximately 27 feet east to west, approximately 14 to
22 feet wide north to south

SURFACE: Concrete with aggregate accents
SURFACE CONDITION: Good in most areas, OK in others
EXISTING SERVICES: Trash & deliveries

SCREENING: Some trash receptacles are screened, utilities are
screened by a green wall on the Willits edge of the alley

VEHICLES: Cars & trucks
SPEED LIMIT: Not posted

PARKING: There are a number of “No Parking in Fire Lane”
signs, parallel parking and perpendicular parking occurs in
areas throughout the alley

BICYCLE FACILITIES: No existing facilities

LIGHTING: 9 City street lamps & wall-mounted lights on the
buildings along the passage

FURNITURE: 4 City benches along the alley

PLAZA/GATHERING SPACE: There are two small areas to
pause for repose in the alley

LANDSCAPING: Green walls, trees, shrubs and other plantings

PEDESTRIAN SCALED ARCHITECTURE: Back doors of
businesses, windows, and balconies on many of the buildings

OUTDOOR COMMERCIAL USES: None

SIGNAGE: Many of the buildings have signage on the wall
facing the alley

WAYFINDING SIGNAGE: On Maple there is a wayfinding sign

VISUAL FEATURES/ ART: Nice mix of colors, textures,
architectural & green features

OTHER NOTES: Clean and well-maintained alley that could use
more delineation for parking, deliveries and pedestrian traffic
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Perpendicular or Angled Parking
x Trash Compactors & Dumpsters

Trees

Landscaping

[] compactor Enclosure

S
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WILLITS ALLEY

2 benches

“No Parking In
Fire Lane” signs

MAPLE

Terminating Vista
Green Wall
Cars parallel park here in the alley

Entrances for covered parking or garage door



TENDER PASSAGE

MAPLE

Tender
Passage

Bates
Alley

RS EL

MARTIN

EXISTING CHARACTERISTICS

CLASSIFICATION: Connecting

WIDTH: 3 feet wide at its narrowest & 7 feet wide at its widest
SURFACE: Concrete sidewalk

SURFACE CONDITION: Excellent

EXISTING SERVICES: None in the passage, however, there is a
dumpster in the Bates Alley adjacent to the Tender Passage

SCREENING: No
VEHICLES: None, exclusively a pedestrian passage

PARKING: No parking in the Tender Passage, however, there is
parking in the adjacent Bates Alley

BICYCLE FACILITIES: No existing facilities
LIGHTING: Small wall-mounted lights
FURNITURE: No

PLAZA/ GATHERING SPACE: No
LANDSCAPING: None

PEDESTRIAN SCALED ARCHITECTURE: 2 staircases, a door to the
other part of “Tender” & high first floor windows

OUTDOOR COMMERCIAL USES: None

SIGNAGE: None

WAYFINDING SIGNAGE: None

VISUAL FEATURES/ ART: View of Bates Alley, telephone pole & wires

OTHER NOTES: This passage is rather plain and aesthetic
improvements could be made
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BATES ALLEY

00000000 0000000000000 000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000

1

MAPLE

R Tender
Passage

Bates
Alley
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MARTIN

EXISTING CHARACTERISTICS

CLASSIFICATION: Active

2016 PLAN TYPE: Alley

WIDTH: 26 feet at narrowest point where there’s no parking
SURFACE: Concrete & asphalt

SURFACE CONDITION: Okay, could use some work in areas
EXISTING SERVICES: Trash & deliveries

SCREENING: Dumpster screening for townhouses next to garage
doors

VEHICLES: Cars and trucks 3
SPEED LIMIT: Not posted

PARKING: “No Parking in Alley” signs. Perpendicular parking
permitted on the north side of the alley

BICYCLE FACILITIES: No existing facilities

LIGHTING: Small wall-mounted lights

FURNITURE: No

PLAZA/ GATHERING SPACE: No

LANDSCAPING: Small planters mounted on the walls of buildings

PEDESTRIAN SCALED ARCHITECTURE: Back doors of
businesses and some windows

OUTDOOR COMMERCIAL USES: None
SIGNAGE: None
WAYFINDING SIGNAGE: None

VISUAL FEATURES/ ART: Telephone poles & wires, large plain
white brick wall
OTHER NOTES: Connects to the Tender Passage with a set

of three stairs. Dumpsters could be enclosed, and areas for
pedestrian and vehicular traffic could be more clearly defined.
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BROOKLYN PIZZA ALLEY BROOKLYN PIZZA ALLEY

MAPLE
ﬁ . Brooklyn
X r-_% Pizza MAPLE
m T Alley
- 0O
> m
\
MARTIN 2 \“
-
‘ xX 1CHURCHILL’S
) XXX XX R p4
EXISTING CHARACTERISTICS 1 X 2 3 x A . ?“
CLASSIFICATION: Active X 4 J <
- - i
2016 PLAN TYPE: Alley = e = 2
=z “
WIDTH: Approximately, 27 feet wide, excluding parking area Py Pahi?ng m
SURFACE: Asphalt m inslglrfsy"
SURFACE CONDITION: Poor =
EXISTING SERVICES: Trash & deliveries 3

SCREENING: None
VEHICLES: Cars and trucks
SPEED LIMIT: Not posted

PARKING: “No Parking in Alley”signs, perpendicular parking on MARTIN
the north side of the alley

BICYCLE FACILITIES: No existing facilities

LIGHTING: Small wall-mounted lights

FURNITURE: None

PLAZA/ GATHERING SPACE: No

LANDSCAPING: None 4

PEDESTRIAN SCALED ARCHITECTURE: Back doors of
businesses and some windows

OUTDOOR COMMERCIAL USES: None

SIGNAGE: On the back of some businesses Perpendicular Parking
WAYFINDING SIGNAGE: None x
VISUAL FEATURES/ ART: Telephone poles

OTHER NOTES: A busy service alley

Dumpsters & Recycle Bins

= 3§ Potential Crosswalk Connection
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CHURCHILL'S ALLEY

MAPLE

Brooklyn
Pizza Alley

< MAPLE

30d3ld

Churchill’s

BROOKLYN PIZzA £&°
ALLEY

EXISTING CHARACTERISTICS

CLASSIFICATION: Active

2016 PLAN TYPE: Alley

WIDTH: Approximately 18 feet wide

SURFACE: Asphalt

SURFACE CONDITION: Poor

EXISTING SERVICES: Trash & deliveries |

SCREENING: None 3 - “No
Parking

VEHICLES: Cars and trucks ) in Alley”

SPEED LIMIT: Not posted e g / signs
4

9
=
Py
@)
Q

PARKING: “No Parking in Alley”signs, however, parallel parking

occurs. There is perpendicular parking in a bump out & covered Raised

parking adjacent to the alley e —cg
Z
Z

BICYCLE FACILITIES: No existing facilities bench A
LIGHTING: 3 City street lamps, some small wall-mounted lights 1
1

FURNITURE: None
PLAZA/ GATHERING SPACE: No
LANDSCAPING: Climbing vines on two buildings

PEDESTRIAN SCALED ARCHITECTURE: Alley entrance to 4
Biggby’s coffee, back doors of businesses and a few windows

OUTDOOR COMMERCIAL USES: None

SIGNAGE: Small wall sign for Biggby’'s Coffee entrance, one . . .
business has a decal on its back door Perpendicular Parking Entrance for covered parking area

WAYFINDING SIGNAGE: None o  Dumpster () Street Lamps

VISUAL FEATURES/ ART: Corners break up the length of the = P Potential Crosswalk Connection s &g Terminating Vista
alley, climbing vines 7N

) ) . N\ Green Wall
OTHER NOTES: A busy service alley with good vista
opportunities. This alley could benefit from more clear
delineation of pedestrian & service uses

Cars parallel park here in the alley

16
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EDISON PASSAGE (WEST SIDE)
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Passage

EXISTING CHARACTERISTICS
CLASSIFICATION: Active
2016 PLAN TYPE: Passage

WIDTH: Approximately, 16 feet wide total: 5 feet in the
pedestrian area & 11 feet wide for vehicles

SURFACE: Aggregate & concrete with brick accents

SURFACE CONDITION: Good in some areas, poor in area near
the internal plaza

EXISTING SERVICES: Trash & deliveries in area adjacent to the
passage

SCREENING: None
VEHICLES: Cars & trucks
SPEED LIMIT: Not posted 3

PARKING: One space behind 220 & two spaces by the large
brick building adjacent to the passage. Bollards prevent parking
along edge of the passage

BICYCLE FACILITIES: No existing facilities

LIGHTING: 1 City street lamp in plaza area, wall-mounted lights
illuminate covered portion of the passage, wall mounted lights
on the back of 220

FURNITURE: 4 benches and 6 large planters in the plaza

PLAZA/ GATHERING SPACE: Small plaza along the passage
and landscaped plaza with sculptures adjacent to Merrill side

LANDSCAPING: Tree, shrubs and flowers along the passage 4

PEDESTRIAN SCALED ARCHITECTURE: Windows and doors
along the passage

OUTDOOR COMMERCIAL USES: None
SIGNAGE: Decals on business doors adjacent to passage
WAYFINDING SIGNAGE: None

VISUAL FEATURES/ ART: Sculptures in plaza adjacent to the
Merrill side of the passage

OTHER NOTES: The plaza could be made more inviting

ofy
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EDISON PASSAGE (EAST SIDE)
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EXISTING CHARACTERISTICS
CLASSIFICATION: Connecting
2016 PLAN TYPE: Passage

WIDTH: The passage is approximately 12 feet wide and it is
wider where the plaza is located

SURFACE: Concrete & aggregate along the passage; aggregate
with brick and concrete accents in the plaza

SURFACE CONDITION: OK along the passage, poor in the plaza
EXISTING SERVICES: Utilities, deliveries (on foot)

SCREENING: Lush landscaping provides some camouflage for
utilities, some utility screening

VEHICLES: No vehicles permitted on this portion of the Edison
passage

BICYCLE FACILITIES: No existing facilities

LIGHTING: 1 City street lamp in plaza area, small wall-mounted
lights on 220

FURNITURE: 3 benches

PLAZA/ GATHERING SPACE: Large plaza area with minimal
furniture & landscaping

LANDSCAPING: Trees, shrubs and other plantings along the
northern half of passage

PEDESTRIAN SCALED ARCHITECTURE: Windows and doors on
buildings. A short brick wall, and a staircase located near the
plaza

OUTDOOR COMMERCIAL USES: None
SIGNAGE: None
WAYFINDING SIGNAGE: None

VISUAL FEATURES/ ART: Attractive buildings and landscaping
adjacent to the north side of the passage, the southern half of
the passage is located adjacent to a surface parking lot

OTHER NOTES: This passage could be a good destination for a
public art installations
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DAINES PASSAGE
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EXISTING CHARACTERISTICS
CLASSIFICATION: Connecting

2016 PLAN TYPE: Passage

WIDTH: Approximately 12 feet wide

SURFACE: Aggregate with brick accents

SURFACE CONDITION: Good

EXISTING SERVICES: None

SCREENING: N/A

VEHICLES: None, exclusively a pedestrian passage
BICYCLE FACILITIES: No existing facilities

LIGHTING: Wall-mounted lights
FURNITURE: None

PLAZA/ GATHERING SPACE: No
LANDSCAPING: Trees, shrubs,planters and flowers

PEDESTRIAN SCALED ARCHITECTURE: Windows along both
sides of the passage

OUTDOOR COMMERCIAL USES: None

SIGNAGE: None

WAYFINDING SIGNAGE: None

VISUAL FEATURES/ ART: Nicely landscaped

OTHER NOTES: Well-maintained pedestrian passage
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HENRIETTA ALLEY
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m Alley
>
BROWN
TOWNSEND
clock
mural
EXISTING CHARACTERISTICS

CLASSIFICATION: Active
2016 PLAN TYPE: Alley “No
WIDTH: Approximately 25 feet wide “ Parking

SURFACE: Concrete ins'glr?g ;
SURFACE CONDITION: Good

EXISTING SERVICES: Trash & deliveries ' |
SCREENING: None 3

VEHICLES: Cars & trucks BROWN

SPEED LIMIT: Not posted

PARKING: “No Parking in Alley” sign
BICYCLE FACILITIES: No existing facilities
LIGHTING: Wall-mounted lights
FURNITURE: None

PLAZA/ GATHERING SPACE: No
LANDSCAPING: None

PEDESTRIAN SCALED ARCHITECTURE: Back doors of
businesses and some windows

OUTDOOR COMMERCIAL USES: None 4
SIGNAGE: One business with its name on the back door
WAYFINDING SIGNAGE: None

VISUAL FEATURES/ ART: Interesting mural on the back of one x Dumpsters & Recycle Bins
building

OTHER NOTES: This is a well-maintained & wide alley that is well-
lit in natural light

Entrance for covered parking area

24
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N. HAMILTON ALLEY

N. Hamilton
Alley

HAMILTON

EXISTING CHARACTERISTICS
CLASSIFICATION: Active
2016 PLAN TYPE: Alley

WIDTH: Approximately 30 feet wide excluding the angled parking
area

SURFACE: Concrete & asphalt
SURFACE CONDITION: OK

EXISTING SERVICES: Trash & deliveries
SCREENING: None

VEHICLES: Cars & trucks

SPEED LIMIT: Not posted

PARKING: “No Parking in Alley” signs, parallel parking occuring
on the south side and angled parking spaces on the north side

BICYCLE FACILITIES: No existing facilities
LIGHTING: Recessed lighting above business doors
FURNITURE: None

PLAZA/ GATHERING SPACE: No

LANDSCAPING: Trees and other plantings along the side of the
alley adjacent to the parking structure

PEDESTRIAN SCALED ARCHITECTURE: The businesses have
ample signage on the facade facing the alley and glass doors
that are welcoming back entrances for pedestrians

OUTDOOR COMMERCIAL USES: None

SIGNAGE: Businesses have substantial sighage on the facade
facing the alley

WAYFINDING SIGNAGE: None
VISUAL FEATURES/ ART: Very open & inviting alley

OTHER NOTES: This alley has great potential for outdoor dining,
events and sales
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Dumpsters
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Landscaping
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S. HAMILTON/ E. MAPLE

)
ZY

HAMILTON

_ Commonwealth

Passage

o S. Hamilton / E.

Q Maple Alley

O

4 Social
Oo Passage
¢)
3
S
L)

MAPLE

EXISTING CHARACTERISTICS

CLASSIFICATION: Active

2016 PLAN TYPE: Alley

WIDTH: Approximately 18 feet wide

SURFACE: Asphalt

SURFACE CONDITION: OK in some areas, poor in others
EXISTING SERVICES: Trash & deliveries

SCREENING: 1 dumpster enclosure built into a building, the rest
of the receptacles are unscreened

VEHICLES: Cars & trucks
SPEED LIMIT: Not posted

PARKING: “No Parking in Alley” signs, parallel parking occurs as
well as perpendicular parking

BICYCLE FACILITIES: No existing facilities
LIGHTING: Small wall-mounted lights
FURNITURE: None

PLAZA/ GATHERING SPACE: Small plaza with City benches
adjacent to the alley

LANDSCAPING: Green wall, plantings near alley entrances &
small landscaped areas throughout the alley

PEDESTRIAN SCALED ARCHITECTURE: Back doors of
businesses and some windows

OUTDOOR COMMERCIAL USES: None
SIGNAGE: A few businesses have their names on their back walls
WAYFINDING SIGNAGE: None

VISUAL FEATURES/ ART: Covered elevated walkway adjacent to
Hamilton & some interesting brick work on buildings

OTHER NOTES: This alley could use some aesthetic upgrades
and better delineation for parking, deliveries & pedestrian traffic

Perpendicular Parking
Dumpsters & Recycle Bins

Potential Crosswalk Connection

Trees
Landscaping
Dumpster Enclosure

Plaza

N.

Covered
elevated

S. HAMILTON/ E. MAPLE

HAMILTON

S L 1
3 IS RRXX —
amr.‘ : - 2 vl

PY o q

( }

o Fenced

: area

( ]

o |

[ ]

MAPLE
CAFE VIA PASSAGE
N

s

AN\

Terminating Vista
Green Wall

Social Passage

Commonwealth Passage
Cars parallel park here

Garage doors for townhouses
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SOCIAL PASSAGE SOCIAL PASSAGE

©
R
7 N. HAMILTON
ILTON
HAM= Commonwealth
Passage
. S. Hamilton / E.
Q Maple Alley
oé, Social
Ooo [ Passage H AM\LTON
2 MAPLE
o a!
3
oy
} | L F
|
ﬂ
2 ‘ \
\\\||I//
EXISTING CHARACTERISTICS E ﬁap[elf/ E,/“\\\E
CLASSIFICATION: Destination Aileyaml ton -
2016 PLAN TYPE: Passage o {
WIDTH: Approximately 14 feet wide (O 31
SURFACE: Concrete sidewalk %
SURFACE CONDITION: Excellent OO | |
EXISTING SERVICES: None % (o]
SCREENING: N/A %
VEHICLES: None, exclusively a pedestrian passage
BICYCLE FACILITIES: No existing facilities
LIGHTING: 2 City street lamps, Social Bistro provides lighting in
outdoor seating area, 1 wall-mounted light fixture
FURNITURE: City newsrack, outdoor seating area for Social Bistro
PLAZA/ GATHERING SPACE: Outdoor seating at Social Bistro 3
LANDSCAPING: Planter boxes on rails of outdoor seating area CAFE VIA PASSAGE

PEDESTRIAN SCALED ARCHITECTURE: Outdoor seating area with
awning, large windows on Social Bistro

OUTDOOR COMMERCIAL USES: Outdoor seating

SIGNAGE: Sign for JoS. A. Bank, decals on doors ;\/\"’\g
)\

WAYFINDING SIGNAGE: None

(O street Lamps
VISUAL FEATURES/ ART: The Social Bistro outdoor seating area N .
provides a mix of vibrant colors & textures “~.~ Social Bistro outdoor seating area

OTHER NOTES: This passage could be a good location for public Planter boxes along rail of outdoor seating area
art installations

Terminating Vista

[3] city newsrack

Commonwealth Passage
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COMMONWEALTH PASSAGE COMMONWEALTH PASSAGE

©
R4
T N. HAMILTON
ILTON
HANL Commonwealth
Passage
. S. Hamilton / E.
Q Maple Alley
oe, Social
ooo i Passage HAMILTON
@7 MAPLE
> o 3
Commonwealth “ L ’%
Passage ‘
2 \
EXISTING CHARACTERISTICS S. Maple /
) E. Hamilton
CLASSIFICATION: Connecting Alley 1 ./ P~
2016 PLAN TYPE: Passage o o
(
WIDTH: Approximately 5 feet wide (O °
SURFACE: Concrete & red brick pavers % :
SURFACE CONDITION: Excellent OO ° I
EXISTING SERVICES: None 2 A% .
SCREENING: N/A %
VEHICLES: None, exclusively a pedestrian passage MAPLE
BICYCLE FACILITIES: A rack on Hamilton adjacent to the
passage

LIGHTING: 2 City street lamps
FURNITURE: None
PLAZA/ GATHERING SPACE: No

LANDSCAPING: Two trees, some woodchips on the edge of the CAFE VIA PASSAGE
passage

PEDESTRIAN SCALED ARCHITECTURE: A few windows on the
Commonwealth Cafe building

OUTDOOR COMMERCIAL USES: None

SIGNAGE: None )
® o o Social Passage

WAYFINDING SIGNAGE: None Trees

VISUAL FEATURES/ ART: Vista opportunity

OTHER NOTES: Well-maintained passage could benefit from
more landscaping or other added visual interest

(O street Lamps
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CAFE VIA PASSAGE & PLAZA

Shain
MAPLE Townhouse
° Passage

Cafe Via
¢ Passage
& Plaza

¢ Clark Hill
Passage

'V,po 2

EXISTING CHARACTERISTICS

CLASSIFICATION: The passage is Connecting & the plaza is a
Destination

2016 PLAN TYPE: Passage

WIDTH: Approximately 20 feet wide in the passage, wider in the
plaza area 3

SURFACE: Concrete & aggregate

SURFACE CONDITION: Excellent

EXISTING SERVICES: None

SCREENING: Utilities screened by landscaping on Peabody side
VEHICLES: None, exclusively a pedestrian passage

BICYCLE FACILITIES: No existing facilities

LIGHTING: Decorative hanging lamps in the covered passage &
recessed lighting

FURNITURE: Small cafe tables, chairs & a fountain in the 4
passage. Tables, chairs & a fireplace in the plaza area.

PLAZA/ GATHERING SPACE: Yes, Cafe Via Plaza

LANDSCAPING: Trees, shrubs & other plantings near the parking
garage in the passage area, and raised planters in the plaza
area.

PEDESTRIAN SCALED ARCHITECTURE: The passage has ornate
decorative features for pedestrians, and the plaza adds to the
pedestrian scaled design in the plaza area

OUTDOOR COMMERCIAL USES: Outdoor dining in the plaza
area

SIGNAGE: Sign above the Cafe Via covered passage entrance &
above the business doors along the uncovered passage

WAYFINDING SIGNAGE: None

VISUAL FEATURES/ ART: Beautiful fountain & fireplace, and
decorative tiling in the Cafe Via passage

CAFE VIA PASSAGE & PLAZA

S. HAMILTON / E. MAPLE ALLEY

N2
my

Terminating Vista
e e o o Cafe Via Covered Passage
Clark Hill Passage
Shain Townhouse Passage
=== Brick privacy wall

Trees
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MAPLE

Fireplace

O

..~ Cafe Via Plaza / outdoor seating area

=]

._4 Cafe tables along
: covered passage

N
N
.
Glass doors & windowsk
along this facade

PARKING
SIRUCITIURE

Landscaping

Landscaping screening utilities

Fountain
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CLARK HILL PASSAGE CLARK HILL PASSAGE

S. HAMILTON / E. MAPLE ALLEY

Shain
MAPLE Townhouse
o Passage
o Cafe Via
¢ Passage
& Plaza
Q .
O é - Clark Hill
2 ) Passage
B %
% ) MAPLE
N 2z
EXISTING CHARACTERISTICS 2
CLASSIFICATION: Connecting <
2016 PLAN TYPE: Passage PARKING (S%p
WIDTH: Approximately 20 feet wide Doors along SITIRUCTURE %
SURFACE: Aggregate & decorative stone € both sides of A
e the passage
SURFACE CONDITION: Excellent (O
EXISTING SERVICES: None %
SCREENING: N/A Oo

VEHICLES: None, exclusively a pedestrian passage @7
BICYCLE FACILITIES: No existing facilities %

LIGHTING: Recessed lighting in the ceiling of the covered
passage

FURNITURE: None
PLAZA/ GATHERING SPACE: Adjacent to the Cafe Via Plaza
LANDSCAPING: Planters at entrances

PEDESTRIAN SCALED ARCHITECTURE: Doors along the covered
passage

OUTDOOR COMMERCIAL USES: Adjacent to outdoor dining in
the Cafe Via Plaza

SIGNAGE: Sign above the passage opening on Old Woodward, Qg ) )
address number signs within passage E,/ I\\E Terminating Vista
WAYFINDING SIGNAGE: None . Cafe Via Plaza / outdoor seating area

VISUAL FEATURES/ ART: Cafe Via Plaza vista

OTHER NOTES: The passage is a little dark, it has potential as a .
site for public art installations Clark Hill Passage

Shain Townhouse Passage

e o o o Cafe Via Covered Passage

©® Planters
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SHAIN TOWNHOUSE PASSAGE

Shain
MAPLE Townhouse
Passage
- Cafe Via
¢ Passage
o & Plaza
(O B
% ° x Clark Hill
o} 7 Passage
% J
e 4
EXISTING CHARACTERISTICS
CLASSIFICATION: Connecting 2

2016 PLAN TYPE: N/A

WIDTH: Approximately 8 feet wide

SURFACE: Concrete & aggregate

SURFACE CONDITION: Excellent

EXISTING SERVICES: None

SCREENING: N/A

VEHICLES: None, exclusively a pedestrian passage
BICYCLE FACILITIES: No existing facilities
LIGHTING: Recessed lighting on the 370 building
FURNITURE: None

PLAZA/ GATHERING SPACE: Near the Café Via Plaza
LANDSCAPING: Green walls & small plantings

PEDESTRIAN SCALED ARCHITECTURE: Large windows on the
370 building and townhouse steps & entrances

OUTDOOR COMMERCIAL USES: None

SIGNAGE: Business signhage 3
WAYFINDING SIGNAGE: Sign for the door to Lippit O'Keefe

VISUAL FEATURES/ ART: Green walls

OTHER NOTES: A well-maintained and pleasant passage
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SHAIN TOWNHOUSE PASSAGE

S. HAMILTON / E. MAPLE ALLEY

W=

[ ]
. Shain Townhouse =
[ ]
[ ]

Passage 2
é
a¢)
ARG <
STRUCTURE %
<%
O(O
4
(@)
(@)
)
4
oS
O
N I ) .
Zs  Terminating Vista Landscaping
<.~ Cafe Via Plaza / outdoor seating area [ ) Planters

e o o o Cafe Via Covered Passage

Clark Hill Passage

Shain Townhouse Passage

N\ Green Wall
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PEABODY ALLEY

O\$$
Q&
Q

EXISTING CHARACTERISTICS
CLASSIFICATION: Active

Peabody
Alley

Peabody
Plaza

Peabody

e——— Mansion

Passage

WIDTH: Approximately 15 feet on Peabody side, wider in areas off of

Brown

SURFACE: Concrete

SURFACE CONDITION: OK

EXISTING SERVICES: Trash & deliveries

SCREENING: Utilities screening area. Dumpsters are not enclosed

VEHICLES: Cars and trucks
SPEED LIMIT: Not posted

PARKING: “No Parking in Alley” signs, however, parallel parking occurs

BICYCLE FACILITIES: No existing facilities
LIGHTING: Small wall-mounted lights
FURNITURE: No

PLAZA/ GATHERING SPACE: Yes
LANDSCAPING: Green wall

PEDESTRIAN SCALED ARCHITECTURE: Back door of a business

OUTDOOR COMMERCIAL USES: None
SIGNAGE: One business with its name on the back door
WAYFINDING SIGNAGE: None

VISUAL FEATURES/ ART: Plaza when looking from Peabody;
opportunity to create a strong terminating vista from Brown

OTHER NOTES: This alley could benefit from more clear delineation of
pedestrian, parking & service uses. The alley could also benefit from

an enhanced terminating vista opportunity.
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PEABODY PLAZA PEABODY PLAZA

<
©
®
R < Peabody
Alley
_ Peabody
- Plaza
o BIRMINGHAM
52 3 > THEATER
(@)
(©)
O@ /
«7
% o 2a® o Q\\\Ill/ﬁ
[ ] — —
Q [ - N
S 2 o0 <3 1’//1\\\
Q Back doors 2 S
Peabody & signs —* (
° Mansion Bars on
Passage windows
PARKING
MRUCTIURE
EXISTING CHARACTERISTICS SURCCID
CLASSIFICATION: Destination
WIDTH: Varies
SURFACE CONDITION: Excellent
EXISTING SERVICES: No O(
SCREENING: Utilities enclosure adjacent to the plaza, dumpsters O
are not screened %
VEHICLES: No, bollards prevent vehicles form entering the plaza Oo

PARKING: No @7 29
BICYCLE FACILITIES: No existing facilities O
LIGHTING: 1 City street lamp, wall-mounted lights above business

doors
FURNITURE: No
PLAZA/ GATHERING SPACE: Yes '%\
LANDSCAPING: Green wall and a few trees, shrubs, flowers & other D s

. $ 0
plantings o —700/_
PEDESTRIAN SCALED ARCHITECTURE: Back doors of businesses, Q?Q ‘%74—77
windows with bars on the first floor, theater entrance (%\?g}

(®)

OUTDOOR COMMERCIAL USES: None 1

SIGNAGE: Decals on business back doors & second floor windows,
and a sign on theater overhang

WAYFINDING SIGNAGE: None (O StreetLamp = 3 Potential Crosswalk Connection

VISUAL FEATURES/ ART: Pedestrian-scaled design of plaza N\ Green Wall Landscaping

OTHER NOTES: The movie theater can be used as a public cut Trees D Screening Structure/Enclosure

through to the plaza and Peabody Alley. Minor changes could be Qi S bublic pah Houah the Birminaham T
made to this plaza to make it a livelier gathering space, such as E,m\s Terminating Vista ® @ ® ® Public pathway through the Birmingham Theater

adding seating.
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PEABODY MANSION PASSAGE

Peabody
° Alley &
Plaza

@) Peabody
Qg o Mansion
Passage

EXISTING CHARACTERISTICS

CLASSIFICATION: Connecting

WIDTH: Approximately 16 feet wide

SURFACE: Red brick pavers

SURFACE CONDITION: Excellent

EXISTING SERVICES: No

VEHICLES: None, exclusively a pedestrian passage
PARKING: No

BICYCLE FACILITIES: No existing facilities

LIGHTING: 4 City street lamps & 3 wall-mounted lights
FURNITURE: 7 City benches that wrap around tree trunks
PLAZA/ GATHERING SPACE: Yes, seating along passage
LANDSCAPING: Bushes, trees & flowers

PEDESTRIAN SCALED ARCHITECTURE: Large windows on the office building,
Victorian Era architectural features on Peabody Mansion, Powerhouse Gym
entrance adjacent to the passage

OUTDOOR COMMERCIAL USES: None

SIGNAGE: Decals on the glass doors of businesses

WAYFINDING SIGNAGE: None

VISUAL FEATURES/ ART: Large clock & planters on pillars near Old Woodward
OTHER NOTES: Well-maintained and visually interesting passageway

44

O Street Lamps

Landscaping

= 3§ Potential Crosswalk Connection

A

N Terminating Vista

Trees

PEABODY MANSION PASSAGE

<
<
R2
2
L
7((
<
W
L 4
L 4
L J
L J
L 2
L 4
L J
L J
L 2
& ~‘
S o1
>
Q&
Q
O
’; Wall of windows
3

45



1" EXPANSION JOINT

PAVEMENT CURB & GUTTER RAMP SIDEWALK

i ]
MAX. DESIRABLE RAMP SLOPE 1” PER FT.
(MAXIMUM 1 1/2” PER FT.)

v el N

T

——

a &

P

[ d——
T IPERVIN

23 -

SECTION A—A

PAVEMENT CURB & GUTTER

1/2” EXPANSION JOINT

RAMP

Attachment D:

KEEP RAMP OUT OF
MAIN SIDEWALK AREA

[
MAX. DESIRABLE RAMP SLOPE 1" PER FT.

(MAXIMUM 1 1/2" PER FT.)

»

- - a
4. =0 P 4

= . a9
) e .

T,(’"___*
} .-

b4. -

P

" | ‘f-—q—-4:” MIN
SECTION G—=G

N.T.S.

FULL WIDTH OF RAMP OPENING

4’ MIN.

N.T.S.
5 4’ 5
| |
I I
| |
L L
> - a® Y T N
=~ > A s
b N 3 D>y > N
g3
SECTION B-—B s
o‘mv
. AN FLARED SIDE, TYP. D
NS, o N\ g /e
\§ : T
QQ“P\/\(\
N\ - Ta | 4= .
6\}\‘%6\’0? SR :
oY N
) LN

?‘*‘&

g
e
17
7.

BROOM SWEPT OR
NON—SLIP FINISH

LN :. EREERRS ~
4 5 PR = \

BRUSHED/BROOM SWEPT
SURFACE ON FULL WIDTH
AND DEPTH OF RAMP.
PER CITY STANDARDS

IF DIMENSION "X” IS LESS THAN
4’—0" THEN THE SLOPE OF THE
FLARED SIDES SHALL NOT BE
GREATER THAN 1:12.

CURB RAMP FOR DISABLED

N.T.S.

SIDEWALK RAMP_ TYPE 1

(TWO RAMPS ARE SHOWN)

SECTION H-—H

N.T.S.

S

OEWAL

RAMP LOCATION WHERE
SPACE AND GRADES ALLOW

PLAN VIEW

N.T.S.

PLACE 1/2" EXPANSION
JOINTS AT BACK OF
CURB LNE AND AT
SIDEWALK' LINES

SIDEWALK RAMP TYPE &

ADJUST CURB
/HEIGHT AS NEEDED

N.T.S.
- M
s 1%k
i Wg\ 2R oot Z‘ ] THICKNESS OF ASPHALT IN
w2 o ) "1/FT Su‘ » ‘ GUTTER SHALL BE MIN. 2
¥ ; «4.,-“’--'3«'_,46-- ) - ASPHALT 2
- S e [ 5
4 o T
— 47 l—-—— — 47 ——— / [
A > < '
.- a - - <
BAR MAY BE LOCATED s L T s 3 g
ABOVE OR BELOW LANE TIE T A S ’-A
. - 4 : - A Pal

/ TYPICAL CURB &
4

MDOT DETAIL F2,
SPECIFIED

THE "H” DIMENSION SHALL BE AS SPECIFIED, TO Ex PAVEMENT BASE

18"

ENABLE A MINIMUM 6” CURB HEIGHT. H = TBD
DIMENSIONS |  LANE CONCRETE
DETAL Ty TN TES cu. YD./LIN. FT.
F1_ [1'=6” | /& |AS SHOWN 0.0484 MDOT DETAIL F
F2 |1—6" | /& | OMITTED 0.0484

(WITH ASPHALT OVER

N.T.S.

/—4" CONCRETE SIDEWALK | #

/ W/SCORING TREATMENT—" NOTE:

INSTALL 2 — 2" PVC SLEEVES BETWEEN TREE

7JOINTS

REQUIRED.
BIRMINGHAM STANDARDS.
WATER METER PITS.

INSTALLATION PER THE CITY OF
TIE INTO PROPOSED

*TREE WELL NOTE:
TREE WELL DIMENSIONS CAN BE MODIFIED BASED
RIGHT—OF—WAY CONSTRAINTS.

Q\Z 1
3

O

T

o]

_<
MIN *

*GRANITE PAVER NOTE:

GRANITE PAVER INSTALLATION SHALL APPLY FOR
TREE WELLS ADJACENT TO PARALLEL PARKING
SPACES ON A STREET. GRANITE PAVERS SHALL
BE 'CARNE LIAN" (COLOR) BY COLD SPRING
GRANITE COMPANY SET IN A FULL MORTAR BED
» WHERE INDICATED ON THE DRAWINGS. SUBMIT
SAMPLES OF PAVERS (FOR COLOR AND FINISH)
AND GROUT COLOR TO CITY OF BIRMINGHAM
ENGINEERING FOR APPROVAL. LAYOUT PATTERN
IS AS NOTED IN THE PLANS.

57

BASE OF TREE—/

EXPOSED
AGGREGATE
SIDEWALK

5”x10” GRANITE
PAVERS (TYP)**

WELL DETAIL #1

N.T.S.

PROP. BACK
OF CURB

IREE

WELLS FOR FUTURE UNDERGROUND IRRIGATION, AS

LAY)

GUTTER SHALL BE
UNLESS OTHERWISE

N.T.S.

—4” CONCRETE SIDEWALK
/ W/SCORING | TREATMENT—

7

/RJOINTS

57 IMIN.*

ON

BASE OF TREE — |

T—MULCH BY

SIDEWALK

5 MIN.*
EXPOSED AGGREGATE

CITY:

5”x10” GRANITE
PAVERS (TYP)**

IREE

PROP. BACK OF CURB

WELL DETAIL #2

N.T.S.

4” THICK 3500 PSI
e EXPOSED AGGREGATE
CONCRETE (8" THICK

ACROSS DRIVEWAYS,
WHERE APPLICABLE)

NOTE: EXPOSED AGGREGATE

CONCRETE TO BE SLIGHTLY

DARKER THAN TYPICAL

St SIDEWALK CONCRETE. SUBMIT
e SAMPLE TO ENGINEER PRIOR

N TO CONSTRUCTION

e e T - £ oer

S I R P

e e e e ~——RFUSE & RE—COMPACT
EIEEEEEEEE EX. SUBBASE—FILL VOIDS
=== W/21AA CRUSHED
===l |:IMEm:m:u|:‘|H¥LIMESTONE, AS NEEDED
=lI=I| =L APPROVED SUBGRADE

EXPOSED AGGREGATE SIDEWALK PROCEDURE:
1. SURFACE RETARDANT:
RETARDANT "PRECO EAC—S” OR APPROVED EQUAL.

2. CONCRETE SHALL BE PLACED, LEVELED & FLOATED IN A NORMAL FASHION (SEEDING WILL NOT BE

PERMITTED)..

EXPOSED AGGREGATE FINISH SHALL BE EXPOSED BY USE OF SURFACE

CONCRETE SIDEWALK, 4” WITH
SCORING TREATMENT (TYP.)

INSTALL 6" THICK

CONRETE SIDEWALK
THROUGH DRIVE

APPROACH (TYP.)

EQUALLY SPACED JOINT
LINES SHALL BE LAID OUT

PRIOR TO MACHINE — TREE WELL
SAWCUTTING (WHERE
APPLICABLE)

R

\ \

3. IMMEDIATELY AFTER THE SLAB HAS BEEN SCREENED AND DARBLED, THE AGGREGATE SHALL BE

WASHED IN A UNIFORM MANNER UNTIL ENTIRE SURFACE IS EXPOSED.

A THOROUGH "EXPOSING” OF

THE EMBEDDED AGGREGATE SHALL BE PERFORMED UNTIL ALL AGGREGATE IS LEFT JUST ABOVE THE

SURFACE, LEAVING NO HOLES OR OPENING IN THE SURFACE.

4. THE SURFACE SHALL THEN BE BRUSHED AND WASHED UNTIL ALL THE AGGREGATE IS EXPOSED AND

FREE OF CEMENT FILM.

5. AFTER INITIAL CURING, THE EXPOSED AGGREGATE SIDEWALK SHALL BE SEALED WITH TRANSPARENT

CONCRETE SEALER, AS APPROVED BY THE ENGINEER.

EXPOSED AGGREGATE WALK DETAIL

N.T.S.

MACHINE SAW CUT
JOINT (HAND SAW MILL
WILL BE ALLOWED ONLY
IN TIGHT QUARTERS,
AND ONLY PER THE
CITY’S DIRECTION)

CONCRETE WALK WITH
MEDIUM—HEAVY BROOM
FINISH PERPENDICULAR

_ TO DIRECTION OF TRAVEL

| SEE SPECS. BELOW FOR
INFORMATION ON
EXPANSION JOINTS

1” (SEE NOTE)

- DL S
e it TR
-

COMPACTED BASE
AS REQUIRED

- Ca_ %
e 2 o LT e

£ e ~ *-

1o

- Taec oani T . - s
P e i R -~

=== MIEf
N HIHTEHIEETETH] COMPACTED SUBGRADE
== =] |:m:|u'

il
NOTE: =)
1. SAWCUT CONTROL JOINTS , 2” DEPTH, EVERY 100 SF OF PAVING MAX
2. SQUARE PATTERN SAWCUT JOINTS, 1” DEPTH, APPROX. EVERY 2'—5"x2'—5" GRID, AS SHOWN
3. PROVIDE EXPANSION JOINTS EVERY 400 SF OF PAVING MAX.

EXPANSION JOINT MATERIAL SPECS:
1. EXPANSION JOINT MATERIAL: RESILIENT, NON—EXTRUDING TYPE PREMOLDED BITUMINOUS
IMPREGNATED FIBERBOARD.

2. SEALANT BACKER ROD: COMPRESSIBLE ROD STOCK OF POLYETHYLENE FOAM OR OTHER
FLEXIBLE, PERMANENT, DURABLE NON—ABSORPTIVE MATERIAL AS RECOMMENDED FOR
COMPATIBILITY BY SEALANT MANUFACTURE. TEMPORARLILY INSTALL ABOVE FIBER BOARD TO
CREATE SPACE FOR JOINT SEALANT AT THE APPROPRIATE GRADE. REMOVE PRIOR TO INSTALLING
JOINT SEALANT.

3. JOINT SEALANT: TWO PART POLYSULFIDE SEALANT, SELF LEVELING, LIGHT GRAY COLOR.
SUBMIT COLOR SAMPLE FOR APPROVAL. FEDERAL SPECIFICATIONS TT—-S—0027E, TYPE 1, DOW

CORNING #780 OR EQUAL. INSTALL AFTER REMOVING BACKER ROD TO COMPLETELY COVER
FIBER BOARD.

SAWCUT AND EXPANSION JOINT
DETAIL FOR CONCRETE SIDEWALK

N.T.S.

E.J.ILW. FRAME & COVER

#1040 TYPE "A”, WITH THE
WORD "WATER” EMBOSSED

ON THE CENTER OF THE

COVER
PAVEMENT LAWN FINISHED
PAVEMENT CURB & GUTTER FINISHED GRADE CRADE
WL )
AT s < - - e :, R | | | ) e
i [ N e ORI | TS
" s <1 ‘..‘ R .- _:. ' - ’: '~ P ‘ “ ‘
A LS R - - ”
g _ - - 6”7 THICK
' v v . Yl PREFABRICATED
> 20 : REINFORCED CONCRETE
- y TOP W/CASTING
CURB STOP & e W (METER PIT ASSEMBLY)
BOX PER CITY gﬂEglKTYVA'—VE\ : e N
STANDARD _ _ DIA. ‘ RUBBER GASKET
1" sToP VALVE/TO 8 N I WATER TIGHT SEAL
BE TURNED ON /OFF . : - .
WITH STOP KEY Y \\\
\{ ™ T ) ——— QUICK COUPLER
A WATER METER TO FIT A HOSE
MAKE TAP / PROVIDED BY CITY
TO EXISTING -
ENCLOSED = )
STORM v -
DRAIN—SEE
PLAN VIEW . v.
4” PERFORATED > STONE BEDDING
UNDERDRAIN W,/SOCHK
= O A—— = »
o o o YN L9
GOOSENECK 5 %% %
>4 \>4 >4 \>4 \>4 \"4 >4 \>4 \>4 \>4
CORPORATION
STOP (1”7 WATER
SERVICE) \
PREFABRICATED
17 TAPPING 17 TYPE K FIELD CORE REINFORCED CONCRETE SUPPORT BLOCK
CORPORATION 2{ COPPER WATER HOLE PER SUMP WITH AND BRICK
(17 WATER SERVICE REQUIRED PRE—CORED OPENINGS (METER PIT
SERVICE) (PAYMENT FOR DIRECTION FOR 1”7 WATER ASSEMBLY)
PIPING SHALL BE OF FLOW SERVICES AND 4”7 (TYP.)

INCLUDED IN THE
PAY ITEM FOR 17
WATER SERVICE)

UNDERDRAIN; 8” THICK
WALLS (METER PIT
ASSEMBLY)

EXISTING 8"
WATER MAIN

WATER METER PIT ASSEMBLY AND 1 WATER SERVICE

N.T.S.

LIGHT POLE (WHERE APPLICABLE)

EXPOSED AGGREGATE

CURB DROP FOR

™~

CONCRETE SIDEWALK, 4"
WITH SCORING TREATMENT

(TYP.)

DRIVE APPROACH

TAPER CURB HEIGHT FROM 6”/
TO 1”7 GUTTER DROP IN 5’

CONCRETE DRIVE APPROACH
& SIDEWALK JOINT LAYOUT

N.T.S.

CONCRETE SIDEWALK MIX DESIGNS:

PLAIN CONCRETE MIX:

SAND: 2NS SAND, ASTM C-33 1350 POUNDS
COURSE AGGREGATE: 6AA LIMESTONE PRESQUE ISLE
ASTM C-33 1680 POUNDS

CEMENT: TYPE 1, ASTM C150 588 POUNDS
WATER: CITY TAP WATER 31.5 GALLONS
ADMIXTURE: ASTM C260, DAREX A.E.A.

BY W.R. GRACE CO. 11.3 OZ./CU. YD.

EXPOSED AGGREGATE CONCRETE MIX:

SAND: 2NS SAND, ASTM C-33 1080 POUNDS

COURSE AGGREGATE: 17A

ASTM C-33 1980 POUNDS

CEMENT: TYPE 1, ASTM C150 588 POUNDS
WATER: CITY TAP WATER 31.5 GALLONS
ADMIXTURE: ASTM C260, DAREX A.E.A.

BY W.R. GRACE CO. 11.3 OZ./CU. YD.

* PEBBLE, WASHED, SUBMIT SAMPLE

CONCRETE STRENGTH SHALL BE 3,500 PSI AT 28 DAYS, WITH 6% + OR — ENTRAINED
AIR.  MIX DESIGN SHALL NOT HAVE LESS THAN 6.25 SACKS OF CEMENT PER CUBIC YARD
AND SHALL BE APPROVED BY THE CITY OF BIRMINGHAM ENGINEERING.

NOTES:

1. SURFACE TEXTURE OF SIDEWALK RAMPS SHALL BE THAT OBTAINED BY A
COURSE BROOMING, TRANSVERSE TO THE SLOPE OF THE RAMP.

2. CARE SHALL BE TAKEN TO ASSURE A UNIFORM GRADE ON SIDEWALK
RAMPS, FREE OF SAGS AND SHORT GRADE CHANGES.

3. IF POSSIBLE, DRAINAGE STRUCTURES SHOULD NOT BE PLACED IN LINE
WITH RAMPS. EXCEPT WHERE EXISTING DRAINAGE STRUCTURES ARE BEING
UTILIZED IN THE NEW CONSTRUCTION, LOCATION OF THE RAMP SHOULD TAKE
PRECEDENCE OVER LOCATION OF DRAINAGE STRUCTURE.

4. SIDEWALK RAMP 3 SHALL BE INSTALLED ONLY AT THE CITY’S DIRECTION.

5. REMOVE AND REPLACE CONCRETE CURB AND GUTTER SECTION AT CURB
DROPS ON NON—ASPHALT SURFACED GUTTERS. USE EXISTING JOINTS OR

SAW CUT FOR JOINTS. SAW CUT AT 18" FROM BACK OF CURB (FOR
CURVED SECTIONS SAW CUT AT MINIMUM OF 12" AND AT A MAXIMUM OF 247
FROM BACK OF CURB). TIE NEW CONCRETE SECTION TO EXISTING PAVEMENT
WITH HOOK BOLTS OR RED HEADS AT MAXIMUM OF 40” C.C.

REVISIONS
No. | DATE | BY

CITY OF BIRMINGHAM, MICHIGAN
ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT

CBD STREETSCAPE STANDARD DETAILS

SCALE: HORIZONTAL

VERTICAL ACCT. NO.
DRAWN BY: NF APPROVED BY
CHECKED BY CITY_ENGINEER

DATE: April 4, 2003

SHEET OF SHEETS
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PAINT COLORS

Applications

Description

Vendor

Parking Meler Posis and
Handrails; Traffic Control Sign
Backs: Pedestrian and Tall
Streetlights; Bicycle Racks;

by W Hunder” Green DuPont
Chromaone Paint- Varous
primers, activators, and
reducers are required,

Johnson's Automotive
Faint Supply

Streatlights; Sign Posts; Traffic
Controllers; Irrigation Cabinets;
and Pedestrian Crossing

Sherwin Williams Iindustrial &
Marine Protective Coating, Color
EWA0T2

Sherwin-Willlams of
Foyal Cak

Benches and Waste
Receptacles supplied by
Michigan Playground
Equipment and Traffic Signal

Sherman-Willlams Powdura
Fowder Coating, Product
#PGEER-3051, Park Bench
srean.

Yendor s Sherwin-
Williams of Roval Oak,

Waooden Objects, including Park

Coronado Gloss Ol Product 31-

Benches and Picnic Tables; and | 138 "Birmingham Green” Paint, Teknicoiors
. N N Krylon Fusion Hunter Green- Jesi
m?;?nmé'amm for Pedestrian | ryis product bonds to plastic :J:;%ﬁ%mm
9>lg without sanding or priming. ’
Applications Style Vendor

Parking Meter Stickers

Mazdar UV Seres 3200 Forest Green
PS5 580 Ink on Avery White

Faro Boresn Process
(Canton)

Parking Structure Banners PMS 452 and PMS Green H487

arts & Signs {Clawson)

MNa

Street Name Signs and Se

Parking/nformational Signs

zolar Enamel Plus Gloss 58000
ries, Color Mixture includes 58148

Medium Greem and 59204 Bright Fed

alender & Dombos
(Charlotie)

City Flag

FPantone Dye Color PME 3308 Green on
White Mylon Material

Rocket Enterprises
UWarren)

ntown, PA 170568-0142

lwev. By : 458

kN |
CICUSTOM LETTERING { 37 SPACES )
HOTES
1.} ALL STL. MEMBERS COATED W/ ZINC RICH EPOXY THEN FINISHED
W/ POLYESTER POWDER COATING.
23 1/2° X 3 3/4" PLID. EXPANSION ANCHOR BOLTS PROVIDED.
3,) CUSTOM LETTERING AVAILABLE FOR RECESSED SIDE PANEL,
{ 37 TOTAL SPACES )
I ee oo ™ BENCH
‘ ‘ N 6/ 26/95 ' '
. : H DRABN BT : HD REV. DRARIHG s o
uMor, Iinc. e L -
P.0. Hox 142 ! PO

MONARCH HANGING PLANTER

Versatile, new hanging planters combine the old fashioned spiral hanging basket

look with graceful curved hangers, instead of chains. The hangers clip securely onto

the rims of the baskets, but are detachable for ease of shipping and storage.

Kinsman Company M.O.
P.O. Box 428

Pipersville, Pennsylvania 18947
http://www.mailordercentral.com/kinsmangarden/searchprods.asp

kinsco@kinsmangarden.com

Ph: 1-800-733-4146
Fax: 215-766-5624

o Bir

STANDARDS FOR PUBLIC FURNITURE

AND PRINTED MATERIALS

PARK BENCH STANDARDS

mingham

A Walkable Community

REVISIONS
No. | DATE | BY

CITY OF BIRMINGHAM, MICHIGAN
ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT

CBD STREETSCAPE STANDARD DETAILS

SCALE: HORIZONTAL
VERTICAL
DRAWN BY: NF
CHECKED BY
SHEET OF

SHEETS

ACCT. NO.

APPROVED BY

CITY ENGINEER

DATE: June 8, 2007



ATTACHMENT E:

BIDDER’S PROPOSAL FOR THE

OLD WOODWARD CORRIDOR IN DOWNTOWN BIRMINGHAM

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

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

and requirement of it.

2. They will enter into written contract and furnish the item or items in the time
specified in conformance with the specifications and conditions contained therein for

the price quoted by the proponent on this proposal.

BID PREPARED BY
(Print Name)

DATE SUBMITTED

AUTHORIZED SIGNATURE DATE
TITLE

COMPANY

ADDRESS PHONE
NAME OF PARENT COMPANY

ADDRESS PHONE

BID QUOTE:




ATTACHMENT F:
ATTACHMENT D - IRAN SANCTIONS ACT VENDOR CERTIFICATION FORM
FOR OLD WOODWARD CORRIDOR IN DOWNTOWN BIRMINGHAM

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

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

PREPARED BY DATE
(Print Name)

TITLE DATE
AUTHORIZED SIGNATURE E-MAIL ADDRESS
COMPANY

ADDRESS PHONE

NAME OF PARENT COMPANY PHONE

ADDRESS

TAXPAYER 1.D.#



ATTACHMENT G:

AGREEMENT OLD WOODWARD CORRIDOR
IN DOWNTOWN BIRMINGHAM

This AGREEMENT, made this day of , 2016, by and
between CITY OF BIRMINGHAM, having its principal municipal office at 151 Martin Street,
Birmingham, MI (hereinafter sometimes called "City"), and , Inc., having its
principal office at (hereinafter called "Consultant"),

provides as follows:
WITNESSETH:
WHEREAS, the City is desirous of finalizing plans and preparing color renderings for the
complete improvement of S. Old Woodward from Oakland to Brown Street in the City of
Birmingham.

WHEREAS, the City has heretofore advertised for bids for the procurement and
performance of services required to finalize plans and prepare color renderings for the complete
improvement of S. Old Woodward from Oakland to Brown Street , and in connection therewith
has prepared a request for sealed proposals (“RFP”), which includes certain instructions to
bidders, specifications, terms and conditions.

WHEREAS, the Consultant has professional qualifications that meet the project
requirements and has made a bid in accordance with such request for cost proposals to finalize
plans and prepare color renderings for the complete improvement of S. Old Woodward from
Oakland to Brown Street in the City of Birmingham.

NOW, THEREFORE, for and in consideration of the respective agreements and undertakings
herein contained, the parties agree as follows:

1. It is mutually agreed by and between the parties that the documents consisting of the
Request for Proposal for the Old Woodward Corridor in Downtown Birmingham and the
Consultant's cost proposal dated September _ , 2016 shall be incorporated herein by
reference and shall become a part of this Agreement, and shall be binding upon both parties
hereto. If any of the documents are in conflict with one another, this Agreement shall take
precedence, then the RFP.

2. The City shall pay the Consultant for the performance of this Agreement in an
amount not to exceed , as set forth in the Consultant’s
September ___, 2016 cost proposal.

3. This Agreement shall commence upon execution by both parties, unless the City
exercises its option to terminate the Agreement in accordance with the Request for
Proposals.

4. The Consultant shall employ personnel of good moral character and fitness in
performing all services under this Agreement.



5. The Consultant and the City agree that the Consultant is acting as an independent
Consultant with respect to the Consultant 's role in providing services to the City pursuant to
this Agreement, and as such, shall be liable for its own actions and neither the Consultant
nor its employees shall be construed as employees of the City. Nothing contained in this
Agreement shall be construed to imply a joint venture or partnership and neither party, by
virtue of this Agreement, shall have any right, power or authority to act or create any obligation,
express or implied, on behalf of the other party, except as specifically outlined herein. Neither
the City nor the Consultant shall be considered or construed to be the agent of the other,
nor shall either have the right to bind the other in any manner whatsoever, except as
specifically provided in this Agreement, and this Agreement shall not be construed as a
contract of agency. The Consultant shall not be entitled or eligible to participate in any
benefits or privileges given or extended by the City, or be deemed an employee of the City
for purposes of federal or state withholding taxes, FICA taxes, unemployment, workers'
compensation or any other employer contributions on behalf of the City.

6. The Consultant acknowledges that in performing services pursuant to this Agreement,
certain confidential and/or proprietary information (including, but not limited to, internal
organization, methodology, personnel and financial information, etc.) may become involved.
The Consultant recognizes that unauthorized exposure of such confidential or proprietary
information could irreparably damage the City. Therefore, the Consultant agrees to use
reasonable care to safeguard the confidential and proprietary information and to prevent the
unauthorized use or disclosure thereof. The Consultant shall inform its employees of the
confidential or proprietary nature of such information and shall limit access thereto to
employees rendering services pursuant to this Agreement. The Consultant further agrees to
use such confidential or proprietary information only for the purpose of performing services
pursuant to this Agreement.

7. This Agreement shall be governed by and performed, interpreted and enforced in
accordance with the laws of the State of Michigan. The Consultant agrees to perform all services
provided for in this Agreement in accordance with and in full compliance with all local, state
and federal laws and regulations.

8. If any provision of this Agreement is declared invalid, illegal or unenforceable, such
provision shall be severed from this Agreement and all other provisions shall remain in full
force and effect.

9. This Agreement shall be binding upon the successors and assigns of the parties hereto,
but no such assignment shall be made by the Consultant without the prior written
consent of the City. Any attempt at assignment without prior written consent shall be void
and of no effect.

10. The Consultant agrees that neither it nor its sub-consultants will discriminate against
any employee or applicant for employment with respect to hire, tenure, terms, conditions or
privileges of employment, or a matter directly or indirectly related to employment because
of race, color, religion, national origin, age, sex, height, weight or marital status. The
Consultant shall inform the City of all claims or suits asserted against it by the
Consultant’s employees who work pursuant to this Agreement. The Consultant shall provide
the City with periodic status reports concerning all such claims or suits, at intervals established
by the City.



11.

The Consultant shall not commence work under this Agreement until it has, at its sole

expense, obtained the insurance required under this paragraph. All coverages shall be with
insurance companies licensed and admitted to do business in the State of Michigan. All
coverages shall be with carriers acceptable to the City of Birmingham.

12.

The Consultant shall maintain during the life of this Agreement the types of

insurance coverage and minimum limits as set forth below:

A.

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

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

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

. Additional Insured: Commercial General Liability and Motor Vehicle Liability Insurance,

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

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

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

. Proof of Insurance Coverage: Consultant shall provide the City of Birmingham at the

time the Agreement is returned for execution, Certificates of Insurance and/or policies,
acceptable to the City of Birmingham, as listed below.



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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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



City of Birmingham CONSULTANT

Attn: Jana L. Ecker Planning Director
151 Martin Street

Birmingham, MI 48009

(248) 530-1841

17. Any controversy or claim arising out of or relating to this Agreement, or the
breach thereof, shall be settled either by commencement of a suit in Oakland County Circuit
by arbitration, it shall be settled pursuant to Chapter 50 of the Revised Judicature Act Court,
the 48th District Court or by arbitration. If both parties elect to have the dispute resolved for
the State of Michigan and administered by the American Arbitration Association with one
arbitrator being used, or three arbitrators in the event any party’s claim exceeds $1,000,000.
Each party shall bear its own costs and expenses and an equal share of the arbitrator's and
administrative fees of arbitration. Such arbitration shall qualify as statutory arbitration
pursuant to MCL8600.5001 et. seq., and the Oakland County Circuit Court or any court
having jurisdiction shall render judgment upon the award of the arbitrator made pursuant to
this Agreement. The laws of the State of Michigan shall govern this Agreement, and the
arbitration shall take place in Oakland County, Michigan. In the event that the parties elect
not to have the matter in dispute arbitrated, any dispute between the parties may be resolved
by the filing of a suit in the Oakland County Circuit Court or the 48th District Court.

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




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

WITNESSES: CONSULTANT

By:
Its:

CITY OF BIRMINGHAM

By:
Rackeline J. Hoff
Its: Mayor
By:
Laura Pierce
Its: City Clerk
Approved:
Joseph A. Valentine, City Manager Mark Gerber, Director of Finance (Approved
(Approved as to substance) as to financial obligation)
Timothy J. Currier, City Attorney Jana L. Ecker, Planning Director

(Approved as to form) (Approved as to substance)


































































































































































Multi-Modal Plan Proposal Evaluation Sheet

PROPOSAL SUBMITTED BY:

PROPOSAL REVIEWED BY:

Instructions: Upon reviewing each proposal, circle the number of scoring points that you believe each proposal should be given in
each of the categories identified below

PERCENTAGE

CRITERIA SCORE OF
IMPORTANCE

Proposed Work Plan

e The consultant provides a clear narrative and graphical representation of their plan for
accomplishing the work requested in the RFP.

e Consultant clearly demonstrated technical soundness in their approach to the project.

e The consultant offers a comprehensive multi-modal approach.

e The consultant’s timeline and proposal includes opportunity for public input.

e The consultant has allocated adequate time for each task, and created a reasonable
timeline for project completion.

e The consultant provides an acceptable description of how the project will be managed,
quality assurance, budget and cost controls, schedule controls, and internal/external

coordination.
30 30%
e The proposal provides requested deliverables on page 10 of RFP. / ?

Professional Qualifications

e The consultant has extensive experience with community transportation planning that
integrates various modes of transportation, including: transit, pedestrian, and bicycle.

e The consultant has extensive experience with public outreach and has the ability and
willingness to involve a diverse group of community members in the process.

e The consultant presents a multi-disciplinary team with appropriate skills. This team
specifically includes a planner and urban designer with multi-modal transportation
experience.

e  Proposed team members possess strong educational backgrounds and relevant
experience.

e The consultant demonstrates an understanding of current guidelines and best practices.

e The consultant has explained the role of any proposed sub-consultants and any
proposed sub-consultants’ experience.

/30 30%

Past involvement with similar projects
e Proposed team members possess strong educational backgrounds and relevant
experience which is measured by experience on past projects within a cooperative team
environment.
e The consultant’s experience working as a cooperative team with other consultants and
public agencies, particularly those of similar size or character to the City of Birmingham.

/30 30%

Fee Proposal
e The proposed fee is consistent with the amount budgeted for this project.
e The proposal is structured as an hourly not to exceed. /10 10%
e The proposal maximizes the City’s budget for this project.

TOTAL SCORE /100 100%




October 5, 2016 M KS K

Jana L. Ecker, Planning Director 462 S. Ludlow Alley
Community Development Department Columbus, OH 43215
City of Birmingham Municipal Building 614.621.2796

151 Martin Street
Birmingham, MI 48012

RE: Old Woodward Corridor in Downtown Birmingham

Jana,

Thank you so much for the phone call. We are excited to be the team that the selection committee is recommending
to the City Commission on Monday night. | appreciate your sharing with us some additional information that

might allow us to trim the fee we quoted. First of all, working with the Planning Board instead of a new Steering
Committee or the multi-modal task force means we will be working with a group that we already have established

a working relationship with, so we can cut back on some of the pre-meeting discussions we had thought might

be needed. Second, if city staff can have a briefing session with our team to review all of the previous plans and
describe to us what should be retained versus what might be worth a fresh look that will save us time and hours as
well. With that in mind, we took another look at our hours by task and are able to trim $3,100.00 from our fee, which
brings us down to $69,437.00 including expenses.

We look forward to our continued working relationship with you and the city.

Respectfully submitted,
MKSK

Brad Strader, AICP, PTP, Senior Associate Brian P. Kinzelman, FASLA, AICP, LEED AP, Senior Principal
bstrader@mkskstudios.com bkinzelman@mkskstudios.com

MKSKSTUDIOS.COM
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OLD WOODWARD AND MAPLE CORRIDOR PLAN

OCTOBER 26, 2016



GOALS 2
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CRITICAL ISSUES 3
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EXISTING CONDITIONS

Broad, uncomfortable, unattractive  Flush tree planters allow for Limited pedestrian zone & dining Numerous inaccessible threshold
“major” intersection de-icing salts to inundate conditions
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EXISTING CONDITIONS

Double curbs to be corrected Inaccessible meters Massive intersection spaces Bus stop shelter standard (?)
with new street design
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EXISTING CONDITIONS

Limited affect of low block Mismatched equipment/materials No positive drainage at inside Effective use of planters
screen wall corners
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EXISTING CONDITIONS

Drainage swale in walk Green space opportunity at Limited passage/planting space Very limited pedestrian passage
south end on Maple dimension
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EXISTING CONDITIONS

Effective hanging plants, “dated” Utility of x-outs? Lack of bike racks, “trip hazard” planters
light fixtures
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BEST PRACTICES

Use of above ground planters to allow for more flexible streetscaping Narrow medians to add greenery and calm traffic
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BEST PRACTICES

Color/Material differentiated intersections, turn lanes, or parking lanes Signature lighting, large planters, public art

CITY OF BIRMINGHAM | OLD WOODWARD AND MAPLE CORRIDOR PLAN 10.26.16






A - PLAN_70 SECTION

D ' ~ ™, / s / :
o ~ ’( / .
. / 7 4 \ </ . o
. | S, % “— UPRIGHT ™
: N y STREETSCAPE TREE,
7 ' , Q\\:\ N TYP
/47\27
. >
Z . ’S
ADA PARKING. TYP Al STREET TREE IN GRATE, TYP. S ACCENT TREE, TYP.
- 2 PLANTED MEDIAN TRAFFIC SIGNAL STREETSCAPE CANO-
LEFT TURN LANE, TYP.  BUS STOP, wn WITH CURB WITH LIGHT, TYP. PY TREE, TYP.
et TYP. - 4
,m,;ﬁ‘{f\ -
S OLD WOODWARD AVE quwﬁC N OLD WOODWARD AVE
‘\‘\v

58] [ v J. RN o

wu = v HER >
S / / ANGLED/ A ,j){'EfYV\f 1

PASSAGE/ALLEY i >

=z THEATER ENTRY sl | =

n " CANOPY PLAZA PARKING, TYP. 2 &

CURBED ACCENT 9 =

PLANTING BED L g\ i

™
3
/ / / a “"/\"\_, /

CITY OF BIRMINGHAM | OLD WOODWARD AND MAPLE CORRIDOR PLAN 10.26.16



A-VIEW1_70 S_CIION :

Tl ‘ " .

R - —

TRAFFIC SIGNAL

\STREET TREE W

GRATE, TYP.

PARKING METER

—
DET

\ v\ X \ | v\ \
Moo — 0" 700 M
- MIN.

CITY OF BIRMINGHAM | OLD WOODWARD AND MAPLE CORRIDOR PLAN 10.26.16



A-VIEW 2_70 SECTION

*~——— ANGLED PARKING,
TYP.

STREET TREE WITH
/GRATE, TYP

\ CURBED PLANTED
MEDIAN, TYP.

TRAFFIC SIGNAL
/ WITH ROADWAY

N

CITY OF BIRMINGHAM | OLD WOODWARD AND MAPLE CORRIDOR PLAN

ADA PARKING, TYP. \
CROSSWALK, TY

10.26.16



yr

% '

ik

1S NMOd4

PLAN_6T' S

ADA PARKING, TYP.
LEFT TURN LANE, TYRBUS STOP,

THEATER ENTRY /

. CANOPY

CANOPY TREES IN
PAVER GRATES, TYP.

1ST1HY3IN

STREET TREE IN
/CURBED PLANTER, TYP. WITH LIGHT, TYP.

TRAFFIC SIGNAL

S OLD WOODWARD AVE CC
VIEWT

PASSAGE/ALLEY/ ANGLED/

PLAZA PARKING, TYP.

CITY OF BIRMINGHAM | OLD WOODWARD AND MAPLE CORRIDOR PLAN

~ UPRIGHT STREETSCAPE |
TREE IN CURBED PLANTER,
TYP.

ACCENT TREE, TYP.

STREETSCAPE CANO-
/ PY TREE, TYP

N OLD WOODWARD AVE

Lay (&
‘___J S R . ( \?ﬁ \I

1S Noi17
JAV ONVINVO

10.26.16



B-VIEW1 61 SECTION h

L
\ f
. ’ Q@Irﬁj—-ﬂ//& (ar—

GRATE, TYP.

%PEDESTRMN
STREET TRE

PARKING ME

CITY OF BIRMINGHAM | OLD WOODWARD AND MAPLE CORRIDOR PLAN 10.26.16



B-VIEW2_61 SECTION :

e PPl
f;)___'__;_r:.—« | = " || ‘5 - re———
‘ Ee—— ‘—f»‘:k _
- _,\__ ——~
\ANGLED PARKING,

TRAFFIC SIGNAL
WITH ROADWAY

ADA PARKING, TYP. \
CROSSWALK, TYP.\

CITY OF BIRMINGHAM | OLD WOODWARD AND MAPLE CORRIDOR PLAN 10.26.16



C - PLAN_65 SECTION

N ~ /
-\ ~ ~
, S % \UPRIGI-W :
: N Yy STREETSCAPE TREE,
7 ' Q\\:\ N TYP
D CURBED ACCENT
~z>/>7 : PLANTING BED
= STREET TREE IN S
m CURBED PLANTER, TYP, & ACCENT TREE, TYP,
LEFT TURN LANE, TYP. i BUS STOP, WITH LIGHT. TYP. PY TREE, TYP.
bt/ = SR
My - / i
S OLD WOODWARD AVE quwc1< N.OLD WOODWARD AVE

w m . 'ﬁ‘ui\’l‘ D @)

2 o / / - B M'Ew%“ ‘;
3 / PASSAGE/ALLEY ANGLED Am— e

Z THEATER ENTRY s =

L_,|, " CANOPY PLAZA PARKING, TYP. % &

CURBED ACCENT 9 =

PLANTING BED L g\ e

N
>
/ / / o a A /

CITY OF BIRMINGHAM | OLD WOODWARD AND MAPLE CORRIDOR PLAN 10.26.16



C-VIEWT 69 S_CIION N

S -

STREET TREE IN
CURBED PLANTE

PARKING METER

CITY OF BIRMINGHAM | OLD WOODWARD AND MAPLE CORRIDOR PLAN 10.26.16



C-VIEW 2_65 SECTION B

e =—’_—'—_;'—":'—’:,'-—""f;‘>';7:~ ///l ‘r— .
— = | =l B ‘ -
=7 ' — - _Cs———
\ U A e e i’___f_—_:‘“v‘— _
1 i T T
-
*~——— ANGLED PARKING, A
TYP. Ny P
Ao
| ‘.'\,‘\C\\ \\\\r_,_,r_
‘{\f | \!\f—r{\‘, ‘\f \\\:‘
N AN

STREET
/GRA& T

TRAFFIC SIGNAL
WITH ROADWAY

\

ADA PARKING, TYP. \
CROSSWALK, TYP:

CITY OF BIRMINGHAM | OLD WOODWARD AND MAPLE CORRIDOR PLAN 10.26.16



C-ALT1 :

.................................

\__/ \ A TN\

"L PARKING BUFFER

_________________________________________

_________________________________________

_____________________________

VAT
.
&
=,
2
I
g
Im
el
1
1
1
1
j

1S NOLTINVH

CITY OF BIRMINGHAM | OLD WOODWARD AND MAPLE CORRIDOR PLAN 10.26.16



C-ALT 2 B

1S T1HY3IN

S OLD WOODWARD AVE N OLD WOODWARD AVE
R —

1S NMOyd
1S NOLTINVH
JAV ANVINVO

=

CITY OF BIRMINGHAM | OLD WOODWARD AND MAPLE CORRIDOR PLAN 10.26.16



C-ALT 3 N

1S TIHH3IN

TRANSITION CURB TO GAIN MORE
PEDESTRIAN ZONE ALONG SIDE-

S OLD WOODWARD AVE

7
NG

ELIMINATE CENTER TURN
LANE WHERE NOT NEED-

<

™

>

o

!
J\{

>

CITY OF BIRMINGHAM | OLD WOODWARD AND MAPLE CORRIDOR PLAN 10.26.16



A - BUS STOP

A
N
L0
-1 SH
\
1. Bus loading zone ~12'x 50" | )
2. Bus sto S
p ‘ L.

3. Bus loading zone blocks
crosswalk

4. Long distance from bus stop
to loading on bus

5. Blocks traffic at Merril
and S Old Woodward
intersection

6. Blocks 2 parking spaces

CITY OF BIRMINGHAM | OLD WOODWARD AND MAPLE CORRIDOR PLAN 10.26.16



B - BUS STOP

WSS
1. 2 e
A I =
\ \ ‘i l \fgfi' - 0
: |
4 \\ \‘ F»MJJ “‘"I
L} \
-2

LEGEND

1. Bus loading zone ~12' x 50°
2. Bus stop

3. Pulls through intersection
as to not block Merril and
Old Woodward traffic

4. Located in intersection;
does not block crosswalks
or parking, but could cause
issues with traffic from

CITY OF BIRMINGHAM | OLD WOODWARD AND MAPLE CORRIDOR PLAN 10.26.16



C- BUS STOP
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SIDEWALKS
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LIGHTING
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LANDSCAPE
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FURNITURE
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ART
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SIGNAGE
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SSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSS



	AGENDA COMPLETE
	08-11-16-16MULTI-MODALmin.pto.pdf
	CITY OF BIRMINGHAM
	MULTI-MODAL TRANSPORTATION BOARD
	THURSDAY, AUGUST 11, 2016

	oak st package.pdf
	agt.BPS.Quarton School.signed.pdf
	Page 14
	Page 15
	Page 16
	Page 17
	Page 18
	Page 19
	Page 20
	Page 21

	12-04-14MULTI-MODALmin.pto.pdf
	CITY OF BIRMINGHAM
	MULTI-MODAL TRANSPORTATION BOARD
	THURSDAY, DECEMBER 4, 2014


	crosswalk standards package.pdf
	mdot_pave-945-c.pdf
	9451
	9452
	9453

	crosswalk standards package.pdf
	mdot_pave-945-c.pdf
	9453


	04-21-16MULTI-MODALmin.pto.pdf
	CITY OF BIRMINGHAM
	MULTI-MODAL TRANSPORTATION BOARD
	THURSDAY, APRIL 21, 2016


	ADPB83.tmp
	MULTI-MODAL TRANSPORTATION BOARD


	AGENDA COMPLETE.2
	Old Woodward Consultant Selection - Attachments.pdf
	20161010 Old Woodward Consultant Selection - Proposal Only.pdf
	MKSK - Parsons
	MKSK - Sample Work






