
 
 

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 algún tipo de ayuda para la participación en esta sesión pública deben 
ponerse en contacto con la oficina del escribano de la ciudad en el número (248) 530-1800 o al (248) 644-5115 (para 
enos un dia antes de la reunión 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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• Marked special emphasis crosswalk; 
• Standard pedestrian warning signs; 
• 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.   
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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 Qua1ion 
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: 

1. 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 Oak 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 Easement. 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 or 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 satisfuctory 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 grassed 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. It; 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 surfuce of 
the Easement Area for any and all purposes which do not interfere with or prevent the use by Grantee. 

9. Nonexclusive Easement. 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 Oakland County Register of Deeds. 

16. Entire Agreement. This Roadway Easement Agreement contains the entire agreement between the 
parties relating to the rights herein granted 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. 

WITNESSES: 

WITNESSES: 

STATEOFMICHIGAN ) 
) SS 

COUNTY OF OAKLAND) 

GRANT OR: 

Print Name: Daniel A. Nerad 

Its: Superintendent 

GRANTEE: 

CITY OF BIRMINGHAM 

By: _____________ _ 

Its: 

On this J.4' day of S'.:1;+t>iubtv, 2016, before me personally appeared Daniel A. Nerad, Superintendent of 
Birmingham Public Schools, a Mfchigan general powers school district, to me known to be the same person who 
executed the within instrument on behalf of Birmingham Public Schools and who acknowledges the same to be the free 
act and deed of Birmingham Public Schools. 

!!lpll~ 
, Notary PubliJf 

County, Michigan 
Acting in County, Michigan 
My commission expires: :2., IJ I f 



STATEOFMICHIGAN ) 
) 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. 

Part of Sidwell No: ________ _ 

Recording Fee: 

Drafted by: 

Dana L. Abrahams, Esq. 
CLARK HILL PLC 
151 S. Old Woodward, Suite 200 
Birmingham, MI 48009 

, Notary Public 
County, Michigan 

Acting in County, Michigan 
My commission expires: 

When recorded return to: 

Grantee 



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 



EXHIBITB 

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. 



11/2612014 Oak Street Paving Project 

•atv of c:Birmingham 
C - . I l/111l,1W. C.t.r11111111niry 

"-.. ~ 

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 Oak St. from Glenhurst Dr. to Lake park 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. A separated 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 this loading 
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 recommending removal of the traffic signal at Chesterfield Ave. In its 
place would be a two-way STOP operation for Chesterfield Ave. traffic only. 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. . . , , . 

httf)://www.bhamgov.org/oakpavi ng/ 1/2 



11/26/2014 Oak street Paving Project 

lmprovmg tratt1c t1ow m this area W1ll au ow the proposed. student load.Ulg zone to operate better and. sat er, 
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 fmished by the 
City with bike lanes and parking on one side on N. Eton, south of Derby Rd., as a real world example. 

5. A traffic island 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 traffic islands similar in design 
were recently constructed on Lincoln Ave., between Southfield Rd. and Woodward Ave., as a real 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. 

ht4J:/twww.bhamgov.org/oakpavi ng 'l12 
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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. 
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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 



Multi-Modal Transportation Board Proceedings 
December 4, 2014 
Page 4 
 
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  
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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: 
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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. 
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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. 
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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: 
 

• 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. 

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

• 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. 
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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.   

• 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. 
 

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

• 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. 
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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. 
 
 
 
 

 
 

 



November 25, 2013 

I 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. 

Phase 1: Incidental Projects 

---Bike Lanes 
---Shared Lane Markings 

e Planned Road Crossings 
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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 

Add bike lanes through 4 to 3 lane conversion 
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Add bike lanes to N Eton Road between Derby Road and Yorkshire Road by consolidating the 
parking to the west side of the road as part of the 2014 road reconstruction project. 

N ETON ROAD 

Add bike lanes by consolidating parking 
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Travel Bike Parellel Bike Lane 
Parking with Door 

Swing Buffer 

Markings for the door swing zone 
of the parked cars are proposed 
within the bike lane when it is 
adjacent to on-street parking. 

Page 82 

Travel 
Lane Lane Lane 



November 25, 2013 

Add bike lanes to Oak Avenue between Chesterfield Avenue and Lake Park Drive by 
consolidating the parking to one side of the road as part of the 2016 road reconstruction 
project. To provide additional traffic calming the consolidated parking should alternate from 
the north side of the road to the south side of the road every few blocks, changing sides where 
there are proposed curb extensions: 

• Chesterfield Avenue to Suffield Avenue - Parking on south side 

• Suffield Avenue to Puritan Avenue - Parking on north side 

• Puritan Avenue to Lake Park Drive - Parking on south side 

OAK AVENUE 

Add bike lanes by consolidating parking 
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Travel 
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Parellel Bike Lane 
Parking with Door 

Zone Buffer 

Travel 
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Bike 
Lane 

Pavement markings for the door swing zone are proposed between the on-street parking and 
the bike lane. See previous page for details. 
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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. 
~~--~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~-

:PHASE! INCIDENTAL PROJECTS: 

Road From To Quantity Unit 

Bike Lanes: 

N Et on Rd York.shire Rd Derby Rd 0.40 Ml 

W M apleRd Waddington St Southfield Rd 1.12 Ml 

Oak Ave Chesterfie ld Ave Lake Park. Dr 0.40 Ml 

Shared Lane Markings (placed every 200' - 250'): 

Derby Rd NAdamsRd Railroad Overpass 0.17 M l 

Derby Rd Railroad Overpass N Eton Rd 0.36 Ml 

Lincoln St Southfield Rd Ann St 0.80 Ml 

WMaple Rd Cranbrook Rd Waddington St 0.20 Ml 

N Old Woodward Ave Willits St WMapleRd 0.10 Ml 

s Old Woodward Ave WMaple Rd E Brown St 0.17 Ml 

S Old Woodward Ave E Brown St Landon Rd 0.43 Ml 

Road Crossings 

s Eton Rd at Villa Rd 1 EACH 

S Eton Rd at Bowers St 1 EACH 

S Eton Rd at Holland St 1 EACH 

S Eton Rd at Cole St 1 EACH 

Page 84 



CITY OF BIRMINGHAM MULTIMODAL TRANSPORTATION PLAN 1\ oo ~ QI: 9ii9 

NETWORK IMPLEMENTATION PLAN 

4.3 PHASE 2 

I 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. 

Phase2 Map 
---Phase2 
---Phase 1 & Woodward 

Suon Dr 
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I PHASE 2: PROPOSED NEIGHBORHOOD CONNECTOR ROUTES 

The following map displays the neighborhood connector routes that should be implemented 
first. Initially, implementation along these routes is as simple as providing wayfinding signage 
identifying the direction of the route and key destinations. Eventually, other enhancements 
such as rain gardens, traffic calming measures, and street art may be incorporated. Please note 
that some of these routes are dependent on road crossings which are proposed in Phase 1 and 
Phase 2. 

Qu1rton Rd 

mr 
I I 

0 Sexon Dr 

In Phase 2 only wayfinding signage is proposed. In the future, the City may consider adding 
some additional enhancements such as mini traffic circles, pavement markings, chicanes, street 
diverters, and pedestrian street lighting. 
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[PHASE 2 NEIGHBORHOOD CONNECTOR ROU-TES: 

Road From To Quantity Unit 
Wayfindlng Signs: 

Midvale S Cranbrook Rd Larchlea Dr 0 .47 Ml 
Larchlea Dr WMapleRd WUncoln St 0 .57 Ml 
WUncoln St Larchlea Dr Pleasant St 0 .13 Ml 
Pleasant St W Lincoln St Fairway Or 0.08 Ml 
Fairway Dr Pleasant St Northlawn Blvd 0.30 Ml 
Northlawn Blvd Fairway Dr Latham St 0.18 Ml 
Latham St Northlawn Blvd Worthington Rd 0.16 Ml 

Worthington Rd Latham St Southfield Rd 0.16 Ml 
W South lawn Blvd Southfield Rd Peirce St 0.36 Ml 
Pierce St W Southlawn Blvd W Southlawn Blvd 0.03 Ml 
E Southlawn Blvd Pierce St Grand St 0 .24 Ml 

Grant St E South lawn Blvd Emmons Ave 0.03 Ml 
Emmons Ave Grant st Woodward Ave 0 .35 Ml 
Chapin Ave Woodward Ave Troy St 0.17 Ml 

Torry St Haynes St Chapin Ave 0.45 Ml 

Pathway (north ofTorry St} Bowers St Haynes St 0.08 Ml 

Bowers St Adams Rd s Eton Rd 0.52 Ml 
Adams Rd Bowers St Bowers St 0.03 Ml 
Bowers St Woodward Ave Adams Rd 0.18 Ml 

Bowers St s Old Woodward Ave Woodward Ave 0.07 Ml 

s Old Woodward Ave E Frank St Bowers St 0.03 Ml 

E Frank St Purdy St S Old Woodward Ave 0.11 Ml 

Purdy St E Frank St George St 0.15 Ml 

George St Floyd St Purdy St 0.03 Ml 

Floyd St George St E Lincoln St 0.08 Ml 

E Lincoln St Edgewood Rd Floyd St 0.03 Ml 
Edgewood Rd ELincoln St E Southlawn Blvd 0.3 Ml 

s Bates st WBrown St Southlawn Blvd 0.66 Ml 

Washington Blvd Wlincoln St W Southlawn Blvd 0.34 Ml 

Chesterfield Ave Oak Ave WMapleRd 0.44 Ml 

Oak Ave Chesterfield Ave Woodward Ave 0.87 Ml 

Greenwood St Oak Ave Willits St 0.4 Ml 

Willits St Greenwood St N Chester St 0 .2 Ml 

Woodward Ave Sidepath Oak Ave Wimbleton Dr 0.13 Ml 

Wimbleton Dr Wooddward Ave oxford St 0 .26 Ml 

Oxford St Wimbleton Dr Mohegan St 0.06 Ml 

Mohegan St Oxford St NAdamsRd 0.3 Ml 

Poppleton St Mohegan St Oakland Ave 0 .25 Ml 

Oakland Ave Poppleton St Woodward Ave 0.15 M l 

Derby Rd NAdams Rd N Eton Rd 0.53 Ml 

E Eton St Derby Rd E Maple Rd 0.48 Ml 

E Maple Rd Sidepath S Eton Rd N Eton Rd 0.06 Ml 

S Eton St Sidepath E Maple Rd Yosemite Blvd 0.09 Ml 

Villa Ave S Eton Rd Villa Rd 0.09 Ml 

Villa Rd Villa Ave Proposed Pathway 0.12 Ml 

Proposed Pathway extending from Villa Rd to Troy Transit Station 0.2 Ml 
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_______ @_L ~!.!!!lln&h~m. 
Daniel A . Nerad, Ed.D. 
Superintendent 

December I 0, 2014 

Joe Valentine 
City Manager 
City of Birmingham 
151 Martin Street 
Birmingham, Ml 48009 

Dear Mr. Valentine. 

31301 Evergreen Road 
Beverly Hills, MI 48025-3800 

Character. 
Community. 

(248) 203-3004 • Fax (248) 203-3009 
dnerad@birmjngham.k 12.mi. us 

I want to begin this letter by thanking you and your staff for your assistance in addressing the 
traffic safety related issues at Quarton Elementary School. I 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. I also realize that 
this is a long-standing problem and a variety of solutions have been examined over time. I do, 
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. It 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. In essence, I 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, I believe it would 
serve us well to take this additional time to study this matter and to seek options that both parties 
would find satisfactory. 

Sincerely, 

Daniel A. Nerad, Superintendent of Schools 

cc: 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: 
 

• Improve the student loading area currently being used at Quarton Elementary School. 
• 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


12/10/2014 City of Birmingham Ml Mail - Re: Feedback Regarding Oak Street Paving Project 

Paul O'Meara <pomeara@bhamgov.org> 

Re: Feedback Regarding Oak Street Paving Project 
1 message 

Paul O'Meara <pomeara@bhamgov.org> Wed, Dec 10, 2014 at 11 :54 AM 
To: Anne Kennedy <annekendo@yahoo.com> 
Cc: "lpierce@bhamgov.org" <lpierce@bhamgov.org>, "Cousino, Brendan" <BCousino@bhamgov.org>, Joe 
Valentine <Jvalentine@bhamgov.org>, "Ecker, Jana" <Jecker@bhamgov.org>, Mark Clemence 
< Mclemence@bhamgov.org> 
Bee: Mike Labadie <mlabadie@fveng.com>, Paul O'Meara <Pomeara@bhamgov.org> 

Ms. Kennedy, 

Thanks for taking the time to write out your thoughts. I would like to respond to your concerns in the order your 
raised them: 

1. Relative to your comments on installing parking on your block, the proposal to put parking on the north side 
only was tied to the fact that the Board was recommending parking on the north side across from the school. 
Based on the comments from the public at the hearing, they have changed their recommendation, and are now 
suggesting that there would be no parking on the north side across from the school. If that happens, the 
alignment of the road would change there, and then it becomes more logical to install parking on the south side 
only (and not the north side). I have attached the most recent conceptual drawing of this area to better explain 
that. Also you have noted that there is typically not much demand for parking on your block. Note that if 
parking is eliminated from the block the school is on, as well as the four blocks east of Suffield, there will be a 
lot less places to park. Demand is expected to increase for the few areas where it would be left. 

2. Staff agrees with your comment about the current turn restrictions. We hope that these can be eliminated. 

3. I appreciate your observations about the proposal to remove the signal. Our traffic analysis says that there 
are enough gaps to allow children to cross the street, so there should be enough gaps in traffic to allow you to 
pull out as well . The "no turns" restrictions, as you noted, currently make this problem worse. We agree that 
the safety of the school children is paramount. While it may appear that we are focusing on making traffic flow 
more efficiently, the purpose of this is that the better the parent loading zone works, the more people will be 
using it. The more they use it, the less desire there is to have cars parked in various other locations, and 
children walking in from other directions. This then makes the environment safer for the school children. Your 
idea to put the signal on flash for awhile has merit, and could well be implemented prior to the final decision 
being made. It may be considered during the next public discussion with the City Commission. 

4. You have suggested removal of the centerline yellow lane markings on Oak. Actually, we are suggesting not 
only keeping that, but adding white lines to delineate the bike lanes and parking lane. The lane markings will 
make the road feel narrower, even where it is being rebuilt at the same width, which will reduce speeds. I 
encourage you to look at N. Eton Rd. on the northeast side of Birmingham. That was just rebuilt this year using 
the same concept. It feels like a smaller street, even though it is almost the same width as it was before, when 
it had no lane markings at all. 

Please let me know if you have any further questions or comments. 

On Tue, Dec 9, 2014 at 3:38 PM, Anne Kennedy <annekendo@yahoo.com> wrote: 
To: Multi-Modal Transportation Board 
Re: Feedback Regarding Oak Street Paving Project 

My house is located on the northeast corner of Fairfax and Oak. I am opposed to allowing 
any on street parking on Oak between Suffield and Fairfax. According to the Oak Street 

https://m ai I .google.com/mail/u/O/?ui=2&ik=4607cf6df1 &view= pt&search=i nbox&th= 14a351f56af4ff23&simI=14a351f56af4ff23 1/3 



12/10/2014 City of Birmingham Ml 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. I 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. 

I 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. I 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. 

I need more information before I can decide on the proposed removal of the traffic signal 
at Oak and Chesterfield. I have a hard time backing out of my driveway on Oak 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, I believe there should be a trial period with the light set to flashing. I 
don't think the signal is needed except during the morning & afternoon rush hours, but I 
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. I think the focus of the 
Oak and Chesterfield intersection should be on schoolchildren safety and not on improved 
traffic flow. 

Lastly, I 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 I 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, Ml 
City Engineer 



BIRMINGHAM CITY COMMISSION MINUTES 
DECEMBER 15, 2014 

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

I I. CALL TO ORDER AND PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 
Stuart Lee Sherman, Mayor, called the meeting to order at 7:30 PM. 

I II. ROLL CALL 
ROLL CALL: Present, 

Absent, 

Mayor Sherman 
Commissioner Dilgard 
Mayor Pro Tern Hoff 
Commissioner McDaniel 
Commissioner Moore 
Commissioner Nickita 
Commissioner Rinschler 
None 

Administration: City Manager Valentine, City Attorney Currier, Clerk Pierce, DPS Director Wood, 
City Engineer O'Meara, Police Chief Studt, City Planner Ecker, 

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

12-295-14 INTRODUCTION OF GUESTS 
Bob Bergan, President of the Birmingham Area Senior Coordinating Council (BASCC), introduced 
Cris Braun, new Executive Director of BASCC. 

The Police Chief introduced new police officers Casey Pedersen and Jordan Zale. The Clerk 
administered the oath. 

12-296-14 PROCLAMATIONS 
The Commission presented a proclamation to Charles Tallinger in recognition of his forty years 
of service as an Auxiliary Police Officer. 

12-297-14 APPOINTMENT TO THE 
MULTI MODAL TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

MOTION: Motion by Hoff: 
To appoint Vienna Adams, 2109 Dorchester, to the Multi Modal Transportation Board to serve 
the remainder of a one-year term to expire March 24, 2015. 

VOTE: Yeas, 7 
Absent, None 

IV. CONSENT AGENDA 
All items listed on the consent agenda are considered to be routine and will be enacted by one 
motion and approved by a roll call vote. There will be no separate discussion of the items unless a 
commissioner or citizen so reauests, in which event the item will be removed from the aeneral order 
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of business and considered under the last item of new business. 
12-298-14 APPROVAL OF CONSENT AGENDA 
MOTION: Motion by McDaniel, seconded by Dilgard : 
To approve the consent agenda as follows: 
A. Approval of City Commission minutes of December 8, 2014. 
B. Approval of warrant list, including Automated Clearing House payments, of December 

10, 2014 in the amount of $784,292.93. 
C. Resolution approving the purchase of one (1) new 2015 Ford Explorer 4X4 from 

Signature Ford Lincoln, through the Macomb County extendable purchasing contract 
#51-13 A.9.c for a total expenditure of $26,521. Funds for this purchase are available in 
the Auto Equipment Fund, account #641.441.006-971.0100. 

D. Resolution approving the Amendment to the Golf Car Lease Agreement between the City 
of Birmingham and Pifer, Inc. for an additional $600.00 per car per year or a total 
increase per year in the amount of $3,600; and further authorizing the Mayor and City 
Clerk to sign the amended lease documents on behalf of the City. Funds for this lease 
are contained with the Equipment Rental line item, account# 597-753.002-941.0000. 

E. Resolution accepting the resignation of George Stern from the Museum Board, thanking 
Mr. Stern for his service, and directing the Clerk to begin the process to fill the vacancy. 

F. Resolution authorizing the filing of an application for the annual permit for work on state 
highways and designating Paul T. O'Meara, City Engineer, as the officer authorized to 
sign permits required by the State of Michigan beginning January 1, 2015, in accordance 
with the requirements of the application and permit. In his absence, the designated 
officer shall be Brendan Cousino, Assistant City Engineer. 

ROLL CALL VOTE: Yeas, 

Nays, 
Absent, 
Abstentions, 

Commissioner Dilgard 
Mayor Pro Tern Hoff 
Commissioner McDaniel 
Commissioner Moore 
Commissioner Nickita 
Commissioner Rinschler 
Mayor Sherman 
None 
None 
None 

I v. UNFINISHED BUSINESS 

I VI. NEW BUSINESS 
12-299-14 MULTI MODAL TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

2015 CONSTRUCTION PROJECTS 
City Engineer O'Meara explained that the Multi Modal Transportation Board recommended the 
City proceed with the construction of the local streets and make the ADA handicap 
improvements where needed. He noted that this will not prohibit the neighborhood connector 
routes to be built at a later date. 

Mayor Pro Tern Hoff questioned the plan for Martin Street near the Baldwin House. Mr. 
O'Meara explained that the road is currently interrupted by the parking equipment for the 
Chester Street Parking Structure. The City is currently in the process of trying to obtain the 
right-of-way. The new office building has donated their right-of-way to the City. Mr. O'Meara 
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is working with the Baldwin House regarding their portion of the right-of-way. He stated that 
the road would be two lanes between Southfield and Chester with sidewalks on both sides of 
the street and street lights. 

MOTION : Motion by Rinschler, seconded by Nickita: 
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 Department to proceed with these designs as described . 

VOTE: Yeas, 7 
Nays, None 
Absent, None 

City Engineer O'Meara reviewed the discussion by the Multi Modal Transportation Board 
regarding the neighborhood parking needs on Oak Street. He noted that the Board 
recommended that four blocks, Suffield to Lakepark, furthest away from the school not have 
any parking. This would allow the road to be narrowed down to thirty feet and include two 
lanes of traffic and two bike lanes. 

Mr. O'Meara explained the Board recommended the installation of a traffic island at Lakepark to 
slow speeds. The next three blocks would be a two lane road with bike lanes through Suffield. 
At Suffield it would transition back to a thirty-nine foot road with one lane of parking on the 
south side which would continue to Chesterfield. The project would stop at the Chesterfield 
intersection as the school was not able to make a determination on their parking needs in time 
for the 2015 construction schedule. 

Commissioner Rinschler suggested the road be narrowed with no parking lane if there is no 
clear need for parking or have a thirty-six foot road the entire length instead of narrowing. 

Commissioner Nickita supported the thirty foot road width. He questioned to what degree 
parking is needed and suggested parking be diminished to the lowest level possible. 

City Planner Ecker explained that the Board heard a lot of feedback on this issue. She noted 
the police department did a parking count which showed that parking is hardly used except at 
the school. She noted that the school parking overflows at various times. 

The Commission discussed parking and the width of the road. Commissioner McDaniel stated 
that it would be a mistake to take the parking away. Commissioner Rinschler stated that 
another meeting with the school is needed . Mayor Pro Tern Hoff expressed concern with 
moving forward on the street without the school input. Mayor Sherman expressed concern as 
the City cannot determine the extent of the parking need until the school determines their 
parking need. 
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MOTION: Motion by Rinschler, seconded by Nickita: 
To make the road width thirty feet on Oak from Chesterfield to Lakepark and to have the Multi 
Modal Transportation Board and designers do their best job of putting in the bike lanes. 

Mr. O'Meara confirmed for Mayor Sherman that the road could be restriped if parking becomes 
an issue. 

The Commission discussed the traffic island. Mayor Pro Tern Hoff questioned the need for a 
traffic island if the road is thirty feet. Ms. Ecker explained that it is a traffic calming measure. 
Commissioner Nickita agreed that it would have a calming effect. Mike Labadie, traffic 
consultant, expressed support of the thirty foot width. He stated that a traffic island is not 
necessary; however it identifies the need to slow down. Mayor Sherman added that he would 
like to look at the traffic island again as they are obtrusive and ugly. Commissioner Nickita 
noted that there are better ways to build islands. 

VOTE: Yeas, 7 
Nays, None 
Absent, None 

Mr. O'Meara noted that the removal of the traffic signal at Chesterfield and Oak should be 
discussed as the recommendation is to make it a two-way stop. 

The Commission agreed that this item should be deferred until the school parking need is 
determined. 

MOTION: Motion by Rinschler, seconded by Nickita: 
To defer the discussion on the light at Chesterfield and Oak until the City is able to have a 
discussion with the schools as the objective is to make the intersection as safe as possible. 

VOTE: Yeas, 7 
Nays, None 
Absent, None 

12-300-14 TRANSFER OF FRANCHISES 
COMCAST TO MI DWEST CABLE 

Elaine McClain, Chair of Cable Board, explained the mission of the Cable Board. She explained 
that transfer from Comcast to Midwest Cable, LLC, which will ultimately become Greatland 
Connections, is being examined by the FCC, FTC, and Department of Justice. She noted that 
the Cable Board recommended the transfer be approved with the seven conditions as listed in 
the resolution. 

Fred Eton, Government Affairs Manager for Comcast, explained that the transfer is a result of 
the proposed acquisition by Comcast of Time Warner Cable. The acquisition will cause Comcast 
to become too big as the FCC prescribed that no one operator could have more than 30% of 
the market in the United States. This would take Comcast past that threshold. He pointed out 
that the ruling was tossed out by the courts; however Comcast has decided to observe it. He 
noted that 40% of the Greatland Connections customers will be in Michigan. He noted that the 
transfer will only occur if the Time Warner acquisition is approved by the feds. If the 
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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 recommendation 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. 

 
2. 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 
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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). 
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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 
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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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.   
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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 
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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. 
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27725 Stansbury Boulevard, Suite 150 
Farmington Hills, MI 48334 

P: 248.536.0080 
F: 248.536.0079 

www.fveng.com 

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: 

• 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.  

• 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.  

• 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: 

• Special emphasis crosswalk is 12 inch white longitudinal lines. 
• 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  
 
 
      
Michael J. Labadie, PE    
Group Manager     
 
Attached: PAVE-945C 
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3/7/2016 City of Birmingham MI Mail - San Francisco -Serious crosswalks

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/?ui=2&ik=4033b3ab11&view=pt&search=inbox&th=15348c71d4c29d85&siml=15348c71d4c29d85 1/9

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
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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



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

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/?ui=2&ik=4607cf6df1&view=pt&search=inbox&th=154056a79b2e4d03&siml=154056a79b2e4d03 1/9

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 

mailto:mnickita@bhamgov.org
mailto:jvalentine@bhamgov.org
mailto:jecker@bhamgov.org
mailto:pomeara@bhamgov.org
mailto:Mclemence@bhamgov.org
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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

-- 
Joseph A. Valentine



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. 
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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  
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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. 
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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. 
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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 Major 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 

• City staff 
October 11, 2016 

Task 1 and 2 Meeting  
• City staff 

October 26, 2016 

Internal Review with MKSK & Multi-Modal 
Transportation Board Update 

November 3, 2016 

Public Open House November 7, 2016  4:00 – 7:00pm 
Baldwin Public Library – Jeanne Lloyd Room 

Task 3 & 4 Meeting 
• City staff 

November 14, 2016 

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 

I. 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.   

II. 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 Old 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;

 On street parking: Maximize on street parking opportunities where possible;
 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. 

III. 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.

IV. 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. 

VIII. 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: 

 Experience of the consultant with similar projects
 Professional qualifications of the key employees to be assigned to the project
 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, MI 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.

X.  TERMS AND CONDITIONS 

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

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

C. 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. 

D. 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. 

E. 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. 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.G. 
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. 

H. 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; 

(c) 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.

I. 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.

J. 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. 

K. 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. 
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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 II: 2019 - Maple Rd. (Bates St. to Woodward Ave.) 
Phase III: 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: 
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Old  Woodward Ave. Cross-Section (Phases I & III) 

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 I 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 III project, as shown.  Short median islands are proposed on 
Phase I 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 II) 

The Maple Rd. segment is planned for 2019, as Phase II.  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.   
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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 21st 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 now 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.
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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. Old 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 I 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.) 
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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 I and III) 

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 III 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.  Identical 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 II) 

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

6 



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 I 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, II, and 
III), and to recommend that the City Commission approve the Old Woodward Ave. Phase I plan 
as meeting the goals of the Multi-Modal Transportation Master Plan.   

7 



w 
:z 
_J 

s . 
0 . 
Cr:'. 

>-
14. 5' _J 

Cr:'. 
w SIDEWALK I-
(/) 
w s 
:r: 
I-
=::) 

0 
(/) 

w 
:z 
_J 

s . 
0 . 
Cr:'. 

>-
14.5' _J 

Cr:'. 
w SIDEWALK I-
(/) 
w s 
:r: 
I-
=::) 

0 
(/) 

--------1 ~-

14' 
ANGLED PARKING 

14' 

ANGLED PARKING 

1 oo' EXISTING RIGHT-OF-WA y 

71.0 

/OLD WOODWARD AVENUE ~ 

I 

16.5' g' 16.5' 

THROUGH LANE AND BUFFER LEFT TURN LANE THROUGH LANE AND BUFFER 

-----VARIES 

I 

I 

I 

I VARIES--

PROPOSED OLD WOODWARD AVENUE TYPICAL SECTION 

----i-----
21' 

DRIVE LANE 

-----VARIES 

100' EXISTING RIGHT-OF-WAY 

71. o' 

/OLD WOODWARD AVENUE ~ 

I 

------i-1-------
21' 

DRIVE LANE 
-----~-

VARIES--

EXISTING OLD WOODWARD AVENUE TYPICAL SECTION 

14' 
ANGLED PARKING 

14' 

ANGLED PARKING 

14. 5' 
SIDEWALK 

14.5' 

SIDEWALK 

w 
:z 
_J 

. s . 
0 . 
Cr:'. 

>-
_J 

Cr:'. 
w 
I-
(/) 
<( 
w 
:r: 
I-
Cr:'. 
0 
:z 

w 
:z 
_J 

s . 
0 . 
Cr:'. 

>-
_J 

Cr:'. 
w 
I-
(/) 
<( 
w 
:r: 
I-
Cr:'. 
0 
:z 

27725 stansbury Blvd, Suite #150 
Farmington Hills, Ml 48334 

P: 248.536.0080 
F: 248.536.0079 

REVISION: 

:::!: z z ti) 

<( (3 3: z 
:::c :c 0 0 -(!) 0 a:: I-
~ :a: m u 
:::!: :a:" 0 w 

ti) a:: <C I- ti) - J: m e> ti) ti) 
LL~ I- 0 
0 :a: ::J a:: e:; ...J u 
~m§ c - a:: u I 

c ~ a:: 
~ c 

0 
c 0 
0 3: 
0 
3: c 

...J 
c 0 
...J 
0 

DESIGN TEAM: 
SJR 

CHECK BY: 

JMK JUNE 2016 
DRAWING INFORMATION: 

Existing Cross Section 
061016 stevenr 

JUNE, 2016 

F&V PROJECT NO. 

823800 

2 



N. OLD WOODWARD AVE

(100' WIDE PUBLIC ROW )

H
A

M
I
L
T

O
N

 
A

V
E

(
6
0
'
 
W

I
D

E
 
P

U
B

L
I
C

 
R

O
W

)

O
A

K
L
A

N
D

 
A

V
E

(
P

U
B

L
I
C

 
R

O
W

 
V

A
R

I
E

S
 
)

M

A

P

L

E

 

R

D

(

6

6

'

 

W

I

D

E

 

P

U

B

L

I

C

 

R

O

W

)

M
E

R
R

I
L
L
 
S

T

(
6
0
'
 
W

I
D

E
 
P

U
B

L
I
C

 
R

O
W

)

B
R

O

W

N
 
S

T
.

(
6
6
'
 
W

I
D

E
 
P

U

B
L
I
C

 
R

O

W

)

S. O
LD WOODWARD AVE

(100' W
IDE PUBLIC ROW )

P

I

E

R

C

E

 

S

T

(

6

6

'

 

W

I

D

E

 

P

U

B

L

I

C

 

R

O

W

)

M

A

P

L

E

 

R

D

(

6

6

'

 

W

I

D

E

 

P

U

B

L

I

C

 

R

O

W

)

H

E

N

R

I

E

T

T

A

 

S

T

.

P

E

A

B

O

D

Y

 

S

T

.

P

A

R

K

 

S

T

.

PH
AS

E 
2

PH
AS

E 
1

PHASE 1

H

A

M

I

L

T

O

N

 

R

D

(

6

0

'

 

W

I

D

E

 

P

U

B

L

I

C

 

R

O

W

)

BUS STOP

NORTH

F&V PROJECT NO.

DESIGN TEAM:

DRAWING INFORMATION:

NOT FOR

CHECK BY:

REVISION:

C
I
T

Y
 
O

F
 
B

I
R

M
I
N

G
H

A
M

B
I
R

M
I
N

G
H

A
M

,
 
M

I
C

H
I
G

A
N

O
L

D
 
W

O
O

D
W

A
R

D
 
-
 
W

I
L

L
I
T

S
 
T

O
 
B

R
O

W
N

JULY, 2016

P:  248.536.0080

F:  248.536.0079

Farmington Hills, MI 48334

Old Woodward_Maple - Concept Plan

  072516 stevenr

C
O

N
C

E
P

T
 
P

L
A

N

SJR

1

2016JULJMK



N. OLD WOODWARD AVE

(100' WIDE PUBLIC ROW )

H
A

M
I
L
T

O
N

 
A

V
E

(
6
0
'
 
W

I
D

E
 
P

U
B

L
I
C

 
R

O
W

)

O
A

K
L
A

N
D

 
A

V
E

(
P

U
B

L
I
C

 
R

O
W

 
V

A
R

I
E

S
 
)

M

A

P

L

E

 

R

D

(

6

6

'

 

W

I

D

E

 

P

U

B

L

I

C

 

R

O

W

)

M
E

R
R

I
L
L
 
S

T

(
6
0
'
 
W

I
D

E
 
P

U
B

L
I
C

 
R

O
W

)

B
R

O

W

N
 
S

T
.

(
6
6
'
 
W

I
D

E
 
P

U

B
L
I
C

 
R

O

W

)

S. O
LD WOODWARD AVE

(100' W
IDE PUBLIC ROW )

P

I

E

R

C

E

 

S

T

(

6

6

'

 

W

I

D

E

 

P

U

B

L

I

C

 

R

O

W

)

M

A

P

L

E

 

R

D

(

6

6

'

 

W

I

D

E

 

P

U

B

L

I

C

 

R

O

W

)

H

E

N

R

I

E

T

T

A

 

S

T

.

P

E

A

B

O

D

Y

 

S

T

.

P

A

R

K

 

S

T

.

PH
AS

E 
2

PH
AS

E 
1

PHASE 1

H

A

M

I

L

T

O

N

 

R

D

(

6

0

'

 

W

I

D

E

 

P

U

B

L

I

C

 

R

O

W

)

BUS STOP

NORTH

F&V PROJECT NO.

DESIGN TEAM:

DRAWING INFORMATION:

NOT FOR

CHECK BY:

REVISION:

C
I
T

Y
 
O

F
 
B

I
R

M
I
N

G
H

A
M

B
I
R

M
I
N

G
H

A
M

,
 
M

I
C

H
I
G

A
N

O
L

D
 
W

O
O

D
W

A
R

D
 
-
 
W

I
L

L
I
T

S
 
T

O
 
B

R
O

W
N

JULY, 2016

P:  248.536.0080

F:  248.536.0079

Farmington Hills, MI 48334

Old Woodward_Maple - Concept Plan

  072516 stevenr

E
X

I
S

T
I
N

G
 
V

S
.
 
P

R
O

P
O

S
E

D
 
C

O
M

P
A

R
I
S

O
N

SJR

2

2016JULJMK



N. OLD WOODWARD AVE

(100' WIDE PUBLIC ROW )

H
A

M
I
L
T

O
N

 
A

V
E

(
6
0
'
 
W

I
D

E
 
P

U
B

L
I
C

 
R

O
W

)

O
A

K
L
A

N
D

 
A

V
E

(
P

U
B

L
I
C

 
R

O
W

 
V

A
R

I
E

S
 
)

M

A

P

L

E

 

R

D

(

6

6

'

 

W

I

D

E

 

P

U

B

L

I

C

 

R

O

W

)

M
E

R
R

I
L
L
 
S

T

(
6
0
'
 
W

I
D

E
 
P

U
B

L
I
C

 
R

O
W

)

B
R

O

W

N
 
S

T
.

(
6
6
'
 
W

I
D

E
 
P

U

B
L
I
C

 
R

O

W

)

S. O
LD WOODWARD AVE

(100' W
IDE PUBLIC ROW )

P

I

E

R

C

E

 

S

T

(

6

6

'

 

W

I

D

E

 

P

U

B

L

I

C

 

R

O

W

)

M

A

P

L

E

 

R

D

(

6

6

'

 

W

I

D

E

 

P

U

B

L

I

C

 

R

O

W

)

H

E

N

R

I

E

T

T

A

 

S

T

.

P

E

A

B

O

D

Y

 

S

T

.

P

A

R

K

 

S

T

.

PH
AS

E 
2

PH
AS

E 
1

PHASE 1

H

A

M

I

L

T

O

N

 

R

D

(

6

0

'

 

W

I

D

E

 

P

U

B

L

I

C

 

R

O

W

)

BUS STOP

NORTH

F&V PROJECT NO.

DESIGN TEAM:

DRAWING INFORMATION:

NOT FOR

CHECK BY:

REVISION:

C
I
T

Y
 
O

F
 
B

I
R

M
I
N

G
H

A
M

B
I
R

M
I
N

G
H

A
M

,
 
M

I
C

H
I
G

A
N

O
L

D
 
W

O
O

D
W

A
R

D
 
-
 
W

I
L

L
I
T

S
 
T

O
 
B

R
O

W
N

JULY, 2016

P:  248.536.0080

F:  248.536.0079

Farmington Hills, MI 48334

Old Woodward_Maple - Concept Plan

  072516 stevenr

T
U

R
N

I
N

G
 
T

E
M

P
L

A
T

E
S

SJR

3

2016JULJMK



M
E

R
R

I
L
L
 
S

T

(
6
0
'
 
W

I
D

E
 
P

U
B

L
I
C

 
R

O
W

)

BUS STOP

NORTH

F&V PROJECT NO.

DESIGN TEAM:

DRAWING INFORMATION:

NOT FOR

CHECK BY:

REVISION:

C
I
T

Y
 
O

F
 
B

I
R

M
I
N

G
H

A
M

B
I
R

M
I
N

G
H

A
M

,
 
M

I
C

H
I
G

A
N

O
L

D
 
W

O
O

D
W

A
R

D
 
-
 
W

I
L

L
I
T

S
 
T

O
 
B

R
O

W
N

JULY, 2016

P:  248.536.0080

F:  248.536.0079

Farmington Hills, MI 48334

Old Woodward_Maple - Concept Plan

  072516 stevenr

B
I
R

M
I
N

G
H

A
M

 
8

 
T

H
E

A
T

E
R

 
V

A
L

E
T

SJR

4

2016JULJMK



M
A

P
LE

 R
D

(6
6' W

ID
E

 P
U

B
LIC

 R
O

W
)

H
E

N
R

I
E

T
T

A
 
S

T
.

B
A

T
E

S
 
S

T

NORTH

F&V PROJECT NO.

DESIGN TEAM:

DRAWING INFORMATION:

NOT FOR

CHECK BY:

REVISION:

C
I
T

Y
 
O

F
 
B

I
R

M
I
N

G
H

A
M

B
I
R

M
I
N

G
H

A
M

,
 
M

I
C

H
I
G

A
N

M
A

P
L

E
 
R

O
A

D
 
C

O
N

C
E

P
T

 
P

L
A

N

JULY, 2016

P:  248.536.0080

F:  248.536.0079

Farmington Hills, MI 48334

Maple Road - Concept Plan

  072216 stevenr

B
A

T
E

S
 
T

O
 
H

E
N

R
I
E

T
T

A
 
P

R
O

P
O

S
E

D

SJR

1

2016JULJMK



N

.

 

O

L

D

 

W

O

O

D

W

A

R

D

 

A

V

E

(

1

0

0

'

 

W

I

D

E

 

P

U

B

L

I

C

 

R

O

W

 

)

M
A

P
LE

 R
D

(6
6' W

ID
E

 P
U

B
LIC

 R
O

W
)

P
I
E

R
C

E
 
S

T

(
6
6
'
 
W

I
D

E
 
P

U
B

L
I
C

 
R

O
W

)

H
E

N
R

I
E

T
T

A
 
S

T
.

PHASE 2 PHASE 1

NORTH

F&V PROJECT NO.

DESIGN TEAM:

DRAWING INFORMATION:

NOT FOR

CHECK BY:

REVISION:

C
I
T

Y
 
O

F
 
B

I
R

M
I
N

G
H

A
M

B
I
R

M
I
N

G
H

A
M

,
 
M

I
C

H
I
G

A
N

M
A

P
L

E
 
R

O
A

D
 
C

O
N

C
E

P
T

 
P

L
A

N

JULY, 2016

P:  248.536.0080

F:  248.536.0079

Farmington Hills, MI 48334

Maple Road - Concept Plan

  072216 stevenr

H
E

N
R

I
E

T
T

A
 
T

O
 
O

L
D

 
W

O
O

D
W

A
R

D
 
P

R
O

P
O

S
E

D

SJR

2

2016JULJMK



M
A

P
LE

 R
D

(6
6' W

ID
E

 P
U

B
LIC

 R
O

W
)

P
E

A
B

O
D

Y
 
S

T
.

P
A

R
K

 
S

T
.

H
A

M
IL

T
O

N
 R

D

(6
0' W

ID
E

 P
U

B
LIC

 R
O

W
)

NORTH

F&V PROJECT NO.

DESIGN TEAM:

DRAWING INFORMATION:

NOT FOR

CHECK BY:

REVISION:

C
I
T

Y
 
O

F
 
B

I
R

M
I
N

G
H

A
M

B
I
R

M
I
N

G
H

A
M

,
 
M

I
C

H
I
G

A
N

M
A

P
L

E
 
R

O
A

D
 
C

O
N

C
E

P
T

 
P

L
A

N

JULY, 2016

P:  248.536.0080

F:  248.536.0079

Farmington Hills, MI 48334

Maple Road - Concept Plan

  072516 stevenr

O
L

D
 
W

O
O

D
W

A
R

D
 
T

O
 
P

A
R

K
 
P

R
O

P
O

S
E

D

SJR

3

2016JULJMK



M
A

P
LE

 R
D

(6
6' W

ID
E

 P
U

B
LIC

 R
O

W
)

H
E

N
R

I
E

T
T

A
 
S

T
.

B
A

T
E

S
 
S

T

NORTH

F&V PROJECT NO.

DESIGN TEAM:

DRAWING INFORMATION:

NOT FOR

CHECK BY:

REVISION:

C
I
T

Y
 
O

F
 
B

I
R

M
I
N

G
H

A
M

B
I
R

M
I
N

G
H

A
M

,
 
M

I
C

H
I
G

A
N

M
A

P
L

E
 
R

O
A

D
 
C

O
N

C
E

P
T

 
P

L
A

N

JULY, 2016

P:  248.536.0080

F:  248.536.0079

Farmington Hills, MI 48334

Maple Road - Concept Plan

  072216 stevenr

B
A

T
E

S
 
T

O
 
H

E
N

R
I
E

T
T

A
 
C

O
M

P
A

R
I
S

O
N

SJR

4

2016JULJMK



N

.

 

O

L

D

 

W

O

O

D

W

A

R

D

 

A

V

E

(

1

0

0

'

 

W

I

D

E

 

P

U

B

L

I

C

 

R

O

W

 

)

M
A

P
LE

 R
D

(6
6' W

ID
E

 P
U

B
LIC

 R
O

W
)

P
I
E

R
C

E
 
S

T

(
6
6
'
 
W

I
D

E
 
P

U
B

L
I
C

 
R

O
W

)

H
E

N
R

I
E

T
T

A
 
S

T
.

PHASE 2 PHASE 1

NORTH

F&V PROJECT NO.

DESIGN TEAM:

DRAWING INFORMATION:

NOT FOR

CHECK BY:

REVISION:

C
I
T

Y
 
O

F
 
B

I
R

M
I
N

G
H

A
M

B
I
R

M
I
N

G
H

A
M

,
 
M

I
C

H
I
G

A
N

M
A

P
L

E
 
R

O
A

D
 
C

O
N

C
E

P
T

 
P

L
A

N

JULY, 2016

P:  248.536.0080

F:  248.536.0079

Farmington Hills, MI 48334

Maple Road - Concept Plan

  072216 stevenr

H
E

N
R

I
E

T
T

A
 
T

O
 
O

L
D

 
W

O
O

D
W

A
R

D
 
C

O
M

P
A

R
I
S

O
N

SJR

5

2016JULJMK



M
A

P
LE

 R
D

(6
6' W

ID
E

 P
U

B
LIC

 R
O

W
)

P
E

A
B

O
D

Y
 
S

T
.

P
A

R
K

 
S

T
.

H
A

M
IL

T
O

N
 R

D

(6
0' W

ID
E

 P
U

B
LIC

 R
O

W
)

NORTH

F&V PROJECT NO.

DESIGN TEAM:

DRAWING INFORMATION:

NOT FOR

CHECK BY:

REVISION:

C
I
T

Y
 
O

F
 
B

I
R

M
I
N

G
H

A
M

B
I
R

M
I
N

G
H

A
M

,
 
M

I
C

H
I
G

A
N

M
A

P
L

E
 
R

O
A

D
 
C

O
N

C
E

P
T

 
P

L
A

N

JULY, 2016

P:  248.536.0080

F:  248.536.0079

Farmington Hills, MI 48334

Maple Road - Concept Plan

  072516 stevenr

O
L

D
 
W

O
O

D
W

A
R

D
 
T

O
 
P

A
R

K
 
C

O
M

P
A

R
I
S

O
N

SJR

6

2016JULJMK



M
A

P
LE

 R
D

(6
6' W

ID
E

 P
U

B
LIC

 R
O

W
)

H
E

N
R

I
E

T
T

A
 
S

T
.

B
A

T
E

S
 
S

T

NORTH

F&V PROJECT NO.

DESIGN TEAM:

DRAWING INFORMATION:

NOT FOR

CHECK BY:

REVISION:

C
I
T

Y
 
O

F
 
B

I
R

M
I
N

G
H

A
M

B
I
R

M
I
N

G
H

A
M

,
 
M

I
C

H
I
G

A
N

M
A

P
L

E
 
R

O
A

D
 
C

O
N

C
E

P
T

 
P

L
A

N

JULY, 2016

P:  248.536.0080

F:  248.536.0079

Farmington Hills, MI 48334

Maple Road - Concept Plan

  072216 stevenr

B
A

T
E

S
 
T

O
 
H

E
N

R
I
E

T
T

A
 
T

U
R

N
I
N

G
 
T

E
M

P
L

A
T

E
S

SJR

7

2016JULJMK



N

.

 

O

L

D

 

W

O

O

D

W

A

R

D

 

A

V

E

(

1

0

0

'

 

W

I

D

E

 

P

U

B

L

I

C

 

R

O

W

 

)

M
A

P
LE

 R
D

(6
6' W

ID
E

 P
U

B
LIC

 R
O

W
)

P
I
E

R
C

E
 
S

T

(
6
6
'
 
W

I
D

E
 
P

U
B

L
I
C

 
R

O
W

)

H
E

N
R

I
E

T
T

A
 
S

T
.

PHASE 2 PHASE 1

NORTH

F&V PROJECT NO.

DESIGN TEAM:

DRAWING INFORMATION:

NOT FOR

CHECK BY:

REVISION:

C
I
T

Y
 
O

F
 
B

I
R

M
I
N

G
H

A
M

B
I
R

M
I
N

G
H

A
M

,
 
M

I
C

H
I
G

A
N

M
A

P
L

E
 
R

O
A

D
 
C

O
N

C
E

P
T

 
P

L
A

N

JULY, 2016

P:  248.536.0080

F:  248.536.0079

Farmington Hills, MI 48334

Maple Road - Concept Plan

  072216 stevenr

H
E

N
R

I
E

T
T

A
 
T

O
 
O

L
D

 
W

O
O

D
W

A
R

D
 
T

U
R

N
I
N

G
 
T

E
M

P
.

SJR

8

2016JULJMK



M
A

P
LE

 R
D

(6
6' W

ID
E

 P
U

B
LIC

 R
O

W
)

P
E

A
B

O
D

Y
 
S

T
.

P
A

R
K

 
S

T
.

H
A

M
IL

T
O

N
 R

D

(6
0' W

ID
E

 P
U

B
LIC

 R
O

W
)

NORTH

F&V PROJECT NO.

DESIGN TEAM:

DRAWING INFORMATION:

NOT FOR

CHECK BY:

REVISION:

C
I
T

Y
 
O

F
 
B

I
R

M
I
N

G
H

A
M

B
I
R

M
I
N

G
H

A
M

,
 
M

I
C

H
I
G

A
N

M
A

P
L

E
 
R

O
A

D
 
C

O
N

C
E

P
T

 
P

L
A

N

JULY, 2016

P:  248.536.0080

F:  248.536.0079

Farmington Hills, MI 48334

Maple Road - Concept Plan

  072516 stevenr

O
L

D
 
W

O
O

D
W

A
R

D
 
T

O
 
P

A
R

K
 
T

U
R

N
I
N

G
 
T

E
M

P
L

A
T

E
S

SJR

9

2016JULJMK



N. OLD WOODWARD AVE

(100' WIDE PUBLIC ROW )

H
A

M
I
L

T
O

N
 
A

V
E

(
6
0
'
 
W

I
D

E
 
P

U
B

L
I
C

 
R

O
W

)

O
A

K
L
A

N
D

 
A

V
E

(
P

U
B

L
I
C

 
R

O
W

 
V

A
R

I
E

S
 
)

M

A

P

L

E

 

R

D

(

6

6

'

 

W

I

D

E

 

P

U

B

L

I

C

 

R

O

W

)

P

I

E

R

C

E

 

S

T

(

6

6

'

 

W

I

D

E

 

P

U

B

L

I

C

 

R

O

W

)

PH
AS

E 
2

PH
AS

E 
1

PHASE 1

NORTH

F&V PROJECT NO.

DESIGN TEAM:

DRAWING INFORMATION:

NOT FOR

CHECK BY:

REVISION:

C
I
T

Y
 
O

F
 
B

I
R

M
I
N

G
H

A
M

B
I
R

M
I
N

G
H

A
M

,
 
M

I
C

H
I
G

A
N

O
L

D
 
W

O
O

D
W

A
R

D
 
C

O
N

C
E

P
T

 
P

L
A

N

JULY, 2016

P:  248.536.0080

F:  248.536.0079

Farmington Hills, MI 48334

Old Woodward_Maple - Concept Plan

  072516 stevenr

W
I
L

L
I
T

S
 
S

T
.
 
T

O
 
M

A
P

L
E

 
R

D
.
 
P

R
O

P
O

S
E

D

SJR

1

2016JULJMK



N. OLD WOODWARD AVE

M

A

P

L

E

 

R

D

(

6

6

'

 

W

I

D

E

 

P

U

B

L

I

C

 

R

O

W

)

M
E

R
R

I
L
L
 
S

T

(
6
0
'
 
W

I
D

E
 
P

U
B

L
I
C

 
R

O
W

)

P

I

E

R

C

E

 

S

T

(

6

6

'

 

W

I

D

E

 

P

U

B

L

I

C

 

R

O

W

)

BUS STOP

NORTH

F&V PROJECT NO.

DESIGN TEAM:

DRAWING INFORMATION:

NOT FOR

CHECK BY:

REVISION:

C
I
T

Y
 
O

F
 
B

I
R

M
I
N

G
H

A
M

B
I
R

M
I
N

G
H

A
M

,
 
M

I
C

H
I
G

A
N

O
L

D
 
W

O
O

D
W

A
R

D
 
C

O
N

C
E

P
T

 
P

L
A

N

JULY, 2016

P:  248.536.0080

F:  248.536.0079

Farmington Hills, MI 48334

2016JULJMK

Old Woodward_Maple - Concept Plan

  072516 stevenr

M
A

P
L

E
 
R

D
.
 
T

O
 
M

E
R

R
I
L

L
 
S

T
.
 
P

R
O

P
O

S
E

D

SJR

2



M
E

R
R

I
L
L
 
S

T

(
6
0
'
 
W

I
D

E
 
P

U
B

L
I
C

 
R

O
W

)

B

R

O

W

N

 
S

T
.

(
6
6
'
 
W

I
D

E

 
P

U

B

L
I
C

 
R

O

W

)

S. OLD WOODWARD AVE

(100' WIDE PUBLIC ROW )

BUS STOP

NORTH

F&V PROJECT NO.

DESIGN TEAM:

DRAWING INFORMATION:

NOT FOR

CHECK BY:

REVISION:

C
I
T

Y
 
O

F
 
B

I
R

M
I
N

G
H

A
M

B
I
R

M
I
N

G
H

A
M

,
 
M

I
C

H
I
G

A
N

O
L

D
 
W

O
O

D
W

A
R

D
 
C

O
N

C
E

P
T

 
P

L
A

N

JULY, 2016

P:  248.536.0080

F:  248.536.0079

Farmington Hills, MI 48334

2016JULJMK

Old Woodward_Maple - Concept Plan

  072516 stevenr

M
E

R
R

I
L

L
 
S

T
.
 
T

O
 
B

R
O

W
N

 
S

T
.
 
P

R
O

P
O

S
E

D

SJR

3



B
R

O

W

N

 
S

T
.

(
6
6
'
 
W

I
D

E
 
P

U

B
L
I
C

 
R

O

W

)

D

A
I
N

E
S

 
S

T
.

H
A

Z
E

L
 
S

T
.

BUS STOP

NORTH

F&V PROJECT NO.

DESIGN TEAM:

DRAWING INFORMATION:

NOT FOR

CHECK BY:

REVISION:

C
I
T

Y
 
O

F
 
B

I
R

M
I
N

G
H

A
M

B
I
R

M
I
N

G
H

A
M

,
 
M

I
C

H
I
G

A
N

O
L

D
 
W

O
O

D
W

A
R

D
 
C

O
N

C
E

P
T

 
P

L
A

N

JULY, 2016

P:  248.536.0080

F:  248.536.0079

Farmington Hills, MI 48334

2016JULJMK

Old Woodward_Maple - Concept Plan

  072516 stevenr

B
R

O
W

N
 
S

T
.
 
T

O
 
H

A
Z

E
L

 
S

T
.
 
P

R
O

P
O

S
E

D

SJR

4



H
A

Z
E

L
 
S

T
.

F
R

A
N

K
 
S

T
.

B
O

W
E

R
S

 
S

T
.

S

B

 
W

O

O

D

W

A

R

D

 
A

V

E

.

S. OLD WOODWARD AVE

(100' WIDE PUBLIC ROW )

NORTH

F&V PROJECT NO.

DESIGN TEAM:

DRAWING INFORMATION:

NOT FOR

CHECK BY:

REVISION:

C
I
T

Y
 
O

F
 
B

I
R

M
I
N

G
H

A
M

B
I
R

M
I
N

G
H

A
M

,
 
M

I
C

H
I
G

A
N

O
L

D
 
W

O
O

D
W

A
R

D
 
C

O
N

C
E

P
T

 
P

L
A

N

JULY, 2016

P:  248.536.0080

F:  248.536.0079

Farmington Hills, MI 48334

2016JULJMK

Old Woodward_Maple - Concept Plan

  072516 stevenr

H
A

Z
E

L
 
S

T
.
T

O
 
B

O
W

E
R

S
 
S

T
.
 
P

R
O

P
O

S
E

D

SJR

5

PROPOSED THREE LANE CROSS SECTION CONTINGENT UPON FURTHER ANALYSIS



B
O

W
E

R
S

 
S

T
.

H
A

Y
N

E
S

 
S

T
.

G
E

O
R

G
E

 
S

T
.

S

B

 
W

O

O

D

W

A

R

D

 
A

V

E

.

S. OLD WOODWARD AVE

(100' WIDE PUBLIC ROW )

NORTH

F&V PROJECT NO.

DESIGN TEAM:

DRAWING INFORMATION:

NOT FOR

CHECK BY:

REVISION:

C
I
T

Y
 
O

F
 
B

I
R

M
I
N

G
H

A
M

B
I
R

M
I
N

G
H

A
M

,
 
M

I
C

H
I
G

A
N

O
L

D
 
W

O
O

D
W

A
R

D
 
C

O
N

C
E

P
T

 
P

L
A

N

JULY, 2016

P:  248.536.0080

F:  248.536.0079

Farmington Hills, MI 48334

2016JULJMK

Old Woodward_Maple - Concept Plan

  072516 stevenr

B
O

W
E

R
S

 
S

T
.
 
T

O
 
G

E
O

R
G

E
 
S

T
.
 
P

R
O

P
O

S
E

D

SJR

6



G
E

O
R

G
E

 
S

T
.

L
A

N
D

O
N

 
S

T
.

PHASE 3

LANDSCAPE

NORTH

F&V PROJECT NO.

DESIGN TEAM:

DRAWING INFORMATION:

NOT FOR

CHECK BY:

REVISION:

C
I
T

Y
 
O

F
 
B

I
R

M
I
N

G
H

A
M

B
I
R

M
I
N

G
H

A
M

,
 
M

I
C

H
I
G

A
N

O
L

D
 
W

O
O

D
W

A
R

D
 
C

O
N

C
E

P
T

 
P

L
A

N

JULY, 2016

P:  248.536.0080

F:  248.536.0079

Farmington Hills, MI 48334

2016JULJMK

Old Woodward_Maple - Concept Plan

  072516 stevenr

G
E

O
R

G
E

 
S

T
.
 
T

O
 
L

A
N

D
O

N
 
S

T
.
 
P

R
O

P
O

S
E

D

SJR

7



N. OLD WOODWARD AVE

(100' WIDE PUBLIC ROW )

H
A

M
I
L

T
O

N
 
A

V
E

(
6
0
'
 
W

I
D

E
 
P

U
B

L
I
C

 
R

O
W

)

O
A

K
L
A

N
D

 
A

V
E

(
P

U
B

L
I
C

 
R

O
W

 
V

A
R

I
E

S
 
)

M

A

P

L

E

 

R

D

(

6

6

'

 

W

I

D

E

 

P

U

B

L

I

C

 

R

O

W

)

P

I

E

R

C

E

 

S

T

(

6

6

'

 

W

I

D

E

 

P

U

B

L

I

C

 

R

O

W

)

PH
AS

E 
2

PH
AS

E 
1

PHASE 1

NORTH

F&V PROJECT NO.

DESIGN TEAM:

DRAWING INFORMATION:

NOT FOR

CHECK BY:

REVISION:

C
I
T

Y
 
O

F
 
B

I
R

M
I
N

G
H

A
M

B
I
R

M
I
N

G
H

A
M

,
 
M

I
C

H
I
G

A
N

O
L

D
 
W

O
O

D
W

A
R

D
 
C

O
N

C
E

P
T

 
P

L
A

N

JULY, 2016

P:  248.536.0080

F:  248.536.0079

Farmington Hills, MI 48334

Old Woodward_Maple - Concept Plan

  072516 stevenr

W
I
L

L
I
T

S
 
S

T
.
 
T

O
 
M

A
P

L
E

 
R

D
.
 
C

O
M

P
A

R
I
S

O
N

SJR

8

2016JULJMK



N. OLD WOODWARD AVE

M

A

P

L

E

 

R

D

(

6

6

'

 

W

I

D

E

 

P

U

B

L

I

C

 

R

O

W

)

M
E

R
R

I
L
L
 
S

T

(
6
0
'
 
W

I
D

E
 
P

U
B

L
I
C

 
R

O
W

)

P

I

E

R

C

E

 

S

T

(

6

6

'

 

W

I

D

E

 

P

U

B

L

I

C

 

R

O

W

)

BUS STOP

NORTH

F&V PROJECT NO.

DESIGN TEAM:

DRAWING INFORMATION:

NOT FOR

CHECK BY:

REVISION:

C
I
T

Y
 
O

F
 
B

I
R

M
I
N

G
H

A
M

B
I
R

M
I
N

G
H

A
M

,
 
M

I
C

H
I
G

A
N

O
L

D
 
W

O
O

D
W

A
R

D
 
C

O
N

C
E

P
T

 
P

L
A

N

JULY, 2016

P:  248.536.0080

F:  248.536.0079

Farmington Hills, MI 48334

2016JULJMK

Old Woodward_Maple - Concept Plan

  072516 stevenr

M
A

P
L

E
 
R

D
.
 
T

O
 
M

E
R

R
I
L

L
 
S

T
.
 
C

O
M

P
A

R
I
S

O
N

SJR

9



M
E

R
R

I
L
L
 
S

T

(
6
0
'
 
W

I
D

E
 
P

U
B

L
I
C

 
R

O
W

)

B

R

O

W

N

 
S

T
.

(
6
6
'
 
W

I
D

E

 
P

U

B

L
I
C

 
R

O

W

)

S. OLD WOODWARD AVE

(100' WIDE PUBLIC ROW )

BUS STOP

NORTH

F&V PROJECT NO.

DESIGN TEAM:

DRAWING INFORMATION:

NOT FOR

CHECK BY:

REVISION:

C
I
T

Y
 
O

F
 
B

I
R

M
I
N

G
H

A
M

B
I
R

M
I
N

G
H

A
M

,
 
M

I
C

H
I
G

A
N

O
L

D
 
W

O
O

D
W

A
R

D
 
C

O
N

C
E

P
T

 
P

L
A

N

JULY, 2016

P:  248.536.0080

F:  248.536.0079

Farmington Hills, MI 48334

2016JULJMK

Old Woodward_Maple - Concept Plan

  072516 stevenr

M
E

R
R

I
L

L
 
S

T
.
 
T

O
 
B

R
O

W
N

 
S

T
.
 
C

O
M

P
A

R
I
S

O
N

SJR

10



B
R

O

W

N

 
S

T
.

(
6
6
'
 
W

I
D

E
 
P

U

B
L
I
C

 
R

O

W

)

D

A
I
N

E
S

 
S

T
.

H
A

Z
E

L
 
S

T
.

BUS STOP

NORTH

F&V PROJECT NO.

DESIGN TEAM:

DRAWING INFORMATION:

NOT FOR

CHECK BY:

REVISION:

C
I
T

Y
 
O

F
 
B

I
R

M
I
N

G
H

A
M

B
I
R

M
I
N

G
H

A
M

,
 
M

I
C

H
I
G

A
N

O
L

D
 
W

O
O

D
W

A
R

D
 
C

O
N

C
E

P
T

 
P

L
A

N

JULY, 2016

P:  248.536.0080

F:  248.536.0079

Farmington Hills, MI 48334

2016JULJMK

Old Woodward_Maple - Concept Plan

  072516 stevenr

B
R

O
W

N
 
S

T
.
 
T

O
 
H

A
Z

E
L

 
S

T
.
 
C

O
M

P
A

R
I
S

O
N

SJR

11



H
A

Z
E

L
 
S

T
.

F
R

A
N

K
 
S

T
.

B
O

W
E

R
S

 
S

T
.

S

B

 
W

O

O

D

W

A

R

D

 
A

V

E

.

S. OLD WOODWARD AVE

(100' WIDE PUBLIC ROW )

NORTH

F&V PROJECT NO.

DESIGN TEAM:

DRAWING INFORMATION:

NOT FOR

CHECK BY:

REVISION:

C
I
T

Y
 
O

F
 
B

I
R

M
I
N

G
H

A
M

B
I
R

M
I
N

G
H

A
M

,
 
M

I
C

H
I
G

A
N

O
L

D
 
W

O
O

D
W

A
R

D
 
C

O
N

C
E

P
T

 
P

L
A

N

JULY, 2016

P:  248.536.0080

F:  248.536.0079

Farmington Hills, MI 48334

2016JULJMK

Old Woodward_Maple - Concept Plan

  072516 stevenr

H
A

Z
E

L
 
S

T
.
 
T

O
 
B

O
W

E
R

S
 
S

T
.
 
C

O
M

P
A

R
I
S

O
N

SJR

12



B
O

W
E

R
S

 
S

T
.

H
A

Y
N

E
S

 
S

T
.

G
E

O
R

G
E

 
S

T
.

S

B

 
W

O

O

D

W

A

R

D

 
A

V

E

.

S. OLD WOODWARD AVE

(100' WIDE PUBLIC ROW )

NORTH

F&V PROJECT NO.

DESIGN TEAM:

DRAWING INFORMATION:

NOT FOR

CHECK BY:

REVISION:

C
I
T

Y
 
O

F
 
B

I
R

M
I
N

G
H

A
M

B
I
R

M
I
N

G
H

A
M

,
 
M

I
C

H
I
G

A
N

O
L

D
 
W

O
O

D
W

A
R

D
 
C

O
N

C
E

P
T

 
P

L
A

N

JULY, 2016

P:  248.536.0080

F:  248.536.0079

Farmington Hills, MI 48334

2016JULJMK

Old Woodward_Maple - Concept Plan

  072516 stevenr

B
O

W
E

R
S

 
S

T
.
 
T

O
 
G

E
O

R
G

E
 
S

T
.
 
C

O
M

P
A

R
I
S

O
N

SJR

13



G
E

O
R

G
E

 
S

T
.

L
A

N
D

O
N

 
S

T
.

PHASE 3

LANDSCAPE

NORTH

F&V PROJECT NO.

DESIGN TEAM:

DRAWING INFORMATION:

NOT FOR

CHECK BY:

REVISION:

C
I
T

Y
 
O

F
 
B

I
R

M
I
N

G
H

A
M

B
I
R

M
I
N

G
H

A
M

,
 
M

I
C

H
I
G

A
N

O
L

D
 
W

O
O

D
W

A
R

D
 
C

O
N

C
E

P
T

 
P

L
A

N

JULY, 2016

P:  248.536.0080

F:  248.536.0079

Farmington Hills, MI 48334

2016JULJMK

Old Woodward_Maple - Concept Plan

  072516 stevenr

G
E

O
R

G
E

 
S

T
.
 
T

O
 
L

A
N

D
O

N
 
S

T
.
 
C

O
M

P
A

R
I
S

O
N

SJR

14



N. OLD WOODWARD AVE

(100' WIDE PUBLIC ROW )

H
A

M
I
L

T
O

N
 
A

V
E

(
6
0
'
 
W

I
D

E
 
P

U
B

L
I
C

 
R

O
W

)

O
A

K
L
A

N
D

 
A

V
E

(
P

U
B

L
I
C

 
R

O
W

 
V

A
R

I
E

S
 
)

M

A

P

L

E

 

R

D

(

6

6

'

 

W

I

D

E

 

P

U

B

L

I

C

 

R

O

W

)

P

I

E

R

C

E

 

S

T

(

6

6

'

 

W

I

D

E

 

P

U

B

L

I

C

 

R

O

W

)

PH
AS

E 
2

PH
AS

E 
1

PHASE 1

NORTH

F&V PROJECT NO.

DESIGN TEAM:

DRAWING INFORMATION:

NOT FOR

CHECK BY:

REVISION:

C
I
T

Y
 
O

F
 
B

I
R

M
I
N

G
H

A
M

B
I
R

M
I
N

G
H

A
M

,
 
M

I
C

H
I
G

A
N

O
L

D
 
W

O
O

D
W

A
R

D
 
C

O
N

C
E

P
T

 
P

L
A

N

JULY, 2016

P:  248.536.0080

F:  248.536.0079

Farmington Hills, MI 48334

Old Woodward_Maple - Concept Plan

  072516 stevenr

W
I
L

L
I
T

S
 
S

T
.
 
T

O
 
M

A
P

L
E

 
R

D
.
 
T

U
R

N
I
N

G
 
T

E
M

P
L

A
T

E
S

SJR

15

2016JULJMK



N. OLD WOODWARD AVE

M

A

P

L

E

 

R

D

(

6

6

'

 

W

I

D

E

 

P

U

B

L

I

C

 

R

O

W

)

M
E

R
R

I
L
L
 
S

T

(
6
0
'
 
W

I
D

E
 
P

U
B

L
I
C

 
R

O
W

)

P

I

E

R

C

E

 

S

T

(

6

6

'

 

W

I

D

E

 

P

U

B

L

I

C

 

R

O

W

)

BUS STOP

NORTH

F&V PROJECT NO.

DESIGN TEAM:

DRAWING INFORMATION:

NOT FOR

CHECK BY:

REVISION:

C
I
T

Y
 
O

F
 
B

I
R

M
I
N

G
H

A
M

B
I
R

M
I
N

G
H

A
M

,
 
M

I
C

H
I
G

A
N

O
L

D
 
W

O
O

D
W

A
R

D
 
C

O
N

C
E

P
T

 
P

L
A

N

JULY, 2016

P:  248.536.0080

F:  248.536.0079

Farmington Hills, MI 48334

2016JULJMK

Old Woodward_Maple - Concept Plan

  072516 stevenr

M
A

P
L

E
 
R

D
.
 
T

O
 
M

E
R

R
I
L

L
 
S

T
.
 
T

U
R

N
I
N

G
 
T

E
M

P
L

A
T

E
S

SJR

16



M
E

R
R

I
L
L
 
S

T

(
6
0
'
 
W

I
D

E
 
P

U
B

L
I
C

 
R

O
W

)

B

R

O

W

N

 
S

T
.

(
6
6
'
 
W

I
D

E

 
P

U

B

L
I
C

 
R

O

W

)

S. OLD WOODWARD AVE

(100' WIDE PUBLIC ROW )

BUS STOP

NORTH

F&V PROJECT NO.

DESIGN TEAM:

DRAWING INFORMATION:

NOT FOR

CHECK BY:

REVISION:

C
I
T

Y
 
O

F
 
B

I
R

M
I
N

G
H

A
M

B
I
R

M
I
N

G
H

A
M

,
 
M

I
C

H
I
G

A
N

O
L

D
 
W

O
O

D
W

A
R

D
 
C

O
N

C
E

P
T

 
P

L
A

N

JULY, 2016

P:  248.536.0080

F:  248.536.0079

Farmington Hills, MI 48334

2016JULJMK

Old Woodward_Maple - Concept Plan

  072516 stevenr

M
E

R
R

I
L

L
 
S

T
.
 
T

O
 
B

R
O

W
N

 
S

T
.
 
T

U
R

N
I
N

G
 
T

E
M

P
L

A
T

E
S

SJR

17



B
R

O

W

N

 
S

T
.

(
6
6
'
 
W

I
D

E
 
P

U

B
L
I
C

 
R

O

W

)

D

A
I
N

E
S

 
S

T
.

H
A

Z
E

L
 
S

T
.

BUS STOP

NORTH

F&V PROJECT NO.

DESIGN TEAM:

DRAWING INFORMATION:

NOT FOR

CHECK BY:

REVISION:

C
I
T

Y
 
O

F
 
B

I
R

M
I
N

G
H

A
M

B
I
R

M
I
N

G
H

A
M

,
 
M

I
C

H
I
G

A
N

O
L

D
 
W

O
O

D
W

A
R

D
 
C

O
N

C
E

P
T

 
P

L
A

N

JULY, 2016

P:  248.536.0080

F:  248.536.0079

Farmington Hills, MI 48334

2016JULJMK

Old Woodward_Maple - Concept Plan

  072516 stevenr

B
R

O
W

N
 
S

T
.
 
T

O
 
H

A
Z

E
L

 
S

T
.
 
T

U
R

N
I
N

G
 
T

E
M

P
L

A
T

E
S

SJR

18



H
A

Z
E

L
 
S

T
.

F
R

A
N

K
 
S

T
.

B
O

W
E

R
S

 
S

T
.

S

B

 
W

O

O

D

W

A

R

D

 
A

V

E

.

S. OLD WOODWARD AVE

(100' WIDE PUBLIC ROW )

P
A

A
S

H
T

O
 2

01
1 

(U
S

)

W
B

-4
0

A
A

S
H

T
O

 2
01

1 
(U

S
)

NORTH

F&V PROJECT NO.

DESIGN TEAM:

DRAWING INFORMATION:

NOT FOR

CHECK BY:

REVISION:

C
I
T

Y
 
O

F
 
B

I
R

M
I
N

G
H

A
M

B
I
R

M
I
N

G
H

A
M

,
 
M

I
C

H
I
G

A
N

O
L

D
 
W

O
O

D
W

A
R

D
 
C

O
N

C
E

P
T

 
P

L
A

N

JULY, 2016

P:  248.536.0080

F:  248.536.0079

Farmington Hills, MI 48334

2016JULJMK

Old Woodward_Maple - Concept Plan

  072516 stevenr

H
A

Z
E

L
 
S

T
.
T

O
 
B

O
W

E
R

S
 
S

T
.
 
T

U
R

N
I
N

G
 
T

E
M

P
L

A
T

E
S

SJR

19



B
O

W
E

R
S

 
S

T
.

H
A

Y
N

E
S

 
S

T
.

G
E

O
R

G
E

 
S

T
.

S

B

 
W

O

O

D

W

A

R

D

 
A

V

E

.

S. OLD WOODWARD AVE

(100' WIDE PUBLIC ROW )

P
A

A
S

H
T

O
 2

01
1 

(U
S

)

PAASHTO 2011 (US)

W
B

-4
0

A
A

S
H

T
O

 2
01

1 
(U

S
)

NORTH

F&V PROJECT NO.

DESIGN TEAM:

DRAWING INFORMATION:

NOT FOR

CHECK BY:

REVISION:

C
I
T

Y
 
O

F
 
B

I
R

M
I
N

G
H

A
M

B
I
R

M
I
N

G
H

A
M

,
 
M

I
C

H
I
G

A
N

O
L

D
 
W

O
O

D
W

A
R

D
 
C

O
N

C
E

P
T

 
P

L
A

N

JULY, 2016

P:  248.536.0080

F:  248.536.0079

Farmington Hills, MI 48334

2016JULJMK

Old Woodward_Maple - Concept Plan

  072516 stevenr

B
O

W
E

R
S

 
S

T
.
 
T

O
 
G

E
O

R
G

E
 
S

T
.
 
T

U
R

N
I
N

G
 
T

E
M

P
L

A
T

E
S

SJR

20



G
E

O
R

G
E

 
S

T
.

L
A

N
D

O
N

 
S

T
.

PHASE 3

LANDSCAPE

NORTH

F&V PROJECT NO.

DESIGN TEAM:

DRAWING INFORMATION:

NOT FOR

CHECK BY:

REVISION:

C
I
T

Y
 
O

F
 
B

I
R

M
I
N

G
H

A
M

B
I
R

M
I
N

G
H

A
M

,
 
M

I
C

H
I
G

A
N

O
L

D
 
W

O
O

D
W

A
R

D
 
C

O
N

C
E

P
T

 
P

L
A

N

JULY, 2016

P:  248.536.0080

F:  248.536.0079

Farmington Hills, MI 48334

2016JULJMK

Old Woodward_Maple - Concept Plan

  072516 stevenr

G
E

O
R

G
E

 
S

T
.
 
T

O
 
L

A
N

D
O

N
 
S

T
.
 
T

U
R

N
I
N

G
 
T

E
M

P
L

A
T

E
S

SJR

21



. ) • L·.·. L1 

LL 1·.·~·· _)11i __ I I I /\ \/I L I : . /•. L J 

H i•·l 11 T1

• \I F) 1- ... / 

\ \ i " 
T\ \ i• / I' F F) •. 

I• .11 .· • I :· L L '\_,// -- ··.. I L \ I .) - L ( ·, I I - - I 

•.11 L .•• I ; L _, I I ) L _ I I L· •. , ·.· < --
' . 11 'L_ I 

II[:: I 

• I ·· .. = I -

-Tl)ll- T 11-··. -I-TT 

I I [ I 11:' I [ -T \. 

F) E F' E _ T E E - T 
·. L_ \ \ L. ·, /i r··.' . · .. 

' ,• ' . . \ ' 
\_.- _./ 

.\.F' K ·,T ·•·· F=--- / . 

_[; 

l. 

[1 

~,. r·· 
- /. 1·1111 T 1 · 1\1 T · 

I Ii T1
• 

/ '-
/---. 

_·, -F.) T T .- 1 C1 
' 111 E ···~··· 

I!.··· .. 1\1 F. '7F 

r)ll I - ~ 

'· . 

E.' .- I 
) ._ .' 

E-. ,-
~ - I -.I - .· . • 1· \I -_ 

._/ 

.... i Ti> _I_ 
.-l:}[[T 

\ .: [1 

I
' I' F 

_Li 

-F ET 

~ ll I 

··~···T ··•·EE-·~ T · E­

T· ... E- I - I .~, E -· \ - .·.~·· T F) E T 
.-. F 
1. -; • I 11) \- i 11 

, · 1 _1 t:: I ( 

I 
' ·.·I I :\ 
\,_ / / . 

. L I 

--- -, 

.-· ( ' 

\ / 

• L) 
\ . ' 

1\.1 !_\ 

__ . . .. I I .. ·· .... 

, . . . I 

\ ·1 

1 

= I I . ~;I 

14 

L ... 
L . __ _/ 

~·I I/. __ 

I I 

\ 

L_ 

.· ·1 I • 
._/ 

I 

~) -cc... I . • _; ( ···~··· [__ L) 

I-· 
L_ 

•1 '. I •.·· .. I • . .· 
--

I-
' ' 
'. / 
-' 

,-

- , ___ ---. 

-;c. 4· -. / 

'---· 

,. -., 
·1 .·.-.· 

I I 

'· .. ·.···•·· ~) ( e__ ··. I / '- ' . - .- . ' ._/ . __ _/ 

27725 stansbury Blvd, Suite #150 
Farmington Hills, Ml 48334 

P: 248.536.0080 
F: 248.536.0079 

REVISION: 

:::!: z z ~ <C (3 <C :::c - ...J <C 
(!) ~ D.. :::!: 
z :a: I- :::!: 
:ii :a:" 3:i :::> 

ti) c::: <C 0 
- J: z (!) 
m~o z -LL :al 0 ~ 
0 !!;; c c::: 
~me::: <C 

u ~ 
D.. 

c 
0 
0 

== c 
...J 
0 

DESIGN TEAM: 
SJR 

CHECK BY: 

JMK JUNE 2016 
DRAWING INFORMATION: 

Old Woodward_Maple - Concept Plan 
072516 stevenr 

JUNE, 2016 

F&V PROJECT NO. 

823800 

22 



Source: Esri, DigitalGlobe, GeoEye, Earthstar Geographics, CNES/Airbus DS, USDA, USGS, AEX,
Getmapping, Aerogrid, IGN, IGP, swisstopo, and the GIS User Community
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CITY OF BIRMINGHAM MULTIMODAL TRANSPORTATION PLAN  � � �  � �  

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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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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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.  

*As an alternative to the green paint, white chevrons may be used  through the intersections.

Colored Shared Lane Marking White Chevrons 
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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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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 E 
Brown Street and Landon Street as part of the 2017 road reconstruction project. 

Curb extensions are proposed on Oak Avenue at Suffield Avenue, Puritan Avenue and Lake Park 
Drive with the 2016 road reconstruction project. 

� Suffield Avenue – curb extensions on north side of road 

� Puritan Avenue – curb extension on south side of road 

� Lake Park Drive – curb extension on north side of road 
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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. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

EXISTING BUS SHELTER ON  
S OLD WOODARD AVENUE  
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CITY OF BIRMINGHAM MULTIMODAL TRANSPORTATION PLAN  � � �  � �  

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.  

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.  

S CRANBROOK ROAD AND N ADAMS ROAD 
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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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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.   

� North side of Haynes Street between Bowers Street and Columbia Street – 
improvements include ramp, detectable warning, sidewalk extension, signs, high 
visibility pavement marking 

� Bowers Street between Haynes Street and Columbia Street – improvements include 
detectable warnings, signs, high visibility pavement markings 

� Villa Road at Yankee – improvements include detectable warnings, signs, high visibility 
pavement markings 

� S Cranbrook Road at Northlawn Boulevard  - improvement include ramps, detectable 
warnings, signs and high visibility pavement markings 
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4EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 5EXECUTIVE SUMMARYActivating Urban Space: A Strategy for Alleys & Passages CITY OF BIRMINGHAM 2012Activating Urban Space: A Strategy for Alleys & Passages CITY OF BIRMINGHAM 2012

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.

DesTINATION VIAS
Destination vias have the most potential to assume an active and dynamic role 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.  

Active Vias
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
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.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

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  

DesTI NATION  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  

Connectin    g  Vias
»» Encourage aesthetic enhancements to expand the 

pedestrian network 

»» Capital improvement projects focus on aesthetic improve-
ments such as new paving, furniture, public art etc. 

Executive Summary

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

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

Photo of Wolf Lane in Perth, Australia 
Source: jarkti on Flickr



7PURPOSE & Goals of StrategyActivating Urban Space: A Strategy for Alleys & Passages CITY OF BIRMINGHAM 20126Activating Alleys & PassAGES Activating Urban Space: A Strategy for Alleys & Passages CITY OF BIRMINGHAM 2012

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 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 plan is 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. 

Goals

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.

trash 
collection

power
lines

water & 
 sewer
lines

deliveries drainage

events furniture lighting landscaping

Typical  Alley  Functions

potential  additions  to  make  alleys  more  vibrant

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

Purpose & Goals of Strategy Activating  Alleys  &  Passages
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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.

“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

TOP: Vehicles and pedestrians utilize Willits Alley. 
BOTTOM: Photos of Social Passage and the Social bistro outdoor dining area.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
Birmingham's  Commitment  to  Alleys  &   Passages
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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 alleys 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 list is an account of the classifications given to the downtown 
alleys and passages in the Downtown Birmingham 2016 Plan.  

Willits  Alley: W.  Maple  to  Willits

ALLEYS:  IDENTIFIED  In  the  Downtown  Birmingham  2016  Plan 

Hamilton  Alley: Park  to  Hamilton

BATES/BROOKLYN  PIZZA  Alley: Bates  to  Pierce

CHURCHILL'S  Alley: Pierce  to  Merrill

HenriettA ALLEY: Pierce  to  Henrietta

Peabody  Alley: off  of  Brown 

2016  plan:  Alley classification
»» Service oriented
»» Need access for deliveries & trash pickup
»» Require a clear zone

2016  Plan:  Passage classification
»» Non-motorized cut throughs
»» Do not require a clear zone
»» Ideal for pedestrian activity

Existing  Conditions  &  2016  plan  Classifications Summary

Map  of Alleys  &  Passages  Listed  in  the  Downtown  Birmingham  2016  plan  
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Social / Commonwealth  Passage:  W.   Maple  to  Hamilton

passages:  IDENTIFIED  In  the  Downtown  Birmingham  2016  Plan 

CAFE Via  Passage / briggs  Building

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.

Recommendations

REcommendations
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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.

D estination       V ias
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    V ias
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 for improvement as enhanced multi-modal corridors 
that provide through block connections. These vias would likely be the focus of 

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)

Connectin     g  V ias  
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

Recommendation  1:  Create  a  New  Classification  System  for  Alleys  &  Passages Destination  Via: Cafe  Via  passage

Active  Via: Churchill's  Alley 

connecting  Vias: 
Edison's  Passage & Baldwin  Passage
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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.

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.

Recommendation  2:  establish  design  guidelines  &  Enhancement  Strategies
Classifications for 
Alleys & Passages

Crosswalks

Vistas

Active

Connecting

Destination

Parking Structures

Parks

LEGEND
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Paving  Street  Furniture  

Broom finish concrete with exposed aggregate accents

Naming   Rights

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

Commercial Signage

Example of wayfinding signage for Willits Alley

Landscaping  

Climbing vines  Landscaping makes passages more welcoming to pedestrians

The City’s official street furnitureBarcelona, Spain passage with edge lighting
SOURCE: Carter Henricks on Flicker

Lighting  

Example of a light fixture 

Pedestrian  Scaled  Design

Architectural features help make an alley more pedestrian-friendly

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 

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.

Recommendation  3:  establish  Activation  Strategies

Utility boxes screened by shrubs A fountain that doubles as a bench in the Cafe Via Passage
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- Enhanced pavement
- Exposed earth pockets for Boston Ivy to grow profusely
- Specific light pole for led spot lights to bathe ground & facades of Vias
- Creative signage not governed by the street rules
- Great art pieces at key locations

- Property owners to paint alley elevations of their buildings, remove bars,
add awnings, signs, add windows & illuminated vitrines, etc.

- Via marker
- Enhanced pavement
- Exposed earth pockets for Boston Ivy to grow profusely
- Specific light pole for led spot lights to bathe ground & facades of Vias
- Creative signage not governed by the street rules
- Great art pieces at key locations

- Property owners to paint alley elevations of their buildings, remove bars,
add awnings, signs, add windows & illuminated vitrines, etc.

Activation strategies

Business  Signage Garden  Adjacent to  Edison   Passage

Enhanced  Passage:  Public  Art,  Retail Displays,  Landscaping,  Outdoor  Dining  &  WayfindingVia Marker
- An immediate recognition by the pedestrian
- An intensely lit “V”, it is located at all entries to vias from all streets
- Wall mounts, pole mounts, and non-illuminated secondary wall mounts
to further assist the pedestrian

Pole Mount
sidewalk

Wall Mount
side view

Non-illuminated
Wall Mount

Accessory Sign
front view

VIA TO HAMILTON VIA TO MERRILL VIA SHOPS

Bright white LED

Pinned off letters

Steel “H” beam

Via Marker
- An immediate recognition by the pedestrian
- An intensely lit “V”, it is located at all entries to vias from all streets
- Wall mounts, pole mounts, and non-illuminated secondary wall mounts
to further assist the pedestrian

Pole Mount
sidewalk

Wall Mount
side view

Non-illuminated
Wall Mount

Accessory Sign
front view

VIA TO HAMILTON VIA TO MERRILL VIA SHOPS

Bright white LED

Pinned off letters

Steel “H” beam

Via Marker
- An immediate recognition by the pedestrian
- An intensely lit “V”, it is located at all entries to vias from all streets
- Wall mounts, pole mounts, and non-illuminated secondary wall mounts
to further assist the pedestrian

Pole Mount
sidewalk

Wall Mount
side view

Non-illuminated
Wall Mount

Accessory Sign
front view

VIA TO HAMILTON VIA TO MERRILL VIA SHOPS

Bright white LED

Pinned off letters

Steel “H” beam

Wayfinding  signage: Stand  alone  &  Wall Mounted Utilities Screening

Before after

This is an example of a passage in Sydney, Australia that is part of the Laneway Art Program. The Laneway Art 
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/

Burnett Lane in Brisbane, Australia. This alley has been activated through outdoor dining.
Source: http://desktopmag.com.au/news/sydney-laneway-art-submissions/
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Implementation
Strategy

Timeline Action Deliverable

PH
AS

E 
1 Identify and classify all alleys & passages within 

study area Maps and photo survey

Document existing conditions (pavement width, 
condition, etc.) Prepare information sheets on all alleys & passages within study area

Identify multi-modal connection opportunities within 
alleys & passages Integrate findings and connections into Multi-Modal Plan

Identify green strategies for alleys & passages Establish a pilot section of green alley within the study area

Develop signage standards for alleys & passages Amendments to Sign  & Zoning Ordinance

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

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

 Develop conceptual case studies One conceptual plan for each classification of alley and passage

Enhance Design Guidelines for private development 
adjacent to alleys & passages

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

Consider establishing a Naming Program for alleys & 
passages

Establish donor program for naming and improvement of alleys & 
passages

PH
AS

E 
2  Review implementation strategies and prioritization 

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

Establish a funding mechanism to encourage  
enhancement projects A funding program to ensure that alleys and passages are enhanced

Conduct regular review and plan update every 5 years Revised strategy to reflect changes

Encourage social, artistic, cultural events within 
destination alleys & passages Develop event calendar and program for alleys & passages

Investigate opportunities to attract and promote 
business within alleys and passages

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

July 2012
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BaLdwin Passage bALDWIN pASSAGE

6 7

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
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Willits alley Willits Alley

8 9

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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Tender Passage Tender pASSAGE

10 11

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 Bates Alley

12 13

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 
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

14 15

EXISTING CHARACTERISTICS 
Classification: Active  
2016 Plan Type: Alley 
Width: Approximately, 27 feet wide, excluding parking area 
Surface: Asphalt  
SURFACE CONDITION: Poor
Existing SERVICES: Trash & deliveries  
SCREENING: None 
Vehicles: Cars and trucks 
Speed Limit: Not posted  
Parking: “No Parking in Alley”signs, perpendicular parking on 
the north side of the alley  
Bicycle Facilities: No existing facilities
Lighting: Small 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
Signage: On the back of some businesses 
Wayfinding Signage: None
Visual Features/ Art: Telephone poles 
Other Notes: A busy service alley
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Churchill’s Alley Churchill’s alley

16 17

EXISTING CHARACTERISTICS 
Classification: Active  
2016 Plan Type: Alley 
Width: Approximately 18 feet wide 
Surface: Asphalt 
SURFACE CONDITION: Poor
Existing SERVICES: Trash & deliveries  
SCREENING: None 
Vehicles: Cars and trucks 
Speed Limit: Not posted  
Parking: “No Parking in Alley”signs, however, parallel parking 
occurs. There is perpendicular parking in a bump out & covered 
parking adjacent to the alley  
Bicycle Facilities: No existing facilities
Lighting: 3 City street lamps, some small wall-mounted lights
Furniture: None
Plaza/ Gathering Space: No  
Landscaping: Climbing vines on two buildings
Pedestrian Scaled Architecture: Alley entrance to 
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 
Wayfinding Signage: None
Visual Features/ Art: Corners break up the length of the 
alley, climbing vines 
Other Notes: A busy service alley with good vista 
opportunities. This alley could benefit from more clear 
delineation of pedestrian & service uses
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Edison Passage (WEST SIDE) Edison Passage  (West Side)

18 19

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  
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
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 
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Edison Passage (EAST SIDE) Edison Passage  (east Side)

20 21

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 Daines Passage

22 23

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 Henrietta Alley

24 25

EXISTING CHARACTERISTICS 
Classification: Active  
2016 Plan Type: Alley 
Width: Approximately 25 feet wide 
Surface: Concrete 
SURFACE CONDITION: Good 
Existing SERVICES: Trash & deliveries  
SCREENING: None 
Vehicles: Cars & trucks  
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
Signage: One business with its name on the back door 
Wayfinding Signage: None
Visual Features/ Art: Interesting mural on the back of one 
building  
Other Notes: This is a well-maintained & wide alley that is well-
lit in natural light
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N. Hamilton Alley N. Hamilton Alley

26 27

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 signage 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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S. Hamilton/ E. Maple S. Hamilton/ E. Maple
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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
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Social Passage Social Passage
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EXISTING CHARACTERISTICS 
Classification: Destination  
2016 Plan Type: Passage 
Width: Approximately 14 feet wide 
Surface: Concrete sidewalk 
SURFACE CONDITION: Excellent 
Existing SERVICES: None  
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  
Landscaping: Planter boxes on rails of outdoor seating area
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 
Wayfinding Signage: None
Visual Features/ Art: The Social Bistro outdoor seating area 
provides a mix of vibrant colors & textures  
Other Notes: This passage could be a good location for public 
art installations
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Commonwealth Passage Commonwealth Passage

32 33

EXISTING CHARACTERISTICS 
Classification: Connecting  
2016 Plan Type: Passage 
Width: Approximately 5 feet wide 
Surface: Concrete & red brick pavers 
SURFACE CONDITION: Excellent 
Existing SERVICES: None  
SCREENING: N/A 
Vehicles: None, exclusively a pedestrian passage  
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 
passage
Pedestrian Scaled Architecture: A few windows on the 
Commonwealth Cafe building
Outdoor commercial uses: None
Signage: None 
Wayfinding Signage: None
Visual Features/ Art: Vista opportunity  
Other Notes: Well-maintained passage could benefit from 
more landscaping or other added visual interest
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Cafe Via Passage & Plaza Cafe Via Passage & Plaza

34 35

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 
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 
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  
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Clark Hill Passage CLark Hill Passage

36 37

Cafe Via Plaza / outdoor seating area

Terminating Vista

Cafe Via Covered Passage

Clark Hill Passage

Shain Townhouse Passage

Planters

Maple

Old W
oodw

ard

Peabo
dy

Cafe Via 
Passage 
& Plaza

Shain 
Townhouse 
Passage

Clark Hill 
Passage

Old W
oodw

ard

Peabo
dy

Maple

S. Hamilton / E. Maple Alley

Parking 
Structure

EXISTING CHARACTERISTICS 
Classification: Connecting  
2016 Plan Type: Passage 
Width: Approximately 20 feet wide 
Surface: Aggregate & decorative stone 
SURFACE CONDITION: Excellent 
Existing SERVICES: None  
SCREENING: N/A 
Vehicles: None, exclusively a pedestrian passage  
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, 
address number signs within passage 
Wayfinding Signage: None
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
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Shain Townhouse Passage Shain Townhouse Passage

38 39

3

1

2
EXISTING CHARACTERISTICS 
Classification: Connecting  
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 signage 
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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Peabody Alley Peabody ALLey

40 41

EXISTING CHARACTERISTICS 
Classification: Active 
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

42 43

EXISTING CHARACTERISTICS 
Classification: Destination 
Width: Varies 
SURFACE CONDITION: Excellent
Existing SERVICES: No 
SCREENING: Utilities enclosure adjacent to the plaza, dumpsters 
are not screened  
Vehicles: No, bollards prevent vehicles form entering the plaza
Parking: No   
Bicycle Facilities: No existing facilities
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 
plantings
Pedestrian Scaled Architecture:  Back doors of businesses, 
windows with bars on the first floor, theater entrance
Outdoor commercial uses: None
Signage: Decals on business back doors & second floor windows, 
and a sign on theater overhang
Wayfinding Signage: None
Visual Features/ Art: Pedestrian-scaled design of plaza 
Other Notes: The movie theater can be used as a public cut 
through to the plaza and Peabody Alley. Minor changes could be 
made to this plaza to make it a livelier gathering space, such as 
adding seating. 
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Peabody Mansion Passage Peabody Mansion Passage

44 45
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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
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MONARCH HANGING PLANTER 

Versa!He, new hanging planters combine the old fashioned spiral hanging basket 
look _with graceful curved hangers, instead of chains. The hangers clip securely onto 
the runs of the baskets, but are detachable for ease of shipping and storage. 

Kinsman Company M.O. 
P.O. Box428 
Pipersville, Pennsylvania 18947 
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No. DATE BY 
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DEPARTMENT ENGINEERING 

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 DATE SUBMITTED 
(Print Name) 

__________________________________________________________________ 
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 “Iran Linked Business”, as 
defined by the Act. 

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

PREPARED BY 
(Print Name) 

DATE 

TITLE DATE 

AUTHORIZED SIGNATURE E-MAIL ADDRESS 

COMPANY 

ADDRESS PHONE 

NAME OF PARENT COMPANY PHONE 

ADDRESS 

TAXPAYER I.D.# 



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. 

B. 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. 

C. 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. 

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

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

F. 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. 

G. 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. 

 
I. 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 MCL§600.5001 et. seq., and the Oakland County Circuit Court or any court 
having jurisdiction shall render judgment upon the award of the arbitrator made pursuant to 
this Agreement. The laws of the State of Michigan shall govern this Agreement, and the 
arbitration shall take place in Oakland County, Michigan. In the event that the parties elect 
not to have the matter in dispute arbitrated, any dispute between the parties may be resolved 
by the filing of a suit in the Oakland County Circuit Court or the 48th District Court. 

18. FAIR PROCUREMENT OPPORTUNITY: Procurement for the City of Birmingham will be
handled in a manner providing fair opportunity for all businesses. 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 
(Approved as to substance) 

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

Timothy J. Currier, City Attorney     Jana L. Ecker, Planning Director 
(Approved as to form)    (Approved as to substance) 
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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 fonTI 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 specifica tions and conditions contained therein for 
the price quoted by the proponent on this proposal. 

Brian P. Kinzelman 

BID PREPARED BY 
(Print Name) ..._ 

~~ <gl 
A~ATUR(j 
Pr incipal 

TITLE 

MKSK 

COMPANY 

462 South Ludlow Alley. Columbus, OH 43212 

ADDRESS 

9/28/16 

DATE SUBMITTED 

9/26/16 

... DATE 

{614) 621-2796 

PHONE 

i NIA 

ii . 
• . 

ii . 

jj 
• 

ii 

!! 

NAME OF PARENT COMPANY 

NIA 

ADDRESS 

$72.537.00 BIO OUOTE: 

N/A 

PHONE 



SEPTEMBER 28 2016 

Alln J•nii l Ecleer Plann11>g Dlfector 

Community De••lopme nt Department 
C11y of Birm ingham Municipal Building 

151 M1rt1n StrHI 
Sir111lngham. Ml 48012 

RE: Riaqueat for Proposal for Che Old Woodward Corridor In Downtown Birmingham 

o .. r Jana. 

MKSK 
' 62 S. Ludlow Alley 

Columbo$ OH 43215 
61~ 621.2796 

MKSK. along w1th our consutr ng partner Parsons Transportation. a.re plea.s-ed co present our prcpO!lal ror detailed de.sign 
lor lhe above refe renced project We h .. e carefully cralltd our team lo e xhibtt the desired profess10nal quallfical1Ms 

d111~n and lecllll'cal expertise ID perform e•ery req ulrM\ent ot th e praiect wUhm lhe e>tPecteO time lrame. 011t 1eam 
provtdes interdisciplinary expe-rtlse in street design .. landsc.ape a.rc.ttiletture, urban design. parking. traffic eng1neMng. 
s1.1s\ajnab1lrty and plac1makin9 across a broad range or project scales and comple-:iiilies. 

MKSK has more than 2Q ye-ars experience in corridor planning and di:sign wilhin urban environmenls. Wt havt led 
redesigns of streets to l)e more muUi-modal and conlrlbute lo dis.tritl vibrar>cy for many c.1ties including Lexington 
l ov1 sv11le and Covington. KY: Columbus. Dublin and Findloy. OH; and West L•f•yelte IN. among othar c1t1e • . The MKSK 

Team includes Design Principal and Land>e•P• Architect Jeffrey Pongonis . Rl.A. ASLA. Wilh more then t 9 yeors 
experience. Jetf has comprehensive experienctt in designing urban streets. from initial planning phases ttirough de!l•gn 
and 1mplemenlaOon. He has been the lead designer on several complell.1.Jrban. and high profile .iwsrd-.. v1nt11ng pro1ecls 
in Columbu• and Cleveland. OH. Pittsburgh. PA, loui&ville. KY. De s Momes. IA. and Phoenix, AZ. l ocal Coordination will be 
led by Senior Transpor1a1ion leader Brad St,.der of our Oe1ro 1 ortice. Brad is known throughout the Gr&at laku Region 

and beyond far 1nnova11ve approaches to muth·modiial de.sign. He is frequently sciu-ghl as a spe.-ker at natfol\al events 
and conferences on complele s1re1ts and design ot tran5portahon syst~ms to st1op{)rt v1brant downtowns 4..s you may 
r.call. Brad Sira de r and I collabor•led wrth the C1\y on lhe Triangle 0.str c l Urban Design Plan and Fo rm Sued Co~. 

Both Brad and O\Jr Associate Plarmer Ca tlin Malloy· Marcon br"1g t):lenstve expe:t1ence working v11th Birmingham stal1 
stakeholders ano the pubhc on $evera l other import ant plans and s lud1es lor 11>e Triangle O.stnc1 and the downtown as 

detaile d 1n our quahhcabons We Will bring back the, • .,,., cotla bora hye team to l>uild on the 5UCCUS o• lhe Urban o .. s ign 

Plan ilnd our in·de-pth know.edge of the Tnanite D i.tr1c1 MKSK s technical re-soorce-s •ncludt 34 regtst1red L-ndscape 
ArcMacts. LEED AP cert1f"'d professionals along w11h 11 lllCP Certif ed Planners PTP Tr•nsportation Plonners •nd 
s1gnage and wayf1nd1ng s9ee•alists. We will utilize our team resources and eicperience to des•gn world~class st reels on a 
ngorous pro1ect schedule. 

Our consultant partner. Parsons Transportallon . h:i!l performed work io the C11y of Birmingham tcir over 30 years hav1n9 
compteted many traHic and parking stud1•s lnclud1n9 a parking study (or the Tov1nsend Hotel and rec:t nt traffic study For 
956 Old Woodward. Brad Strader has a lso collaboro led with Enc Tripi and Josepll Marson ol Parson~. on severa l pro,ects 

over the yeats. PT v11ll serve as the ceam s trafhc tng 1netr ln9 advisors to conFirm that all str~et d1519n plans will meel 
city eng1neer1ng standards. 

G•ven our vatutd relationship with you and the pos1h~ e(pe11ertc t work ng in this community on pasl undP<tak ng$. w-e 
w°"ld be ••rv ptused to comi<lue on w1lh lh1> protect I look fo rw ard 10 your la •0tabl• reV1ew ol oor proposal ano am 

availa ble to a nswer any qUe5llOn5 you m igh t have. Any notC1!5 and •nqu.-1es by tl>e City as parl of tha proposal. should be 

directed lo me at lh• address ;nd phone number lrsled above 

Respectfully submitted. 

MK$K 

~~ 
Brian P. K1nzelman. FASLA. AICP. LEED AP Sen or Principal 

bk1nzetman@mkskstud1os com 
MKS~STUDIOS COM 
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QUALIFICATIONS OF TEAM - FIRM INFORMATION 

MKSK- PROJECT LEAD 

Since 1990 MKSK has mac~ an irnpact on tre design and planning i 1elds w it creative solutions toad vers ty 
of des ;in challenges A co!T'binat'on oi creat ve prob.em solving and techn c;I expertise has resul!ed 1n 
hundreds of ou1U pro etts Vflf> a s!ud o of g l\~<J nro~e!S•o<"ols and a gu d ng pr11·1<1ple ol des gn exce11ence. 
MKSK str•ves to raise the standard of landscaDe arch tetture. urban design 2nd planning serv ces 

Th'!! I rm·s success •S based on a team oi des 9n and plann11'l9 profess onaJE driven 10 pus.'> each oro1et1 to a 
h1gier leve oi quality Wilh backgrounds ·n lantlsca:ie arct111ecture land ose and :ransportal on plal'n1ng. and 
urban d!s•gn the staff bt':'lgs;; broad range of Si<dl>. cre,;t1v11y and experience to each pro1ec1 Fro:n conceo110 
cons;ruct or, de:a•hng stra:egic p ;n1>ng 10 imp emertalion. an empMs son nnovat1on ·5 LM hallmark or our 
des 9n Slud1cs. 

The diversity of projects and the cof\s·srent high·tiuat1;y design and planning expertise has erea;ed a crowing 
spt.ere of r1!cogn11;on ar0d re;p.;ct for MKSK in the iMus:ry. From 1.1rb;n o;r~s to env'ronmenta parks and 
frc;m campus olac,n· ng :o community planning, the work oi :-t.KSK has generated ;, network of sat sr.ed cher.ts 
and use s throughout ::ie reg ion. the country and abroad W•th the goal o' meeling new des•gn challenges w ;h 
rresh ideas MKSK ; o; :he ~orefror.t of 1h<: pr'"fe!!1on, l~av1ng as a legacy the bi=ai;ty of •ts ~raft en t'le land 

GREAT ST'lEETS - GREAT PLACES 
We at MKSK are ccrrm.tled to a streetscaoe design approi!Cll :nai st<:> st c '" :'loturr. !ha: seeAs to ba a nee 
the econom•c. envronmenta ;;ro v....: etal 1mDacts and opport·~n.t es ax a;;p.y cr~at vt1y and ·ncvat OI\ to 
solve c ,rrent 1ss-Jes wh te sl:'i\"ng for rsspon; ;,1e. IC"•Q· tYl':'l. pr act ca1 so1u1 o•s it-15 in<:i;rated approach 
cor.s cers a I the Laye:.; of .;ct'v :y aionr; tn" stree!. lr•:n r~tail nodes to ofi re ~nd res o~n: a d st ·1:<s l"e 

•n;!rre at·G~sr.1ps oetwHr t~e oublic realm an(l 01 ~' ad10.n1~g u$eS w"~the' p•"bl :. sem,-p;.::t'<. or pr va:e 
spac!s '" ord~r to :;cco:nmodste multi-~ Jnc.1 ona ity 

Our e'per1enc!! ar.d exoer<ose 1nch:des the des gn ;;no .mpler.-.er.t011cn or hurdreds ci streetscapes mrou1;tiout 
:he M1d•:1es1 cen:er;;d around si=veral c'ir.ciples 

PilOPOS•L F!JP CLO WOODWA~O CQqRIOOF IN OOWMTOWN BIR.'.'. IJGHAM 
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THE SMART STREET LAYERS OF ACTIVATION THE SMAm" STREET MULTI·MOO.t.l TR.t.NSPORTATIO/f 

THE SMART STREET SUSTAINABLE PRACTICES THE SMART STREET FUTURE INFRASTRUCTURE 

O~SIGN !'OR SAFETY. DESIGN FDR ALL - We ut1l1ze best prac1 ce research evaluat ng current success~ul 
methoifa;og1es as we1 a: 1nnovat ve safely treatrMn;; par; cu,arly tnose successful !y implemented 
else¥:here. Pqor uz ng pe<iestr an at>d mo;onst safety and u!Klb •t~ a' alt eveis o: !treetscape compos aon s 
er.tic.al. par:.c1; arly for more 'i'J nerac e groups 

GRt.AT STREETS ARE FOR GREAT COMMERCE· S1ree1; ;;re an econom c assel as wel• as a func11ona 
elemel"t Wei -designed s1reets generate h gher v>lue :or businesses. propenies c ties and res1den1s. Though 
streetscapes sl'lould not be considered o~ty ar. economic solut on, th~1r va ·ue stioulc! not bed s:nissea 
Tho~ghtful compcs t•on can encourage and dorect vis tcrs promote outdoo: d .n ng a ~d ac:1ve shopp ng ar·d 
v1sv: lly enh;;nc~ ii c str ct. 

SffiEEiS ARE ?UBL C SPACES· We ccns der m~ 21st century strr:e: musl be d~s gt\ed for vab ty Beyond 
t e1r i<.Jnd;mental use for mo·11ng people and goods o•Jr s1re~1s compr se an e<tens1ve retwork cf Pub 1c cpen 
spac~~ that car. lacihtale soc al civic and !!~0:"1om1r interact ens.. Streels st"°'ou d eni:o1.1 1age phys c~ I act v1;y fo~ 
al. ages. by fac1t11at1ng walk.ng b1cyc 1n~. and tr;;ns t as anrachve a"d conven er.t means ci ;'ansponat er. 

STREcTS ~RE ECOSYSTEMS· Streets oresan; •n extraord 1'3<1oppo<tu'l•:y10 mprove tne e:w 'Onrnenta 
r.eal:t, o: the commun ty A cons1ste"t. :onnected. and gree~ stree:sc;pe can ~ub5t;n; ; y mprove urba~ heat 
slcnd and stor:nwa;~ mpacts wn ! mproving bOtn the ~au:y c! toe u<ba:i er·v rcnment and 1r.e tr,;~ rea 
es:a1E value ot ad1aceni Ian~ . 

P~OPOSAL FOP OLO l'IOOQW~PO (QF.R100P IN OOWMTOl'IN BIRM 'lCHMI 
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STREETS CAN BE CHA.NGED SrnEEiS CAN BE MAINTAINED · Our 11'\frastru;:;ure oetworks musl be m1ndlully 
designed for durab•hly and cosl·eflecl veness we·n consider full l1fecyc1e costs and benef ts while proposing 
and challen91n9 solutions Bes des 1n t1a cap tal outlays. 1he measurable long term economic. environmental 
sa;e<y ~ealth. and other benefits ot well·des1g:ied well-rnanaged streets will be taken into cons derat on 

Aem n sirat•on and rel at-1 ty or a system 1s er t ca ,y omportam. as such well aim 10 encour~ the 
mplernenlat on or a clear and consistent design rev ew proc,ss to slream ine pro1ecl rev ew and ~eep current 

rne d .sruss1on ol s1ree1scape des gn and construct on 

PARSONS TRANSPORTATION- SUBCONSULTANT TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC ENGINEERING 

Pa•soru Traosporm on wt more than 70 years o: i:;i-ott>SS• 1na or act ce. offers wortdv'1de exper enc<:' and 
expen1se 1n the ptaon•ng.des·gn, e'lg1n<:"ertng. opera1<on a'ld construcr on o: rr.a1or tra:lsoortat on systems 
and oub•1c works trar,spc.na1 on pro1ec1s Parsons provides extensive p ann1ng. eog neer•ng and pro1ec1 
management serv cas tltroughout a!I phases ct :ranspo<1at1on. The professional stafl 1s locused on traffic 
er.g·neenng. trarspcrta1<on olanmng and modeling. traffic safely. geometric design trarl cs gning and 
m:rk1ng. park1n9 lot aes1gn. 1raHtc signal stud1<>> ;;nd des1gn.1rafl1c con:rol pans. and design plans for road 
cor.s;ruct1on oro1ects ne1ghbcrhood traffic ~c.ruro1 pl;ns. s•te plan rev ews. ;nd tralf c mpa.;1 analys s 

?a~sc.-.s exper1e~ce or. Oe!Hrtment o: Trar~porta:10n. Cou'lty ar.o Loca Agency pro ~ts. as wel as a var14;1y 
cf i;r vole develooer pro,ec;s orov1des :hem with the pr2ct1ca1 skills recu ced lo 1e1,.1er successfu p;il)l1t and 
pr vate c :nl p<c;ecrs ih.s very e'peri;;nce prov des Parsons· statt w :h many ct :n~ ski Is needed 10 ;rain 
other pro;ess10Nls a:ici indeed many of Farsor.s pro1ecls reo~ire tra•n ''9 ;:iubtlC agency staff on a variety 
or eng neenrg topics. io ensure 1~.;111s profess onal a~d business prac;1{es are cors•s!ent w th r~cogn zed 
st~ndcrds anywhere 1r1 lhe -.·1cr c tht- r.rrr. ha:; =tt~1ned fuli rtg•stral on under \he 1nlernat1ons1 stondcrd 
SO 900i. Parsons OA1QC system ~cert I i:o SO 900 i · 2005 compbont and at ot the f rm s o;:ierot ons 
crE conductro 1n a mcnr.e!" cons ~ten1 vtil.,. tt.e s.to""dan:fs oro1oco1s Pa:rsor.s emphss.zes sErvce and 
·=;ponsote"le~s to c e"r 'le.Os s ng the aiest tec~nolcgi!!s and techr. Ques. Farsons serv ces range ir(.111 
prob em den11f1cat or. ;;rd s.oti:l or. tnrough •mp eme~lat•on. opera11cn o:"ld ospect on 

3 PPOPOS•L FOJ; CLO IVG(iQWAPO CO'lRIOCP IN OOwr,TQIVN euw IJ()MAM 



BRIAN KINZELMAN, FASLA, AICP. LEED AP MKSK 
Sen•or P•1ncioa1 FroJe<l ManagerJPrrnc1oal 1n Charge 

Sf>IAN S PASSION:$ 0£Sl(;NING SPA! fS THAT P~()vlQf A 

50UO ;ovNOt.TION FOR FUfURS OEV::LOPMENT ANO ~Ii' 

~5'AML~~CiLY 1Hl0 THE E.X.151'1N(; lANOSCAVE: 

Bt1an has 3~ years experience 1n l;J'lds:ape clrchttcctur(I clod 

ptclno1ng wuh pnncioal leadersh11> and oro1ec1 management 

cin liundreds of proiects Sr+an ttas extenswe exper1i'11ce 111 

lar9e S<"d e tand u$~ pl~on 119 hA11Sf)orcac1on 1stree1s~iiOI:: 

~nnan~eme1l1. C:Off1dOf plann1og h1gnef educat!Of\ rtncJ 

campus planning. uroan aes1gn and m1ll'ed use de•1eloom~n1 

8f1clnts <1l$O cl recogmzcd 1~adcr 111tne1nousu~ of aes1t1c1 c 

dCSlgn 1or transoonauon pro1ec1s H1$ c~o~r enc£1 inc.h.1des 

botll conte).t sen$•t1ve so1uuon5 and conte"' sensn1v~ design 

\•11i1te <1tso 4ncorpora11n9 a11ernate modes of tran5t1ortal 'Ot'l 

REL~VANT PR~J~(IS 

Ttia ng\e Olstrict Utban Des.i9n Plal\ .and F'ofm 9ased Code 

B11m1ngnam Michigan 

Tremont Re.ad Corridor Plan & lmprovem4'!nts 

Up)ler Arlington Ohio 

Norlham Park Gatewa1 Jnd Parking lmpro ... ements 

Uaoer Arhn9ton Ohio 

Creali'.ie C.ampu$ Sire-et scape Improvements 

Coturnbus Ohio 

$hqrt N()rU\ $treets.<:ape- lmarovements 

Columbus Ohio 

Conventi()n Cenltr £ll.pan:51<1n and Streetscapes 

Coh;1nl)uS On10 

The Ohio $1~te University Cinnon Drive Ret0<:at1on 

~01u1nl)u$ Ot11Q 

OSU South J-ligh Ri$-e$ ~ 1 Zlh Avenue Streets.<:ape 

Co1uml)uS 01110 

Oo•>tnlown Stre-etSCipe Mitster Plin 

Le..:11\glon K<!n1uck·; 

Thifcl Street S1reelstiPe tritftc C<1rridor Study 

Columbus. Ohio 

Hamilton Road/ Eastland Arei $tuc;;:y 

Col:Jmtus Ot110 

l·\o<s• Road Design Study, Gattway and lmpf"l)vements 

Columbus Ohio 

EDUCATION 

Tne On10 S1a1e Vnt\'l'.!'fS1ty 

Bache!o< ot Lanasc.ape Arch11ectu1e, 1977 

nec1STP~T10N 

Reg15ter~d LitndSCitOe '-rch1lect OH, KY. IN. \'.'V TN PA 

(LARS Cer11hec1 i,(lndscane t.r(hilect 

LEED Accredited Pr ore~s101\a1 US Grf:!eu Su klln9 Council 

P;"Qf.E':SIOtlAL .eF;tLIATIONS 

Am~r•c<>n Society of Landscaoe ~rtll1tec.t<S ~~llO'.v 

.American tns111ute of Cert1l1ed Planners 

!in eucan ~1a11111n9 ;.....,so ~tijtto-n Ohio C.l'lao1e-1 

Society 101 CQlleye itnd Uni"er511y Ptanmng 

A\l~;.PC5 

20• 1 Ohio State UoJV&rs111 01stm9utShf:C1 Alu1uf\1 ;..,.,~1t1 tor 

E:-c.elll'!nce 10 Eng•neering; & A.rch1tectu<e 

MKSKSTUOIOS COM 
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BRAD STRADER. AICP. PTP 

SR~O A0'.'0f AT£S Ur.Ji<:t.J() LAH0 US£ 0\'"IT1i MULFl-t-100..ll 

T~ANSPO::!TATJON AHO OE'S•GN TO (.'f\EATE Vl6Rt..HT Pl 6.CES 

Sr ad h35 more 1hdn 33 >·ea's. experience 11' compfel'lens1ve 

('mJ nowntown plans mutti~moda\ trclnsponat1cn p,ann1n9 

and 1nn0Yalr11e <:11s1rict regul.>tions that en11C() designer 

oevelopment His e>:oe11enc:e with 1ransp~r1at1on and 

corndor olann1n9 comp e1e s1ree1s land use cooesond 

park1n9 s1r\31e91es 1e.;ehe$ to ccmmun t es throughGut 

M1cn19an Onio ln<J1cl1)a and other states He hi'$ a1so 

s~'"ed as zon ng advisor to s~eral munrc1p.lh11es and teo 

com mu nit~· eng3Q(lment oo dOZ!l/\S 01 pro1ects. er ad ,5 a 

lreauent lee lurer on olannin9 zor1n9 aoa t:ansporta11on 

too cs at ~tale re91onal and naltOOJI conlerC?:ices clnd 

tra111 ng web1nars 

~£CEHT PP.!IJE( 1$ 

Ttian91e Districl Urban Oesign Plan .and F'orm B~secl Cock. 

Soulh G.:ueway D1sltic:t Plan. Oa'k.l.:.nd A'lenue Oistri<t 

Zoning A.na1ysis 

B•rming1"1arn M1tli19an 

Woodward Av(lnue TOO Study & Complete Stree1s 

Oale.la:id{oun,'/ Michigan 

Vloodward Al/Qnuc Rapid Tr Jn sit AU<!rna:tive' Ancllysis 

MetHl Oe1ro1t M1ch19an 

Oo•Nn1o\vn Plan and Par5:ing Slrutture Analysis 

Sirm1n9harn M1ch19an 

Oo·Nnto,vn Tran$por1at1on P1an 

F1111JIO't' Ohio 

Oownto\vn Parking Stu(jy, Road 01el. Pfacem;:ik(ng aod 

·Milin $1r~et Plan$ 

a~rkley t.!1ch1yan 

Oownto,vo Pian ind Pirk1n9 Strategy 

Grano e1enc t.'.tth19an 

Auburn Avenue Corridor Plan 

C l"'t1nra1t Ohio 

t.ticlligan Street Corridor Pl-0n 

Gran., Ra1110~ t.~1ch1gan 

Oown10\Vn Parkillg antt Cir<:ulation Plan 

Cro.vri Fo1n1, tno1ana 

MKSK 

EOllCAT ON 

"·11-h!gan S!.alt> Uni,•ers ty 

SS w11hHonors 1n Urban Plann1n9 lQeJ 

i=er1era H1ytl·"a~ ~c.!min 1s1rahon Arces5 Manaqement 

Co111$e 1991 ifcll"Sporte11011 PJann ng Mel!1ods. 1991 

~£CiSf~.t..T1Ct-: 

~eHov: 1ns111uteof fr3nspo11ar.on £n91ne~rs F(l'E:+ 

1E Proless1onal Tran~oortauon Pl.Jnner 1PTFI 

l..merican 1ns111u1e of (eri1l1ed Plonners 

?ROF'E.SSIONAL .t.FFILIATIONS 

American Flarining Assoc1a1ton 

l4'ansoortauoo R&s~a,:n Boafa 1TRBI Access Manage:nei.t 

Comm111-=-e 

ITE Transpor1a1ion Plarin ng Count I Execut1\·a- Com1n111e9 

Cha14' iOO Par~1ng To~i.: Farce ~a,k•ng Courie;! ?~o S1~.e 

Council 

MKSKSTUOIOS COM 
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PROJECT TEAM MKSK 
Jeffrey Pongonis. F"LA. ASlA. Rote-: Oesign Principal t1r1n9s 19 years experience to trie 1eam w th c:om()rehenswe 

expenen<e 1n cJes.igniog urban stre<?ts ano: urban- •ands.cape en•1 romne111s trom r11t1al olanmng phases. 

ttuougll des.1gn and 1mo1emenlatton and proiecl management ti1s prac:Uc9 1s. t>.aseu ~ruund a framttwork of 

pe1lormati.,·e and ccntemporary 1ntrast1 ucture S't'$1ems 01 organized urban spaces connec1eo peuestr1an 

w~f$, and c:Onlribu1+n9 green corridors Jll eq1.1a1ty res.pons1t1te 1n 1he Cfeatton or a ~uccesslu1 hurnao 4 scated 

urban oaue,n tHs fetevant exoefience includes South Fourth Street Corrtoor P1an and Ph~ses 1 & o 1n Lou1s.v1Ue.. 
to<.Y. Ar<?n.>Oistri<t-t.1as1er Plan Stree1s ano Plazas. Ptal\. l..11dlOw AHev lt1eatet Alley Arena Crossing McFersonC<unmons €as1 

& West t-talionw11.le 9ou1eva1t.1 lmuroo.·ernenls. Columb1..1s OH Grandview Varo Streetscapes anu Open Space~ Grandv1-0v1 HeJQhts. 

OH Ubetty Cen1er StrectscJpe and Pai ks., Lij)er~y To•h·nsh10 Oli Lou•svule l<Y Oow111own Conn(l(hv ty Study J~U llas a BS 1n 

L;:,nd.scape Archi1eclure rrom The Otiio State Ulliv~fsity and 1$ a l..tt:ensetl t.andSC:ape Arch 1ect. 

Cai1lin Ma!IC>y·M.ar<on. Assoc;;1ate Rote· Pafking/Communily £n9~gem<!nl sp-0c1cl!lzes n trccnspttrtahon D ann1ng 

wilho\•er tO·)'ears·expef1ent.e 101aue1 vse aucl 1J~ve1oom&tll c<1nnec:tw1tv communuy cn9agemer.t nark1ing 

t11a11~91::1nent. tran~•t oricnled <leY~looment clnd multi modal tfaos11 station ptans Ca11!1n s b.>ckqround also 

int.lud&s econon\fC: 1.le\•~lopmenl asoecls ot tran~Dortat•on ond oark1ng as well as ttc.ns11 0~1enled devetopm~nt 

~ ' .. •... ~· ~.o.;.. Dlanning tlirougtiout Ch1cagotanJ. <~,.,c:e11v~tin9 on c<:Jmmuler trrstlla~t rTule mulu modal ~o!utions She brings ............. ~ 
.. • • "' · c:ontempora•y tactics and S<.nowlcOge capital to evefy pf-01ec1 Her rl'.!teva1H e~neuence include-~ trie Oownrown 

S:reetscapo R&Oe\'olopment Sh1l1·1. Midland, Ml. Soutneast M•chtg.Jn F.TA•SEMCOG \f-"OOd\"/ard Avenue Rau•d Trans I Alterna11\'~ 

~nal1~1~. Metro Oe1roi1 Ml· Triangle Oistf1Ct Pai k11\9 si~cd>· & Oov1ntown Park1n9 Stn1cture 4\ternat vcs Ana1»S•S. (Norlh Old 

wooc1wo1d $i1el in6irm1ngharn Ml: South StaH~ Sue9t Fl'ed~s.19n. A111\ A1t1<11 Ml a1\(I A.ut)uH1 Road Coructor P ;:,n Rochestef H11ls Ml 

Ca1U1n tias cl M.A. in Ufbau Pttlr)n1n9 iJnd B ~ in Urban Stud•es lrom '.VJync Stelle Un1've1s1t .. · and•$ a t vrrenl memter of th~ SEMCOG 

T'aosoortation Coord•na1in9 Council re911>na1 f)ltlnn1n9 partr.ersh11>. 

Mau M<Grilh PLA. AStA. LEEO AP. Sen!-01 As!o()(ldte. Role: Proj~c• Lanctsc:<ipe Arc;;liitec;;t has t J years e•penence 

on diverse l)•01e-cts. many ot wti1ch 1ncludi> tr.Jnspor1at1onlcor11aor planning ~:reets.<:aDe enhancement, delahEd 

site dcs1g<1 a<id public Sl)ar:.e t1es19n In •eC"ent >·ea1~ his tocus has been on l;:,rga scale lJfban ~$e1t oro,ec1s 

Mau~ re~s;<:Jns 1b h11cs mcllJd& <h~nt felclhOllS <~1utac:11nan~9ement bud9c1 ov~rscght consultant t OO•d1na11on 

llf01ec:1 stafl1n9 and ~cti~duhn9 and aasign r~·11aw I-le has a demon!.trateu ab1hty 10 successfully Dr0\!1ae e1es1gn 

overs.19hr on often complex proJecls H15 retevanl e:-:oerience includes Tremont Road Cofudof. Non ham Park 

Gatewa·1 and Parlvrtg tmprovcmt'flt~ m t.IU()ef A1 l11\9ton OH Tt;e Oll10 Stale Un1vers11y Cannon Orwe RalocJtion S1111Jv P1ehm1oar·1 

So9111~erin~ ~nd Fhases 1-3 OSU Hetrici.. On"e E~ren!.1on and OSU V.ie•net Medi(a1 Ce1uer Streetscai>es. CollJmbus OH I 70111 

Oes19n EnhanceJn~nr Manual Co.umbo~. OH Man hcl~ a Maslers m lclnds<ap{> Afch1tecture h c1n Tt1e Ohio State \Jnrverstly 2001 

Ohio Un•-vcrs1ty BA Pohucal Sc1en<el8u~~ness Adm nistratioo 1995 Cum laude He 1s a iqa91s1arad La1\UScaue Arct1i1ec• iSt<lte of 

Oh1-0) and LEEO Acccedued Protess anal 2009 

Niels Sraarn. Rott Environmontal Graphic O~signer and Y:/.iy<tindlnq Sii:eciali$l h3s •no•e than t ~ yeiirs t>"per etn:e 

sefv1c1ng th~ env1r(lnm?nlal graphic design needs of bus1ne~~e!. .Jno 1nst1tuticn!. E•\9a!Jt>tl from conceiu ·d~atJOn 

thrao9h proaud1nn .:ind 1n$t~llfll1on his e..:perieoce include~ 1r•ti>r1or ano exterior signa~e dt\tl wa)'hnd1ng aud ts 

and ;:,naiys1s pl,jl'ln1n~ anCJ Ut$1yn t;:>( cJowntown 1nsc1cu11onat ~n(.I higher e1 campus<?~. as well as e.dh1J11 and 

~V.A, en•11ronmenta\ graoti1c design and donar '~c:o9n111on !;:e1eva1u fxl'.let1enee Essence of Atlieos Plan .. Brat'IC11•\~ t 
~S19naye Alhen5 Oli Otuo Unrv~rs11:1 Ouotin Campus S1gnag9 OlJbhn OH Musu: C~nter Branding S•gnat;a 

V/ayhnd•ng. HlJber He 9rtts OH C iv at Mount Vernon. OH Vethcut,;r 1N;:,yfmd1ng S19n.>g~ Pfogram. Moun1 Vet non Oli 

Oown1owo Vlay·f nd1n9 Study Oelawate OH Ca-se l.Nestern (al'l'pus V/ayf1nd•ng i;"lan and S1goage Sys I em. Cleve anl). OH OSU 

Me-d1ca1 Centi>r Vc-hicul3r and Pedeslrtcln S19n;iige P1og1am. OSU Tr&fhC (.. Park1n9 Re9u13toryS1gnage Audit and unaati: OSU Payne 

O!Sl)lay Pa1k109 Brand ng & (,raphi<~ Co lJmDuS OH Vo'ake Fore~t Cii1nnus Wayhn(J1n9 ~IOt\ a S19na9e s1~1em WtnSIOf'l·Satem NC 

M311. }.t;.n(l.a, ASlA, Asso,ia1e. Rote Project Designer has 15 tear~ etper1ence in lanos<:~).)e an~h1tec1ure writ'rc he 

has wcrkea on a 11umue1 Of Dro1ec1s frofTl small scale n~9hbo1hood park~ 10 tJrge stale <:1ty 1naster plann og 

studies tit~ abi\ t:t to 'llOrk at all scates attov:s ti m tc lead cornoli>x oroJec•~ de\•eloo1ng co1T1prehens1,.~ 

lanoscaDe s1rateg1es tnat cld~res.S l)OCh .;11ents goals and the need to <reale- hohsht e..:Der1ences His 1nte•est 

1n comDle1e $1re~t5 pe1formJnce baseCJ 1anc.J$C:aoes ~nc:' Su$ta1nante aesign 1no11va1e$ Matts aed•ca1 on 

10 1anuseape ~fCl'l1tec:1ute and urban des19n F;e1evar.t e..:peffence includes: Creatne Camous Stfe-el~caoe 

tolpfov&men1s Short Nofth Stteet5~ao.: ~mpr0ve~n1s Greatef Columb\Js Cotw~n11on Center E>:pans1Qu 111 Nortn 

i::ront S1re2t Columbus OH Matt re<ewed cl BS ,n LanOSCiJDe Archttecture from The Ott•o State Un1\•ersity. 2-00l 

MK5t<$TU010SCOM 
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PARSONS 

EDUCATION 
t,1S Clvd Eng1nee1mgi. 
Univt1s)ty of Nebfaska ·llncoln. 
199• 

BS CMI Enginef!rin9. M~l'ligan 
State Uni,IE1si'l.y. 1992 

PROFESSIONAL 
REGISTRATIONS 
ProfessklnaJ T taffic Operati()l'IS 
Enoineer 

1MSA Level II Traffic $1gna1 
Cen!ft!id 

Profess1ona1 Engi:neM ir\ 
Ffoflda Georg:ia. MiCl\igan 
Ohio. lndiat'I~ t.i'..$$.i$$i-ppi 
Nonh Catalina. an<:I South 
CarOlirt.a 

PROFESSIONAL 
AFFILIATIONS 
tn&litute ot Transportalion 
Engineer1. 

ITE. Technical Advisory 
Committee Mernber for the 
UJ)date of the tTE "Mar.u~J of 
Trat1$l>Ort~t1ort Studies." 1": E<I 

iTE. Expert Review Panel 
Metnl)(!i tor the Update of the 
1Te. "Tno Generat;on 
H~t>O,,ook ~ 2,., Ed. 

Chi Epsik>fl, Nation.at Ci-.oil 
E119ineering Honor Societ~ 

Natioool Higtlway 1nsUtu1e 
(NHI) CMifiejj lnsuuCJor 
(#1)424) 

The CiHtde). Adjunct Ptofessor 

AWARDS 
NHI lns.lructor of El.ulrenoo -
zorn 
11eris Emp~o)'ee of tne t.tontl\ -
Sep1ember 2011 

w1M.v.psr;ons.com 
7 

EXPERIENCE SUMMARY 

Eric J. Tripi, P.E., P.T.O.E 
Regional Engineering Manager 

PROJECT ROLE: PROJECT MANAGER 

Mr. Tripi has a diverse background in transpotfation planning. design. safety. ana operations He has 22 
yea/li of professional engineering experience in transportation planning. trafflC operations. and ITS M1. 
Tripi specializes in operation studies. traffic signels (design. timing. wanants. and optimization). 
intersection and interchange analysistdesign. freeway analyses. traffic impact studies, traffic safety. end 
t1alfic estimalion. He has eKtensive e<perien~ in managing and conducting major sigrtat optimization 
proje.;rs, comdor stlJdies. safely studies. and training. Mr Tf'fpi is a cetfified National Highway Institute 
(NH/) instrvctor and has serve<i as an adjunct professor at The Ciladel in Charleston. SC. 

PROJECT EXPERIENCE 

Project Name and Location: National Highway lnstilute {NHI) Course lns!ruchon - NHI # 133121, 
133122. 133123. 133124. and 133125. T1affic Signal Series, NaUonwide 
Project Role: Certified inslructor responsible for conducting lhe NHI Tratf.c Signal Series training 
across the Counlly. Courses include ·Traffic Signal Design and Operation,· ·Traffic Signal Timing 
Concepts. • and ·successful T raffle Signal Management: A Basic Se iv ice Approach'. Classes cons'st 
primar~y of State Depar1ment of Transportallon personnel and local agencies. 

Project Name and Location: MOOT Statewide Traffic OperaUonal and Geome!ric Study Services. Qn. 
call Services. Michigan 
Project Role: Project Manager • Providing as-nee<Jed statewide traffic operational and geometric study 
seivices. Studies include traffic signal optimization, recommenda~ons for individual traffic signals 01 
corridors. Capacity analyses an<I geometric retomme11dations for access management and 
improvements to intersettions. interchanges. and freeways. 

Project Name and Location: Purdue Universily/Cily of West Lafayelle Campus Street System Civil 
Engineering and Traffic Analysis 
Project Rot&: Lead Traffic Engineer· Purdue Universily in conjunction with !he City of Wesl Lafayelle 
are making drastic changes lo !he campus roadway system. Mr. Tripi was responsib!e for leading !he 
traffic analyses for planned conversions of one·w•y slreets lo two-way s!reets. Road Diel planning and 
analysis, and implementing pedestrian· and bicycle·friendly improvements. Traffic volumes were 
projetled and reassigned for Mure years 2019 and 2039 

Project Name an<I Location: City of Detroit Traffic Signal System Optimization Project Phase Ill, 
Oetroil, Ml 
Project Role: Deputy Project Manager/Senior Traffic Engineer · Responsible for detai:ed •nalyses an<I 
development of opUmized signal timing plans for e:even corridors (120 s!gnal1zed 1ntersecl1ons) in the 
City of Delloil. Included tlaffic operational and safety analyses, countermeasure recommendations. 
travel lime stud'es and implementation of timings. 

Project Name and Location: US· 17 Access Management Study, Pawleys Island, SC 
Project Role: Prnject Manager/Lead Traffic Engineer • This aocess managemenl project involved tile 
sludy of a 2·mile section of US.17 in PaWleys Island. SC. US·17 is an exisfng S.lane roadway and a 
med!an was proposed to be tOflsllVcle<I tor sofety and aocess management reasons Tast.s involved 
reviewing and analyzing histOfical crash data. evaluating eiisling businesses and their a1A:ess points. 
and developing plans to consolidate driveways in an effort to better manage the access points in the 
project area. 

eric.lripi@parsons.com 
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JOSEPH A. MARSON, PE, PTOE 
Senior Transportation Engineer 
Role: Senior Advisor 

PARSONS 

Joseph (Joe) Marson has manage<I many significan1 irattic en91nee11n9 t1anspona1ion planning, and pafi<mg P'OJeciS 
during his 40•yeai caieer, indudin9 development of cily thoroughfare plans; travel demand modeling; traffic signa 

oplimiza:1on and simula~on of corridors and ne~vofi<s; constructioll ualfte control plans city-wide, corridor, and int"1Seciion et ash analyse• 
traffic signal design. ~affic impa~1 analyses for development. sign and pavement marking plans roadway design; operational improvement 
stuaoes: and intelligent 11anspona1ion system (ITS) design. Joe JOined Parsons after se1V1n9 as the City Trattic Engineer for the C~y or 
Oearbom. Michi~n, for 12 years 
EDUCATION 
Wilf'le S1ate University, es, Civi! Engineef.ng 19i2, Michigan Stale University, MS, Civil Eng neerir19 (lransp0nation), 1976 
REGISTRATION 
Prof~sional Engineer, Stale of Michigan Slate ot Kffitucky F'tofess1onal Ttalf<t Operalions Eng nee1 

RELEVANT EXPERIENCE M·5 (Gran.1 Rivet Ave.) from M-Jg to Eveigreen Road uaffic operaGon and landscape plans, O~troit , Ml -
MOOT Livernois Avenue Boulevard Concept Plan Development M·5 to0av1son ·City of Delr<11l M·29ComdorTraffic Study. City of St Clar. 
MOOT; Fon Brag~ Comprehensi~e Parking Study. Fayellevill<, 1-:orth Carolina- US Army Corps of Engine<ts Tralfic lmpacl Studies toi 
vartous developments in Birmingham Who:e Foods, 856 Old Woooward; Woodward!Oai: MUO S1011efield Developmenl Townsend Hotel 
Pa11<in9Nalel: - Vanous clienls 

CATHERINE ST. PIERRE, PE, PTOE 
Senior Transportation Engineer 
Role: Lead Geometric Designer 

Cathenne has more lhan nine years of expenence involving various transp0nat1on eng nee11ng pro1ects He< 
expenence inc1udes read design signal optim>zatoQn. signa des.g~ s1gn,ng ~I ans cons1ruc11on maintenance·of ·tralfic 
plans, crash analyses, iraffic imp.act studies 10< various land us~ arl(I report p<epal3tioll She has comple1ed training 

for the American Assoaallon of S1a1e Highway and Transpor1a11on Officials (AASHTO) "Hl<Jhway Satety Manual' and MOOT s 'Michigan T ioff1c 
Sign lnventol)' System". 
EDUCATION 
Wayne Slate University BS Civil Engineering 2005. Wayne State University. MS, Civil ED;Jinee<1ng (Transportation) 2007 
REGISTRATION 
P1oless1onal Eng neer, Stale of Michigan, 2010 Proless'onal Traffic Operations Eng.neer, 2010 

RELEVANT EXPERIENCE M-24 (l..apeer Road) Rehabilitalion-MDOT, Lapeer Ml t-96/Cascade Road Mo1>o111y Analysis-MOOT 
G1and Ra~1ds Township, Ml Tr attic Signal Optimi~ation P$ts - MOOT and RCOC, Oakland Coun1y, Ml Green Lal:e Road Reh;;tiitit;;lion -
RCOC. Charte< Twp of West Bloomfield, Ml T•aflic Impact Studies IOI varieus Mixed·Use Deve;opme:its - C•ty of B1rm1n9Mm and PEA Inc . 
Birmingham, Ml 

EDUCAilOH 

JEFF MORDEN, PE 
Associate Transportation Engineer 
Role: Junior Traffic Engineer 

Jeff has 2 yea1s of e>pelience on p<ojects ranging from MOOT tralfic S>\Jnal desogn (mode1nizatioo, main1~nance of 
ual!ic, and si~ew•lk ~ign) and of)flm1za:ion, inte•sectiOn analys1s's1ud1es, and lratfic mpact stud'es fe< various taM 
uses. He has a'so been involved in roaltivay 9eome1ric design and freeway ltght1ng design. Jelfs resp011Sitilities 
include design, field wo11<, Clien1 r~lalioll$, and design review 

Moctrgan Technologieal Univeisity, BS. Civil Engineering. 2009: Wayne Stal~ University MS Crvif Eng1neer,n9 (Transpo~ation/, 2013 
REGISTRATION 
Profess on al Eng1neei Slate ot Michigan. 20 l6 
RELEVANT EXPERIENCE: lshpein1n9 TSC Signal Design-MOOT. Houghton and l.larQuene Coun1y, Ml; 9 M'e Road and Halsled 
Road fn1e1sec11on Study - Cily of Fa1mington Hills, F•rmington Hill~. Ml; US· 12 Signal Modem1zat1on - MOOT, Wayne. Ml: l-%1Casca<1e Road 
DOI Signal Oes,gn - MOOT. Grand Rapids Township, Ml: Traffic Signal Optimizalion Project- MOOT. Oakland Coon11. Ml: Pontiac Trail and 
Ma<jorie Ann Street Signal Design - RCOC. South Lyon, Ml: Proposed Whole Foods - - Traffic Impact Study- PEA Inc .. Birmingham, Ml 

a 
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TRIANGLE DISTRICT URBAN DESIGN PLAN & FORM-BASED 
CODE AND PARKING STUDIES 

MKSK 

LISTENING TO STAKEHOLDERS HELPS 
CREATE A DOWNTOWN DESIGN WITH 
LONG-TERM VISION AND BROAD APPEAL 

A mos1e1 u1an \vas neeaeo to reae·1&lo~ B1rm1ngtiam ~ 

Tt1an91e 01Slf1(.t us g:o~l wouto be ta C.feale cl colleswe 

v1:;1on tor Ule afea 1hat would d1rec.t tuh.ire devetopment 

and conne<t lhe aowntown w+lh tile sutrat.1na1ng res1aent1al 

n~i9hDor~ooos A t\'lo~ac>1 punhc thJrren~ v1as hclo to 

91.J1d~ ana: 1nro1m tt>e des1qn and bu1td commum'y suppo<t 

It Drougtit tog~lher prominent slakerinld~rs 1l~tghbothood 

resiaenH. area de·/elopers ana bus ness o .. ·.:ners co sha'~ 

their Flopes and • ... sions for the area ConceQts 01 tl'\e f1ftal 

111.an 1t'ICtuae m11ed use nu ldtngs new housing parking 

stru<.tures uroan 9reen spac~s ouo,1c ola2as and th<' 

preser"'a11on af the Cl\IShng n21gtioorhoad 

Arcf\,tec.ttJral and aesign gu1de!1nes alang v11tr\ lorm-base:::I 

coo~ •11·U help to c-0ntrot tr.e future d9veloom~nt of th~ area 

ensu'e U"le l~1)9•term vrs on clRO ma1nta n the 0·1erau Qu<Udy 

of 1.1es19n 

Sine~ th~ Ql<in and coo~ \•1oc~ adoptl!d. S.Q\/'2ral mlfl10ns of 

doUars of prt·>;JlQ development has occurre:t in and aoiat eot 

to the Tr .ang ,e 01strict 

BIRMINGHAM PA~KING STUOIES •20• 5)• 

e11m•ngham tios a vibrant d-0wn1own w1tll on901n9 ni1)ed use­

redevelcpmenl tOnS•'S•ent v11lh the Oowntawn and Tnang1e 

01str1tt P~ans MKS K's Oetro1t based planners assisted \V1lh 

lhose plans parlitlJIQrlyrelate:j 10 parbn9 Provision On(I 

mana9err.en1 ot ni'rk1ny •S one or 1he ~e~·s to 1he conhnlle'J 

v11at•l'f or the (:11·1 s. <:ommeft1at chsl••cls Srai:t S1ra1Jer ond 

Ca U1n Mallov-Maieon wofkell \*t•th <:1t:1 stau and <omm1uee.: 

to rec:Jesign cJownlown naflong to a~d more 1t>iiCeS.. tc; 

e"•oh,ale a ne'll pa11<.1n9 Slf\ICh.Jre tor the Tr1on91e 01stritt. 

and redeS19r. ol an ~:os11n9 dOwnlo\vn 5truc1u1~ to atSd more 

par lung ancJ new mt) e'J vsi.:: de· .. elopmtn(s. 

'Personaf :xoer1trice c;t St~d SlrotJer and Callin Ma11.oy-

1.1arccn 

CLIENT 

COtffACT 

PHONE 

City of Birminghim 

Jana Eckef, Planning Oir~'tor 

2~8 530 1850 

YEAR 2007. 2015 

MK5~$ TIJu10$ COM 
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LEXINGTON STREETSCAPE MASTER PLAN & IMPLEMENTATION MKS K 
Lex1rigton. Ktotucky 

COORO NATEO FUND NG ANO 
COOPERATION ACROSS AGENCIES 

ALLOW FOR UNIQUE RESULTS 

T~ Le,~i'lQtOf'l Oawnl-own Slreenr.1t1e M.as•er Ptar• 

931.lOOJhed a s1ra1egy .and CJUtdelitan lor the •l'K•~t..11 

trians.form&l,Dn of Dawn1own l.~Xtl"gton·s pLl'bllc realm Pl\Js-~ 

Ore 1np-.er'l'lef'lta11on ,n•1cl· .. ~(.I Leurigton !- maJD' !Jowntown 

rJadw~v ltrridors focusing 04'1th! 1mo1ement;i,1cn ot U•e 

d{!~elooment af publ c SPCICfiS tirettScaJJe +n;~ro.iemfl".t!5 

atlCI gree~ 1nlrasll'UC!\J~ Ilsa 111c.tuded w.a.s lhe ~al oo cl 

Cheaps tJe Part< ond ceons.Uuction of tt'I! new Ma.r~(o' Pa .. ••I c..o 

a co.,ered performance outdoor d'n1n9 and e·1cr1 !pare 

CcmQ t,to r., a r19oro1J~ sclledulf ttt"? pro,ec.t 111vo1·:ed stat&­

and feeler&& tundlOI} ~well as. sobStantt.al CCK'W'd nahon 

beh·1een tht locatc.he-n1 KY Oe-c1rtrot-r.1 o.f H19ri,vay' il'ld 

Fe~ef~I \-111}1\way ;.om1n1s1ra11on. Construe.hon a<fm1n11iotra1 on 

servites •ntlu~ea consu\!:lhon wuri toe.al. sldle and lederal 

oft1c,a11 rnoons.t:k! tor e\·akJ.a~1on or an fl-I.WA Rig .c 

r~t.PIH' mern as.soc.ared ,~,th 1·floating84't liJl'lt 

$10<rnv1attr m111ga:tion -etementt include 29 R~ n Gbrdft"ll 

and 6.700 sq II of Per'i1ous. Pbveri. 

Trall MCM1et.-ig and r0.10wii1'r moch1icacconi \'fOfe patl 

a1 a tomplete streel ..niua1r1e lhal ncludes OC¥1 b.cycle 

f4JC1l•t10S l>u$antt troUey !lops. Of'l•$h~l parlc109 ana 

load1rig spaces Th~des•onol 1.1nde<9found u<1llt1es cu<b 

ahgnmen1s a:na signal 1nfr-asuut<ure supflons tne fuu..1re 

~'SIG=l ot one-wb\' f1r'tt' to ~d'J \?h~ rto1.tung me 

o""'°all Yftdtt1 of p~1e111en1 cr04Js+~hcns 

Ou!Come'l 

Increased prooeny va1v11ts a~ong with n~·"'· r1t6•~ and 

l'IOSl)llafJty de:~I ons 

Uew 21t Hote-1 ano 200 Jtibs creot~ •n 2 b ot..t-5 a.loo€.' 

;..v.ar!is-2011 ACEC En91neeung Excenence fJ4t1ooal 

Honor Av1ard 20l0 OC~SlA Honor t.wa1d 2010 Al4 

C1nc1nnat• COTE Sus1~1nati1•1ty A·uard lnce<n.at1ona! 

07.Yfllov.-n Award 2011 

CLIEIH 

CONTACT 

PHONE 

VEAR 

Le.x1n.gton~F1yelte U<ban County Go.,ernmeot 

Geotge M•llgilfl.Constroo- s..otrmor 

!59 258 3•00 

2011 

MKSKSTU[)0$ COt.i 
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SOUTH FOURTH STREET CORRIDOR 

CREATING A VIBRANT ANO CULTURALLY 
S'GN FICANT PUBLIC REALM 

Soulri f.ourlh Streel tws-1&1 e,a1.y me- (01tllnl?fti.1f ~ne 

ot ~""" LOtJ s-vr41e f\aS S'lruggk!a '°tee mt dec.:Jde 

to rerna,.n ~illl'1( 1rwtsttnen1 .n Four11\ S«ce1 L~ tia1 

~IDfd lO tir "9 a to~u.5 l:JdCk t-0 tM carr,dar. LOU.5\1\ll! "!f.fHo 

1lon9 with the Loursvoll'9 O.ownlown Patt1"1erst'11p. riove 

1e6m~d uo to 1mJ)rove :ne stte~ts!:aoe al'ld bnflQ 1n 1"1ew n11e1l 

tenanu to OClUl>Y these t11stanc. stortfronts 1Nork•rt!J v111h 

the Pro11c.t En91oe~r t.11'Sk de-ve!cpcd a mas1er o•an tor 

the 1e· .. 11~11:a,101l ~f South Fouflh Suce' 11la1 will encouregt 

retail ech>1 ty aoc.t s1mpldy the stre~tscapc Tn•s includt' 

tt'IP res1ora11on of tn& or191nat suett t inter flf ID reniove 

1ntt re-m.n.11ntr. or .a ta ted 1 ~"'iOs- p~o-e.str130 m.a\I addlf"ll) 

oart"J to bG<th SIOes oi the str!M.'1. crea.trtr; ntt1 S:lr8t 

tree plal'"ilfr ta.imp 0U1s. cn:11ncDfJ*dl:tfl9 per.hOUs. ow""' 
11".lO ttle cw"•r-i ¥.e Tl\e de_yg.1t~.am1'JOrtl!"!t ·.lftttttn lht 

<Ot'Utrilfnts gt mu1l111te ur'aQ.ergra'UilO -.-a11hs and uOlillft end 

1ccommoda~td lhe r.eeds o~ two ma1or hatets 10 de:~flcc 

3 '.Y~rka04& otan thc)t well tra<isftirtll llllS Hreet into 8 11\0ffl 

#uncuon.it Y•brant (Otr1<1or 

MKSK 

Wt1r't1og on a h9h1 I rnetr~1ne the ltilm dtvOIOOCO a sc.>t of 

bid documents. to ~pee-a tomatruc.11on on lhe hrll ohase oC 

Soutl'l Fovrth $.Lreet H1 oraer to m~C!-111"10 ntedt ot tl'\e oe"' 

retoi1 bos.mt$S.K Constn.Jtt.oo on Pna~ I was <omp'6ted 

o 2013 Pnas.e • Qes;gn 0.flf! opmtm wat corrdeied lhtt 

~me year ,.,,u1constnJclJonol ~• <omDleted 1n 1015 

Ou•c<imes 

2013 KY 4SL.4 Men1 Award Ptann•ng g, t..na11s1s 

Since Plan mple:'Tlencauon 6 t-Jew Bus111qsses 

270·Room Embass1 Suites Ho1e1 (Ontn~o 2015J 

l 62·Roorn H1Uoo Garden lr.n (Qp&11e1J 20l4! 

Lou1sv1Ue Oownlo""" Pannersh1p olf•Ct5> hi1•1e opened 

$G7M ?·s1orym1ted use redevelopment p101ect and 

::; 10-swce purl'1ri9 garage to be oev1Jopeel near 

Foor1h snd GuttvJe. stre-e1~ 

CLIENT 

CONTACT 

PHONE 

l.Du111ville Meuo Publk Ylo,ks 1nd Lou1sv1lle 

Oowruown P•rtnerstilp 

Oirk Gowin. Pf. PLS. Transportahon Pl11100109 

502.574.5925 

VEAi! 2012 Plan. 2013 Ph.,e I. 2015 Phase II 

MKS~SlUOIOS (QM 
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"RE-STATE" STATE STREET MASTER PLAN MKSK 
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RE-STATE IS A VIS ION AND STRATEGY 
SEEKING TO RE-IMAGINE RE-INVEST 
ANO RE-MAKE STATE STREET 

MKSK led tne crea,ionot P.E STATE· A Ma seer Pl.an for 

Slate Street the Pf.to 1s d vlslrr and strlJ(E'!JY seek1n910 

RE-1ma9 nt. RE-m\oest and AE-1'1"1.lko Sc:oe Streel uuou91"1 

Downtown \'t1es1 laf3ye11e Purdue 1Jnivers11~·. and a newt;· 

opened wester'n l)ate.·1d~.1, is a commiln1ent 10 a r.e,·1 

S'•le Stre~l-a$ a place wr.er1 ~DDli wan' to ti>1e.. wc-tk. 

,jl1Q plo)-connecl~ co re"tatl(WMot ~al natutal 

iiJM CUitural a:S$E'ts: <OtWtUed lo ,_IQN>Orhoocs and 

tr~r1Sgort.>tion net·."or•s: .lntl mo1t 1'Tlpor'lanUy. corineete::l 10 

the her11age. the ctiar~ttir ~l\d 1'1oe people of ·wes1 Ldldyeue 

and Purdo~ U1w .. ers11y. The Pf GI\ ;5 .J shc.reo '-'i~io'l ot Hie C1t·1 

ot \\'e~t Lafci)·~tle. Purd1Jf! Uni .. trstty, and Purdue Res.E-arch 

f=Gundal•Gn iar\(l was 91.1i1~a by a series. or publ'c rne-e1in9s 

.tnd worksllc,ps an:d numerous Slll~ctholOe,. meetmgs.. 

~Qp,atea 0U1ccmes ol tLJl1't> ~etr.entaliO'l inch~: 

1hrrv1119, ·.ibrant. aria 1concmr-ca11y drters'9 C~i!rc1al 

C11str1c1s tnat \•1it'1s1a11d trie cyctlcal n;uure C·I <lie ac.aeltmic 

caiendar tnou9htfL1l ir11e9rar;on 01 au modes ot 1ra\•e1 .. 

vehicular t>~clestrian. bic1ct~. tf•n1it: .l toheswe stree1 

l 

~ 

'''•'atler 1ha1 •$ 01 \f\'es, L.ita\·eHe <hst1nct •de-l'\tif1e> s 1or 111~ 

sotoal d1str1Cts. .a~ong Stat• Strf'f( o) conhnuous rre-e C!llO(l')" 

~hng soc .11' tfWlformtn.:4'1 _., C?CQOOmlc v-b<ancy 

crtah .. -e U'Se of green mlras1ruccv1f lytog 10 both t1.t0(f1ana1 

and pl•tema~mg aspects of rnt strert 

OES Gt< REVIEW & C0>1STRUCTION O'tERS•GIH 

Thi? C ty a11t1 Uruvers.ry have le.lme1.1 to J01nt1 ~· de 1ver the 

S 1 DOM D•01ec11~ro-ugfl a publlc·pnva1e i;arlllers.h•o mticle1 

.4s p.lrl o-t thlf lec1'1111ca1 attv1sory !t.l1n .. fK'SK 1f. pro·,.Jd..ng 

vr1w\oes.gn sf!"Vces IJurlng lN tt(hn a. OfOCU'emenr 

oortroo Cf the D'O:'f'~ W1ft evB'Wlt Otyftgper te.}m 

re5ponses. vJtll revH!w 41na1 dts Qtl ao~rr.ents. Cl•ld' win ~ua11 

tnt'ls1rl.IC11on Thie gr~e('l •5 anc1c1patecl lo be comn,et~ by 

P\Jr\Jue Unr1trs ty s s~S.fllll C.t'rittl\1\1.ll tn 2019 

Oul<omts 

• 201G IHASLAAwiHrJ ot EtCl!Jltl"I(~ 

CLU:HT 

CONTACT 

PHON£ 

Ye AR 

CityotWesl Ula)eC1t 

Mayor Jotu1 Dennis J Oavi<I Buck 

165 715 5100 1165175 51 JO 

2014, Ongo<ng 
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GAY STREET CORRIDOR IMPROVEMENTS 
Co1umbtJs. Ohio 

TRAFFIC AND STREETSCAPE CHt>.NGES 
BREATHE NEW LIFE INTO AN URBAN 

NE1GHBORHOOO 

In zooe the 11-~l<IC'll length of (j~·1 Stre-el In d<1wnlown 

Columbvs. btecirne ona 1nauour'1l oro1ect tor convertiny CAf· 

oriented one•\'1C1y ro.ids into 1wo-wav pedes1r1an-tr1e1ldly 

ne19:-i1>ornooo $1fee1s S1n'"e 2006 1he 1moro· .. et.1 Ga·,· S1ree1 

Cofndor hCIS Epurred $6 IT'l•lhon 1n publ•c 1nves1nu;-ii.1 ci1\ll 

S140 1oill1on in Pftvo;lt0 rwesuneru int"tud•ng nt\v ~~stt1uroints. 

~ • res.aen1oal Pf1llOC1S and a l'c:l<l The l>'<>te<l •eq .. re<I 

c•o~ c011aco1atrenV7 't\<1l/ of.ecvv1111 oe"~~nt ~d 

e1191 n.eenn.g a fhc1 ci Ii 1 a t>rov1<1e ctie d•51 ritt v:• u1 ;J 1 ,;i4lo re<! 

sotul•Ofl 1nar.'1duat prcpertv o~ntll became 1n'Y<:1h•ed as 

th~ Clesign team !.tr111ed to 1"16 n1a1ri pa1k1ng aud aeceS$. for 

e1tlit1n.y bus1n@sse:s while acconirnodat,ng u·.e craU1c·Uow 

con·:ers.1on 

£·~ slllfe-«alks CW'CWtdc a taltler tcs 01e ~- <lUldOOf 

se~nng are.as D('f1W} opened by toca reslauraMs dnd 'tie 

raist d u<b.an median thoit bur, ts co 1.re eaeh s.pnng wtth 

llower1n9 trffS Slows 1raH1C SDeeo enu lflCre.aises peaesu ;in 

soltt'r' 1.ow iron renc.es ~dd a touch al e legclnce tllrou-anout 

MKSK 

lo1egrat2d ~('rv•tes tl\at 1ricluded plann"'9 t1>nceptual 

dnd sctiemauc. df'S49f1 d'es"7' de°Ye4opme•nl ana !).,Qa1ng 

<1nd consrructJOO seMces lor sl1H1sc.ipe re ~Led features 

h.l1'I!' 1esuhed' i11 a SUC(t$Slvt Pl OJI ti iH)d ltle Qf<!Wlh o1 d 

deh9htf u I u rbail ne 19 hbOr ''ood Tr.a p ro1.eu has di so served 

as a temg.ate lor lii1ufe aov;nto .... n con'lers1ons 

A,, d rPsu11ol1h\>$e 11np1overne~u. the C<J}' Strcel has seen 11\e 

lol f ;:1n9 '()OS,t1w ur.jl.aitts. 

1 ne•" t;..JS..ue.ts.es 

~ t'l(ledEe~pr~n;·\',}ltJl.'!ft 2909,.ber~zoo; 

""" 1(l1? 
J.·lf!rd'Je ir1cre~sg n'. aoproi !Cd ·•<J'u~ ct iY, 949 bet\·1e"t11 

?001a,;O2012 

J bu1l',J1119s purch.ais.e1J ~r.a rftd~·1eloped 

I JO ne11 l1111~r·,· ~pilrtrMl\l ul11tS 105 r•I!''· t1.-:i!Jttu110 ums 

CllEllT 

CONTACT 

PHONE 

YEAR 

C•ty ol Columbu• 

Rory t.f.<G.,.,us Otpuiy Ou&tw. Oepl ol 

oe ... elopme11l 

.,, 645 ?671 

2008 

MKSKS TUOIGS COM 
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TREMONT ROAD CONCEPTUAL CORRIDOR PLAN & 
PHASE 1 IMPROVEMENTS MKSK 

COMPLETE STREET DESIGN FOR A 
COMMUNITY'S MAIN STREET' 

MkSK tOfTlOleted .i C'OlrlrQ(el'lenslVe srreetsape rn.asttr plan 

~1 tor TreJOOOt Road 111 theCnrot oooar Afll"!OtOO 

l"< Conr.at Pland<wo~ a cotoesm d•sqi lllO""' ""° 
romorete 1tr tot ilPDfQd'h lo t1'mtorce tt'le corndor ;, the 

C•l·1 s "Ma,n 51reet wh ch se1v1<e.s a vane1y ot res d-9nual 

com1nerc1at arid commun1ly uses A:.- o maJor ctic.roughltire 

lor U1e commuoit~· Jnd a cestae11t1.:tl street l ;,r m.lny Tremont 

Ro.HI •& ol vital 1mpo11ance to the clrea and s t"e Jddress. 

lor Unper A,.lloglon s commuB1ly park llbra,y ano Trimont 

E1ementar-1 St"ool Tremon1 Road mo .. •es pedf's,nans 

D•C)'thsts and troos I •1ehtcles. and 1he 1n1e1n1'Y of l hcsa ll5-Q~ 

11111• increase as IJp.ger .i\rl1ng1on c:o-nttnues ta e-.,-01ve a"ld 

otns••t increases 

RtCOmmrndalKIOS ~~ 1n ~Plan '1 tuded NJrrow nu 

th11~d set1M>O Jod ado1ng on·suee1 i:i.ark1ng hf9hlV vt t!.g 

t1•tl~'tr11111 cross ngs \l•d sp.e!:-.d!C1 P-i'Yemt'nC at •ntt!rsect·on; 

bri " ar'ld str p•ng plafller mea1at1$ for increased saltty 

susla1nable srorm,va,1tr 'trategi1tJ ;nd .in aartell le~sore 

pathl b1ke lane fo-r bit.it ti·aH< amo!"g 01her oe,1gn St.tl!.illoos 

The f!1na-J Concept PEan 1nc.lu:de5 de~g" crntna f1>1' the entJre­

torrdor aocf sub·area:s \Vflhn tilt corr'Kklr. ~ ~e<iMs ¥lCf 

amtn•oes oaten• of hil<dscape mat•""s pl•nl 119 ~·'9 

sig~e U1ltr.tEs. stree1 l~'-h•e and an empkment.1hOl'I 

straie9·,· w th recommen<ltd t.inias r g ior construt110n 

Ttle prOJP.<l llas.1rwol'/Cd tnougll!llJ urban plann109 oirio 

1ng1nee1 11'9 and a transpargnt flttbltc orocess 

Mk.SK w.1s pa't of '"e 1e.;m fer tt'IQ 111·91 Oh4!e- of 1tir 

mptemen1att0n Construthon of Piia&• i wds <ompleted 

lll1s year Pref~nf'cl options. 01Jtl•t1e<t 11\ 1h.e pl1911 ~lltluded 

pefmeab e POv n9 rll Ol'l·Stre~I p.a<~ no antes and peaestr i,;n 

a1-e:iaf. di r1ters.ettons Joel cross•f'l9S 11191i1 gtite-d w tti brrc0<. 

CLIENT 

CONTACT 

PHONE 

City cif Upper Artirigton 

Jaccilyn Th1et. PE. City Eng1ne•r 

614 583 5351 

YE'AR 2014 Concept Plan. 20l6 lmplernentaUon 

Wo<5><STIJ0105 COM 
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SHORT NORTH STREETSCAPE IMPROVEMENTS MKSK 

IMPROVING A CITY S PRIMARY 

RESIDENTIAL COMMERCIAL CORR DOR 

Tt\e Sf\otf North Stree1s.c~pe llT'IDro·o1eme:n1s p101ect 

1nct1..1dH retomm-er1t1.Jbon.s klr slre-e•scapo and rocid'wily 

1mpro\'t-1'11ents wd11tn tti•s deo'3t tO•rt1n1Ht1;Jt •res1t1enhtil l 

corridor ot <.IOWf\l&NnColumbus Ove-rdrcf\jng c:irotett ooats 
toe ude an •m::((taseo ;:ind enhanced o~esir,an en•.:1ronme11t 

tG urcommotla-te a.a1ly trafftt and mor.rritt 'Gallery Hop 

traffic as v•tH dS. opoor~unr;1es for o~door d1111n9 

n..sn.iy...w «lull" Hljh 51'etl lrom °""' Cenierw.t to 

9t" A<1enut Cons1d&rat10'15 include a9sthel•C eni.cincameri~s 

Plod ficot ons lst,eer l19lllll')(} can,·ersJ011 Ol ttr~n pelt 

suopcrtea s19ndl fac1M•es to n1as1 citm con~-er$1<1n ar 

overhe-ad ut1l1c1e;.) curb ei1ens1ons. srd@wati.:s btktwiays 

li()A comtJ' ar-:e W,llk.}btC ty ar-1 Sllttl Utt/gfa,tltJOQ ill'eO 

1mpro\'ements t~at relle 1 a Comnte1a Stree1s aooro.ach 

Srrtelstaipe cGmpoSJUOl"I 1~ mean1 to os.tabl•t>"' a t.11ana 

f<1r thrs vtllf'1nt irts ~s1ric.t to Ch~hngu,sti n tr::wn othff aly 

sueets w111le suppo1tin9 uie funcuons of Htgh St({lel eis 

Cclun-b.is ~ 1boroughl.are 

}.'KSr< p.artnere-d with llut En91nf'er 11t'm 'O provide an 

•n'lintor\• ot ''1s.11n9 eGnd1hons w ttltn 11i-e ccrt-dor arid 

conceptual de,19n ~1uo1e' of '13Cll bloc It. w1U)10 tl'll! ~ecr1cl\ cl 

HoOh Sliwr •• Da<1ol1he pre!~ engor.etnog s!Wv 

•«St<. IS OtOY'ld•nig tJ~$.lgn O~l/e.JOprn&nl tnrougf1 

..iotumentat1on and eonSHL!tllon ob5tl'•1doban str·,1ces fGr 

str1ats.ccii:e 1rr.1>ro· .. emQnt' as oar~ cr 10~ l1rs.t Oh•o Center 

Way lo (,oojale 51'E~I - lounh llhaus IKl"O •- EOSI 

71n Avenue to (/lll Avenue• of 1mpro·:t n\ents. 

CllENt 

CONTACT 

PHONE 

YEAR 

C11y ot Cot\lmbu$ 

Rory McGuioess 

6U 645 1471 

2013. Ongom~ 

MKS~STUOIOS COM 
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MIDLAND DOWNTOWN STREETSCAPE PLAN MKSK 

STREETSCAPE ENHANCEMENTS 
IMPROVE CONNECTIVITY BETWEEN THE 

DOWNTOWN AND R VERFRONT 

MKSK is oan ol the 1eam for the City or M1"1an(f$ 

develoomi>nt cl a ne\v dov,ntown She(HSc~pe J.)t;in 

ano circulal1on plan Oown1own M1d1anc.1 Sef\'l!'S as an 

en1arta1n1ne11i and emo1oyn1en1 nuo r~r rile gteater M1dlana 

Area The streetscane p1an 1nc1uoes nlany ber,t oratrices 

1ri(luchn9 curbleSS l~$t1v~1 blOC.k~ removal ot tralht lights 

soe1a1 pu1:>11c 9a111e1101J lluus separaH~a t>1c.~·cl9 fac111t1es an~ 

green $l1Sta111a.l)le: 1ofras1ruc1ure 

lt;e plan ser"es as a cornnlun1r~· cor.i-.ec1or hnk1n91he 

n· .. er1ron1 Dow 01a1nOl\CI aoCJ Oo"' lleaaqua<h~IS to :h~ 

oov;l\tOVJn, Wider S•<Jewatks allt-\v for ueuer use 01 tne 

'l•OewatY.~ tor <hnnu19 an<t nHa11 saler. .n the summer and 

snow $10fage 1n winter The u<oCt:S$ 1n(.luU~t1 an 1n1erac1r11e 

comnlu1h'Y enga9eff1enl process "' \'ih1c.h 111e aes19n team 

was ao1~ 10 full~· enga9e w•tn tll2 comnlun11y on many te.,1ets 

It 1nclu<leo stai.;.eholder mee1109s w1tn senio's schools 

advoc.;cy groups and b1.1s1ness 1ead~rs design wor5<.shoos 

and oop·up sessions ana <ommullll'J sur've~·s 

CUEUT 

COtlTACT 

PHONE 

YEAR 

City e>t Midland 

Selin.a Crt>Sby Tis.date, Dit, or Commutuly Affairs 

989.837 330, 
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LYNN AND PEARL ALLEY IMPROVEMENTS MKSK 

PUBLIC REALM ENHANCEMENTS 

SUPPORT PEOESTRIAN COMFORT. 
BUSINESSES IN THE HEART OF A 
DOWNTOWN'S BUSINESS OISTR CT 

0".f!:- lht past ''"'''l )f''' trif Caoitat Crossroads Special 

ht1p<o,eu~n• O.strct SIDtin Co1urntiu1 Ohio "as e<pood.ed 

its. m1sst0n ~cotl ct11.&n and Hte :o make subscarn ol and 

1r.am.t.ormah1rt convnun ty 1rn.n1ments 1n the PJb11 realm 

l\s OM' c.l 11'k.1~ etlorl$ and t encouraqf' rru r· rEta-, '" 

~'f'llown Columt>u~ Pearl an~ t,.ynn 41. e,s are un!Jergoft) 

p~ <W'SllutltOn 10 eMll'Ct ltCJhtnl).niprove a:cf"S'» tc 

s.tcw.trorJ.s µr~ t«to:.lr< senitc:e at'CJ color1u• teflti tor 

the Pv:Ml M~r1<tr 1)1 v1tetitf cx:en 41r farmers mar1'ett ar.d 

cre~•t ~ s.e-ne-s ol trhtt .n11a111uons These HT1prcr1emerns 

~re 9eiarea tO'l.'tlftSI ~r.t\anctno otdestr10-n trafhc 3ri!j 

CO•l'\fon k.teD1n91n111ct 1he &uthen11turliao grit of tt·.e 

aneys-m order 'o Cfeciie an fn\' ronmeril <:ond11c•ve co sm,u 

urbao rc!t<11•ers. 

OulcomE 

• 2015 lnlern.Jtlonal Oa\·1ntc•110Assoc1.abon Men1 Awifc.I 

CLIENT 

COtHACT 

PKONE 

YEAR 

Capitat Crossroads SIO 

Cleve RickSecker 

614 6'5 5133 

On-going 

MKS~S TUOIOS COM 
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ARENA DISTRICT STREETS AND PLAZAS PLAN MKSK 

CREATING A COHESIVE. SIGNATURE 
IDENTITY FOR A VIBRANT DOWNTOWN 

ENTERTAINMENT DISTRICT 

Tho Arena Orstnc-t S1,ee.s. and P1a2as P1a111mplemen's 

11"10 primary g?all.i ot lh~Arena 01.str·c1 t.le~ter Ptan aod 

esta-b-hshts av b1aint an-d c11airm,ng oel1e!tn.ln·fi 1&1\dl)· 

en112'1a1nmtnc district The primar:r v+s1on 01 lhe ~f'OJect 

""'as to CTMt@ .Jt'liurt>l"! vtllagt tt'IM bnn.gs rag12tl\tf S1rei:ti 

&•dewa11i,, Pfdisluen D azas and ou ~d•119s 1nat all work 10 

~e e~ o end 1n w•li tltt MJrroond nqs.ey .... cWtog 

br.rk Sl(ffl~ and s111ev1alks «ar9e s!rgel tre~s and ample 

ttgt\bn~ lh! p a:rr.trs ano de.'i.g~rs cre~te-:i a SQJlS• ot 

warmth and human scale env1ronrPents for i:;.edestnans 

0f'11gn"4d eroofl<S !hf toe.a• ~o rt of th.e Na11otl\•1wde Mena ttwii 

$tt""t>etscap.! Plan tttlaDlishes a ne-1wor~ o• s-1re-e't 81'10 ooen 

SP.:ttes th4t connecl tl'le un que 500(15 •nd entert4 nmen1 

tea:1ures cl the- 01slntl 

Trie overall d•SU1tl aestl'\ehc is enh.luced by careful. 

thoughllul se»chons oS s1\f mat~s 1urnistllt\9S rus.totn 

hgllhny tnd env11onmental urapl'\IC& Design s.tandards 

were e1tabl1s.lwd for t~ JO.l4\va:1s S•d~1ai~ hnash 9r oldtS 

and rnater1ats ihrou9hout tha proJect S•'e Restored h•stor1c 

bncl\s were re-ollrl'.losed lo pave Lodtow AUey .l narroo.·.· 

pectes.tr1.ln onty .lrta that 1s. horne to ourr.erous clul)s bars 

and 01h~r n gh1spots The lutl scoo~ of design services 

\-.ere oarr0<rned 1ram nual rTl.l$ler pt.>Mn.g 10 oes19-n et"'d 

1mplernont.lhon 

Ovtcomos. 

$ I Stl\dJn 1n llf'IYile _...~estment lWltt rn.l$1et d.in 

1mole-men1dl•on 

CLIENT 

CONT~CT 

PHOllE 

YEAR 

N1t1onW1de Rtat\y lnvt.slors 

Bdan Ellis. President 

61' 851.2131 

2000 

Mi<$1(STUD10$ COM 



... 
;;;,/ 

.. -
.. 
•• .. 
.,; -
• -
.. -.. 
• -
• -
• -
• . 
• . 
• . 
I . 

M-1 WOODWARD AVENUE TOD PLAN AND CODE MKSK 

CONCEPT PLAN GUIDES FIVE 
COMMUNITIES ON ADAPTING ALL 
MODES OF TRANSIT 

in illlltC1Pat1on ot ennanc.ed b..JS r•o11 traosil st<vtc:e thal 1s 

plann~o a'ong WooOw&td .o)\·enue 1~ Oetro1t, Braa Strauer 

e1s1st~d a to•r.t effori u·,-1 ... ·e c11K1s tt; plan ii tand use 
redt-·telopme-1'11 oa:Hern h comoltmtnt ~premier t(ains1: 

''"'"~ 1f'lio SoL1tncr11 Oatiland Counl;· Th s ·prQ•P dnn n9 .. 

docurr-iem tnt'uded .in ~ud'1 oi comprehenirvf' plans and 

rofl1ng oru1nances to ider.111 .. • ct'lange!, :oworcr a lJ01f1ed 

1rB11Stl ~IS'Cft ltY ttie (Of'lidof 

U5ing Srao Strod~<'s fllpenence on l)~th laC1oj use cino trans1' 

Dta.nNng '""'"~"'nodes ar uod pc1on1~ tra.osu slattOns \\'E"re 

1denut1&od A concept otan 10 1l!o11r.:.1e ari'aS where dens1ey 

Sl¥>Uki ue Conc&llr_.ff \"11'1h 1r\lnS t•on areas to Dr04e'CI the 

s1oyle·far.11ly ne·9tiborl'\ooot was crt'illetl A rnocfol TOO 

ove111-.· cod.e w~• preparad with mtrucb(lns on tlo\.,. i!cieti 

com1nurnty c:a.n acJap1 ''· F1ni1lly Brad S1ra~e-r tontnbt.11ed ll1s 

Comple-te SHeelS e11p~riencG to ou1h11c W.l)'S 10 ttanstorro 

100 rrQhl ot-\'-'.lJ' 10 Ile f'110fe suppor1~e al ~1. "rcllclf'llJ 

a11d b•li. ng 

Oe-mon~tfa:tJon of 1ht <omm1tmen11o cht>og ng •and use 

regul.lhons tote rnofe lr&n'Jlt fnenclly was Jn r1nf'IOrtont 

tauor 1n 1he ne.YI st~.""" " led ro recommenoat1on for 

a bos rap1a 1ran, 1t systEtm tor 'Nooctw4rd Avenue. Our 

gla11111ng team helti'Jd 1ea<1 tJia• hia~IOn and cou'lm4Jf'llly 

en91Qeme-r~1 process fol' lhe Regional Transit Au1rn;r1ty 

CUE.MT 

CONTACT 

PllONE 

VEAR 

Wt11>fjw1rd Avent.te Action A$S.Oc:~•lion tformtr) 

Heather Carmona, &.a(ut1ve Director 

148 867 1)•6 

2014 
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PARSONS 
Proj9ct Location: 
Detroil, Michigan 

Client: 
City of Detro~ 
Traffic Engineering Division 
2633 Michigan 
Delroil, Mi 48216 

Tucker. Young. Jackson. Tull Inc. 
565 E. L$<ned. Suite 300 
Detroit. Ml 48226 

Client Contact: 
Manila! Patel 
313·628·5601 

TYJT 
Al Schneider. PE 
313-963-0612 

Parsons Contract Value: 
$22.240 

Start Date: 
2006 

Completion Date: 
2007 

Key Staff: 
Joseph Marson, PE, PTOE 
Pro1ect Manager 

Steve Myers 
Sr. Oesigner/Orafter 

20 

City of Detroit 
Livernois Corridor Boulevard Concept (1·96 to Davison) 

Parsons conducted traffic analyses and geometric seivices for ;ipproximately 
1.25 miles of the Livernois corridor between 1-96 and Davison in the City of 
Detroit as part of a team with TY JT, Inc. Livernois Road was a wide roadway 
(7 lanes plus parl<ing) for which it was the City's desire to create a boulevard 
to manage access and improve safety as a result of prior crash studies 

Improvement of pedestrian access and safety across this highway were major 
considerations. Parsons completed field investigations and study of ttaffic 
patterns/movements lo optimize access to abutting properties, evaluated bus 
and truck needs in terms of aocess and turning ability; completed signal 
warrant studies. developed a concept plan for the proposed boulevard-type 
median that considered safe pedestrian crossing locations and business 
access. and developed a traffic simulation model to compare existing and 
proposed operations as well as idenhfy any projected operational issues 
Parsons completed additional crash analysis to update and confirm prior 
analysis done by the city. 1Y JT then carried the concept plan through design 



PARSONS 

Contract Number: 
648149 

Project Location: 
Lafayette, Indiana 

Client: 
Cily of Wesl Lafayette 
222 N. Chauncey Avenue. 
Room 102 
West Lafayette, Indiana 4 7906 
(765) 775.5130 

Client Contact: 
Oavid Buck, Public Works Director 
{765) 775·5130 
dbucl<@wes1lafayet1e.in.9ov 

Owner: 
Purdue University 
401 S. Granl Steel 
West Lafayette, Indiana 47907 
Uniled Slates 

Owner Contact: 
Don Pelerson, Managing Director 
{765)496-8335 
d1peter@purtlue edu 

Parsons Current/Final Contract 
Value: 
5 766000 

Parsons Value {Firm Cost): 
5 ,766,000 

Start Date: 
0111512015 

Completion Date: 
03/1012016 

Parsons Contract Relationship: 
Sole Prime Contractor 

Key Staff: 
Mark D Perron, P.E. 
Project Manager 

Eric J . Trip!, PE, PTOE 
Lead T raff1c Engineer 

Jeffery Morden, EIT 
Traffic Engineer 

21 

Purdue University State Street Corridor P3 
Project 

The State Street 
Redevelopment 
Project consists of 
eight sections 
involving 
construction of new 
roundabouts. travel 
lanes. bicycle 
lanes and multi· 
use paths, storm 
sewers, new 
roadway 
alignments anel 
other 
improvements to 
enhance the 
University . City 
Village and 
Downtown districts 
The proiect goals 
include 1) increase 
safety for 
pedestrians and 
drivers throughout 
the University and 
City. 2) Construct 
new gateways into 

the City and University thal are in line wilh the Master Plans: 3) provide 
streetscape and pedestrian amenities to enhance community and campus 
resident cohesiveness: and 4) expand transportation infrastructure to 
accommodate planned and future growth of the City and University. The 
project is a main thoroughfare through Purdue University and West Lafayette, 
Indiana, which currently operates in a mauer that prioritizes vehicular traffic 
and operates over other modes of travel and land development This project 
is being advanced via a private-public partnership to design. conslruct 
finance, operate, and m01intaln the project. 
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PROJECT UNDERSTANDING 
ihe Old Woodward Corr dor (Ons1sts. 1n ge:'leral. of oor\loos of Old Woodw<.1d and Maple Road 1n lhe heart oi 
iJowntown B rm1ngh;,m Considerable planning and oes1gr. eiions are vnderway though the direction of the 
C ty oi 9 rm1~~h;m to enhance ;he entir~ righl·of·way of these corridors from storefron; to storefront a"o 
onc ludes s•dewa1ks. road coni19urat10..,/w1d<h. 1nterse~t1onslcro;swal>.s. bicycle fac•I ties. t gh:mg. plant ngs 
furniture and other ~lemenls making a more attractive. welcoming ond funwonal publ c doma•n for Downtown 
3tr:-n1:'lgharn. Th s efiOr\ has included tnput ga:,.,er1ng from c ty depanmef\tS l'e:; Cients and property ovme•s 
along t'1e corndor. Aad1uonally considerable planning has been generated n ;he past t'1ot spea<s ;o the 
cor'ldor cond1l1or.. m((Udtng the Downtown 81rrn ngham 201 b Plan formutaiec 1n 1996. Birmingham Fu:vre 
Land·use Plan. 1980. Alleys af\d Passages Plan. 2012. Mult •-moda• Transportation Plan. 2013 anci the 
Oown,own 81rrn1n9ham Street scape Slandards as adopted by the City Commission. 

Wh1l~ the goa ls of each of these 1ndependen> plans rema in valid ;ne1r v ntage and focus reQulfes the 
rev1s1t1ng of a I. in connecl or. lo one anc:her and the cond1t1ons of the d;y ihe tollow1n9 sco;i~ of services 
1ntencis to review/understand the deto•I ar.d onlent of each work closely w :h C"Y s;aff :o 2valuale I nd1ngs/ 
recommendations of each <or cvrren; apol1callon. ;i'loroughly ana lyze concept street plans ior the car<'1dor. 
engage ;he ::.ub 1c lhro,,.gh Open House sessions and ul;1rnately compos~ a ccord1nated. Comprehensive 
Corridor Pan which acco1Jnls fo, all plan stafi and oub 11c :'lput Awact v2. ·:lescnp11ve <:nd accurate to-sea.;? 
gr;;ohics are to be produced to sufl1c 1en:ty commu111cate the des gn 1n:er.t :o all aud1enc.es. 11 •> int~nded I hat 
t'11s p!an is :he o;:; > ior cons1ructton/phys1cal developrnen: of the corrtdor moving forwaro ... :he Of\€. s r.gle 
gt.: de. Based on th s understand•ng of the oro1ect we orooo;e the fol ow ng Scope of Services. 

SCOPE OF WORK 

TASK 1 K CK-Off 
.. i Conduct 3 Klcl<.-off Meet1rg v11ih C ty to 01scu5s t.'le epproach scl'lecu ~a: product.or:, pret1rr11na!'Y d~s gn 

thoughts. estabt1sh commun1ca11cns protocol. cla,1fy ; r1e •>sues/goa ls for :he oro1eci and establ1s'1 
Mu:t1·rnodal Tas~ Force c! key s:akeholcers w ith repr;::;e"•lot o~ from the various city deoar:mer.ts. ~ey 
property/business owners end ot!i~rs :o be d2terrn 1ned by the c :y 

i .2 Conduct ; ccrrioor "walk-;hro,,,gh by the Oes gn iearr. le v ew :nd d•scuss cor~1dC' issues. Frepare 
generat assessment of el(1st1rig st~ co:incht1or.s 1dent1~·1 ssueslp1'i:·blerr 3:raas. opportur,1ties ond 
con~a~1nts. Assessmen: .. ·111l rocus en ~e~' <.:01r1dor systerr.5 +nclua1ng 

a. Adp;cent building arrangements ;nd spaces ldoors outdoor d1ntng/ ·e1a11 areas. service 
b. Vehicular C•'cul;t1or. relative lo lane cent gvra;1ons access IC desl nat1oos or>clud•ng parksng lots/ 

structu r~s and service areas 
c. On-street park•ng and se;:;on3 pa,klets 3nci outooor seating 1~ tne r1gnt·Of·way 

22 FP0P05At FOR OLO W000Wh;>O CORRIDOR IN 00-NNTCW~ SIRMtt;GHAM 
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d. Li9h;1n9 and s1Qna1 systems 
e. Amenili~s and natural iea:ures such as r.ia1or trees ar>d plant ngs 
f. PedestrianfBicycle C1rculat1on and Crosswalks 
9. Curreot drainage fac1l1ttes 
h. V1si!Jility 

Commur11ty ccnnect100 ssues/oopo11un1t es 
J. Wayfint'1ng lo parks. library. oar~1ng s1ructures. farmers market. etc 

MKSK 

1 3 Meet with city st aff. and others as deer.ied germar><? to the long-term tunc:tton and up~eep ot t~ 
corridor. cc fully unders1and their thoughts a: tt>e be91nn1ng of the des gn process. 

1.£ Gainer s1ree1 and tllif1ty clans 1n CADD form. su tveys and devetopm~n1 plans of surrounding prope<;ies 
and any Oiher pe<tlneni iniorma:10n prcr.1d~ 0)' the City P!>oto onvenlory of ~ey corridor $eCt•ons and 
de1a Is as necessaty 

1.5 Assess appar&nt saie1y oehcienc es and areas oi coocfro. 
l .6 Cr!!ate base plans 10 act as :he basis for mowng forward with future cond111ons planning This propo!ial 

assumes that the racently p•ep;red P'el mona'Y stre.:: plans cor.im ss1cned by tt>e C•ty July 2~1 b are 
of sufhc1em qualny and accuracy \O serve as these bose plans and may be augmented by the dergn 
1eam as may be r>ecessary to include other corridor 1ssu!!s Add•t onal and more detailed site survey 
111rormation. including overhead and underc;round ut1\,t1es may oe reQuired. 

Del1ver;;btes. 
Ba se plan. meeting minutes. ISSl>?s & O~r1u:i1ties assessment w ii> plans. photo images. a"alys1s in 
olan !orrr, presented 1n Pe>we~Pou-.t lorr.iat w th hardcop1es made ava tat.le. 

Schedule 
October ; 201 b 

TASK 2 CORRIDOR OE.SIGN 
2.1 Conduct extensive review or each of the above·menuoned planning documents and the recen1ly 

creparect pre 1m nary st,eet plan. Spec ioe at<enhon to be paid to the tollow1ng 
; Venic.e lane design aM funcuon - Capac11y for vehicles will be revrewed wl>il<? at me same 

t'me 1ncorporat111g pedestrians and transit needs 
b 1nterse~t'<ln des19n mcor;ior3ttng com;ilete streets best prawces ioc ped<-stnans. b1cyclis:s and 

transit us~rs - Opponun1:1es ti> reduce pedestrian crossing lengths W•ll be evaluated. storage 
lenqths lor turn lanes w1tl be re-•ewed. 

c Sidewalk design - In adt:1uon to rnax1m1z1ng the s1dewa k sp;ce and usage ADA requirernents will 
be reviewf:d ro assure requirements are ~t. 

d. Crosswa1k des,gn and placemen! - The prov1s on oi v 5,01e and properly designed crosswalks vnl1 
be n~ted 

e A tey ond pa;sage systffi'I - lhe Alleys 3nd Passages Pan w ,11 be rav1ewe:l and recomrnendo<ions 
1ncorpora1ed 
8 cycle lacilot1es - Revr~w tll! g,.,u1-Mooal Transporta:t0n P.~n 10 loo~ for ooportun1; es to 
11'\CO'POrare b ·CYC(C !ac1(1~1~.s 

g Tr<rns11 fac1lit1es - Tra r1s•t s•o:> 1~a11ons •inc ud•·"l9 1;,keways and l).ke oor~• •g w1U oe evatu3ted 
ond enhanced where oos.;1ble. This could 111~tude provisions ior access to ;lie planned Woodw;rct 
Avenue bu; rao1d tro-isit s:at1on. 

h Qf\-streec por~.ng - Ooporturiure.s opporu;n1t.e-s to rna;.e the o~s.t use of the area oet•11een ihe 
curbs includm9 parking. load1r.g and se;;so;ial outdoor d1n1ng will be evoluated. Research will be 
co~ducted on wr.;;t other $1rr>1l;;r commuM•H ;;re ~o ng ano then compo; •!:d :o prehminory ot;ns. 
Street lognt1n9 and s;reet iurn1sh1n11s 
Street trees and cancr!np1r'9 inch;ding i;c:ent ol !or ow 1rr.o;c1 des,gn ;nc p1am1ngs 

~ S1gna;ie- Tr;;tf1c s•gnage vt1H be rsv1ewed and where poss ble rn oim1zed 10 re.juce cluuer. We will 
review t•1e c11y·s wayf1nd;ng ol;;n ano curren : wayf1nding syst~m. 

2 2 Preoere oralt Compre~ns1ve Maple anti Ncrth Oid Wr:iol!w;rd (orr dors Flan which a:con-.moda1es 
e1emen:s oescrobed above. and wo•ks together w,th bu1lt11ngs ~fra struc;ure and <Tiee<s the d~S•C:'• a.-,d 
lunct vr.;1 r~commenoai1Gn5 ot :he Cny s maste< plar. 

2.2 Assemb ~ ·bes: pr;;c1ices" imagery of mher s1gni!1co;111 arid d!:srr3b e street environments Plus individi.ral 
street eternen :s such as p:;vements plar-t1ngs. s1gr.s. l1:rn.ture etc to help cornmunic;;te ll'?S'9" 1nten1 
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2 4 Review meeling w1lh Multi· modal fask Force 10 presenl in hal designs. sol1c11 commen1. and prepare <or 
pulllic open house. 

De!lverab ,es 
S;reelscape plans. besl pracltces imagery presenled "' PowerP01n1 formal and ha<dcop1es. 

Schedule: 
Oclober 26. 2016 

TASK 3. PUBLIC OPEN HOUSE 
3.1 Conduct public open house meeting to miorm 1herr. of the scope of the pro1act <<:view the goals of ;he 

corridor enhancemeni. pro1ec\ and souc 1t the•: ea:ly op1n ons on d~s·gn d1rectton. 
3 2 Sumrn;1r ze •1ndings/r~sulls of the public open house and rev ew w ith Mull ·mod31 fa;k Force for the~ 

concurrence and C1rect1on. 
oe.1verables: 

C.rap1·11c plans and draf\ perspecuv~ drawings. Mee;1ng m1nu1esi summary 
Sctiedule 

Nov~moer ?. 2016 

TASK 4 FINAL OcSIGN 
4.1 Refine corridor design and specif ic design ct1:en a for enl ~e corr do< and sub-areas from comments 

received above. and more delad for lh'e~ agreed upon typical segments as noled 1n the RFP 
4.2 Identify preliminary materials ano arnel\ll•es ;hat 1nctuoe nardsca~e materials. p1anhn9. llgh\lr>g. 

s g:iage ut1l1t1es. slree~ furniture. and at.her cnt cal features yet lo Oe Ccn:1i1ed. thai a:e 1r1 k~ao1ng \'Iii:!\ 

the above findings. 
4.3 Prepare graphic plan and 1llustrauons such as sect ons. e"l•'ged p 3ns anc supporting design u1tena. ,f 

!"lecessorv 
4 4 Conc:lucl meeting w1lh Mult i modal Task Force and two (2) oubhc presen:at -ons lo my bo;1rds ano 

comrn1ss•ons to presenl the preferred d <eel on of the ftna l design pion. 
4.5 Prepare compenci1u-n ~ocvment 1n Power?o1n1 format 1nclud1n9 Comprehens1v~ Plan. su;iporling 

graph.cs. de;3!ls and doct.:men:at10~ oi process including atternale concepts 
Deliverables: 

Comdor-wcde plan oi Old Woodward irom Oakland to Landon. Maple Road fro"' Southfield to Woodward. 
bath n nard copy and d1g1tal form. cotor rendered ' segment"' area pans .,,,,th one at Maple end 
0 d Woodward. two others as selected by the corr.mcllee durcng des gn. compendium document oi 
1ntermed1ate drd\>'l1n9s. notes. 1f'Tlages along v1 th r~duc~d versions of the abcv~ segment pl;ns design 
<:r1tena ior each $p~e f1;: 3\r~et ~lement presented 1n Po\verPo n\ format \'Jil~ hardcop1es r.'lade available 

Schedule 
November IQ 2016. Compe!'ld1um/(lrawrngs subrn1ss1on 
November 21. ?Ci 16 • Publ c oresent~t1on 

.ADDITIONAL SERVICES 
The fctlowing hsi.ng 1r.c1uoes ser~1ce prov.s1on oppo,.un1t1es adcll••on;1110 :he base Scope c! Wor~ that may be 
de2~1ed 1mporta~t and necess3ry by the c ty and ;,ppear •n !"'IO parl·CU\ar O!'de:-. VJe would re...,1e···' opt o.-:·s for 
odd1t onal se:-v1ces a: lhi! k1c~ofl meet ng and aga n a:1er reaction lo l!"le concepts frorr. lhe public and off c1als 
1. Oeto•led traffic ar\e,ys1s and ~val1.1at en of chan9es t£J tra!f1c. and o~destnor. .5,~nal t1m1n9 or types Gf control. 
2. Aovaocemen; o' prel!r:-o1no'Y docur.ien1s to/thru I r.31 des1gn/co:-;s1rucl c" docurr>entat1;:.n !give" 

3. 

4 

5 

;:ggressive sche::t:..1le. \n1$ \earn O:Ot·( flues i.;n1nH;r."u::>te~ thru o:onstrvcllonj 
F nal des gn ic;r stree;scape e.eme"llS !s·dewalk env ronr.-ieots on ly/ IJ augment eng1neer.nq plans by 
other~. (a subset v~rs•on of the aoove- option) 
Adva:"lceo P•Jblic proc~ss. past It>~ single open hc~se 
U::>da:e cl st,~e: stond 3rds docurne:"lt 

6. Arc n1tect•Jr31 fac<ide des•qn g•J eel nes 
Adva n;:ed district parking study 
Evaluate ;he city's porklel sta'ldards 

7 
6 
9. Add·l ior.al rr·ee;ings wi;M t•lY s1a;f or beards a:id comm ;s1or>s 
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MKSK 

Our proposed fees for t"e comple1 or of t~e Old Woodward Corridor 1n Downtown B1rm1n9ham s based on our 
current understanding o~ tilit proiect we propcse a lump sum. not·to·exceed fee ol ~72.537 00 as noted below 
by gen~ral I ask and iirm We an1tc1pate d1scuss1ons with the cltent :eam towards the development of a f1r>3I 
agreed scope of services and fees based on your pr.or ties and fund r>g. 

MKSK PARSONS 

. . - - - , -
TASK ~ · . · 
,,,. ' ~ .:.S- .._ ~ .. -......~__.. • ·""- • '-!!.!.-.r.'!.--t...--·~ J. 

1. KICK-OFF 

2. CORRIDOR DESIGN 

13. PUBLIC OPEN HOUSE -­

~FINAL DESIGN 

I Base fee 

REIMBURSABLE EXPENSES' 
(Tra11e, M ;eage Eq~ ornent, Mater als. Pr1n1,ng, SJppl ~s. e:c > 
"bolled at direct cost plus a 15% adminostratlVe ctlarge 

I 

I 
' 

Sl t .ooo St.lo t 

sts.000 1 56,303 

SI0,000 $716 

$23.DOD SJ. 751 

$ 59.000 I 511 ,971 

51 ,504 $62 

! TOTAL PRlilPOSElil PROJEGT FEE $72.5371 

TEAM HOURLY RATES 

I 1:1.Hi·ita·1.1ii =- I 1!n1tn:1.11:r I I I 
3rian KKlzetman. FA5LA A•CP LEED AP ;190 I MKSt< I Pronc1rial·•~·Cl>arQ<! Protec• 

. Manager 

Brod Strader A CP PTP ;111 r-.!KS« ISe1uu1 irans.portahon P1;;rtne1 
Depuiy PraJact Adm1n1s1rator -- --

Jell Poogonis PL~ A$LA 51~0 M><SK I Des1on P•tnClp.;I 

Ca1il1n f>.f.a liO'>/ Mofror SI LO MKSK I c, OJe<I Planner 

- ---
M.111 McGr a!h PLA ASi..A LEcO AP Sl 5S MKSK I Po 01et' Landscape Arch•!ecl ·- -- ~ 

'·Ian Manda PtA ASLA s.11.0 Mt-:SK I P101tct Q,15igner 

- ~ 

NoefsBr~m Si I~ MKS~ I En•,tronmenta Grallh • 
{j E'S<lj,,.' 

:r•G Tr1p 0 PE ?TOE s nq oa ! Parsans Enq1near1ng Proie-ct fJa1\~ge--~ 

Jos~p11 ~'1~rson PE PiOE ol 66.58 Parsens I SP.n.or £1g1:1ee-1111g ~d 11sor 

Caln•noo St Perr• ?E PTOE S9•.40 Pd~sons. /Lead Geornetr1c Ot>5tgr·er 

J•f' Morden PE I S71.J7 Pa:sor.s I Traffic Eng1n~~r --- -
se3.0L I P(trsons l F'o1.ecl Acr.un,.itr"3t on 
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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 thi>t it Is not an ~Iran Linked Business", as 
defined by the Act. 

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

Brian P. Kinzleman 

PREPARED BY 
{Print Name) 

Principal 

TITLE 

MSK2 LLC (dba MKSK) 

COMPANY 

462 Soulh Ludlow Alley 

ADDRESS 

NIA 

NAME OF PARENT COMPANY 

NIA 

ADDRESS 

AS-3413259 

TAXPAYER 1.0.# 

9/26/ 16 

DATE 

9126/16 

DATE 

bkinzelman@mksksludros.com 

E·MAIL ADDRESS 

(614) 621·2796 

PHONE 

NIA 

PHONE 



PORTIONS OF SAMPLE PLANS, EXAMPLE WORK PRODUCT & RENDERINGS 

MKSK 
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MAIN STREET 

PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE 

MIDLAND DOWNTOWN STREETSCAPE REDEVELOPMENT CRAFT Document; 
September 2016 MKSK 
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RE-STATE Is a vision and strategy seeking to RE-IMAGINE. RE· INVEST. and Rf-MAKE Stale Street through Downtown 
West Lalayetle. Purdue University. and a newly opened western gateway. It is a commitment lo a new State Slreel - as a place 
where people want lo love, work. and ptay - connected to recreational. educational, natural. and cultura l assets; connected to 
neighborhoods and transportation networks; and most Importantly. con nee led to the heritage. character, and people of West 
Lafayette and Purdue University. This is a shared vision, crafted in 2Cf 14 by the Cily of West Lafayette, Purdue University, the 
Purdue Research Foundation. and community residents and business owners. lacilitaled by consullants MKSK. 

Because Stale Str••I is no longer a state hoghway and Is 
now City-owned. we can create OUR street. one that ravors 
resident busines,, student. and vfsitor need!I over highway 
transportation objectives. addresses modal d 1span11es. 

encourages economu.: deve(opment. and establishes a. 
true •ena& of place and cenW to l~e City - a long-needed 
downtown Wist L~fayrtle As ain outc.om!. we ant1c1pate 
transfo-rmat1001111mpl1tmentatlon to i nclude· thr1v1ng v brant 

and economically diverse commerc at districts th~t withstand the 
cycl1cal nature of the academic catendar. thoughtful integration 
of all mode$ of travel - vehicular, pedest,.an. bicycle, and tran$il, 
a cohesive street character lhal 1s orweat Lafa y9tle. distinct 
1denUhers :or the $pecial distrtcts along State Street; a coot1nuous 

tree canopy s1.1pporliri9 soc.1al. environmental, and economic 

vibrancy. and treative use o1 gr~en infrastructure lying to both 
runcuonal and placemaking aspects of the !>lrcet. 

- - -:lo'. -~ - - - -- - - - --· - • 

OF THIS PLACE 
CONTEXT-APPROPRIATE SOLUTIONS ANO AN 
INCLUSIVE PROCESS 

YOU ARE HERE 
A DOWNTOWN WEST LAFAYETIE EMBRACING. 
REINFORCING. AND STRENGTHENING DIVERSE 
DISTRICTS 

COLLABORATION 
A COMMON VISION BETWEEN THE CITY. PURDUE. ANO 
PURDUE RESEARCH FOUNDATION 

d , .,•, 
CITY Of PURDUE 

WEST lAFAYUTE RfSLIRUil'Ol\D\TlO\ 

PURDUE 
UNJV£USITY 

COHESIVENESS 
MORE CONSISTENCY FROM DISTRICT TO DISTRICT 

STREETS FOR ALL 
INTEGRATION OF ALL TRAVEL MODES - PEDESTRIAN. 
BIKES, CARS AND BUSS ES 

OPEN SPACE & TREE CANOPY 
WELL-CONNECTED SIGNIFICANT OPENS SPACES ANO 
A STRONG URBAN STREET CANOPY 

VIBRANCY 
THRIVING ANO ECONOMICALLY DIVERSE 
MIXED-USE DISTRIC TS 

GOING GREEN 
ENVIRONMENTALLY RESPONSIBLE INFRASTRUCTURE 
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PEDESTRIAN PA Tli 
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~---------BUS SHELTER 
r---~----- SITE FIJRtilSHINGSIBUFFER 

TO BICYCLE PATH 
~--~~--BUS LOADING ZONE 

.....------BUS PULL-OFF 
.----=--COlLA!IDRATION SPACE, TYP. 

..---VEGETATED BICYCLE E.ANE 
BUFFER 
lllCYlll.E PA Tl! RAMe TO 

·tlk·' PROTECTED BICYCLE LANE 
BUS PULL-OFF 

. COLLABORATION SPACE 
TYP 
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BOARDWALK _::;...., --,~,. 

STORMWATER --1~~~*,.. 
FEATURE 

ARTEtEMENT -~~ 
SITE FURNISHINGS ---'"'rill m::~~~ 

• ••• ••• J>l.."Z4•0• • •• BICYCLE PATH ••• 
PARALLEL P.o.Rl«Nc! 
MOUNDED LAWN 
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Oramaltc changes to the Rrverfrant DistrKt address a number of ex1st1~ challenge5. R@conhounng ttHs segment of State Strtet 
to ma~e space for • boulevard widPning sidewalks for outdoor d ning and display space n.nn1n9 t/\e bocycle pat/\ be1weon the 

widened sidewalks and parallet parking would activate and rev1taU:e W»ash landing. 

ne plan recommends chao91n9 
Tapaw ngo Ortv@ s s.gnahzt d 
1nters~ct on to a roundabout i>nd 
creatin.g a new boulevard and 
p,arl< spacr 1n place of the sur face 

par~1nq lot tn rron t ol Waba sh 

l ;ind1n9 Th~s conr1qurahan 

w•tl place thousands of daily 
\vestboul\d vehicular tra.,.tters at 

the rront doors or existing W• b osh 

Landing shops and bus inesses 

The boulevard 1s enva&1ont4 as a pciss1ve open space. express.ive cf natural nvenne allributes ge1>logy hydre>lagy ecology. and 
topagraphy ft •S seen o.s an opparlun1ty ta promote tonnact v1ty to the river. wellness through new 1ra1t and path systems. soci.11 

.nteraction with n """' 9•1hen ng spaces. and econom c devel opment at its edges 

The bO\lleva<d 1$ p ropor.ed 10 

"1cludl" a ptaducnw l~dscap• 

- a space dedi cated lo man•ll'"9 
stormwater runoff from the 
st roet and s1dewal k5 gat!let1ng 
arl"as, walkways undutat1n9 
landform, stan!' aotcroop1n.gs 
and a potenllat Wetcome Center 

al th• east end of the boutevard 

Meaningful comm1s s,1oned public 
art is envisioned as an lntegrated 
eleme()l reinforcing thf" character 
and idenlily of this spact 

Re-introducmg two-way veh cular traffic. providing wider • ldewalks and saffiy integrati ng IMcycle travel throughout tile Chauncey 

Village Di•tr•Cl will correcti~ contri b\tle 10 a more resilient tilt businns d1slri<;L 

Propased enhancements w ch 
as wuSer walks to accommodate 
outdoor din1n9 and merchant 
d 1sptay s the IMcycte path. and 
stre-et trees help to create 

a comfortable mulll ·m odal 

gnv1ronm ent These chan911s 
along '.'11th abundant new seating 
opportunt11es embrace the 
not on or vibrancy by pro•J d1n9 

places fo< peopte to meet m~ngle. 

gather, and soend t•me 10 this 

@ 

lntegralPd placemakng elemenls celabrate the wcnderful anr1t:iute' assocJated wtth the Village ne-w gaither.ng spaces. inv te 
res.iden.ts to vtS!l more ofter. and slay longer 

The oroposed <>ew 9011\er "9 
space • I the Hortmr..est e<n 
Aveflue. South Stre.et, and St.a:t.f 
Str~t 1ntefsecltoo 1s ooe such 
eternent 11 •s env1sooned that 
t /\'5 space wilt be l requenlly 
programm11d with hve music 

dance a" d other v1 su.al 
performances th at a ttract a 
diverse tange or pe~p!e ai\d ages 

• . c 
J 
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• MARSTELLER STREET TO OVAL DRIVE 

In front of Purdue's Memorial Mall, from Marsteller Strnt lo Oval 
Drive. State Street today is a two-way. four-lane street with a 
centN paved median. This segment of State Street e~perrences 
heavy campus-based pedestrian volumes throughout lhe week, 
and suffers from frequent 1aywalking that is fac1hlated by lhe 
paved median serving as an area of refuge. South of Stale Street. 
a two-way. off· slreel bicycle palh ex1s1s. S1ree1 trees are present 
on lhe south side of the street. 

The fulure condition proposes: 

• OVAL DRIVE TO MARTIN JISCHKE DRIVE 

EXISTING CONDITION 

W1lhin campus from Oval Drive to Russell Drive. State Street 
today is a two-way, four· lane street with a center paved median 
10 most places. This segment of State Slreet eiper iences heavy 
campus-based pedestrian volumes throughout the week. and 
suffers from frequent jaywalking lhat is facilitated by the paved 
median serving as an area of reruge. South ol Stale Streel. a two­
way. off- st reel bicycle path exists. Street trees are p1 esent in a 
handful of areas. 

The future condillon proposes: 

W1thm campu~ from Russell Drive lo Airport Road. Slate Street 
today translbons from a two-way. four-lane street to a two-
way. two lane str1!1!l Thts segment ol State Street e.xperiences 
moderate campus-based pedestn an volumes throughout the 
week. and suffers from frequent Jaywalking. South of State 
S1ree1. a two-way. off·streel bicycle path exists 1n some places. 
Malure and newly planted street trees are present lhroughout lh1s 
segment of Stale Street. 

The future conditoon proposes: 

• A reduction 1n vehicular travel lanes, one in either direction with ,, A reduction in vehicular travel lanes, one 1n either direction with • A reduction in vehicular travel lanes. one on etlher direction with 
a left turn lane ar key intersections. a left turn lane at key intersections. a left turn lane at key intersections . 

• Wider sidewalks. street trees. and a cycle- track separated from 
vehicular lravel by a planted barrier are introduced to create 
a street that functtons for focal needs more so than highway 
performance 

• The center median 1s removed and replaced by the planted 
barrier between the separatedl dedocated bicycle path and 
vehicular travel lanes. thus discouraging random pedestrian 
crossings and encouraging use of crosswalks. Further 
encouragement of crosswalk use is supported by a proposed 
pedestrian acluated flasher at Oval Drive. 

• Future conversion to two-way vehicular travel on South 
Marsteller Slreet is anlocipated: a full-access intersection 
ts proposed. Oval Drive 1s anticipated to remain one-way 
southbound. but a left-turn from Oval Drive onto Slate Street 1s 
proposed. 

• In some places. relocation of the Purdue fence may be required 
to achieve proposed proiect objectives. 

• Wider sidewalks. street trees. bioretenllon cells'. and a cycle­
track separated from vehicular travel by a planted barrier are 
introduced to create a street that functions for local needs more 
so than highway performance . 

The center median is removed and rep1aced by the planted 
barner between lhe separatedlded1cated bicycle path and 
vehicul ar travel lanes, thus discour aging random pedeslrtan 
crossi ngs and encouraging use of crosswalks Further 
encouragement or crosswalk use is supported by proposed 
pedestrian actuated flashers at Oval Drove. South Univers11y 
Street. and Waldron Street. 

• Fulure conversions lo two-way vehicular travel on North 
University Street. Waldron Street. and Russell Drove is 
anticipated: full-access intersections are proposed . 

• In some places. relocation of the Purdue fence may be required 
to achieve proposed project objectives. 

• Wider sidewalks. street trees. and a cycle -track separated from 
vehicular travel by a pf anted barrier are introduced to create 
a street that functions For local needs more so than highway 
performance. 

• The planted barrier between the separatedldedocated bicycle 
path and vehicular travel lanes discourages random pedestrian 
crossrngs and encourages use of crosswalks. Further 
encouragement of crosswalk use is supported by proposed 
pedestrian actuated flastlers at some places. 

• In some places retocalion of the Purdue fence may be required 
lo achieve proposed project ob1ect1ves . 

• AIRPORT ROAD TO DEXTER LANE 

.r:s~""'""' 
EXISTING CONDITION 

Beyond the campus core, from Ai rport Road to US 231. State 
Street today is a two-way. two-lane rural road with overhead 
ut1blies and open d rainage ditches. This segment of State Slreet 
a!So lacks sidew al ks and bike paths. Street trees are not presen 

The immediate future condition proposes: 

• Two vehicular lravel lanes. one in either direction wilh a left 
turn lane al key 1n1ersect1ons. 

• A wide planted median. wider sldewalks. street trees. and a 
cycle-track separaled from vehicular travel by a planled barm 
are 1ntrocluced to create a futly-functoonat street. 

• Between Airport Road and Dexter Lane on the north side of 
the siree~ lhe proposed sidewalk and the separatedlded1catec 
bicycle path merge to form a shared-use path that extends to 
us 231. 

• In this immediate cond1t1on. 1t is proposed thal the outer curbs 
be set in their tong-term positions. 

The 10119-term future condition proposes: 

• Four vehicular travel lanes. two in either doreclion with a lefl 
turn lane at key intersections. 

• Paving needed for added travel lanes and turn lanes would be 
taken from the wide planted median, installed in the immed1a11 
future condition. A narrow planted median would remain whe1 
turn lanes are not necessary. 

·Reier to Street Trees/Green Infrastructure 

STREET FUNCTION • 
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FINAL PERSPECTIVE 
NORTH BLOCK 
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Purpose 

The 2010 Downtown Columbus Scr.ueg;c Plan identifH!d 12 Ideas th.t could cct as 
cacaly.ts for future downcown dtM!lopment. One of those 12 Idea• was to explore 

nurowmg Bro;od Strei!< co enhance pedesuian acaYity and return this key co<Tidor 
co iu posicion n <lle mo1t Important civic scrut on the City. following the adoptlon 

of the pb n in July of 20 IO, a &roup or Bro•d Street property owners was convened 
by J.ck Lucks and the boards cl the C..pical Crossroads and Discovery Oistri<t 
Spe<:ial lmprovemenc D1scriccs. Expreuong interest in pushing the concept for Broad 

Screet further. these groups comm1u;oned this rn1dy to explore the possibilities of 
improvements to Broad Street. 

This study will help co adv>nce Brood Street improvements by addressing pedestnan 

functionality and overall aesthet1ei, narrowing roadway width and providing needed 
on-street p~rking while mooting the requirements of the roadway to continue co 

accommod>te tr.iffic and access co the properties along che corridor. 

Background 

HIStoncally, Broad Street has actod as the C<Vic spine for the Cicy of Columbus. As such, 

Broad Street ust>d to have• streeucape that refle<:ted •ts importance.Today. Broad 
Street at eight lanes across Is comparable in width to SR 315.While the mansions have 

been replaced by office towers. there is still an opportunity to restore the grandeur to 
thts once ma.jo.$OC .street, 

It is no longer necesury for Broad Street to be eight lanes wide through Downtown 

Columb-us.The 1-7011-71 1mprovemenu wall remove ramp access to and lrom Broad Scree~ 
lessening its importance as an access corridor to lho"' entenng and leaving Downtown 

Columbus Jrom the h1ghwoy. E....n before tlus change, Broad Street has been arrying 
fewer and fewer cars on > d..ty bo5's. In 1994 Broad Sueec served a ~ly a.erage of 36,320 

trips. In 2006 that number was 22,SOO.As • point of compamon. U..t •• roughly the same 
amoum of tr.ilfic that IS served by Mam Street in Bexley.Wt.le Broad Street wiU contlllue 

co oo an imporC>nt ean-wesc conneccon.1c as clearly time to put oc on a "road diet." 

Broad Street w.is oraganally deStgf1'!d with • n esplan•de and carnageway that reduct><! 

the width of the screec to a more human scale. Previous proposals have suggested that 
Sroad Street be recroficced with median.$ to improve 1u c1v1-c: presence .. However. it ma.y 

be po;sible to revblc the historic intent of Brood StTeet and, instead of creating a median 

that no one can use, develop a new linear system of green space that brings life back to 

the street and encourages reinvestment. Utalazmg the same right-of-way that is available 

today, th1> init1al concept for Broad Street from the Downtown Columbus Strategic Plan 

removes travel lanes to croate additional space for pedE>slti>ns, b1cycl1Sts and landscaping 
on both Sides of the screeL How 1h11 initial idea performs in the context of urban 
constraints will be e~plored through this summary reporL 

IT JS TIME TO PUT BROAD STREET ON A "ROAD DIET" 

8rood s~~t Carrloic Wny Cu::a J910 
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The concej:>tual plan for 8road Street accomplishes the goals s.it out by project. although 
the improvements vary dep.?nding on traffic •nd sp;:ice constr;iints.Along the corridor, 
• consistent Streetsc:ape hos been esobllshed with tree planters and brick inrerse<:tion 

treatments.Where possible. bump outs have been added to shorten crossing distances 
for pedestrians. acid sidewalk space. and delineate dedicared on·street parking. In the new 
five-lane sections of Broad Street. crossing distance has been reduced from 80 feet to S4 

feet. Thirty-three percent more sidewalk space has been >dded back to Broad Sueec and 
the amount of dedicated on street parking has Increased from ~pproximacely 21 spaces 

to 167 spaces. In addition to these p.?destri•n improvements. tr.>ffic operations and access 
have been improved to aftow turns that were previously forbidden at most intersections. 
Given the l>ke infrastructure planned for Spring, Long and Town Streets. sharrows have 

been proposed for Broad Street elm will connect with the bike lanes planned for the new 
Collector Distributor roads as part of the 1-7011-71 improvements. 

The impro•1ements v:iry from one end of Broad Street to another. Starting at Front Street. 

one lane has been removed from the street se<:tion to allow for needed tum movements 
on Front StreEt. This adds pedestmn space to che north side of the block.At High SU'l?et. 

ded:cared on-sa-eet parking is introduced with bump outs thot reduce the overall streec 
section to five lanes.To f.lcihote both pedescrian and tr';lffic movemen~ Broad and High 
has been designed ;u a "scramble" intersection that has a pedestrian-only cyde that allows 

::;J pedestrians to cress in all directions. Full turning movements are also allowed. 

This five lane section tr.uisitions co six IJnes to allow for curn movements at Third Street. 

Due to traffic constraints and needed tum lanes. today·s e1ght·fane section is m3intained 

between Third and Fourth Streets.This Is tr';lnsitioned back co a five-lane section with 

dedicated on-street parking by Fifth Scree~ from Fifth Street co Jefferson AV!i!nue, this fove­
lane section with dedicated on-sc:reet parking continues and represem:s the he.ire of the 
Broad S~t improvements. 

The final width of the Broad Street bridge at 1-71 will detennine the overall length of this 

five~ane section condilion. If the bridge is narrowed to six lanes. the planned improvements 
can be implemented. If the bridge needs to stay at eight lanes as it is tod.ly. the five lane 

:s.ecOon wil! have to transition back to a. seven-rane seroon after Washington Avenue~ 

• Iner.use In ~estrl'U s~~Q!ll len~ of Bi'Oail Straee35% 
• Grossing distanas r.eiluceil from 80J~ to 5A feet 
• "S~nmtile" 'lnterseiitlon pt9poseil for Biaad S1n1et apd lltrth Sireet tli!t has a 

pellesttian-only liglft ~le and allows croasingiin all tliredlons at once. 
• Biili~ on.oSti"eet patliing fncreastiil &cm 21 spaces to 167 spaces 
• full tums1movements._ !!!lowed at<most inl8r.Seetions 

PROPOSED IMPROVEMENTS 
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Master Plan 
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Standard Intersection ~ Triangle Park Entertainment District 

Typical Design for Intersections at: 
+ Broodwoy & Short 
+ 0roodwoy & Mein 
+ Broodwoy & Vine 
+ Broodwoy & Hign 

Typical Design for Sidewalks along: 
+ Both sides cl Broodwoy from 60' to 7 5' north of 

Short to +I. 25' to 30' south of High. 
+ North side of Main Street between Algonquin end 

6roodwoy. New south side sidewalk is proposed 
along Main just east of W. Vine loop to Broodwoy. 

+ Potential drop-off, south side of Main between W. 
Vine ond 6roodwoy (includes 6 bollards). 

+ Potential plaza between Triangle Pork Fountain 
Woll ond Lexington Center (in lieu of Vine Street). 

Notes: 
l. Furnishing Zone to be locoted os shown. If 

current sidewalks ore less then IO' wide, 
Fvrnishing Zone will be reduced to ollow for 
minimvm Pedestrian Thoroughfore Zone until 
desired conditions con be estoblished. 

2. Pedestrion Thorovghfore Zone lo be on 
unobstructed poth from cvrb romp to curb romp. 

3. At shored curb romp, strategically ploce plonters 
ond bollords to direct pedestrian movement 
toword crosswalks while leaving romp sides and 
landings cleor. 

4. See Streetscape Design Standards for street 
furniture inlormotion (i.e. News rock Coaals, 
Litter Receptacles, light Poles. Honging Baskets, 
Bike Rocks, Planters, Street Trees with Strvcturol 
Soil, Asphalt Povers, Inlaid Paver Design). 

5. Spocing of street trees to be field determined 
based on door/ window locations. 

6. Typicol sidewalk d~sign to be continuous. 
Sidewalk moteriols to be used ct driveways & 
entrances (vehicvlor strength). 

7. Plocement of Limestone paver woyfinding elemant 
to be specified in Design Development Phase. 

• See News Rock Carrol location Map for proposed 
corrol locotions. 

(T) Transifon curb from flush grode to full height. 

MUl~ra<T 
0.Vi.'\' Pl Mil.ES. 
Xl.OM~A.·.o 
Fl."-QtoGS 

Wayfinding Element 
Enlargement 

' 

- Street Typologies and Design Standards 
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Key Map 
Downtown Moinstreets Typology 

Specially Area: Triangle Pork Entertoinmant District 
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••• 
Standard Intersection· Vine Street I Water Street Promenade 

6?<12' CCt!CRETE 
PAllER---./ 

CAFE TABLE av ·~QPERTY 
OWNCi=I OR Cm' &f\CH 
l C>CATED •,1Jfni1N f\.OOITlONAL 
FIJRNISt-llNGZONE --~ 

~- st 
SLOPe PAVEi.iE." 
PERAOAAAMP O;;TA>t. 

- UTIER f.fCV'TACLE 

'-UGHTPOl.£ . I( e;KE RAO< LOe><nON 
PLACE!l NEAA BUUDING 
ENTRANCES /1$ OcMANO 
AEOUIAIOS 

/ CURB 
/ 

· Street Typologies an(! Design Standards 

Notes: 
I . Furnishing Zone to be located a s shown. If 

current sidewalks o re less thon 1 o· wide, 
Furnisning Zone will be reduc:ed to allow for 
m inimum Padestrion Thoroughfare Zone until 
d esired conditions con be established. 

2 . Pedestrian Thoroughfare Zone to be on 
unobsttucted path from curb romp to curb romp. 

3. ADA curb romp to be o continuous depressed 
curb when in specialty pavement promenade . 
Typical ADA romp to be used in North/ South 
crossing direc:tion. 

4. See Streetscope Design Standards lo< st<eet 
furniture information (i.e. Newsrock Corrols, 
l itter Receptacles, Light Poles, Hanging Baskets, 
Bike Rocks, Planters/flower Pots, Street Trees with 
St<uctural Soil, Cone<ete and l imestone Povers. 

5. Spacing of street trees to be field determined 
based on door/window locations. 

6. Typical sidewalk design to be continuous. 
Sidewalk moteriols to be used ot driveways 
{vehicular strength). 

• See News Rock Corral Location Mop for proposed 
corral locations. 

(T) Ttonsition curb from flush grade to full height. 

Downtown Streetscaoe Master Plan. lexlnaton. Kenfu(kv • • m 



Preliminary Engineering Study 
Chapter 

THE CITY OF • 
Short North Streetscape Improvements COLUMBUS 

CIP 530053-100000 ,,,.,,,,,. .. coLC._.N -.vo< 

3.4 Sidewalk & Landscape Improvements 

Sidewalk & Landscape Improvements Feburary 28 2014 



l 

l 

l 
~ 

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 

' 
I 

Sidewalk & Landscape Improvements 

I 
' ' 4+1& 

THE CITY OF , 
Short North Streetscape Improvements COLUMBUS 

CIP 530053-100000 Ml(HAa • • <"'-•""" HA>O• 

~one 1: Convention Center Dr to G_oodale St _ _ 

t.:{02" L F 

1u·.65· S1rct•l \\ id1li E,f~1i11:; 

;)U' -511' ~ ,,.,.,., \\'iolt h Po·••f"'·''" ' 

llf-IG' (,,,.,,, ,itlo•). 11'-L:f (•'""'' ,;,!,•) Si1l1•••ull.. \~ 11hlo E-..i,1i11;; 

10'-:!:?' """'',;,II'). l :?'.J r (""'' ;,i•l•') !iirle\\ull, \~icl1 h 

Zone 2 : Goodale St ta H\!bbard Ave 

I.II:? r I.I' 

:l~·.,• :r Strt•c>1 '' ftltlt E'i:'l1 i11g 

111' :;, ,.,., ., \\ ioh h l'riot"""'' I 

I :f -2 I' (•.,·sl .id,•). 11 · .22· (•' •bl ,;.!,') :,;,J, . ., 1111.. \\ ioll h I:: ,;,1111!( 

15-Z(,·· (" •»I sido•). 1:r. 1s· (.,a,1 sich')::ii1l•"-:dl.. \\i1h l1 

Zone 3: Hybbard Ave to Fjfth Ave 

60' -lil' !le i-.·•·• \\i1lcl1 1~ -..i , 1 i11g 

IR' ~1 rr•·t \\ i•h lo l'rup<>•t·• I 

12'-2\)' ('.,·,t •ioh•). r-1 I' (<'11•1 >icl•) Sicl'""''~ \\ i1lch E\iotin;,! 

18'-26' (\'l·•I si1l••J. (ff .:?I' (~•>I siilr) :Sitlt•\\"ll.. \\ nh h 

Zona 4 : A~h Ave to Ninth Ave 

llr :-;, rr•·t \\ i~h h J.. , i:.1 i11~ 

l!r ::i11·,.c1 \\ i.!1 h Prupu.;,•11 

u· .9· (\• r ; ( sid1•). ll"-9' {P:l o l •io lo') s;,,, ... ulk \\ ;, h 11 E ' hl ing 

rr.9· (" '"' ;idi,). W .9· (•·a, 1 ,;,i.., ~;c1, .. ,.,1k \\ iolc 1, p,_,1 .. ,, •• ,1 

F eburary 28, 201 4 



I 

\ 

\ 

- ~ t-t!l.---1· ,-
-~ .: -

:.---~---- . -

, 

\ 

\ 
' ' 

.. -- . . -1 
\ 

. 

Cn niq , ~m1i,~~~1;u~ ~ 

" - l 
' \ r 
1 i 
\ I - i I 
• I I 

'· \ I 1 

i 
I I I . 
i J 
i I I 

I 

I 
I 

I I 
I 1 

It 
-11 
'1 
J . 

iREATER COLUMBUS CONVENTION CENTER HIGH STREET FRONTAGE IMPROVEMENTS. COLUMBUS OHIO 

• 

\ 



0 

0 

0 

0 

\ 

o . -
__ .,...,. _ _ -- -- -- --"'-•!'<--

I 

s s s 

., 

• 

0 0 

-- -- __ .._ .,. __ 
- ·- -· - - - - -- ------ --

• 

I 
I 

'~ ! 
~ ,. 

\\'\' 

I 
I 
I 
I 

(.\ MATERIAl.5 Pl.AN "AJ'-jlll-1111! ffi ~~....,...,-.-;r~.~~~¥.-.......... ------------------------------~~---------~--------------~~ L \.J:7 

.1·~1 s :>I'~ r ... c.<c::·arrE PA\fiNif· t ~ .. ._ e-; "-"-•"'""' 
1.:>fll; N IJ Ir •"¢<'.< $$'f,1.HtJ...,£ ~to..,jPJ.:• 

) ,Ct Gj:je.i "l!il 00. ,;.,a. SCCfl9'E.'llCtJCUIJe::t llTC.l\IC" 
w~rr.::·1.0.· 0'1~Ci~t.r.S1CNOC'....-11t.G9 "'7 ~W:cht 
~CPeJl!OS~ .c'~£t.9ns 

~ $(1 [,OA.\f;l>,~.S•~::'FCA Jt.V.cR<I 1'.m11' 
~• A':f1 ... 1 .v..ce::r:mrc·11;E1A'.P.CAr;e 
RV.T9oi:',•,A/ 

. !I ~TfhT\..~.11TS$foCl'/11ir;F1POCP£f.CCC'.t." l1"ITW1 

~ ~'.l'IE1.r ro.T lPO.celir1eo.cte1c:.-A~r-G t"J:crt .. L ,..,, 
-; ~~.urc•.rt£1.,T11•.oocP. •t1~c~t:l6',111a ae.rer•11. .... KEY PLAN 

GREATER COLUMBUS CONVENTION CENTER HIGH STREET FRONTAGE IMPROVEMENTS, COLUMBUS OHIO 

® 

® 
@) 

® 
® 
® 
® 
® 
@) 

® 
® 
® 
@ 

• 
• 

--
U.W""'WJllWOW......,.1"1'ft:.!llC\..SU 
CO.-n.>IM:tt1.D ........... 
.. ..-
""ntt.11'._~~l'E fYl't ._ EIE'fi'l 1 

''""'' 

W.W:nN•~l ·~lJCloll 

""""' ........,. fW ID ·UCllAtl REI l,JUOtY 

U.......Nlil lt·IGUl\,On 

U...T'IPl .. '98 NRdf~ ..-
1,(gCA~~S"r'f'l'tl:.IUUC>mte 

"'""" 
........... 
~allt'l'Alhf.A 

t.ato\~KANrlilttUT9'1rM 
~ TOl£f\Aot~ll(Ol1 

"""' l/Ml l Ol 'l.(lll( ____________ ............. 
"JfVll "°ir •=' v:~'t '"'Q&c(a.~ 

3282-E 



0 

0 

0 

0 

•• 

~' "" ·"'"' .. .,l,,...Zlll••'tll"'" --·~•-N_'I:_,,.,,. A ,...,,..l ................. ~~,. .......... ,,,,...1J/f', ....... - ........ ~,, ..... 
»<~r-1:.o'l_ ............ ..,,,,,._ • ....,,>.,.•c;,.r.,,, 
~·-·•"''"-'°""'- , ........ ,,...~""''•lllH)'°,..tl ... 
l•J•U.!,.UO-.lfc-o~~~l1tl11t.,.,.l '~Mf/lt'hr1"'0'11" ... _ ..... _..,."'(,•11'1:' _ _,..."' ... """' .. -~ 
Y...,,,..,,. >-I-""" - ... •W• .,.,_,_....,.~,..... 1:,.....,,. • .,. 
....... -x.ir,.,. .. ,.. ... ._..,.,..:.,.iwt 

,_... "'""" •••"" o.rr-. -f~I>'"""'' ,,.,..j't~"'!io:>M .. """' """''" lf'o) ............... ;'_ ...._ .. ~ .. - ....... -)•t.. ••:•""""' ... ;I"'"' -="""-"" _.....,......,.,.,., ..... d,, ............ - . .. _ ... .... .._..,,._. ..... ... ,_,,._ ... , ..... ., -. ... ,..,....,.,... ...... 
.._.... ........ , .. , .......... .:. 

' <\•:rro:·-·-... ........,,,.. ... . ., __ ,,_ ... _"' ·· """""" 
..,.~1 <1.•_... ... ,or_.,,_,,.....,. ,_,.,.,.,,._l'W:"t~-1 

,,.,., ... _ .... i.: .. , ••O.'""' ""~~ ....,,1<"""°""1¢'"'"""' 

Al'N' .... lfl'• ~ ... '!tYt_q,t_..l_ ...... "1 ~$.rri-•>...,...., 

·~ 

\ ·, '\ E:J ·~ I . 
,\'.\'' .. I ,, 

\llkCAt.t..., >r.l«OJllVAP'UltfA* 
P\IRPl.f .. ('llU\f! 
· Sill .ti C:Olff 
·SP'ACroo 1roe. 

llft:OP! t,tU,X>.IU 'V.\At!G.\ f li" 
VAll:iECl\lEO Ul.Y 11Jlil'P 

~=====· ·====· . , .. ==lj{ 
Cl Cl 

'~ I UVA ~ a 
'-"--'--''<' .. 

I 
I 

I 

·$1ZE •1 ~owr 
·&>.te11110 •roe 

~EOu1-llU.1P~l'-! 'J.!iGElllil(' 
~llNA STOllfCROP 
·~ C~UtJ;> Ol.IARt 
-~AC.tit:; toe. 

-- --l:r. •tw----_,. - ..... - ...... - - - -· ...... 

l 

..... ---

r ,..,,., ........ .,. , ....,,.,....,. • .,...,,".,. ...,_.,,.. ----~~·­

~-""-""~"' 
• ...,...,.o.,.,..,._.,,~"·u1 1oc---..i*"'"·""'•••-J•~ 

Wol'Cor'W-$"1'1t~•·......,. 

ft11 h .. ,.,.. .. "1IW""t~n•"'•I .... -~-, .. 'OtlV•,.'tl:«»o"-IC•CI' 

D 

_ . ._ ..... _..--~,,,,,,,_...., .. ~..,...""'·,....,.· 
..U~(OI') ... -·~-·~,..... . ........ (.,-!>f' .. fl'l•'e>,,... 

"'•••+tt~'•·~-"""'"""'' ~vu,vv• "•ll•>tt_..,,.~'•"""'°"' .... w~ot.,..e=:1 .. ,.::io.t'>~ 

· ~ A.IW1.,.. .. •t·•C~~-.1t .. 1"A"t ........... I ,.l~t•I'.., 
tP"fl''IN"""")_.,W..Of ... lt'IO ... .,._..,_. .. U'_J, ..... , ....... !~I ..........,,..- ...... ~ ........ -,_ ... ~ ~ ...... -.... . por1,._t.._...,,,.._ ... ,,~., • ..,,., .... ...,-~ ... --... 
~"''-·-1·--

I' "4_..$_1_M•M•WV>:-1ttllf'\"1l'fll'-

!! ~ ... ... ...,~ .. - .... ·""'-""'"O""'"''-""'''"' .... _1 ...... - ........... ..-...,,......_ .......... 

,, 

I 

- - ..:.... - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - ...... - ...... =i · l~MV ·~ --0<.•tw-- -- -- -- __ .,..,.. __ -- -- -- --11•/W I r .. ·:.·.·:.-'1 
O · D D D · D 1 · ·· 

UA !Of'£ MUSCAltl '9 -C l!\UI ' 
8!C 8~U! lll. Y !l/Rf 
. s:trE Al co11r 
• 6PACI,~ tZ" OJ: 

. I 

I ~ 

I~~ 
~1~ ~: ···~ l' 
~~--,m 

• " .... 
ll~[J[J .. ~~L .' 

! I I • 

I 

HYt'fl'AA()EA PJ,H~IJL,Af.4 ·~· 
UTl\f;. LUt' H•A:OY H'e'OAAJIGl;.A 
• ~IU :.r f.(f.GMf 
· S:P~lt:';. :)$' 0(: 
• \l•TI:H£,0 ~CIM!NS 

111.X.US l "E.CAA !)(HSIFCA1'M 
O~t SP~!A01~ rf\11 
•SIZE 1r NS:Citll' 
· SP;i.t;.;1~ :y:f OC: 
• ~to\TCNUI ~C11AEN3 

JUH!Pffl t.ISCHm!Mt+,~Qe>lnF 
CilHil'.:11 SJIRG£U'f Jlnt!Pl£A 
·Sill 15' HE~tl' 
• $Pi1¢1;::, )ff 0¢ 
• MAfCtfE,D SP.;CIUfi~ 

Pl;UH 13e'n't.' A\,CPfCUROIClrtS t-IAAll;;l,lf 
ONAAI! f:OUHfAfc GA-'SS 
• ~IU Cl'-"'!> f2: CONT 
• $P;l¢~1C ltf 0¢ 
• MAT'CHE,D ~P.:lC~US __ _,__ .. _______ ·l----·---·--- -

__ ..,.,. __ 

KEY PlAN 

-- -- --cc..,.__ -- --
1 

I r ·. 
I 

ILGt.. 
7'"1'C:'"'­

>·i>:'..1~;-· 
\..~ '5.-' ~.t 

1'-E.X GV8A'A 'llQl!IOIC"' 
HCAO.;; 1m<8tll:"V HOl.1.Y 
• &12£ i4· Hf O!f 
• SP.4(;.mG 33" O.C 
• \l.l.fc.ti!.O $0f.Cwt11~ 

Tt:.f f l-' 1 1\ " i l , (1 '.' • llrl'H• l f 

\.'. \\',' 

· L h::'::~,~~·.-~~:: ....... __ I 

I ()0( I {,\;\i!;F I F~\'t LAflll ll.,\I( S•U c 1)>1() 

(:U.:IM '"'"""°'" i ~..:'O'Qd~I ;T¢ • &\O 

, ... • 'llC.,t111 .. Zo1to:..~ :.,,-~., « • ... 
•.A.,.:: .. u:eoer1< 0111 ~...,,.,,, .... ~. «• ... 
Q.. llD S•,1 ,.._...,~ :::. M ~~- ... .-r.:rit~ 

' "' ... ~,'S ... >rW 

3282- E 

;:: GREATER COLUMBUS CONVENTION CENTER HIGH STREET FRONTAGE IMPROVEMENTS, COLUMBUS OHIO 

• 



                               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 
 

 
CRITERIA  SCORE 

PERCENTAGE 
OF 

IMPORTANCE 

Proposed Work Plan 
 The consultant provides a clear narrative and graphical representation of their plan for 

accomplishing the work requested in the RFP. 

 Consultant clearly demonstrated technical soundness in their approach to the project. 

 The consultant offers a comprehensive multi‐modal approach. 

 The consultant’s timeline and proposal includes opportunity for public input.  

 The consultant has allocated adequate time for each task, and created a reasonable 
timeline for project completion. 

 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.  

 The proposal provides requested deliverables on page 10 of RFP. 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

    /30

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

30% 

Professional Qualifications 
 The consultant has extensive experience with community transportation planning that 

integrates various modes of transportation, including: transit, pedestrian, and bicycle. 

 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.  

 The consultant presents a multi‐disciplinary team with appropriate skills. This team 
specifically includes a planner and urban designer with multi‐modal transportation 
experience.  

 Proposed team members possess strong educational backgrounds and relevant 
experience.  

 The consultant demonstrates an understanding of current guidelines and best practices.  

 The consultant has explained the role of any proposed sub‐consultants and any 
proposed sub‐consultants’ experience. 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
/30

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

30% 

Past involvement with similar projects 
 Proposed team members possess strong educational backgrounds and relevant 

experience which is measured by experience on past projects within a cooperative team 
environment. 

 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 
 The proposed fee is consistent with the amount budgeted for this project. 

 The proposal is structured as an hourly not to exceed. 

 The proposal maximizes the City’s budget for this project. 
 

 
 
/10

 
 

10% 

 
TOTAL SCORE 

 
/100

 
100% 

 
 



MKSKSTUDIOS.COM

Jana L. Ecker, Planning Director
Community Development Department
City of Birmingham Municipal Building
151 Martin Street
Birmingham, MI 48012

October 5, 2016

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.  I 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

462 S. Ludlow Alley
Columbus, OH 43215

614.621.2796
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	GOALS

To create a better environment for all patrons within Downtown Birmingham

  • Pedestrians

  • Cyclists

  • Transit users

  • Vehicles

To maximize the sidewalk design to allow for a more flexible and creative use 
of public space

To maintain and enhance parking, traffic flow and roadway safety 

To create a space conducive of doing business for retailers, restaurants,  
service providers and employment offices
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As discussed with City Staff during the kick-off meeting the following are  
considered critical issues for Downtown Birmingham.

  • Safety of all users

  • Parking

  • Dated aesthetics and pedestrian amenities

  • Limited use of sidewalks due to space constrains

  • Lack of public / green space

  • Lack of lighting 

  • Lack of bicycle facilities 

CRITICAL ISSUES



Broad, uncomfortable, unattractive 
“major” intersection

Flush tree planters allow for 
de-icing salts to inundate 

Limited pedestrian zone & dining Numerous inaccessible threshold 
conditions 

CITY OF BIRMINGHAM | OLD WOODWARD AND MAPLE CORRIDOR PLAN								                 			     	                 10. 26.16	     

4
	EXISTING CONDITIONS



Double curbs to be corrected  
with new street design

Inaccessible meters Massive intersection spaces Bus stop shelter standard (?) 
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	EXISTING CONDITIONS



Mismatched equipment/materials No positive drainage at inside 
corners

Effective use of plantersLimited affect of low block 
screen wall
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	EXISTING CONDITIONS



Green space opportunity at 
south end

Drainage swale in walk Limited passage/planting space 
on Maple

Very limited pedestrian passage 
dimension 

CITY OF BIRMINGHAM | OLD WOODWARD AND MAPLE CORRIDOR PLAN								                 			     	                 10. 26.16	     

7
	EXISTING CONDITIONS



Effective hanging plants, “dated” 
light fixtures

Utility of x-outs? Lack of bike racks, “trip hazard” planters
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	EXISTING CONDITIONS



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
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	BEST PRACTICES



ROADWAY 
DESIGN STRATEGIES
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12
	A - PLAN_70' SECTION

W
B-40

AASHTO 2011 (US)

W
B

-40
A

A
S

H
T

O
 2011 (U

S
)

WB-40
AASHTO 2011 (US)

W
B-40

AASHTO 2011 (US)

P
A

A
S

H
T

O
 2011 (U

S
)

P AASHTO 2011 (US)

S OLD WOODWARD AVE

STREETSCAPE CANO-
PY TREE, TYP.

STREET TREE IN GRATE, TYP.

TRAFFIC SIGNAL  
WITH LIGHT, TYP.

PLANTED MEDIAN 
WITH CURB

ACCENT TREE, TYP.

UPRIGHT 
STREETSCAPE TREE, 
TYP.

N

ADA PARKING, TYP.

BUS STOP, 
TYP.

THEATER ENTRY 
CANOPY

PASSAGE/ALLEY
PLAZA

ANGLED 
PARKING, TYP.

CURBED ACCENT 
PLANTING BED

LEFT TURN LANE, TYP.

VIEW 1

VIEW 2

B
R

O
W

N
 S

T

H
A

M
ILTO

N
 S

T

M
APLE ROAD

O
A

K
LA

N
D

 AVE

M
ER

R
IL S

T

S OLD WOODWARD AVE N OLD WOODWARD AVE
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13
	A - VIEW 1_70' SECTION

7'-0"
MIN.

7'-0"
MIN.5'-0"

5'-0"2'-6" 2'-6"14'-0" 14'-0"16'-6" 16'-6"9'-0"

STREET TREE WITH 
GRATE, TYP.

CROSSWALK, TYP.

ADA RAMPS, TYP.

TRAFFIC SIGNAL 
WITH ROADWAY 

PARKING METER, TYP.

PEDESTRAIN LIGHTING, 

ADA PARKING, TYP.
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14
	A - VIEW 2_70' SECTION

14'-0"

14'-0"

16'-6"
16'-6"

9'-0"

STREET TREE WITH 
GRATE, TYP.

CROSSWALK, TYP.

TRAFFIC SIGNAL 
WITH ROADWAY 

CURBED PLANTED 
MEDIAN, TYP.

ANGLED PARKING, 
TYP.

ADA PARKING, TYP.
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15
	B - PLAN_61' SECTION

W
B-40

AASHTO 2011 (US)

W
B

-40
A

A
S

H
T

O
 2011 (U

S
)

WB-40
AASHTO 2011 (US)

W
B-40

AASHTO 2011 (US)

P
A

A
S

H
T

O
 2011 (U

S
)

P AASHTO 2011 (US)

N

S OLD WOODWARD AVE

STREETSCAPE CANO-
PY TREE, TYP.

STREET TREE IN 
CURBED PLANTER, TYP.

TRAFFIC SIGNAL  
WITH LIGHT, TYP.

ACCENT TREE, TYP.

UPRIGHT STREETSCAPE 
TREE IN CURBED PLANTER, 
TYP.

ADA PARKING, TYP.

BUS STOP, 
TYP.

THEATER ENTRY 
CANOPY

PASSAGE/ALLEY
PLAZA

ANGLED 
PARKING, TYP.

CANOPY TREES IN 
PAVER GRATES, TYP.

LEFT TURN LANE, TYP.

VIEW 1

VIEW 2

B
R

O
W

N
 S

T

H
A

M
ILTO

N
 S

T

M
APLE ROAD

O
A

K
LA

N
D

 AVE

M
ER

R
IL S

T

S OLD WOODWARD AVE N OLD WOODWARD AVE
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16
	B - VIEW 1_61' SECTION

8'-0"
MIN.

8'-0"
MIN.7'-0"

7'-0"2'-6" 2'-6"15'-0" 15'-0"12'-0" 12'-0"9'-0"

STREET TREE WITH 
GRATE, TYP.

CROSSWALK, TYP.

ADA RAMPS, TYP.

TRAFFIC SIGNAL 
WITH ROADWAY 

PARKING METER, TYP.

PEDESTRAIN LIGHTING, 

ADA PARKING, TYP.
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17
	B - VIEW 2_61' SECTION

15'-0"

15'-0"

12'-0"
12'-0"

9'-0"

STREET TREE IN 
CURBED PLANTER, 

CROSSWALK, TYP.

TRAFFIC SIGNAL 
WITH ROADWAY 

ANGLED PARKING, 
TYP.

ADA PARKING, TYP.
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18
	C - PLAN_65' SECTION

W
B-40

AASHTO 2011 (US)

W
B

-40
A

A
S

H
T

O
 2011 (U

S
)

WB-40
AASHTO 2011 (US)

W
B-40

AASHTO 2011 (US)

P
A

A
S

H
T

O
 2011 (U

S
)

P AASHTO 2011 (US)

N

CURBED ACCENT 
PLANTING BED

S OLD WOODWARD AVE

STREETSCAPE CANO-
PY TREE, TYP.

STREET TREE IN 
CURBED PLANTER, TYP.

BUS STOP, 
TRAFFIC SIGNAL  
WITH LIGHT, TYP.

ACCENT TREE, TYP.

UPRIGHT 
STREETSCAPE TREE, 
TYP.

ADA PARKING, TYP.

THEATER ENTRY 
CANOPY

PASSAGE/ALLEY
PLAZA

ANGLED 
PARKING, TYP.

CURBED ACCENT 
PLANTING BED

LEFT TURN LANE, TYP.

VIEW 1

VIEW 2

B
R

O
W

N
 S

T

H
A

M
ILTO

N
 S

T

M
APLE ROAD

O
A

K
LA

N
D

 AVE

M
ER

R
IL S

T

S OLD WOODWARD AVE N OLD WOODWARD AVE
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19
	C - VIEW 1_65' SECTION

8'-6"
MIN.

8'-6`"
MIN.6'-0" 6'-0"2'-6" 2'-6"15'-0" 15'-0"13'-0" 13'-0"9'-0"

STREET TREE IN 
CURBED PLANTER, TYP.

CROSSWALK, TYP.

ADA RAMPS, TYP.

TRAFFIC SIGNAL 
WITH ROADWAY 

PARKING METER, TYP.

PEDESTRAIN LIGHTING, 

ADA PARKING, TYP.
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20
	C - VIEW 2_65' SECTION

15'-0"

15'-0"

13'-0"
13'-0"

9'-0"

STREET TREE WITH 
GRATE, TYP.

CROSSWALK, TYP.

TRAFFIC SIGNAL 
WITH ROADWAY 

ANGLED PARKING, 
TYP.

ADA PARKING, TYP.



CITY OF BIRMINGHAM | OLD WOODWARD AND MAPLE CORRIDOR PLAN								                 			     	                 10. 26.16	     

21
	C - ALT 1

N

M
APLE ROAD

N OLD WOODWARD AVE

14'
4' PARKING BUFFER

PARKING BUFFER

4'
14'

H
A

M
ILTO

N
 S

T

10'
9'

10'
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22
	C - ALT 2

N

B
R

O
W

N
 S

T

H
A

M
ILTO

N
 S

T

M
APLE ROAD

O
A

K
LA

N
D

 AVE

M
ER

R
IL S

T

S OLD WOODWARD AVE N OLD WOODWARD AVE
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23
	C - ALT 3

N

M
ER

R
IL S

T

M
APLE ROAD

S OLD WOODWARD AVE

ELIMINATE CENTER TURN 
LANE WHERE NOT NEED-

TRANSITION CURB TO GAIN MORE 
PEDESTRIAN ZONE ALONG SIDE-

13
'-

0"
13

'-
0"
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24
	A - BUS STOP

1

2

3
4

5

6

    LEGEND

1.	Bus loading zone ~12' x 50' 

2.	Bus stop 

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           

2
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25
	B - BUS STOP

    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 

1

4

1
3

2

2
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26
	C- BUS STOP

    LEGEND

1.	Bus loading zone ~12' x 50' 

2.	Bus stop 

3.	Stops before intersection; 
does not block traffic or 
parking spots 

4.	Two on-street parking  
spots lost 

5.	Creates  clear and open 
access to theater  

1

2 3

3 2

4

4

5



MATERIALS 
DESIGN STRATEGIES
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28
	ROADS

CURBS ROADWAY CROSSWALKS
3

1

2

4
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29
	SIDEWALKS

WALKWAYS BOLLARDS PLANTING CURBS

10

5



EXISTING TRADITIONAL CONTEMPORARY
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30
	LIGHTING



STREET TREES CURBED PLANTERS STATEMENT LANDSCAPES
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31
	LANDSCAPE

9

6

8

7



EXISTING EXISTING ENCHANCED NEW STANDARD
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32
	FURNITURE



GROUND PLANE OVERHEAD PYLONS
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	ART
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	SIGNAGE
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35
	PREFERRED MATERIALS

8 STREET TREE

5 GRANITE CURBS

9 CURBED 
PLANTERS

10 BOLLARDS

7 ACCENT TREE

6 STATEMENT 
LANDSCAPE

1 BUFF WASH    	
   CONCRETE

1 CONCRETE
2 BRICK

4 BRICK

2 BRICK

3 BRICK

3 BRICK

H
A

M
ILTO

N
 S

T

M
APLE ROAD

O
A

K
LA

N
D

 AVE

S OLD WOODWARD AVE N OLD WOODWARD AVE
2 3

11

1

3



8 STREET TREE

5 GRANITE CURBS

9 CURBED 
PLANTERS

10 BOLLARDS

7 ACCENT TREE

6 STATEMENT 
LANDSCAPE

1 BUFF WASH    	
   CONCRETE

1 CONCRETE

2 BRICK

4 BRICK

2 BRICK

3 BRICK

3 BRICK
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	65' SECTION



THANK YOU
  QUESTIONS? COMMENTS?
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