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MEMORANDUM 
City Clerk’s Office 


DATE: June 11, 2014 


TO: Joseph A. Valentine, Interim City Manager 


FROM: Laura M. Pierce, City Clerk 


SUBJECT: Special Event Request 
Farm to Table Block Party 


Attached is a special event application submitted by the Community House requesting 
permission to hold the Farm to Table Block Party on Merrill and Bates on September 6, 
2014.  


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


SUGGESTED RESOLUTION: 
To approve a request submitted by the Community House to hold the Farm to Table 
Block Party on Merrill and Bates on September 6, 2014, contingent upon compliance 
with all permit and insurance requirements and payment of all fees and, further 
pursuant to any minor modifications that may be deemed necessary by administrative 
staff at the time of the event.   
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 May 16, 2014 
 
 Baldwin Library 


300 W. Merrill 
Birmingham, MI 48009 


 
The Birmingham City Code requires that we receive approval from the Birmingham City Commission to hold 
the following special event.  The code further requires that we notify any property owners or business owners 
that may be affected by the special event of the date and tie that the City commission will consider our request 
so that an opportunity exists for comments prior to this approval. 
 
Name of Event:  Farm to Table Block Party 
 
Location:  Bates St. from Martin to Townsend and Merrill from Chester to Bates and on the Terrace of The 
Community House.  In case of rain, the event will be moved into The Community House. 
 
Date of Event:  September 6, 2014     Hours of Event:  4-8:00 p.m. 
Date of Set - Up:  September 6, 2014    Hours of Set-Up:  1-3:00 p.m.  
Date of Tear-Down:  September 6, 2014    Hours of Tear-Down:  8-9:00 p.m. 
 
Date of City Commission meeting:  Monday, June 23, 2014 
 
The City commission meets in room 205 of the Municipal Building at 151 Martin at 7:30 p.m.  A complete 
copy of the application to hold this special event is available for your review at the City Clerk’s Office 
(248.530.1880).  Log on to www.bhamgov.org/events for a complete list of special events. 
 
Event Organizer:  The Community House 
 
Address:  380 S. Bates, Birmingham, MI 48009 
 
Phone:  248.644.5832 
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DEPARTMENT APPROVED COMMENTS 


PERMITS 
REQUIRED 


(Must be obtained directly 
from individual 
departments) 


ESTIMATED 
COSTS 


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


not be issued if 
unpaid.)


ACTUAL 
COSTS 


(Event will be 
invoiced by the 
Clerk’s office 


after the event) 


 
PLANNING 


101-000.000-634.0005 
248.530.1855 


 


SB Signage Requested Sign Permit 
$100.00 -   


BUILDING 
101-000.000.634.0005 


248.530.1850 
kc Approved as submitted, all canopies 


must be weighted down  


2 Hrs. overtime 
inspection costs 
$157.08 
 


 


FIRE 
101-000.000-634.0004 


248.530.1900 
 


1. No Smoking in any tents or 
canopy.  Signs to be posted. 


2. All tents and Canopies must be 
flame resistant with certificate on 
site. 


3. No open flame or devices 
emitting flame, fire or heat in any 
tents.  Cooking devices shall not 
be permitted within 20 feet of the 
tents. 


4. Tents and Canopies must be 
properly anchored for the 
weather conditions, no stakes 
allowed. 


5. Clear Fire Department access of 
12 foot aisles must be 
maintained, no tents, canopies or 


None as proposed Inspections  
$75.00  


DEPARTMENT APPROVALS
 


EVENT NAME & DATE FARM TO TABLE – 9/6/2014   COMMISSION HEARING DATE 6/23/2014 
  
LICENSE NUMBER #14-10071  NOTE TO STAFF: Please submit approval by 6/6/2014 







 


 


other obstructions in the middle 
of the road unless approved by 
the Fire Marshal. 


6. Pre-event site inspection 
required. 


7. A prescheduled inspection is 
required for food vendors 
through the Bldg. dept. prior to 
opening. 


8. All food vendors are required to 
have an approved 5lbs. multi-
purpose (ABC) fire extinguisher 
on site and accessible. 


9. Cords, hoses, etc. shall be 
matted to prevent trip hazards. 


10. Exits must be clearly marked in 
tents/structures with an occupant 
load over 50 people. 


11. Paramedics will respond from the 
fire station as needed. Dial 911 
for fire/rescue/medical 
emergencies. 


12. A permit is required for Fire 
hydrant usage. 


13. Do Not obstruct fire hydrants or 
fire sprinkler connections on 
buildings. 


14. Provide protective barriers 
between hot surfaces and the 
public. 


 
 


POLICE 
101-000.000.634.0003 


248.530.1870 
TK 


Barricades and Road Closures. On duty 
personnel to give event extra patrol. 
Roads will be closed by 8 a.m. 


 $80.00  







 


 


PUBLIC SERVICES 
101-000.000-634.0002 


248.530.1642 
CL 


$60 Trash Containers 
$200 Estimated Labor and Equipment for 
Barricade Placement. Approved as 
submitted.   


 


Estimated 
Costs: 


$120 Trash 
Containers 


$100 Barricade 
placement/remo


val 
Total: $220 


 


ENGINEERING 
101-000.000.634.0002 


248.530.1839 
BC 


Maintain 5’ clear pedestrian zone on all 
sidewalks.  No pavement damage 
allowed for tent supports. 


 $0  


INSURANCE 
248.530.1807 


SO Renewal Certificate required to be 
provided before event    


CLERK 
101-000.000-614.0000 


248.530.1803 
LP 


Notification letters were delivered on 
5/16/19 & copy is in file.  Updated 
Certificate of Insurance & payment of 
estimated cost is due no later than 
8/22/14 to Clerk’s office.   


 $165 (PD) 
 
 
 


    


TOTAL 
DEPOSIT 


REQUIRED 
 


$532.08 
 


ACTUAL 
COST 


 
 
 


  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


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








1 


MEMORANDUM 
Engineering Dept. 


DATE: June 16, 2014 


TO: Joe Valentine, Interim City Manager 


FROM: Paul T. O’Meara, City Engineer 


SUBJECT: Old Salem Ct. Sewer Lateral Replacements 
Update 


At the April 28, 2014 regular meeting, the City Commission declined to create a special 
assessment district for the replacement of sewer laterals on Old Salem Ct.  The decision was 
made based on the combination of the high cost, the existing burden of backyard water main 
disconnections, and the fact that the street is being replaced with chip seal.  The Commission 
requested that staff offer a voluntary replacement of the laterals, in the event that some of the 
homeowners would in fact appreciate getting this work done. 


On May 22, 2014, I hand delivered the attached letter to all five eligible homeowners.  The 
same letter was also mailed that week to the same people, via U.S. Mail.  The letter set a 
deadline of June 16, 2014, so that the contractor could be notified in advance of work starting 
on this street.   


One homeowner requested a meeting on site to better understand what was proposed, not only 
with the sewer, but with the water disconnection as well.  After the meeting, it was decided 
that they did not want to proceed with the sewer work, due to the damage it would cause to 
their landscaping.  Another homeowner called and asked questions, and left it that they would 
think about it.  However, no response ever came back.  No response ever came from the other 
three homeowners.  Therefore, no sewer laterals will be replaced on Old Salem Ct. 


Work on the water main installation is planned to start approximately the week of July 7. 


R10E1







 
 
 
 
 
 
May 22, 2014 
 
TO: Property Owner, Old Salem Ct. 
 
RE: Old Salem Ct. Water Main Project 
 
Dear Resident, 
 
In April, you should have received notice from this office describing the upcoming project.  The 
contractor for this job has been hired, and tentatively plans to start work during the week of July 
7.  As that date gets closer, you will receive more information relative to the details of the 
project. 
 
The previous mailing sent to you discussed the intention to install a new water service for your 
home within the public right-of-way (covering the area under the street, plus about ten feet 
beyond the curb).  That work is still planned to proceed as described before.  The remainder of 
this letter has to do with your sewer service. 
 
Each home on Old Salem Ct. has a pipe that extends from the house to the City sewer located in 
the street, known as the sewer lateral.  The sewer lateral was generally installed when the house 
was built.  It was expected to have a 50 year service life.  As it gets older, it may be prone to 
leakage, allowing roots to enter the pipe, or eventually, collapse.  Once the pipe gets old and is 
no longer functioning, it will eventually result in sewage backup into your home.  Should the 
pipe need maintenance, such as root control, lining, or even excavation and replacement, such 
projects must be initiated and paid for by the homeowner.  Even though some of the pipe is on 
City property, it must still be maintained by the homeowner (as only one home benefits from it).  
A complete excavation and replacement of a pipe such as yours, when hired out to a contractor, 
will generally cost about $6,000 to $8,000. 
 
To help homeowners reduce these costs, if a utility or paving project is being done, the City 
often bids replacement of the sewer lateral with the City’s contractor.  Usually, the price comes 
in much less than what is described above, and the City Commission will then create a Special 
Assessment District which authorizes the replacement of all sewer laterals older than 50 years.  
The cost of the work would then become a lien on your property, and you would be asked to pay 
this cost in either one lump sum (after the work is done), or over a ten year period (with interest 
payable on the remaining balance).   
 
The assessment district cost, when levied, includes the City’s actual cost payable to the 
contractor, charged by the foot of pipe installed.  (Since this is a City project, other costs, such as 
permits, inspection, and restoration of the road and lawn are paid using City sewer funds.)  In the 







case of Old Salem Ct., the project is small, and bid prices can become more unpredictable.  The 
price the contractor is asking for this work is $195 per foot.  The City sewer as it was installed is 
close to the east side curb of the street.  Therefore, the cost to the homes on the east side at this 
price would be approximately $1,560, while the cost for the homes on the west side would be 
approximately $6,630.  These costs are higher than what would normally be charged for a sewer 
lateral special assessment.  Since the City is already asking you to be prepared to disconnect your 
backyard water service at your expense (within the next ten years), it was not felt that it would be 
appropriate to create a sewer special assessment, with its additional cost burden, as well.  A 
sewer special assessment district will not be created for Old Salem Ct. at this time. 
 
The above notwithstanding, the City Commission felt that it is possible that some of you may be 
interested in having your sewer replaced while this project is in progress.  If you are interested, 
you are asked to contact me at the telephone number or email below, and I can answer any 
questions you may have.  If you decide to proceed with having the sewer lateral replaced, I will 
need authorization to proceed in writing.  Once received, we will then add the work to the 
project, and make sure it is completed and restored in accordance with City standards.  You will 
receive an invoice for the entire amount (payable within 30 days) once the work is done. 
 
Since your decision will impact how much new pipe our contractor must order, we ask that you 
make your decision whether to proceed no later than Monday, June 16.  If we do not hear any 
response from you, we will assume you are not interested in getting your service replaced at this 
time.   
 
Again, if you have any questions, please call or write me below. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
Paul T. O’Meara, P.E. 
City Engineer 
 
248-530-1836 
pomeara@bhamgov.org 
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MEMORANDUM 
 


Engineering Dept. 
DATE:   April 10, 2014 
 
TO:   Joe Valentine, Interim City Manager 
 
FROM:  Paul T. O’Meara, City Engineer 
 
SUBJECT: Old Salem Ct. Water Main Improvements 
 Sewer Lateral Replacement Special Assessment District 
 
 
The City Commission recently awarded the contract known as Birmingham Villas Water 
Main Improvement Project.  Combined with it was the short street known as Old Salem 
Ct. (located within the Quarton Lake neighborhood).  The projects were combined 
together, because they represent the last streets planned for improvements to begin 
the process of disconnecting customers from backyard water mains. 
 
As you know, it is the City’s policy to require the replacement of all older sewer laterals 
as a part of a project when a street pavement is being replaced.  In the case of Old 
Salem Ct., the road was constructed as gravel with curbs and storm sewer, which was 
later cape sealed.  The project was designed wherein the contractor would pulverize the 
existing cape seal, install the new water main (while saving the curbs and storm sewer 
system), repairing the gravel base, and installing new cape seal.  Although a new 
pavement is not being installed, Old Salem Ct. has a reliable drainage system in place.  
Since the cape seal surface is being replaced, and drainage will not be impaired, we felt 
that Old Salem Ct. was a good candidate for sewer lateral replacements at this time.  All 
five houses with frontage on the street have older laterals, and all five have been 
included in the district, as outlined on the attached chart. 
 
(The remainder of the project, within the Birmingham Villas subdivision, has a different 
condition.  Like most of our unimproved streets, Yosemite Blvd. and Villa Ave. do not 
have a reliable drainage system, and they remain basically gravel streets with a cape 
seal surface added.  There are portions of these streets where drainage conditions are 
currently poor.  In fact, discussions were held last fall about initiating a special 
assessment for new pavement, but a majority of signatures could not be obtained.  As 
a result, the water main was designed with horizontal directional drilling technology to 
avoid excavations and surface disruptions.  We feel that this element of the design is 
very important to ensure that the City and its contractor are not blamed for degrading 
the drainage conditions after this project is complete.  As a result, no sewer lateral 
replacements are planned on these streets.) 
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Now that bid prices have been received, it is appropriate to initiate a public hearing to 
cover the cost of the laterals (through special assessment) that will be replaced on Old 
Salem Ct. 
 
A chart listing all of the properties impacted by this project, and the work involving 
sewer laterals, is attached.  All five of the existing homes that have direct frontage on 
the Old Salem Ct. right-of-way have been included in the district, as our records 
indicate that they are all over 50 years old.  The remaining houses in the immediate 
area that are impacted by this project (4) do not have a sewer lateral extending into 
the Old Salem Ct. right-of-way.   
 
The price per foot for this work bid by the low bidder (D&D Water & Sewer) is quite 
high at $195 per foot.  In fact, it is the highest rate bid of the three bids received.  In 
previous projects where this condition existed, we have compared the low bidder’s price 
to the average bid.  In this case, the average price per linear foot is $118.33, still above 
normal.  Also in the past, we have combined the price of the sewer lateral connection, 
as well as the price of the pipe per foot, to see if a reduced rate can be justified.  As 
shown on the attached chart, D&D’s price per connection is also high.  Averaging out 
their price considering both factors results in a higher cost of $189.86. 
 
The high cost of this work can be attributed to two factors: 
 


1. The project was designed primarily as one where the bidding environment will 
favor those contractors whose expertise is drilling plastic water main (such as 
D&D).  The total value of this work (sewer pipe installation and connections) 
represents about 3% of the total value of the job.  As a result, if a contractor is 
efficient at the main item of work (water main), they can be less efficient at 
sewer connections, and still be considered the low bidder on the job. 


2. Since Old Salem Ct. is small, and only five homes are involved, there are set up 
costs such as bringing in the equipment, etc., that need to be spread out over a 
small group of residents.  This same factor is what drives up the cost of any 
sewer lateral repair when a homeowner is getting such work done on their own, 
and the cost is typically about $6,000 to $8,000.   


 
In order to provide a price per foot that is reasonable given the circumstances of the 
job, yet not exhorbitant compared to costs charged for other projects, we recommend 
that the average price per linear foot ($118.33) be charged for these sewer laterals.  
The attached chart has been prepared using this base figure, which results in costs of 
as little as $700 to over $4,000 per home, depending on the length of the sewer service 
needed.  The higher costs shown are higher than those typically charged for this type of 
special assessment.  We believe it is still cheaper than the homeowners would receive if 
they had to do this work themselves.  However, given that Old Salem Ct. is a chip seal 
street, and not a high quality, permanent pavement, the merit for the special 
assessment is not as justifiable as it is on most projects.  It is also important to consider 







3 
 
 


that these same five homes are already being asked to pay for a backyard water 
disconnection valued at several thousand dollars each.  There may be reason to forego 
this work altogether.  Two resolutions have been provided below. 
 
 
SUGGESTED RESOLUTION A: 
 
It is recommended that a public hearing of necessity be scheduled at the Monday, May 
19, 2014 City Commission meeting.  Should the district be declared at that time, it is 
further recommended that the public hearing to confirm the roll be held on Monday, 
June 9, 2014 at the $118.33/linear ft. unit price for 6” dia. sewer. 
 
Suggested Resolution: 
 
RESOLVED, that the City Commission shall meet on Monday, May 19, 2014 at 7:30 


P.M., for the purpose of conducting a public hearing of necessity for the 
installation of lateral sewers within the Old Salem Ct. Water Main Project 
area.  Should the district be declared at that time, be it further  


 
RESOLVED, that the City Commission meet on Monday, June 9, 2014 at 7:30 P.M. for 


the purpose of conducting a public hearing to confirm the roll for the 
installation of lateral sewers in the Old Salem Ct. Project area. 


 
SUGGESTED RESOLUTION B: 
 
To accept the report regarding the installation of Old Salem Ct. sewer laterals, and 
direct the Engineering Dept. to remove the replacement of sewer laterals on this street 
from the contract, at an estimated value of $32,250. 
  
 







Old Salem Ct. Water Main Project - Contract #3-14(W)


Address Street Location Date SAD? Estimated Estimated Water Date Location
Installed Length Cost Type Installed


$118.33
Old Salem Ct. - North End to Redding Rd.


WEST SIDE
1501 Old Salem Unknown 1961 N 0 $0 1" C 1961 B
1483 Unknown --- Y 34 $4,023 1" C Unk B
1447 Unknown --- Y 32 $3,787 1" C Unk B
1401 Unknown --- Y 30 $3,550 1" C 1958 B


$0
EAST SIDE $0


1155 Quarton Unknown --- N 0 $0 1" Iron Unk B
1502 Old Salem 6" PVC 2005 N 0 $0 1.5" C 2005 B
1480 Unknown --- Y 6 $710 1.5" C Unk B
1440 Unknown --- Y 8 $947 1.5" L Unk B


26-226-024 Vacant Lot --- N 0 $0 None --- ---


TOTAL 110 $13,016


RATIO = 5/9 56% 8/9 89%







SUMMARY OF BIDS 
OLD SALEM CT. SEWER LATERALS 


 


 
Ratio of connection cost to total cost   $7,083.35 / $20,100.02 = 0.3542 0r 35.42% 
Remaining percentage attributed to unit per lineal ft.  100% - 35.42% = 64.76% 
Total value attributed to unit cost per lineal ft. using low bidders total cost:  64.76% X $32,250 = $20,885.10 
Revised Cost per Foot reflecting unit rate charged to homeowner:  $20,885.10 / 110 = $189.86/lineal ft. 
            
 
             


 Bidder 
 


Sewer Service Connection Sewer Service 6” Total Cost Conn. 
Plus Pipe Laying 


Ranking Contractors Name Number 
Connections 


Cost per 
Connection 


Total Cost Total 
Length 


Cost per 
Foot 


Total Cost  


1. D&D Water & Sewer 5  @ $ 2,160 $10,800.00 110 @ $195.00   $21,450.00 $32,250.00 
2. Bidigare 5  @ $190.00 $950.00 110 @ $  70.00   $7,700.00 $8,650.00 
3. Pamar Enterprises 5  @ 1,900.00 $9,500.00 110 @ $  90.00  $9,900.00 $19,400.00 


         
Average  5 $1,416.67 $7,083.35 110 $118.33 $13,016.67 $20,100.02 
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MEMORANDUM 
Engineering Dept. 


DATE: June 13, 2014 


TO: Joe Valentine, Interim City Manager 


FROM: Paul T. O’Meara, City Engineer 


SUBJECT: Monthly Parking Permit 
Rate Increases 


As has been discussed over the past several months, parking demand in the Central Business 
District increased unexpectedly during the summer of 2013.  Since that time, it has remained 
high, and continues to increase today.   


In January, this phenomenon was reviewed with the Commission.  Also at that time, potential 
parking structure expansion options were reviewed, highlighting the addition of two floors at 
the Pierce St. Structure as the option with the most potential.   


In February, the attached memo was presented to the Advisory Parking Committee (APC). 
Therein, the need to form an Ad Hoc Parking Study Committee was presented, as well as a 
request to  consider a monthly parking permit rate increase.  The APC endorsed the idea of the 
study committee, which was later endorsed (with modifications) by the City Commission.  Since 
that time, we have been gathering data that will be used by the study committee once it starts 
meeting.  The Committee’s first meeting is tentatively scheduled for later this month. 


With respect to rate increases, the APC requested that the Principal Shopping District (PSD) be 
brought into the discussion.  The PSD asked the Maintenance Subcommittee to discuss the 
matter in greater detail, which it did.  In early May, the PSD confirmed that it could not officially 
endorse a rate increase.  However, it understood the reasoning for it, and indicated that the 
Board would not actively oppose it.   With that response, the APC reviewed staff’s proposal 
again, and passed the following recommendation at a special meeting held May 28, 2014: 


SUGGESTED RECOMMENDATION: 


With the understanding that the Auto Parking System needs to start making plans to build 
additional parking spaces, monthly permit rate increases at the following levels are 
recommended in an effort to increase the system account balance available for future 
construction: 


Effective August 1, 2014: 


Pierce St. Structure  $60 
Park St. Structure $50 
Peabody St. Structure  $55 
N. Old Woodward Ave. Structure $50 
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Chester St. Structure   $40 
Lot 6 Regular Permit   $55 
Lot 6 Economy Permit   $35 
South Side Permit   $40 
 
Effective July 1, 2015: 
 
Pierce St. Structure    $65 
Peabody St. Structure   $65 
Lot 6 Regular Permit   $60 
Lot 6 Economy Permit   $40 
South Side Permit   $45 
 
Given the continued strong demand for parking in the downtown area, it appears ever more 
likely that additional parking capacity should be constructed by the City in the future.  While 
additional detail can be found in the attached memos to the APC, the primary reason for this 
increase is to actively begin building the fund balance within the parking system, in an effort to 
reduce the bonding needed if and when a parking expansion project is undertaken.  Having 
funds available from savings will reduce bonding and interest costs which would then have to 
be paid back for many years to come.  As described in the attached memo, the estimated 
revenue increase (given current usage patterns) is estimated at $275,000 (+13%) in the first 
year, and $375,000 after 2015 rate increases (+18% from current level). 
 
SUGGESTED RESOLUTION: 
 
To accept the recommendation of the Advisory Parking Committee to increase monthly parking 
permit rates throughout the Auto Parking System, in accordance with the following schedule: 
 
Effective August 1, 2014: 
 
Pierce St. Structure    $60 
Park St. Structure   $50 
Peabody St. Structure   $55 
N. Old Woodward Ave. Structure $50 
Chester St. Structure   $40 
Lot 6 Regular Permit   $55 
Lot 6 Economy Permit   $35 
South Side Permit   $40 
 
Effective July 1, 2015: 
 
Pierce St. Structure    $65 
Peabody St. Structure   $65 
Lot 6 Regular Permit   $60 
Lot 6 Economy Permit   $40 
South Side Permit   $45 
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MEMORANDUM 
 


Engineering Dept. 
DATE:   May 14, 2014 
 
TO:   Advisory Parking Committee 
 
FROM:  Paul T. O’Meara, City Engineer 
 
SUBJECT: Monthly Parking Rate Increase Proposal 
 
 
At the February, 2014 APC meeting, the attached report regarding the high demand for monthly 
permits was identified.  First, an update relative to the Ad Hoc Parking Study Committee will be 
provided below, followed by an update on the monthly parking rate increase proposal. 
 
AD HOC PARKING STUDY COMMITTEE (AHPSC) 
 
The formation of the above committee was approved by the City Commission in March.  Since 
then, the various participating boards have nominated the following members: 
 
Advisory Parking Committee – Susan Peabody 
Corridor Improvement Authority – JC Cataldo 
Multi-Modal Transportation Board – Unfilled 
Planning Board – Gillian Lazar 
Principal Shopping District – Richard Astrein 
 
(The Multi-Modal Transportation Board is just now being formed.  A total of six (out of seven) 
members were finally appointed at the Commission meeting of May 5.  At their first meeting, 
the topic of appointing a member to the AHPSC will be discussed.) 
 
While waiting for the membership of the Ad Hoc committee to develop, staff has been 
preparing for the study in two areas: 
 


1. The database of the downtown parking district from 2000 is currently being updated by 
the Planning Dept.  Due to some staff vacancies, this has been a slower process than 
had been expected, and it is not yet complete.  It would be helpful for it to be complete 
prior to calling the committee to meet. 


2. During the study in 2000, it was determined that the month of May was a good time of 
year to use for a parking demand model, in that it is near the peak time of year for 
demand.  It was decided at that time that if the parking system can accommodate 
demand during a weekday afternoon in May, it should be able to meet the demand most 
days of the year.  Since it is May, Central Parking is currently preparing to conduct a 
counting study of all the various areas of the downtown to better confirm what the level 
of demand is.  Having actual numbers available will help speed the process of updating 
the demand model once the committee starts meeting. 
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MONTHLY PARKING RATES 
 
At the February meeting, the APC generally accepted the premise that it may be time to raise 
monthly parking rates.  However, it was felt that a vote on the matter was premature until 
input from the PSD was obtained.  Chair Lex Kuhne and I appeared before the full PSD at their 
next regular meeting (March 5).  After our appearance, the topic of parking was assigned to the 
Maintenance subcommittee of the PSD.   
 
Brendan Cousino and I met with the subcommittee at their meeting of March 18, and discussed 
various parking topics with them in further detail.  At that time, it was felt that they would not 
be ready to take the matter to the full board at their meeting of April 3, but to look for 
something at their meeting of May 1.   
 
As the end of April approached, I asked for confirmation that the topic of parking rates was on 
the PSD agenda for May 1.  I was told that the subcommittee had a list of concerns to pass on 
to the staff and the APC relative to parking, but the topic of monthly parking rates seemed to 
have been left out of the discussion.  I expressed concern that the APC was in a holding pattern 
on this issue, with the expressed need to know if the PSD was going to raise objection to the 
topic of raising monthly parking rates.  As a result, Brendan and I were invited to the next 
Maintenance subcommittee meeting on May 13.  The meeting was productive, and touched 
upon other PSD concerns which are covered under a separate memo.  With respect to rates, 
the members present indicated that the PSD cannot be in a position of encouraging a rate 
increase.  However, they understand the current situation, and respect the fact that a rate 
increase may be coming.  They indicated that the PSD as a board will not actively protest if one 
is proposed.  They could not, of course, predict what the business community reaction would 
be. 
 
A suggestion was made that if a rate increase is enacted, it would be more palatable to the 
business community if it the new funds were placed in a separate account reserved for funding 
future construction.  Staff has concerns relative to this approach for two reasons: 
 


1. The City Commission should not have to be bound by how it funds projects within the 
Parking System, provided that funds earned by the Parking System are expended on 
improvements to the system, whether they be new construction, maintenance, or 
general operational expenses. 


2. If the City agreed to create a separate account that was earmarked for construction 
activities, it may set a precedent that each time a rate increase is enacted, the funds 
must be designated to a special purpose. 


 
As a result, staff does not recommend that a rate increase have such limitations.  The idea 
should be discussed by the APC.  A possible compromise would be to ask Central Parking to 
keep account of the additional funds earned, but not to promise how the funds would be spent. 
 
With the above introduction, I refer you back to the memo prepared in February, attached, 
starting on page 3.  A suggested rate increase for all parking facilities is offered for your review 
and consideration.  At this time, it would appear that the parking system is in need of new 
facilities to accommodate more cars.  New construction will result in a need for assessments 
and/or bonding if the work is going to be accomplished in the relatively near future.    It will 
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likely be several more months before a decision on how and when to expand the system is 
finalized.  Given the current demand for parking within the system, it may be appropriate to 
begin collecting additional funds now that can be saved for future construction.  The resolution 
as it appeared in February is presented again below (the rate increases have been pushed back 
one month to provide time for word to get out to the public): 
 
SUGGESTED RECOMMENDATION: 
 
With the understanding that the Auto Parking System needs to start making plans 
to build additional parking spaces, monthly permit rate increases at the following 
levels are recommended in an effort to increase the system account balance 
available for future construction: 
 
Effective August 1, 2014: 
 
Pierce St. Structure    $60 
Park St. Structure    $50 
Peabody St. Structure   $55 
N. Old Woodward Ave. Structure  $50 
Chester St. Structure   $40 
Lot 6 Regular Permit   $55 
Lot 6 Economy Permit   $35 
South Side Permit    $40 
 
Effective July 1, 2015: 
 
Pierce St. Structure    $65 
Peabody St. Structure   $65 
Lot 6 Regular Permit   $60 
Lot 6 Economy Permit   $40 
South Side Permit    $45 
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MEMORANDUM 
 


Engineering Dept. 
DATE:   February 14, 2014 
 
TO:   Advisory Parking Committee 
 
FROM:  Paul T. O’Meara, City Engineer 
 
SUBJECT: Auto Parking System 
 Monthly Permit Demand Increase 
 
 
At the November, 2013 Advisory Parking Committee (APC) meeting, staff first discussed the 
large increase in monthly permit parking demand that the system is currently experiencing.  
After several months of investigating alternatives for new locations, staff is now recommending 
an expansion at the Pierce St. Parking Structure.  The APC requested that a survey of the 
business community be prepared and issued to obtain feedback from the public.  A draft survey 
was prepared and reviewed at the December meeting.  In order to allow the survey to get the 
attention it needs to be successful, we issued it to the public on January 2, 2014. 
 
The January APC meeting was scheduled for January 15.  However, the deadline for preparing 
reports for that meeting was January 10.  Less than 35 responses  had been received as of that 
date (out of over 500 requests).  Rather than hold a discussion and review on a small amount 
of responses, it was decided to postpone discussion until the February meeting.  
 
In the meantime, the City Commission held its annual Long Range Planning Session on 
February 2.  The Commission had already been apprised in the past about this topic, and about 
the lack of opportunities to site a new facility.  With that in mind, the Long Range Planning 
Session represents an important opportunity to bring them up to date on this topic, and get 
their feedback.  The survey results that had been obtained at that time (82 responses) were 
provided to the Commission, and a presentation formally suggesting that the Pierce St. 
Structure expansion appears to be the most logical direction, was prepared.  The survey results 
and presentation slides are attached to this report for your review.  The presentation given at 
that time will be reviewed for the APC at next week’s meeting. 
 
Here are the main themes that came from the discussion with the City Commission: 
 


1. It appears that the Parking System needs to do something to address the 
increased demand.  Is the addition of 280 parking spaces at Pierce St. 
enough? 


2. Funding for this project should come from increased monthly permit fees as 
the priority.  Daily rates for customers should not be changed.  The 
assessment formula will need to be looked at again before being 
implemented for such a project. 
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THEME #1 – WHAT IS THE TRUE DEMAND? 
 
The City Commission is giving the impression that a need for more spaces has been 
demonstrated, and that the City should work in that direction, with Pierce St. being the first 
priority.  With the general downtown economy improving, some discussion has started recently 
about renewed interest in redeveloping the parking lot at the N. Old Woodward Ave. Parking 
Structure.  To a lesser extent, interest has also been expressed about developing the green 
spaces at both the north and south ends of the Pierce St. Parking Structure property.  (Both of 
these ideas were included in the Downtown Birmingham 2016 Master Plan.)  In order to truly 
answer how many parking spaces the CBD needs, and to help guide the land development 
process, an updated, comprehensive parking demand study is needed.   
 
In 2000, as an outcome of the 2016 Plan overlay zoning district changes that allowed increased 
density in the CBD, City staff performed a parking demand study.  The study was partially 
updated in 2006 in the area of Shain Park to assist with the discussions of a parking structure at 
Parking Lot #7 held at that time.  However, there has been no comprehensive study done since 
2000.  In 2000, the study was structured as such: 
 


1. An Ad Hoc Parking Study Committee (AHPSC) was formed.  Membership in the AHPSC 
included representatives of the following stakeholders: 
 


• Advisory Parking Committee 
• Historic District & Design Review Committee 
• Planning Board 
• Principal Shopping District 
• Engineering Dept. Representative 
• Planning Dept. Representative 
• Principal Shopping District Staff Representative 


 
The members of this committee were formed to help direct the methodology of the 
study, and to help make final recommendations from its results.   


 
2. The study used the following steps to move its way to its conclusions: 


 
• A list of every property within the Parking Assessment District was prepared.  


The list included the amount of gross square feet of building space it contained, 
as well as the number of private parking spaces it had on site. 


• A review of the parking data that was available at that time was reviewed to 
determine what time of year the study should focus on.  At that time, December 
represented a significant peak of demand, while the warmer months (April 
through October) represented a more “normal” level of demand, with May being  
the second busiest month.  The AHPSC decided to use existing demand in May 
as its benchmark. 


• Actual demand was determined by counting all parking spaces in use on a typical 
weekday in May during the hours of noon to 2 PM (the peak of the daily 
demand).  Both public and private parking spaces were counted.   
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• From the actual measured demand counted, and knowing the number of square 
feet that were available for use at that time, a demand ratio of one parking 
space per 424 gross sq.ft. was established.   


• Private properties were analyzed individually, and those that appeared to be 
good redevelopment candidates were determined.  Calculating the potential full 
increase in square feet that could be developed from the redevelopment 
candidates allowed a future number of needed parking spaces to be developed. 


• The Parking Assessment District was split into 6 zones, to help determine which 
parking structure (or Lot #6) occupants from each building would prefer to park 
in. 


• Recommendations for more spaces were established and forwarded to the City 
Commission, with the need being greatest in the areas around the Pierce St. and 
Peabody St. Parking Structures. 


 
At this time, it would appear that it is prudent to begin an update on the parking demand study.  
The study should cover the entire assessment district.  A new AHPSC could be formed to 
oversee the process, which would include: 
 


• Update the parcel list to reflect changes made since 2000, both in square footages and 
in private parking spaces. 


• Update the map of potential redevelopment properties, and estimate potential square 
footages based on the current zoning ordinance. 


• Prepare to count parking spaces in May of this year, as this should still be a reliable time 
of year on which to base demand. 


• Calculate a revised number of gross square feet per parking space demand rate. 
• Calculate the future ultimate demand for parking in the assessment district, and 


compare it to estimates made in 2000. 
• Review the findings and make new recommendations for parking space needs in the 


parking system.   
 
If this process is started soon, it is expected that this process would take until approximately 
July of this year to complete.  Given the current advisory committee structure, we recommend 
modifying the membership of the AHPSC to make one change.  The newly created Multi-Modal 
Transportation Board should be represented on this Committee, while the Historic District 
Committee/Design Review Board representation no longer seems necessary.  A 
recommendation is provided below for your consideration.  Having the firm numbers that a 
revised parking study could provide should give the final assurance of whether a project of this 
nature is needed or not.  It will also provide badly needed data to help staff determine what the 
right level of potential private development should be on the “open” areas of both the N. Old 
Woodward Ave. Structure, and the Pierce St. Structure properties. 
 
THEME #2 – RATES 
 
Members of the Commission expressed the feeling that the monthly parking permit rates 
offered by the parking system are below market value, and that they have been for some time.  
Efforts to increase the rates in the past were based primarily on changes in demand at one 
structure compared to the others, with a desire to modify behaviors.  These suggested rate 
increases have met with resistance by members of the public, and they have often not been 
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successful.  However, those efforts were attempted in an environment where the parking 
system did not need the additional funds.   
 
In our current environment, it would appear that the system is destined to head in the direction 
of more construction, which will obviously require funding.  The cash flow balance prepared last 
fall (attached) suggests that the cash on hand for the system will be about $5.5 million at the 
end of the fiscal year (June 30, 2014).  Since the system needs to keep about $2 million in the 
account at all times in the event of an unexpected emergency, that leaves $3.5 million available 
to be spent on a new construction project.  If rates are left as is, the projection is that the 
savings account will grow to $6.4 million by the end of June, 2015.  Assuming that the 
construction of a parking structure will require several steps, an assumption was made that $5 
million would be available from savings by the time construction is actually underway.   
 
The cost estimate for a building expansion at the Pierce St. Structure has been set at $9.5 
million.  Whatever is not available from the savings account will have to be bonded, which will 
then introduce interest costs on the outstanding debt.  Given that the system has an 
underpriced asset (monthly parking permits), the special assessment that will eventually be 
charged to help make up the difference in cost could be lowered substantially if monthly 
parking rates are boosted.  Below is a suggested level of increases that could be suggested to 
help get the conversation started.   
PARKING FACILITY CURRENT RATE RECOMMENDED 


RATE (JULY, 2014) 
RECOMMENDED 


RATE (JULY, 2015) 
Pierce St. $55 $60 $65 
Park St. $45 $50 $50 
Peabody St. $45 $55 $65 
N. Old Woodward Ave. $45 $50 $50 
Chester St. $35 $40 $40 
Parking Lot #6 Permits $30 & $50 $35 & $55 $40 & $60 
South Side Permits $40 $45 $50 
 
The increases are suggested based on the following: 
 


• Pierce St. & Peabody St. are the most severely short on spaces given current demand.  
Their current deficits are similar, therefore, the current value of a permit at Peabody St. 
is similar to Pierce St.  An aggressive increase at Peabody St., while also increasing 
Pierce St., allows them to be at the same rate by 2015 without stepping either up too 
fast. 


• Park St. & N. Old Woodward Ave. demand is greater than supply, but not as much.  
Only a $5 increase is suggested. 


• Chester St. demand is greater than supply, but more so than any other, permit holders 
in this lot would rather be somewhere else if they could be.  Only a $5 increase is 
suggested. 


• Demand is equal to supply at Lot #6, and actually way under supply for the South Side 
area.  However, for both, the people purchasing permits typically do not have to park 
that far from their destination, making them desirable permits to hold for those that 
purchase them.  Both are being stepped up a total of $10 given the quality of parking 
they provide. 
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We encourage debate and discussion about how the rate increases were figured, and they can 
be tweaked if so desired. 
 
Using the numbers above, and based on current sales, annual revenues would be as follows: 
 
CURRENT=    $2,095,260 
2014 (AFTER INCREASE) =  $2,373,660 INCREASED REVENUE = $278,400   
2015 (AFTER INCREASE) =  $2,470,380 INCREASED REVENUE = $375,120 
 
If the goal is to make a significant increase in the savings account in a short time, just raising 
monthly parking permit rates alone will likely not do it.  We are also in the early stages of talks 
with Central Parking to take advantage of a national call center office they now operate in 
Austin, TX.  The call center would allow the elimination of the all night call center currently 
operated in our local office, resulting in a reduction in operating costs.  The amount of savings 
could be over $100,000 per year, but those numbers still need to be verified.  As this 
opportunity materializes, we will bring this idea to the Committee for further discussion.   
 
No other substantial cost saving moves or revenue enhancers are being considered at this time. 
 
Suggested recommendations to the City Commission regarding both of the above topics are 
provided below.  If the APC feels that additional discussion, such as with the PSD, is warranted, 
it would be reasonable to postpone the second recommendation. 
 
SUGGESTED RECOMMENDATION A: 
 
To recommend that the City Commission authorize the formation of an Ad Hoc 
Parking Study Committee that will be formed for a limited time to update the 
parking demand study done in 2000 for the Parking Assessment District, with the 
goal of determining the long term demand levels for parking throughout the Central 
Business District, and recommendations of how to best use the Auto Parking 
System’s properties at this time.  Suggested recommendation of the Ad Hoc 
Committee shall include the following members, with each of the suggested boards 
nominating their representative accordingly: 
 


• Advisory Parking Committee 
• Multi-Modal Transportation Board 
• Planning Board 
• Principal Shopping District 
• Engineering Dept. Representative 
• Planning Dept. Representative 
• Principal Shopping District Staff Representative 


 
The Ad Hoc Committee shall be formed as soon as practical, with the goal of 
finalizing a report of findings and recommendations by July, 2014. 
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SUGGESTED RECOMMENDATION B: 
 
With the understanding that the Auto Parking System needs to start making plans 
to build additional parking spaces, monthly permit rate increases at the following 
levels are recommended in an effort to increase the system account balance 
available for future construction: 
 
Effective July 1, 2014: 
 
Pierce St. Structure    $60 
Park St. Structure    $50 
Peabody St. Structure   $55 
N. Old Woodward Ave. Structure  $50 
Chester St. Structure   $40 
Lot 6 Regular Permit   $55 
Lot 6 Economy Permit   $35 
South Side Permit    $40 
 
Effective July 1, 2015: 
 
Pierce St. Structure    $65 
Peabody St. Structure   $65 
Lot 6 Regular Permit   $60 
Lot 6 Economy Permit   $40 
South Side Permit    $45 
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MEMORANDUM 
 


Engineering Dept. 
DATE:   January 21, 2014 
 
TO:   Robert J. Bruner, Jr., City Manager 
 
FROM:  Paul T. O’Meara, City Engineer 
 
SUBJECT: Auto Parking System Update 
 
 
After completion of the 2016 plan in 1997, discussions were held between the City Commission 
and the Advisory Parking Committee relative to how the new overlay zoning in the Central 
Business District could have an impact on parking demand.  A comprehensive study of the 
entire district was undertaken in 2000 to attempt to predict future needs.  Recommendations of 
the study suggested that additional spaces would be needed, particularly in the areas close to 
the Pierce St. and Peabody St. Structures.   
 
As new buildings were built in the early 2000’s, the parking system did not experience a 
significant increase in daytime demand.  Evening demand increased significantly.  Since the 
system had more than enough capacity to accommodate evening increases, there was no 
apparent need to begin expanding the capacity of the system.  With the economic downturn 
starting in 2008, several more years elapsed with the system able to accommodate demand. 
 
Since early 2010, the parking system has seen a steady, growing demand for monthly parking 
permits in the downtown area.  Daytime demand is now higher than ever experienced in the 
past, and since last summer, all five parking structures are sold out.  We do not see this 
demand lessening in the near future. 
 
The long term needs of the parking system were reviewed by the Advisory Parking Committee 
beginning at their meeting in November.  A survey of property owners and business owners 
was put together to better measure what the public is feeling about our current level of service.  
The results have just been received, and are attached.  The Advisory Parking Committee will 
not have a chance to review the results until their regular meeting of February 19.  In the 
interim, though, it is appropriate for the issue to be reviewed by the City Commission at the 
Long Range Planning meeting.  The attached presentation will be reviewed, better defining the 
current status of the system, and offering the possible solutions that the Advisory Parking 
Committee will review in greater detail.  Also attached is the background information prepared 
by staff for the APC at their November meeting.   
 
Obtaining input from the City Commission as to the urgency and possible solutions of this issue 
will be helpful as the Advisory Parking Committee explores it in more detail. 
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Q7	What	is	your	preferred	parking
structure	or	lot	to	park	in?


Answered:	82	 Skipped:	0


Total 82
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1 Lot	#6	should	be	a	covered	lot.	There	are	so	many	emplyees	uti l izing	this	lot	that	patrons	have
difficulty	parking


1/19/2014	1:12	PM


2 N/A 1/15/2014	6:26	PM


3 I	prefer	the	walking	distance	to	the	Park	Structure,	however,	it	is	a	nightmare	navigating	that
structure	due	to	the	great	quantity	of	folks	going	to	the	Palladium.	Takes	20	min	to	get	out	if	you
happen	to	coincide	with	the	end	of	a	fi lm.


1/14/2014	7:23	PM


4 555	Building	or	Birmingham	Place 1/14/2014	4:33	PM


5 lot	across	from	the	community	house 1/6/2014	2:36	PM
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6 Currently	we	take	up	two	spaces	on	N.	Old	Woodward	(S.of	Harmon) 1/3/2014	3:52	PM


7 We	have	our	own	parking	within	our	building 1/3/2014	12:54	PM


8 N/A 1/2/2014	6:37	PM


9 Street 1/2/2014	2:36	PM


10 Have	21	spots	on-site 1/2/2014	2:28	PM
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Q15	Does	the	current	parking	shortage	for
daytime	employees	have	you


reconsidering	the	future	plans	you	may
have	for	your	property	or	business?	If	so,


to	what	extent?
Answered:	82	 Skipped:	0
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# Comments Date


1 Parking	should	be	more	available	on	the	north	end.	Lot	#6	could	be	a	covered	structure.	We	work
and	socialize	in	Birmingham	daily,	the	north	end	is	the	only	area	under	served	by	a	covered
structure	and	ample	paring.


1/19/2014	1:12	PM


2 The	parking	capacity	restric ts	the	potential	growth	for	retailers.	With	somerset	less	than	2	miles
away,	our	guests	wil l	opt	for	driving	when	they	are	unable	to	find	available	parking.	Ample	parking
will	attract	more	patrons	to	the	area.	I	believe	that	expanding	the	parking	in	2	lots	wil l	help	to	grow
the	demand	for	retail	establishments	in	bhma


1/19/2014	7:37	AM


3 Customers	/	c l ients	get	discouraged	to	come	into	stores	being	of	the	shortage	of	parking	spaces	and
the	amount	of	time	it	takes	driving	around	to	find	one,	over	and	over	again	in	the	same	area.
Especially	in	the	cold	weather.	Please	consider	to	add	more	parking	spaces	in	the	areas	of
downtown	Birmingham.	It	is	extremely	frustrating	to	also	l ive	in	downtown	Birmingham	(I	l ive	on
Townsend	street)	and	everytime	I	leave	my	house	finding	a	parking	spot	is	such	a	reoccurring	issue.
Please	take	this	all	into	consideration.	Thank	you.


1/16/2014	10:33	PM


4 Parking	is	drastically	needed	for	the	Southeast	corner	of	Maple	and	Woodward. 1/16/2014	8:57	PM


5 There	is	a	significant	lack	of	parking	on	North	Old	Woodward,	and	the	time	limits	on	the	meters	are
unrealistic .


1/16/2014	4:32	PM


6 I	wil l	try	and	work	at	home	more. 1/16/2014	10:45	AM
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7 I	have	the	abil i ty	to	change	offices	and	either	remain	in	Birmingham	or	move	to	Bloomfield	Hil ls
and	I	antic ipate	moving	based	on	my	c lients	needs	and	my	needs.


1/15/2014	11:41	AM


8 Can't	say	that	the	situation	would	be	better	anywhere	else.	It's	the	chance	taken. 1/15/2014	10:46	AM


9 Having	to	walk	5	blocks	especially	with	the	weather	being	so	bad	so	far	this	year	it	is	really	not
conveient.	If	the	wether	was	nicer	this	would	not	be	a	problem	but	to	tell	me	that	there	is	at	least	a
2	year	wait	for	the	Pierce	garage	is	just	not	acceptable.


1/15/2014	10:28	AM


10 Need	additional	elevator	at	Pierce	at	the	south	end. 1/15/2014	10:10	AM


11 The	lack	of	parking	in	Birmingham	is	a	MAJOR	PROBLEM	for	retailers	because	customers	advise
me	constantly	that	they	won't	stop	to	shop	with	me	unless	they	can	find	a	parking	spot	nearby.	If
their	objective	is	to	stop	in	for	a	quick	look,	they	want	street	parking.	If	their	objective	is	to	have
lunch/dinner	AND	shop,	they	wil l	park	in	a	structure.	As	Birmingham	has	increased	in	qty	of
restaurants	and	office	space,	the	parking	problem	has	worsened.	What	we	need	to	do	in	three-fold:
1)	increase	street	parking	by	providing	for	angled	parking	such	as	what	exists	on	Old	Woodward.	I
understand	that	Shain	Park	was	originally	slated	for	angled	parking	around	all	four	sides	but	for
unknown	reasons	was	minimized.	2)	Build	two	new	deck(s)	in	the	areas	NE	and	NW	of	Old
Woodward	&	Maple	--	or	add	additional	floors	to	the	existing	decks.	3)	Provide	a	Park	&	Ride	flat	lot
(and	small	bus	service)	N,	S,	E	or	W	of	Birmingham	to	accommodate	large	quantities	of	shoppers
on	Saturdays	and	week	nights	when	there	is	an	evening	event	planned	i.e.	Late	Night	Thursdays.
Also,	this	last	suggestion	(#3)	should	become	the	immediate	short-term	solution	to	our	parking
problem.	Currently,	I	don't	see	anyone	talking	about	the	"short-term	solution"	-	and	we	MUST.
Without	a	short-term	parking	solution,	retailers	wil l	continue	to	suffer	which	I	hope	is	something	the
City	folks	actually	care	about!


1/14/2014	7:23	PM


12 You	really	need	to	add	security	cameras	in	your	parking	structure. 1/13/2014	5:09	PM


13 I	have	major	concerns	regarding	the	proposed	changes	to	the	Pierce	Street	parking	lot.	The
extreme	negative	impact	that	lengthy	construction	would	have	on	my	business	is	not	worth	the
additional	parking	spots	in	my	opinion.


1/13/2014	5:07	PM


14 Surface	parking	is	what	is	needed	for	retail,	without	it	Retail	wil l 	continue	is	constant	decline	in
Birmingham.	Any	assessment	to	retail	for	additional	parking	in	the	structures	wil l	result	in	even
more	retail	moving	out.	Adding	parking	to	the	structures	should	be	assessed	100%	to	2nd	floors	and
higher	in	the	office	buildings	as	they	are	the	reason	for	the	needed	spaces	not	retail.


1/7/2014	1:20	PM


15 Employee's	parking	at	street	meters	all	day,	everyday	does	not	help	the	parking	situation	either. 1/5/2014	10:36	PM


16 New	parking	structure	in	Lot	6.	N.	Old	Woodward	retailers	are	under	pressure	from	2	new	restaurants
(Luxe	and	Market)	and	all	the	salons	and	Booth	Park.	Also,	not	on	your	survey,	Booth	Park	needs
bathrooms.	Has	any	consideration	been	given	to	having	a	shuttle	service	among	all	the	parking
areas?


1/3/2014	3:52	PM


17 The	100	parking	spaces	given	over	to	expand	Shain	Park	was	a	mistake	based	upon	usage	of	that
lot	vs	the	few	days	per	year	that	the	new	staging	area	is	used.	The	staging	area	could	have	been
done	without	the	lose	of	parking.	Restore	the	100	spaces	for	a	start.


1/3/2014	3:30	PM


18 If	we	need	more	monthly	passes,	and	cannot	receive	them	for	new	employees,	then	we	wil l	move
out	of	the	area.	We	cannot	pay	full	price	everyday	for	parking	if	no	passes	are	available.


1/3/2014	3:11	PM


19 Our	employees	have	parking	under	our	building,	so	we	are	not	affected.	Our	c lients,	however,	have
a	hard	time	finding	parking	near	our	office	and	often	drive	around	for	a	long	time	and	get	frustrated
finding	something.	We	are	at	251	E.	Merri l l .	I'm	not	sure	that	they	are	parking	in	the	structure,	they
may	be	looking	for	street	parking.	Either	way	I	think	parking	in	Birmingham	could	be	improved	on.


1/3/2014	10:53	AM


20 the	proposals	under	consideration	appear	at	most	to	be	playing	catch-up	with	a	rapidly	growing
need.	They	hardly	seem	adequate	for	long	term	planning.	It	is	l ikely	needed	to	execute	both	of
these	proposals	and	to	continue	to	looking	for	additional	solutions	for	long	term	growth.	At	some
point,	excessive	costs	wil l	l imit	demand	for	additional	real	estate	in	Birmingham.	It	is	important	to
determine	that	tipping	point	before	committing	funds	to	projects	that	become	unused	and
occupancy	rates	decline.	I	would	l ike	to	see	us	increase	assessments	ahead	of	project	completion
so	they	are	in	part	prefunded.


1/2/2014	8:33	PM


21 Despite	the	supposed	shortage	of	parking	at	Chester	Street	structure,	the	parking	deck	is	seldom
completely	full.	So	spending	this	money	and	assessing	businesses	at	this	time	seems	premature.


1/2/2014	7:44	PM


22 none 1/2/2014	6:37	PM
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23 Our	lease	is	up	in	15	months.	With	over	50	employees	and	growing,	we	may	look	for	a	new	location
or	expansion	space	elsewhere.	We	already	have	employees	walking	5+	blocks	from	a	further
parking	structure,	and	we	have	to	issue	daily	passes	to	a	number	of	employees,	who	find	the
garages	full	during	the	day.


1/2/2014	6:36	PM


24 When	our	sales	managers,	who	have	monthly	permits	in	the	Pierce	structure,	go	out	on	sales	calls
during	the	day,	the	often	can	not	find	a	parking	spot	in	the	garage	with	they	return,	or	have	to	wait
a	signifcant	amount	of	time	for	one.	This	is	a	major	issue.


1/2/2014	3:01	PM


25 There	is	never	a	shortage	of	parking	spaces	in	the	Pierce	Street	structure.	People	are	just	too	lazy
to	drive	up	to	the	roof.	The	only	time	there	was	any	shortage	was	during	construction	this	summer
and	that	only	happened	a	few	times.


1/2/2014	2:56	PM


26 There	is	a	large	parking	shortage	in	the	triangle	distric t. 1/2/2014	2:36	PM


27 Too	many	restaurants	are	in	Birmingham	currently,	taking	up	many	parking	spaces.	Also	too	much
construction	is	happening	around	the	retail	areas	in	Birmingham	causing	disruption	and	loss	of
business.	A	parking	structure	wil l	disrupt	my	business	yet	again,	enough	is	enough.	Being	a	retail
business	I	feel	squeezed	out	and	I	am	pretty	sure	I	wil l 	not	renew	my	lease	in	Birmingham	and	look
elsewhere.


1/2/2014	2:27	PM


28 Parking	must	be	available	to	our	businesses	c lients	and	employees	or	we	wil l	need	to	relocate	to
an	area	which	can	accommodate	us.


1/2/2014	2:27	PM


29 More	parking	please!	Plus	if	anything	can	be	done	to	extend	maintenance	intervals	for	existing
garages	it	would	be	appreciated.


1/2/2014	2:26	PM


30 We	have	considered	moving	our	business	out	of	downtown	and	possibly	out	of	Birmingham	due	to
the	lack	of	parking	for	customers	and	employes.	Those	only	making	10-12$	an	hour	should	not
have	to	spend	$10	a	day	to	park	because	there	are	no	more	monthly	permits	available.


12/31/2013	12:50	PM


31 6	needs	a	na 12/20/2013	7:21	PM
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The Auto Parking System was started in the 1950’s 
to satisfy the growing demand of the Central 
Business District.  
 
Currently, there are 4,820 public parking spaces. 
Parking Structures (5) = 3,579 (74%) 
Metered Spaces on Streets = 1,052 (22%) 
Metered Parking Lots = 189 (4%) 







Total Revenues  
(parking structures & meters) = $4.36 million 
Operating Expenses = $2.34 million 
Capital Improvements = $1.46 million 
 
Savings for the year = $457,000 
Savings account (June 30, 2013) = $4.5 million 







Parking Meters = 50¢ to $1 per hour 
Monthly Permits = $35 to $55 per month 
Daily Rates: Less than 2 hours = Free 
   Less than 3 hours = $1 
   Less than 4 hours = $2 
   Less than 5 hours = $3 
   Less than 6 hours = $4 
   6 hours or More   = $5 







 In order to avoid parking structures filling, a 
cap is placed on the number of monthly 
permits that can be sold at each structure.  


 As is often done, permit sales were suspended 
at the Park St. Structure during construction 
starting in May, 2013.  Even so, the structure 
was often filled each weekday by 10 AM. 


 By the time the project was finished in 
September, the district-wide demand was 
much more than the Park St. Structure could 
supply.  


 
 







 As of November, there are over 1,000 parkers 
waiting for a permit. 


 Customers have to wait almost 2 years to 
obtain a permit at the Pierce St. Structure. 


 Phase 2 of planned work at the Park St. 
Structure (April, 2014) will require another ban 
on the sale of all permits.  Frequent closures are 
again expected this summer. 















46% of Respondents want to park at Pierce St. or Peabody St. Structures 







45% of Respondents rated the system poorly (2 or less).  







36% of Respondents rated the system poorly (2 or less). 







47% of Businesses will Consider Moving Elsewhere (Due to Parking). 







Ad Hoc Parking Study Committee 
Geoffrey Hockman, Principal Shopping District Board 


Tom McDaniel, Historic District & Design Review 
Commission 


Jeff Salz, Advisory Parking Committee 
Chuck Tholen, Planning Board 


Jill Bahm, City Planner 
John Heiney, Director, Principal Shopping District 


Paul O’Meara, Assistant Director of Engineering 
 
              (dated winter, 2000) 







 Long-Term 
developments 
based on future 
development 
assumptions 
(includes short-
term 
developments) 
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 Long-Term Projection 
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Remaining (2014) 
properties with 
high  
re-development  
potential. 











 Existing footings and columns can support two 
more floors. 


 Existing 720 spaces would increase to 1008 
spaces. 


 Total cost, including engineering and 
contingencies, is $9.5 million  


    ($32,000 per space) 
 Estimated service life is 35 years. 







 $5 million from Parking Fund savings 
 $4.5 million from some combination of 


increased rates and assessments.  (Long term 
interest expenses would increase this number 
over repayment period.) 







 Advisory Parking Committee (APC) will 
review survey results. 


 APC will determine if building more spaces is 
the prudent next step. 


 APC will review expansion opportunities and 
costs. 


 If appropriate, APC will make 
recommendation to the City Commission. 







Memorandum 
 
DATE:  November 14, 2013 
 
TO:  Advisory Parking Committee 
 
FROM: Paul T. O’Meara, City Engineer 
  
RE:  Pierce St. Parking Structure Expansion 
 
Beginning early this summer, the Auto Parking System experienced a new phenomenon: 
demand for monthly permits exceeded supply in all five parking structures.   
 
At first, it appeared that this problem was at least in part precipitated by the artificial cap 
in sales at the Park St. Structure, while construction was underway.  Referring to the 
attached monthly permit report for last May, most of the parking structures were at or 
near capacity, except for Park St.  When the restoration project started, 132 permits were 
available for sale.  Since the lot was filling up every day with approximately one whole 
floor (20%) of its normal capacity closed, staff made the decision to temporarily halt 
permit sales.  However, as the summer progressed, demand continued to rise, including in 
the area of the Park St. Structure.  By the time permit sales could again be started (during 
the last week of September), the unsatisfied demand for permits system-wide was way 
past the 132 permits being temporarily held at Park St.  (The attached report at the end of 
September shows the situation in flux, as permit holders were moving from other 
structures, such as N. Old Woodward Ave., to Park St. (their preferred location)).  
 
Birmingham has become a popular location for high-tech companies that employ large 
numbers of people working at computer stations.  The work model being employed now 
at several offices in the downtown area results in a lot of workers in a smaller area, all 
wishing to park during the work day, and most hoping to purchase a parking permit.  
While this demand is great for downtown and the parking system, it has caught the 
system unable to meet the demand anytime soon.  If tenants find the parking situation a 
negative that is not being resolved, they can elect to move elsewhere as leases expire. 
 
The Auto Parking System constructed the five current parking structures during the 
period of 1966 to 1989.  Once the Chester St. Parking Structure opened in 1989, there 
was a period of relatively little growth downtown, and for many years, it appeared as 
though the system’s newest facility would be chronically under-utilized.   
 
During this same time, demand was consistently strong at the Pierce St. Structure, and to 
a lesser extent, the Peabody St. Structure.   With the passage of the Downtown 2016 
Master Plan, and its new liberal zoning rules that would encourage more building, the 
Advisory Parking Committee became concerned that the system was not going to be able 
to handle the upcoming increase in demand.  These concerns led to several actions, such 
as: 
 







1. An effort to increase the supply of parking spaces on the street wherever possible. 
2. A study of the Pierce St. Structure, to consider the idea of expanding it up by two 


levels. 
3. A system-wide parking study, which was conducted and finalized in 2000.  The 


study concluded that the City should increase its parking capacity first in the 
southeast corner of the City, as not only was demand the strongest there, it also 
had several under-developed properties that were poised to be expanded upon.  
(However, since the growth in demand was not imminent, the City decided to take 
no action.) 


 
While several buildings were built as a result of the new zoning regulations, the type of 
demand increase mostly resulted in evening uses, which the system could handle with its 
present facilities.  A lot of residential space was also constructed, which had no impact on 
the parking system.  Then, the economy declined starting in 2007, and the system 
continued to operate with the ability to meet the needs of most of the surrounding 
businesses.  It was in this climate that the talks regarding the expansion of Shain Park 
began in 2005.  Largely due to the concerns of the Community House, and the ongoing 
lack of monthly permit parking space in the Pierce St. Parking Structure, the City made 
the decision in 2007 to build a new 2 level underground facility under the proposed 
expanded Shain Park.  A 200 space parking structure was fully designed and bids were 
accepted in September, 2008, a month before the stock market crash that completely 
changed the demand for construction.  Bids were much higher than expected ($13.8 
million).  With the demand for new parking spaces declining, the City decided to cancel 
the project.  It then proceeded to build a new Parking Lot #7, and lost about 100 parking 
spaces in the process.  About 40 of these lost spaces were later recouped in the widened 
Martin St. project, but the system did see a net loss of about 60 spaces. 
 
Moving back to the present, given the chronic shortage of parking spaces in the southeast 
part of downtown, I met with the City Commission and discussed the feasibility of either 
implementing a joint use project with a private developer, or actually purchasing a 
property.   
 
We first discussed joint use options with the owner of the Balmoral Building (at the NW 
corner of Woodward Ave. and Brown St.).  A four story mixed use building has been 
designed for this property, and it is now scheduled to start construction in the near future.  
Due to the relatively small size of the property, only about 50 parking spaces could be 
constructed on each level.  Even if regular zoning height restrictions were waived, the 
numbers quickly confirmed that this would not be a wise venture.  A brief study was also 
done on the property at the SW corner of Woodward Ave. and Brown St.  The size and 
configuration of this property also did not lend itself to a parking facility, so it is not 
going to be pursued.   
 
Without any new properties under consideration, the system must then look closer at its 
existing holdings.  The two properties where expansion is feasible are: 
 







1. The Pierce St. Parking Structure – The original building (built in 1968) was 
designed such that two additional floors could be constructed on the existing 
footings and column system.  We asked Walker Parking Consultants, who had 
done an extensive feasibility study on this in 1998, to review and update that 
study.  The results are now attached. 


2. N. Old Woodward Ave. Parking Structure and Lot – The Birmingham 2016 
Plan proposed expansion of this facility into the adjacent parking lot, an extension 
of Bates St. through the property to N. Old Woodward Ave., and the creation of at 
least two new parcels of private property, one commercial (on Willits St.) and one 
residential (backing on to the Rouge River).   


 
The above ideas will be discussed in reverse order. 
 
N. OLD WOODWARD AVE. PARKING FACILITY EXPANSION 
 
At the encouragement of some local residents, the proposal in the Downtown 
Birmingham 2016 Plan for this property was discussed by the City Commission in 2007.  
The idea was to survey the property, and begin some high level conceptual discussions 
about how the land could be used.  The hope was that the sale or lease of the areas that 
could be devoted to private uses could generate enough income to finance the expansion 
and renovation of the parking structure.  The Commission had not yet resolved the 
renovation plans for Shain Park at the time, and it was felt that the City should focus its 
downtown development efforts there, and the idea was not pursued.  It has not been 
seriously pursued since. 
 
Given the new demand for parking system-wide, the idea of expanding this structure has 
been brought up for consideration again.  However, the demand for new spaces at this 
location is not as great.  Nor is the potential for growth in demand from the neighboring 
properties nearly as great (no nearby private properties appear ready to be expanded 
upon.)  Since new parking spaces here would not be very attractive to those wishing to 
visit or work at buildings in the southeast part of downtown, parking spaces built in this 
area would likely not be utilized to a level that would make this the best option.  
Particularly if there are other options available.  That requires a closer look at Pierce St. 
 
PIERCE ST. PARKING STRUCTURE EXPANSION 
 
Walker’s in depth study of this expansion idea (adding two floors and 280 parking spaces 
to the facility) was done in 1998.  It was estimated to cost $4.5 million, and have an 
expected service life of 25 years.  The idea was not seriously considered for two reasons: 
 


1. Investing a large sum of money in an older building would result in a shortened 
time span for the new parking spaces (estimated at 25 years at the time).  Since 
demand for parking was not extreme, it did not seem like a wise decision. 


2. The expansion of Shain Park had been proposed, but was far from resolved.  
Since the Parking System owned a whole block of land just to the west of here, 







and the opportunity to build more parking spaces existed there, expanding at the 
Pierce St. Structure could not be taken as the best approach at the time. 


 
Since then, several things have changed: 
 


1. Shain Park has been completely redeveloped, and overall parking stock has 
deceased by about 60 spaces, rather than increased, as originally hoped.  Now that 
this decision has been made, there are no other opportunities to expand parking 
capacity in this area unless other properties are bought or leased. 


2. In the 1998 report, the Brown St. entrance/exit was identified as an existing 
shortcoming to the idea of expansion.  It was felt that increasing the capacity of 
the structure by almost 39% would require looking at the poorly designed 
entrance and exit lanes.  The Brown St. area was highlighted in that it could be 
improved upon in this area.  In 2003, the Brown St. entrance/exit was completely 
renovated and expanded to handle more exiting traffic, and to make it more 
aesthetically pleasing, so this problem has been addressed. 


3. The building continues to be well maintained – new LED lights were installed in 
2010, new elevators were installed in 2011, and all of the levels have been 
structurally repaired and waterproofed within the last two years, at a cost of 
almost $2 million.   


4. The knowledge base of buildings of this sort continues to improve.  In 2011, 
Walker conducted an in-depth service life analysis of the Park St. Structure, at our 
request.  The analysis was done due to concerns that the continued decay of the 
building may force the City to start considering disinvesting in it as it nears a 
potential demolition.  Instead, we were surprised to find that maintaining it 
regularly will result in another 40 years of service life, and that doing so is 
definitely more cost effective than any other option, particularly demolition and 
replacement.   


 
With the above in mind, this summer we asked Walker to update their study from 1998, 
based on 2013 dollars.  A new code analysis was also done, as structural code 
requirements have changed since 1998.  Walker’s cost estimate to undertake this project 
is now set at $9 million (including “soft” costs such as design and inspection), but the 
service life expectancy has now been extended to 35 years (even though 15 years has 
passed).   
 
What the above reveals is that given the cost of land in this area, and the lack of 
opportunities in general, it may well be reasonable to have the parking system undertake 
a project of this scope in order to provide an additional 280 parking spaces in a prime 
location with high demand.   
 
FINANCIAL ANALYSIS 
 
If the new 280 parking spaces were able to be built and opened to the public immediately, 
it is important to consider what their impact would be.  Assuming that the authorized 
permit cap is based on the daily traffic demand in the area, and that that would not 







change, the entire new area should be available and open for permit sales.  Since we 
oversell permits on a regular basis, and only 60% of permits tend to be present at any one 
time, applying the 60% factor to the new spaces would result in the ability to sell an 
additional 467 permits.  The waiting list at the end of September was 315, so it appears 
that the waiting list would go away.  There are 346 waiting at the Peabody St. Structure.  
If permits were open and available at Pierce St., we expect that many would take 
advantage of them, while continuing to wait for an opening at Peabody St.  In other 
words, we expect, given current conditions, that the spaces would be well occupied, but 
perhaps not to the point where the garage would again have a waiting list.  The potential 
revenues, if we assume anticipated revenue of slightly below the maximum for periods 
when sales are down or receipts are not all collected, we can estimate the revenues at: 
 
(450 permits x $55 each x 12 months) = $297,000 annual income 
 
Walker’s construction cost, with contingencies, is set at $32,000 per space.  (The industry 
generally is using $25,000 per space to build a new, relatively low budget parking 
structure, not including land costs.)    If the permit rate is left at $55 per month, 9.3 
parking spaces will be earned back per year.  (The analysis also does not consider that the 
new spaces would be used by people that are already paying into the system somewhere 
else, and it is not truly new income.  It is difficult to quantify this element.  In the bigger 
picture, though, the benefitting commercial properties would have better parking, become 
more valuable and easier to lease, thereby hopefully generating more usage and more 
customers as a result.) 
 
Historically, the City has charged the property owners in the Parking Assessment District 
at a rate of 40% of the construction cost.  If the project costs $9 million, $3.6 million 
could be raised as an assessment over a 10 year payback period.  This lowers the actual 
dollars that the parking system ultimately pays to $5.4 million.  However, these funds 
would not be available at the beginning of the project, so the cash balance in the system, 
coupled with a bond, would be needed to raise the capital at the time of construction.   
 
A rough cash flow analysis is attached (it will be refined in the coming months as the 
next year budget is put together).  It projects a cash balance after expenses at $5.5 
million, rising quickly to over $7 million in two years.  The City has used the policy that 
at least $2 million should be left in the account at all times to cover unexpected problems 
or emergencies.  However, if a project of this magnitude is proposed to be started in one 
or two years, the City could clearly make a case that parking rates need to go up in 
general to reduce borrowing costs, and to better reflect the value of what is being sold.  
An assumption that $5 million cash would be available for this project seems reasonable.  
That would leave $4 million to be bonded.  Using a 5% annual interest charge for 20 
years, the cost of interest results in borrowing costs of $2.3 million.  The total cost of the 
project after 20 years is then $11.3 million.   
 
Using the total cost of the project at $11.3 million, (construction plus interest), minus the 
special assessment revenue of $3.6 million (a final cost of $7.7 million) earning a flat 
$297,000 per year, it would take 26 years to pay back the expense.  On the cost side, this 







analysis does not consider the cost to maintain the additional parking spaces.  That cost 
would be relatively small, particularly for the first 20 years when the spaces are still quite 
new.  On the revenue side, it is highly unlikely that the $55 per month permit rate would 
be locked during that time period.  As conditions change, and the value of the dollar 
continues to decline, the monthly rate could be increased to reduce the payback time, and 
to cover the cost of maintenance.   
 
SUMMARY 
 
Using the quick, simplified analysis above, it appears that the cost to provide an 
additional 280 parking spaces in the Pierce St. Structure can be paid back approximately 
10 years before the service life would end (conservatively).  They also would help relieve 
the current ongoing shortage in spaces that exists, clearly benefitting the property owners 
in the entire south half of the Central Business District.  The Advisory Parking 
Committee is encouraged to discuss and review this analysis, raise questions and 
concerns, and start to develop a position for the City Commission to consider.   
 
No suggested resolution has been provided at this time, assuming the Committee will 
need time to consider all the ramifications of this decision.  Staff stands ready to provide 
answers as needed.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 







MONTHLY PARKING PERMIT REPORT
For the month of:May 2013
Date Compiled: June 14, 2013


Pierce Park Peabody N. Wood Lot #6/$150 Lot #6/$90 Chester Total


1. Total Spaces 706 811 437 745 174 79 880 3832


2. Daily Spaces 370 348 224 359 N/A N/A 425 1726


3. Monthly Spaces 336 463 213 386 174 79 560 2211


4. Monthly Permits 550 813 431 900 150 40 940 3824
    Authorized


5. Permits - end of 550 681 431 826 144 40 852 3524
    previous month


6. Permits - end of month 550 681 431 888 144 40 940 3674


7. Permits - available
    at end of month 0 132 0 12 6 0 0 150


8. Permits issued in
    month includes permits
    effective 1st of month 4 0 0 70 0 0 98 172


9. Permits given up in month 4 0 0 8 0 0 10 22


10. Net Change 0 0 0 62 0 0 88 150


11. On List - end of month* 269 159 295 0 0 0 8 731


12. Added to list in month 6 17 11 0 0 0 7 41


13. Withdrawn from list 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
      in month (w/o permit)


14. Average # of weeks on 70 0 67 0 0 0 0 N/A
     list for permits issued
     in month


15. Transient parker occupied 262 216 182 228 N/A N/A 99 987


16. Monthly parker occupied 338 306 255 517 N/A N/A 422 1838


17. Total parker occupied 600 522 437 745 N/A N/A 521 2825


18. Total spaces available at
      1pm on Wednesday 5/22/13 106 289 0 0 0 0 359 1007


19. "All Day" parkers
      paying 5 hrs. or more
   A:Weekday average. 112 63 62 61 N/A N/A 39 337
   B:Maximum day 196 90 82 101 N/A N/A 86 555


20. Utilization by long 57% 70% 76% 60% N/A N/A 45% 61%
      term parkers


(1) Lot #6 does not have gate control, therefore no transient count available
(2) (Permits/Oversell Factor + Weekday Avg.) / Total Spaces







MONTHLY PARKING PERMIT REPORT
For the month of: September 2013
Date Compiled: October 16, 2013


Pierce Park Peabody N. Wood Lot #6/$150 Lot #6/$90 Chester Total


1. Total Spaces 706 811 437 745 174 79 880 3832


2. Daily Spaces 370 348 224 359 N/A N/A 425 1726


3. Monthly Spaces 336 463 213 386 174 79 560 2211


4. Monthly Permits 550 813 431 900 150 40 940 3824
    Authorized


5. Permits - end of 550 636 429 900 141 40 940 3636
    previous month


6. Permits - end of month 551 749 431 855 141 40 933 3700


7. Permits - available
    at end of month -1 64 0 0 9 0 7 79


8. Permits issued in
    month includes permits
    effective 1st of month 3 120 12 25 6 2 57 225


9. Permits given up in month 2 7 10 70 0 0 64 153


10. Net Change 1 113 2 -45 6 2 -7 72


11. On List - end of month* 315 184 341 149 0 0 244 1233


12. Added to list in month 31 83 40 107 0 0 132 393


13. Withdrawn from list 15 0 0 13 0 0 17 45
      in month (w/o permit)


14. Average # of weeks on 92 25 84 8 0 0 16 N/A
     list for permits issued
     in month


15. Transient parker occupied 310 124 183 169 N/A N/A 131 917


16. Monthly parker occupied 267 358 254 572 N/A N/A 442 1893


17. Total parker occupied 577 482 437 741 N/A N/A 573 2810


18. Total spaces available at
      1pm on Wednesday 9/18/13 129 329 0 4 0 0 307 1022


19. "All Day" parkers
      paying 5 hrs. or more
   A:Weekday average. 118 65 69 53 N/A N/A 41 346
   B:Maximum day 143 86 95 75 N/A N/A 54 453


20. Utilization by long 83% 76% 73% 71% N/A N/A 76% 76%
      term parkers


(1) Lot #6 does not have gate control, therefore no transient count available
(2) (Permits/Oversell Factor + Weekday Avg.) / Total Spaces
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Overview 
 


The City of Birmingham has requested that Walker provide a concept level feasibility study of 
the possibility of adding two (2) floors to the Pierce Street Parking Structure. This would increase 


the parking capacity of the structure from approximately 720 spaces today to approximately 
1000 spaces, for a net gain of approximately 280 spaces. Walker had reviewed this question 
for the City in 1999 and, as construction costs, condition of the structure and building design 


codes have all changed significantly in the intervening 14 years, we have provided this brief 
summary to provide more current information. 


 
The proposed expansion would add two (2) floors to the structure. Pierce Street was originally 
designed for this loading, and we have reviewed the current codes to obtain an indication of 


how they might affect the feasibility of the project.  We see no reason that the project would 
incur any major costs for structural upgrades or reinforcing under current codes. This 


conclusion is based on a similar review that Walker did for this structure in 1999, with updates 
related to current design codes. This is not a substitute for a thorough analysis of the structure 
that would be required if the project moves forward, but is a good general indicator that 


structural remediation (if any) will not be extensive or costly. We are able to offer this due to 
our previous experience with this structure and suggest it may remove some uncertainty from 


your review process. 
 
Construction Cost 


 
We have attached an opinion of probable cost for the project based on experience with 
recent bids for new construction projects supplemented by our judgment regarding the 


project conditions. We expect the base construction cost for the project to be on the order of 
$7.2 million, or approximately $26,000 per parking space.  After allowing what we consider to 


be conservative allowances for contingency, design, testing and other soft costs, we suggest 
that a total project budget of $9.0 million, or $32,000 per space, is reasonable. 


DATE: October 4, 2013 


TO: Paul O’Meara 


COMPANY: City of Birmingham 


ADDRESS:  


CITY/STATE:  


CC:  


HARD COPY TO FOLLOW: No 


FROM: Mike Johnson 


PROJECT NAME: Pierce St. Vertical Expansion Feasibility Study 


PROJECT NUMBER: 20-1405.00 


SUBJECT: Summary of Results 


525 Avis Drive, Suite 1 


Ann Arbor, MI  48108 
 


Office: 734.663.1070 


Fax:    734.663.1717 


www.walkerparking.com 
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Life Cycle Costs – Repair & Maintenance  


 
Due to the age of the structure, there will be some concern that the City is investing in a 


project that will have a shortened life and a shorter payback period. This concern is realistic 
considering the existing structure is 45 years of age. On the other hand, Birmingham has 
always made an effort to maintain facilities in good condition and has been more aggressive 


in maintenance work than many owners. We have suggested a 30 - 35 year life cycle as 
reasonable to evaluate this project.  
 


We have provided projections for future maintenance of the original portion of the structure as 
part of this study for your consideration.  This projection is based on our experience with this 


facility in major repair projects in 2002/2003 and 2011/2012, and assumptions regarding the 
acceleration of maintenance costs with age.  Overall, our assumption for future maintenance 
is that with the continuation of regular repair and preventative maintenance projects on a 7 


year cycle, the general template of patching repairs can be continued over the next 28 years, 
with the total life of the facility extending 30 – 35 years. 


 
The projections of future costs assume that select system replacement and upgrade work will 
be done to the original structure at the same time the vertical expansion is constructed, 


including replacement of the original drainage pipes and installation of an upgraded (current 
code compliant) vehicle barrier/pedestrian guard at the edges of the interior ramped bays.  


We have also assumed that light fixture replacement will be required in both the original 
structure and the vertical expansion structure approximately 20 years in the future.  Beyond 
this, we have not accounted for discretionary system replacement such as elevator 


replacement or Parking Access and Revenue Control (PARCs) system replacement.   
 







Opinion of Probable Cost 
Pierce Street Parking Structure Vertical Expansion
Birmingham, Michigan 3-Oct-13 20-1405.00.00


Horizontal Dimensions: 340 ft x 210 ft


Standard Stall Dimensions: Per existing GRADE SUPPORTED CARS


(sf) (sf) (#)


VERTICAL ADDITION 1 51,000 140


VERTICAL ADDITION NEW ROOF 51,000 140


ON GRADE 0


TOTALS SUPPORTED 102,000


COMBINED 280


SQUARE FEET PER CAR: GROSS sf/car 364


SUPPORTED CARS= 280


TOTAL SQUARE FEET (GROSS) 102,000


TYPICAL


ITEM DESCRIPTION UNIT COST/UNIT QUANTITY COST $/SF REMARKS


1 DEMOLITION & PREP - Stair & elevator tops EA $35,000.00 3 105,000$                $1.03


2 COLUMN CONNECTIONS AT ROOF EA $500.00 56 28,000$                  $0.27


3 COULMNS - FORM & PLACE EA $3,200.00 56 179,200$                $1.76 $1000/cy


4 FLOOR SLAB SF $35.00 102,000 3,570,000$             $35.00 Note 5


5 EXTEND STAIR/ELEV TOWERS SF $300.00 2,200 660,000$                $6.47 Note 1


6 SPANDREL / BUMPER WALL LF $300.00 2,100 630,000$                $6.18 Note 3


7 EXPANSION JOINTS LF $100.00 450 45,000$                  $0.44


8 SEALANTS AND CAULK SF $0.50 102,000 51,000$                  $0.50


9 STRIPING SF $0.10 102,000 10,200$                  $0.10


10 ELECTRICAL SF $3.00 102,000 306,000$                $3.00


11 PLUMBING SF $1.00 102,000 102,000$                $1.00 Note 2


12 STANDPIPES SF $0.75 102,000 76,500$                  $0.75 .


13 REINFORCE STAIR FOOTINGS EA $35,000.00 3 105,000$                $1.03


14 INTERIOR METAL GUARDRAILS LF $100.00 600 60,000$                  $0.59


15 ELEV. EQUIP. RELOCATION EA $75,000.00 2 150,000$                $1.47


16 Subtotal Trades 6,077,900$             


17


18 GENERAL CONDITONS & SITE CONTROLS 10.00% 607,790$                


19 OVERHEAD AND PROFIT 8.00% 486,232$                


TOTAL CONST. 7,171,922$             $70.31


CONTINGENCY 10% 717,192$                $7.03


ENG & TESTING 15% 1,075,788$             Note 4


BUDGET 8,964,903$             $87.89


CONST. COST PER CAR 280 25,614$       $/CAR
TOTAL W/ CONT. & ENG 280 32,018$       $/CAR


NOTES


1 Extend stair/elev 2 floors, plus roof


2 Drain replacments for existing deck included in maintenance estimate


3 Allowance - Existing exterior is complicated to replicate. 


4 Allowance used for budgeting only. Includes construction phase testing & inspection.


5 This unit cost has been validated by two major SE Michigan Contractors


102,000


GROSS AREA 


Construction Cost Opinion 


Last Printed 10/4/2013 Prepared by Walker Parking Consultants/Engineers Inc.
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February 1, 1999 
 
 
 
 
Mr. Dennis Dembiec, P.E. 
Director of Public Works 
City of Birmingham 
151 Martin St. 
Birmingham, MI 48009 
 
Re: Pierce Street Parking Facility Expansion. 
 Project No: 4412.00 
 
Dear Dennis: 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to assist you with the review and evaluation of a possible expansion of the 
Park Street Parking Facility.  We have included our structural evaluation as well as the cost and financial 
comparisons you requested.  We would be pleased to discuss any of the issues raised in this report 
further if you require.  Please call if you have any questions. 
 
We are pleased to be of service to the City of Birmingham and look forward to assisting you in the 
future. 
 
Sincerely, 
Walker Parking Consultants/Engineers Inc.  
 
 
 
 
Michael E. Johnson, P.E. 
Manager        
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SUMMARY 
 
The City of Birmingham has requested that Walker Parking Consultants evaluate the structural design and cost 
issues related to the addition of two levels of additional parking to the Pierce Street Parking Facility. We have 
completed this review and present our findings in this report.  The discussion and financial estimates address 
three basic issues: 
 
• The structural feasibility of expanding the parking facility with similar construction.  This would increase the 


parking capacity from 720 spaces to approximately 1000 spaces. 
 
• The expected construction costs of the expansion and the expected maintenance costs for the entire facility. 
 
• A financial comparison of the alternatives including maintaining the structure at it’s current capacity, 


expanding as noted above and, as a point of reference, a comparison to replacement costs for a new 
structure. 


 
Any decision regarding the future of this facility will depend on the cost information provided as well as many 
planning issues that are not addressed in this review.  This report is provided to assess the financial aspects of 
the expansion.  The City of Birmingham will need to address the parking demand, traffic and target service 
areas for this expansion independently. 
 
An increase of this size will affect the required entry/exit capacity for the facility.  As it will be difficult to add 
capacity at the Pierce St. entry/exit, we have suggested a conceptual plan for an increase in the number of 
entry and exit lanes for the Brown St. side of the facility.  Actual needs for this location may vary, but the 
suggested layout demonstrates the feasibility of adding two (2) equipment lanes to the three (3) that are present 
now. This will be sufficient for the proposed project.  
 
In general, we find that the facility is in good condition for it’s age and that the Pierce Street Parking Structure 
will continue to provide cost effective parking for a 25 to 30 year period. We have assumed a 25 year 
planning period for this analysis. The financial analysis indicates that the expansion option will require a 
considerably higher annual expected expense due the need to amortize the construction costs over a fairly 
short time frame, but this is still favorable when compared to the replacement costs of the same amount of 
parking.  The City may explore other alternatives but, if the parking demand in this location should increase or 
otherwise justify the project, we suggest that the expansion option does provide a realistic development 
alternative. 
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STRUCTURAL SUMMARY 
 
The purpose of this analysis was to assess the feasibility of a vertical expansion of the structure based on the 
structural capacity of the original design.  In order to assess the overall feasibility without the need for an 
exhaustive analysis of every component, we performed a computerized structural analysis of selected 
representative frames and column lines.  In our judgement and experience, these will be the controlling factors 
in design. Due to the amount of repetition and similarity in the original design, we have a high level of 
confidence that this approach provides a good review of the overall feasibility.  While there may be some 
issues that become apparent if the project proceeds, we find that the expansion is feasible from a structural 
point of view.  There do not appear to be any major non-compliant items that will significantly increase the 
cost of the proposed project. We do find selected items where some structural reinforcing may be required 
and have allowed for those modifications in the cost estimate. 
 
The facility is a five level cast in place concrete structure with a 12.5 inch thick “two way flat slab” concrete 
floor slab. The floor design supports gravity loads, and concentrated “strips” of reinforcing along the column 
lines also act as part of the lateral loads (wind) resisting frames.  The original design code required that wind 
be considered in design but recent versions of the BOCA code also require that basic seismic loads also be 
addressed.  Our analysis considered the current seismic loads required by BOCA 1996. 
 
For efficiency, Walker analyzed a typical east/west frame of the parking structure consisting of two columns 
and the affected portion of the floor.  As there are six columns in each north/south frame line and the loads 
are similar, we did not conduct an analysis of this frame direction for the parking structure. We also performed 
analysis of the stair/elevator tower in both the east/west and north/south direction.  Since the framing in the 
two other stair towers is similar, we have used our analysis of the stair/elevator as representative. 
 
Some specific observations follow: 
 
For the parking structure, the currently required seismic loadings are 2 to 2.5 times greater than the original 
wind loads.  Despite this increase, we find that the typical columns and floor strips are only loaded to 
approximately 60% to 70% of their theoretical capacity. 
  
We suspect that the additional capacity is due to the use of conservative design methods that were in practice 
at the time the structure was built. This result does not consider the effects of corrosion or deterioration of the 
reinforcing for the last 30 years. Since the structure has been maintained fairly well and there is adequate 
margin in the results, we do not see the need for the expense of a physical inspection of the reinforcing for a 
more exact evaluation at this time. Some inspections may be prudent if and when the design of the expansion 
takes place.  
 
The results for the stair/elevator tower are similar.  The columns have considerable additional capacity and the 
beams that participate in the lateral load system have 10% to 20% more strength than required for current load 
requirements.  Because of the lighter floor system in the stair, the seismic loads are proportionately smaller and 
the wind condition still controls the design. 
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We have identified certain portions of the foundations where calculated loads exceed the design capacity by 
some amount.  For the typical footing under gravity loads only (self weight plus live loads), the soil pressure is 
approximately 95% of the capacity stated on the original drawings.  This is adequate and complies with the 
code requirements.  
 
For the wind load condition, we find that the typical footing soil pressure is 3% over allowable and consider 
this negligible. 
 
For the seismic loads, we find that the soil pressure is approximately 12% over allowable based on a linear 
analysis of the soil pressure at the extreme edge of the footing.  We consider this an acceptable situation for 
the extreme, short-term earthquake loading.  Factors of safety for actual soil capacity are typically in the range 
of 2 to 2.5.  As a result, the 12% excess is a small portion of the actual capacity of the soil.  In addition, the 
original design specifications required test drilling every foundation location before construction, and there are 
no signs of settlement or movement of the structure after 30 years.  This gives added credibility to the soil 
capacity listed in the specifications and reduces any concern about the slight overstress for this extreme 
condition. 
 
We did identify one area of concern where calculated loads are above acceptable levels by approximately 
25%.  There are several footings near the stairs that support both parking deck columns and stair columns. This 
condition produces loads that are offset from the center of the footing and produces pressures at one edge of 
the footing that are much higher than desired.  In this case, we recommend that the situation be corrected as 
part of the expansion project. This can be done by excavating and extending the footing, or tying it to an 
adjacent footing to distribute the load.  We have not identified a specific repair, but have allowed for this 
effort in the cost estimate. 
 
For reference, our review of code requirements included a check for strength as well as selected detailing 
requirements for main members per the standards in effect for new constriction. BOCA 1996 (p. 1614.2) 
requires that an existing structure comply with the current design code if an addition will increase the loads on 
the structure by more than 5%.  We conducted our review according to loads specified in the BOCA 1996 
standard and evaluated structural capacity in accordance with the American Concrete Institute ACI 318/95, 
the structural design code in effect at this time.  As this structure is in an area of low seismic risk, the special 
seismic detailing requirements of ACI 318/95 (Chapter 21) do not apply. With minor exceptions, the column 
and slab details meet the standard provisions of ACI.  These issues relate to detailing and construction practice 
and are not expected to affect the strength of the structure. 
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COST ESTIMATES 
 
Construction Cost 
 
Walker’s opinion of probable construction cost is included with the attachments.  Our approach has been to 
use typical industry expenses for major items and adjust the expected prices for factors that will affect the 
project.  Some of these include the level of difficulty working near existing facilities and the relatively small size 
of the project compared to the fixed contractor costs for mobilization and management of the project.  Our 
assumptions are as follows: 
 
Costs are in 1998 dollars.  The City may apply escalation factors depending on the year the work is 
proposed. 
 
We do not have design specifications or details for the three elevators, nor have we conducted an inspection 
of their condition.  These are the sheave type with hoists located in a penthouse at the top of the towers.  They 
will need to be removed, stored and reinstalled at the new top level.  We have included an allowance for 
equipment relocation but we suggest the City of Birmingham independently check this allowance with the 
elevator service contractor you currently employ.  We have provided an estimate for the costs of the physical 
extension of the shaft and stairs. 
 
Costs are based on expansion of the facility with architectural details and type of construction similar to the 
existing. 
 
We have not allowed for any other improvements to the structure, graphics, lighting or other features that the 
City may consider in the future. The proposed expansion will probably require that the City increase the 
capacity of the Brown St. entry/exit area and we have attached a plan of one possible approach. 
 
Maintenance Costs 
 
We have provided maintenance cost estimates based on industry norms and our experience with this structure.  
The existing structure is 30 years old and will have higher maintenance costs that a new facility.  We have 
attempted to provide a comparison that will allow the City to evaluate the investment for the proposed vertical 
expansion. 
 
The City of Birmingham typically maintains it’s parking system in better condition than industry average but we 
suggest that, even with an aggressive maintenance program, the economic life span of the existing structure 
cannot be expected to be more that an additional 25 to 30 years. We have used 25 years in this analysis 
and have assumed than the structure will be abandoned at the end of that period. 
 
The average repair cycle (time between significant restoration projects) for the industry is approximately 7 
years depending on the type of client and age and use of the facility. Since the City maintains a high standard 
for the condition of it’s facilities, maintenance cycles are more on the order of 4 to 5 years.  Our cost estimates 
are based more on the industry average period and are meant only to provide a general indicator over time.  
Actual work at the structure may occur more or less frequently, as conditions require. 
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FINANCIAL ANALYSIS 
 
The attached table summarizes several alternatives according to both net present value of the investment and 
an equivalent annual expense over the expected life of the structure. To help review this information, we have 
provided these estimates both in terms of total costs and on a “per parking space” basis. The options included 
are: 
 
Status Quo: Maintain the structure at its current capacity. This provides approximately 720 parking spaces for 
an assumed service life of 25 years. 
 
Expansion:  Add two levels to the existing facility.  This will increase the capacity to approximately 1000 
spaces.  The expected service life of this option is also approximately 25 years based on the condition of the 
existing portion of the structure. 
 
Replacement:  For comparison, we have also listed the expected costs to replace the existing structure with a 
new facility. We do not suggest that this is a realistic possibility in the short term, but the annual costs for this 
option may be an interesting benchmark for the proposed expansion. With current practices, the expected life 
of a new facility will be on the order of 50 years, and the annual maintenance costs will be significantly lower 
than for the proposed expansion.  For this option to be meaningful, the City of Birmingham must either 
demolish the existing structure or replace it in a different location.  Since we have little information regarding 
land costs in Birmingham, we have presented the option as if the existing structure were to be demolished. We 
have allowed for $350,000 for this item and shown it as part of the initial cost. If the City prefers to consider 
replacement at a different location, this cost item can be factored based on the expected cost of the land 
required. 
 
Assumptions 
 
Most significantly, we have assumed the economic life span of the structure can be extended for an additional 
25 years. This time period is somewhat longer than industry averages for a facility of this period and would 
result in a 55 year total life span.  We have taken this approach for several reasons.  The structure is in 
generally good condition, having been maintained well for the last 10 to 12 years.  In addition, the City of 
Birmingham has adopted a regular and thorough maintenance program for all of the existing parking facilities. 
 
We feel that this policy will allow repair of the inevitable problems before maintenance costs become extreme.  
We have also assumed that, if the City pursues this option, the level of regular maintenance will be increased 
to protect the investment in the new portion of the structure. This would entail traffic coating for the entire 
structure and an increased level of repair and maintenance.  We have allowed for the probable costs of this 
effort in our analysis.  
 
We have also considered a difference in the escalation rate of construction costs and the rate of return used to 
evaluate the present value of different options. The rate of escalation of construction costs for restoration and 
maintenance has been significantly lower than the general rate of inflation for the last 5 to 10 years.  This is 
due to increased competition and changes in the technology of producing and installing the materials used for 
this industry. In addition, the discount rate for alternative investments or use of City funds may be significantly 
higher than the change in the Consumer Price Index.  We have attempted to allow for this difference in the 
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attached table.  Any estimate will be subject to discussion on these issues, and we have provided the specific 
factors for your information.  The City’s experience may indicate that slight adjustments are reasonable. For the 
purposes of this analysis, we have assumed the escalation rate for construction repairs to be 3.0% annually.  
We have assumed the discount rate, or cost of financing, to be on the order of 7%. For your reference, we 
have also provided a similar analysis assuming a discount rate of 5%. 
 
Our review is intended to provide cost information related to construction and repair options for the facility and 
an overall financial comparison of these options as they appear at this time.  While we cannot anticipate 
every eventuality, change in usage, or level of maintenance in the future, these estimates do provide 
reasonable comparisons for your use in the decision process at this time. 
 
We have included initial construction costs and maintenance/repair costs in this analysis.  Operating costs 
and expected revenue will also differ slightly and should be considered in the evaluation. 
 







City of Birmingham
Pierce Street Parking Facility Vertical Expansion
 
Probable Construction Cost 30-Jan-99


     TOTAL SQUARE FOOTAGE 102,000
TYPICAL


ITEM DESCRIPTION UNIT COST/UNIT QUANTITY COST REMARKS
1 DEMOLITION & PREP EA $40,000.00 1 $40,000.00 Stair & wall
1 COLUMN CONNECTIONS AT ROOF EA $300.00 56 $16,800.00
2 COULMNS - FORM & PLACE EA $1,200.00 56 $67,200.00 $400/cy
3 FLOOR SLAB SF $20.00 102,000 $2,040,000.00
4 SPANDREL / BUMPER WALL LF $80.00 2,100 $168,000.00
5 EXPANSION JOINTS LF $100.00 450 $45,000.00
6 SEALANTS AND CAULK SF $0.50 102,000 $51,000.00
7 STRIPING SF $0.04 102,000 $4,080.00
8 SIGNAGE SF $0.20 306,000 $61,200.00 Note 1
9 ELECTRICAL SF $1.75 102,000 $178,500.00


10 PLUMBING SF $0.50 102,000 $51,000.00


11 REINFORCE STAIR FOOTINGS EA $10,000.00 3 $30,000.00
12 INTERIOR METAL GUARDRAILS LF $60.00 600 $36,000.00
13 STAIR/ELEVATOR TOWERS SF $150.00 1,575 $236,250.00 Note 2
14 ELEV. EQUIP. RELOCATION EA $20,000.00 3 $60,000.00 Note 3
15 PARKING & REVENUE CONTROL LS $200,000.00 1 $200,000.00 Note 4


GENERAL CONDITIONS LS 10% 1 $328,503.00


SQ. FT. Costs
Construction Cost / Space $12,905.48 SUBTOTAL $3,613,533.00 $35.43


CONTINGENCY 10% $361,353.30
ENG & TESTING 15% $542,029.95
TOTAL $4,516,916.25 $44.28


CARS = 280 $16,132 $/CAR


NOTES
1.  Allownce for industry typical graphics for entire structure.  Owner may elect more elaborate signage.
2.  Includes 2 floors plus penthouse at each of 3 stairs for total of 1575 sf.
3.   Estimated cost for removal, temporary storage and reinstallation of elevator hoist equipment.  Does not allow for upgrades.
      Elevator allowance assumes equipment is originally designed for vertical expansion similar to the parking structure.
4.   See report. We have included an allowance for additional exit lanes
5.   Unless specifically noted, costs represent the cost related to the additional floors.  It is assumed that capacity of electrical, and plumbing 
      is adequate for the expansion







City of Birmingham 30-Jan-99


Pierce Street Parking Facility Maintenance Projections
CURRENT CAPACITY 720 SPACES


Year 96/97 2003 2010 2017
Base Unit Quantity/ Quantity/ Quantity/ Quantity/


Description Units Quantity Price Cost Cost Cost Cost
Concrete Overlay Repair SF 85000 7700 15000 30000 30000


$10.00 $77,000 $150,000 $300,000 $300,000
Structural Floor SF 204000 500 1500 3000 6000


$25.00 $12,500 $37,500 $75,000 $150,000
Ceiling & Overhead SF 204000 1350 2000 2500 3000


$60.00 $81,000 $120,000 $150,000 $180,000
Columns, walls, other structural concrete N/A N/A N/A


$13,600 $15,000 $20,000 $25,000
Masonry and  Stairs N/A N/A N/A


25,950 $10,000 $10,000 $10,000
Expansion Joints LF 900 N/A


$47,100 $50,000 $60,000 $70,000
Cracks & Sealant LF N/A 8,434 5000 5000 5000


$3.00 $25,302 $15,000 $15,000 $15,000
New Deck Coating SF N/A 26200 52000 0 0


$3.00 $78,600 $156,000 $0 $0
Repair Deck Coating SF N/A 4975 6000 7500 9000


$4.00 $19,900 $24,000 $30,000 $36,000
Recoat Deck Coating SF N/A 117,200 117,200 204,000 204,000


$1.50 $175,800 $175,800 $306,000 $306,000
Penetrating Sealer SF N/A 52000 0 0 0


$0.40 $20,800 $0 $0 $0
Miscellaneous N/A N/A


$13,397 $15,000 $20,000 $25,000


Totals Per Repair Cycle $577,552 $753,300 $966,000 $1,092,000
Annual Total $82,507 $107,614 $138,000 $156,000
Annual Total per Parking Space $115 $149 $192 $217
Annual Total per Suqare Foot 0.40 0.53 0.68 0.76


Proposed Addition Maintenace Costs
Number of Spaces 280 Total Area 102000
Annual Total per Square Foot $0.10 $0.15 $0.25
Annual Total per Parking Space $36 $55 $91
Annual Total $10,200 $15,300 $25,500


Grand Average Maintenance Costs
Number of Spaces 1000 Total Area 306000
Annual Total per Square Foot $0.39 $0.50 $0.59
Annual Total per Parking Space $118 $153 $182
Annual Total $117,814 $153,300 $181,500


Notes
1.  Equipment costs (elevator maintenance, revenue control obsolescence) not included
2.  All costs in 1998 dollars
3.  96/97 year prices are industry averages and do not match actual bids for the work.  Included for reference only
4.  Maintenance costs for slab on grade level assumed to be negligeable.  Floor areas only include supported floors.
     Resulting total represents entire parking facility within the limits of the accuracy of the estimate.







City of Birmingham
Pierce Street Parking Facility - Financial Analysis
 
DISCOUNT RATE 7% 30-Jan-99


EXPANSION OPTION 1-Jan-99 1-Jan-03 1-Jan-10 1-Jan-17 1-Jan-25


    Initial Costs (2 levels) $4,517,000 $0 $0 $0 $0
    Expected Maintenance $0 $929,990 $1,480,740 $2,162,400 $0
    Subtotal $4,517,000 $929,990 $1,480,740 $2,162,400 $0


Financial Summary      TOTAL COST   COST PER SPACE


Net Present Value SPACES 1,000 $6,568,635 $6,569


Annulaized Costs YEARS 25 $563,658 $564


STATUS QUO 1-Jan-99 1-Jan-03 1-Jan-10 1-Jan-17 1-Jan-25


    Initial Costs $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
    Expected Maintenance $0 $929,990 $1,480,740 $2,162,400 $0
    Subtotal $0 $929,990 $1,480,740 $2,162,400 $0


Financial Summary      TOTAL COST   COST PER SPACE


Net Present Value SPACES 720 $2,051,635 $2,849


Annulaized Costs YEARS 25 $176,052 $245


REPLACEMENT FACILITY 1-Jan-99 1-Jan-03 1-Jan-10 1-Jan-17 1-Jan-25


    Initial Costs $7,350,000 $0 $0 $0 $0
    Expected Maintenance $0 $27,685 $50,715 $83,300 $0
    Subtotal $7,350,000 $27,685 $50,715 $83,300 $0


Financial Summary      TOTAL COST   COST PER SPACE


Net Present Value SPACES 700 $7,419,820 $10,600
COST/CAR * $10,500


Annulaized Costs YEARS 50 $537,639 $768


* Includes $350,000 allowance for demolition of existing structure







City of Birmingham, Michigan
Automobile Parking System Fund


Projected Cash Flow Analysis


CITY OF BIRMINGHAM  
AUTOMOBILE PARKING SYSTEM FUND  
CASH FLOW PROJECTION


ACTUAL ACTUAL ACTUAL ACTUAL ACTUAL ACTUAL PROJECTED PROJECTED PROJECTED PROJECTED PROJECTED
 2007-2008 2008-2009 2009-2010 2010-2011 2011-2012 2012-2013 2013-2014 2014-2015 2015-2016 2016-2017 2017-2018


 
CASH FLOWS FROM OPERATING ACTIVITIES:  
   CASH RECEIVED FROM CUSTOMERS $3,733,210 $3,671,119 $3,433,107 $3,827,643 $3,957,644 $4,366,702 $4,366,702 $4,366,702 $4,366,702 $4,366,702 $4,366,702
   CASH RECEIVED FROM FEDERAL GRANT 125,120           -                   -                   -                   -                   -                   -                   -                   
    CASH PAYMENT TO SUPPLIER/CONTRACTORS FOR GOODS & SERVICES (357,388) (900,349) (696,928) (547,599) (509,294) (601,165) (617,994) (635,328) (653,182) (671,571) (690,512)
   CASH PAYMENT TO CENTRAL PARKING SYSTEM CONTRACTOR (1,513,234) (1,607,480) (1,362,731) (1,339,731) (1,388,576) (1,367,792) (1,345,863) (1,385,931) (1,431,098) (1,477,799) (1,526,090)
   CASH PAYMENT TO CITY EMPLOYEES FOR SERVICES (358,012) (339,900) (335,955)             (365,840)          (305,345)          (372,135)          (383,788)          (396,005)          (408,637)          (421,701)          (434,783)          


--------------------------- ----------------------- ------------------------ --------------------- --------------------- --------------------- --------------------- --------------------- --------------------- --------------------- ---------------------
NET CASH PROVIDED BY OPERATING ACTIVITIES 1,504,576 823,390 1,037,493 1,699,593 1,754,429 2,025,610 2,019,057 1,949,439 1,873,786 1,795,631 1,715,317


CASH FLOWS FROM CAPITAL AND RELATED FINANCING 
ACTIVITIES:
   PROCEEDS FROM BOND ISSUE -                         -                     -                      -                   -                   -                   -                   -                   -                   -                   -                   
   PROCEEDS FROM SPECIAL ASSESSMENTS -                         -                     -                      -                   -                   -                   -                   -                   -                   -                   -                   
   BOND PAYMENTS - PRINCIPAL AND INTEREST (CHESTER STRUCTURE) (761,624) -                     -                      -                   -                   -                   -                   -                   -                   -                   -                   
   BOND PAYMENTS - PRINCIPAL AND INTEREST -                         -                     -                      -                   -                   -                   -                   -                   -                   -                   -                   
   BOND ISSUANCE COSTS -                   
   ACQUISITION AND CONSTRUCTION OF CAPITAL ASSETS (640,757) (762,083) (1,015,972)          (1,527,775) (1,018,553) (1,461,432) (1,636,500) (1,200,000) (1,200,000) (1,200,000) (1,200,000)
   DESIGN AND CONSTRUCTION (302,316) 502,992
   TRANSFER IN FROM OTHER FUNDS -                         -                     -                      -                   -                   -                   -                   -                   -                   -                   -                   
   TRANSFER OUT TO OTHER FUNDS -                         -                     -                      -                   -                   -                   -                   -                   -                   -                   -                   


--------------------------- ----------------------- ------------------------ --------------------- --------------------- --------------------- --------------------- --------------------- --------------------- --------------------- ---------------------
NET CASH USED FOR CAPITAL AND RELATED 
   FINANCING ACTIVITIES (1,704,697) (259,091) (1,015,972) (1,527,775) (1,018,553) (1,461,432) (1,636,500) (1,200,000) (1,200,000) (1,200,000) (1,200,000)


CASH FLOWS FROM INVESTING ACTIVITIES:
   INTEREST AND DIVIDENDS ON INVESTMENTS 161,792 103,938 51,347 29,984 40,328 (7,560) 74,000 83,100 100,980 130,680 143,690
   INTEREST EARNED ON CONSTRUCTION BOND  
   PROCEEDS FROM SALE OF INVESTMENT SECURITIES


--------------------------- ----------------------- ------------------------ --------------------- --------------------- --------------------- --------------------- --------------------- --------------------- --------------------- ---------------------
NET CASH PROVIDED BY INVESTING ACTIVIITES 161,792 103,938 51,347 29,984 40,328 (7,560) 74,000 83,100 100,980 130,680 143,690


NET INCREASE (DECREASE) IN CASH AND INVESTMENTS (38,329) 668,237 72,868 201,802 776,204 556,617 456,557 832,539 774,766 726,311 659,007


CASH AND INVESTMENTS AT BEGINNING OF YEAR 2,868,705 2,830,376 3,498,613 3,571,481 3,773,283 4,549,487 5,106,104 5,562,661 6,395,200 7,169,966 7,896,276
--------------------------- ----------------------- ------------------------ --------------------- --------------------- --------------------- --------------------- --------------------- --------------------- --------------------- ---------------------


CASH AND INVESTMENTS AT END OF YEAR $2,830,376 $3,498,613 $3,571,481 $3,773,283 $4,549,487 $5,106,104 $5,562,661 $6,395,200 $7,169,966 $7,896,276 $8,555,283
=============== ============= ============== ============ ============ ============ ============ ============ ============ ============ ============
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BIRMINGHAM CITY COMMISSION MINUTES 
JUNE 9, 2014 


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


I. CALL TO ORDER AND PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 
Scott D. Moore, Mayor, called the meeting to order at 7:30 PM. 


II. ROLL CALL
ROLL CALL: Present, Mayor Moore  


Commissioner Dilgard 
Commissioner Hoff  
Commissioner McDaniel 
Commissioner Nickita  
Commissioner Rinschler  
Mayor Pro Tem Sherman (arrived at 7:36 PM) 


Absent,  None 


Administration:  Interim City Manager Valentine, City Attorney Currier, City Clerk Pierce, DPS 
Director Wood, Finance Director Ostin, City Planners Ecker & Baka, Police Chief Studt, City 
Engineer O’Meara 


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


06-126-14  CHANGE TO THE AGENDA 
REGARDING THE PUBLIC HEARING TO CONSIDER  
ZONING ORDINANCE AMENDMENT RE: TRANSITIONAL ZONING 


Mayor Moore discussed noticing regarding the transitional zoning public hearing.  He stated that 
was proposed as an overlay on the existing zoning, however it is a rezoning.  He noted that the 
City has complied with all noticing requirements except for the sign boards required for a 
rezoning.  He suggested that this item be posted until such time as the proper notification can 
be done. 


MOTION: Motion by Rinschler, seconded by Dilgard: 
To change the agenda to eliminate New Business Item B regarding the Public Hearing to 
consider amendments to the zoning ordinance regarding transitional zoning. 


The following individuals commented on the change to the agenda: 
Anne Stallkamp, 333 Ferndale 
Benjamin Gill, 520 Park  
Carroll DeWeese, 932 Purdy  
Paul Reagan, President of Central Birmingham Neighborhood Association 
Jim Partridge, 925 S Adams 


VOTE:  Yeas, 7 
Nays, None 
Absent, None 
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06-127-14  APPOINTMENT TO THE 
   BOARD OF ETHICS 
MOTION: Motion by Rinschler: 
To appoint Sophie Fierro-Share, 1040 Gordon Lane, to serve a three-year term on the Board of 
Ethics to expire June 30, 2017. 
 
VOTE:   Yeas, 7 
  Absent, None 
 
06-128-14  APPOINTMENT TO THE 
   BROWNFIELD REDEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY 
MOTION: Motion by McDaniel: 
To concur in the Mayor’s appointment of Robert Runco, 1556 Lakeside, to the City of 
Birmingham Brownfield Redevelopment Authority to serve a three-year term to expire May 23, 
2017. 
 
VOTE:   Yeas, 7 
  Absent, None 
 
06-129-14  APPOINTMENT TO THE 
   HOUSING BOARD OF APPEALS 
MOTION: Motion by Nickita: 
To appoint Frank Carnovale, 462 Steeple Chase, Bloomfield Hills to serve a three-year term on 
the Housing Board of Appeals to expire May 4, 2017. 
 
MOTION: Motion by Hoff: 
To appoint Brian Blaesing, 2444 Polo Place to serve a three-year term on the Housing Board of 
Appeals to expire May 4, 2017. 
 
MOTION: Motion by McDaniel: 
To appoint David Frink, 5277 Coulter Lake, Clarkston to serve a three-year term on the Housing 
Board of Appeals to expire May 4, 2017. 
 
VOTE ON NOMINATIONS OF CARNOVALE, BLAESING, FRINK: 
 Yeas, 7 
 Absent, None 
 
06-130-14  APPOINTMENT TO THE 
   BOARD OF BUILDING TRADES APPEALS 
MOTION: Motion by McDaniel: 
To appoint Dennis Mando, 2225 Ironwood, Clarkston,  to serve a three-year term on the Board 
of Building Trades Appeals to expire May 23, 2017. 
 
VOTE:   Yeas, 7 
  Absent, None 
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The Commission requested the interviews for applicants Douglas Leahy, 783 Robinhood Circle, 
Bloomfield Hills and Richard Wiand, 630 Waddington, Bloomfield Village be rescheduled as they 
were not in attendance to be interviewed.    
 
The Clerk administered the oath to the appointment board members. 
 


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


06-131-14  APPROVAL OF CONSENT AGENDA 
The following items were removed from the consent agenda: 


 Item M (Window Cleaning Services Agreement) by Commissioner Hoff 
 Item P (Set Public Hearing - Zoning Ordinance Amendment) by Commissioner Rinschler 
 Item I (Oakland County Solid Waste Management Plan) by Dorothy Conrad 
 Item N (Tea Parlor, Inc Liquor License) by Dorothy Conrad 


 
MOTION: Motion by Sherman, seconded by Nickita: 
To approve the consent agenda as follows: 
A. Approval of City Commission minutes of May 19, 2014. 
B. Approval of warrant list, including Automated Clearing House payments, of May 21, 


2014 in the amount of $698,857.43.   
C. Approval of warrant list, including Automated Clearing House payments, of May 28, 


2014 in the amount of $347,296.81. 
D. Approval of warrant list, including Automated Clearing House payments, of June 4, 2014 


in the amount of $1,163,909.52. 
E. Resolution accepting the resignation of Patricia Bordman from the Multi-Modal 


Transportation Board, thanking Ms. Bordman for her service, and directing the Clerk to 
begin the process to fill the vacancy. 


F. Resolution appointing Lauren Wood as the City representative and Joseph Valentine as 
the alternate representative to the Board of Trustees of the Southeastern Oakland 
County Resource Recovery Authority for the fiscal year beginning July 1, 2014. 


G. Resolution appointing City Engineer Paul T. O’Meara, as representative, and Brendan 
Cousino, Assistant City Engineer, as alternate representative, for the City of Birmingham, 
on the Southeastern Oakland County Water Authority Board of Trustees for the period 
starting July 1, 2014. 


H. Resolution waiving the formal bidding requirements and approve the purchase of repairs 
to vehicle #30 from Southeastern Equipment Company in the amount not to exceed 
$9,757.47. Funds for this repair are available in the Auto Equipment Fund, account 
#641.441.006-971.0100. 


J. Resolution setting a Public Hearing of Necessity for the 2014 Cape Seal Program on 
Monday, July 14, 2014 at 7:30 PM and a Public Hearing of Confirmation of the Roll on 
Monday, July 28, 2014 at 7:30 PM.  


- and - 
Resolution approving the 2014 Cape Seal bid from Highway Maintenance & Construction 
Co. for a total expenditure not to exceed $175,000.00 contingent on the results of the 
Public Hearing of Necessity and the Public Hearing of the Confirmation of the Roll. 
Further, authorizing the Mayor and Clerk to sign the agreement on behalf of the City 
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upon receipt of proper insurances. Funds for this purchase are available in the Major 
and Local Streets Fund 202/203-449.003-937.0400. 


K. Resolution opting into Oakland County’s Urban County Community Development Block 
Grant (CDBG) programs for the years 2015, 2016 and 2017. Furthermore, resolving to 
remain in Oakland County’s Urban County Community Development programs, which 
shall be automatically renewed in successive three-year qualification periods of time, or 
until such time that it is in the best interest of the City to terminate the Cooperative 
Agreement. Further approving the Cooperative Agreement and authorizing the mayor to 
sign the agreement on behalf of the City. 


L. Resolution approving the appropriations and amendments to the fiscal year 2013-2014 
budget as follows: 


General Fund  
Revenues:  
Property Taxes #101-000.000-402.0005                              $ (56,000) 
Licenses and Permits #101-000.000-476.0000                      500,000 
Intergovernmental Revenue #101-000.000-588.0000            39,000  
                                      #101-000.000-574.0001              11,000 
Charges for Services #101-000.000-626.0005                       (15,000)  
                               #101-000.000-627.0001  
                               #101-000.000-634.0002   
                               #101-000.000-646.0003 


         ( 8,000)  
(20,000) 


   (40,000) )
Fines and Forfeitures #101-000.000-657.0000                      350,000 
Interest and Rent #101-000.000-664.0000                           (67,000) 
Other Revenue #101-000.000-678.0000                              250,000 
              Total Revenue Adjustments                                 $944,000 
Expenditures:  
Public Safety  #101-301.000-702.0002                                $(40,000) 
                   #101-301.001.702.0001 (60,000)  
Transfers Out #101-136.000-999.9999        450,000 
                   #101-999.000-999.0202 150,000 
                   #101-999.000-999.2030  150,000 
                   #101-999.000-999.0731 294,000 
              Total Expenditure Adjustments $944,000 
  
Local Street Fund  
Revenues:  
Transfers In #203-000.000-699.0101    $ 150,000 
Draw from Fund Balance #203-000.000-400.0000                
              Total Revenue Adjustments                                  


(125,000) 
$25,000 


  
Expenditures: 
Snow and Ice Removal #203-449.006-729.0000 
                                #203-449.006-941.0000 
Total Expenditure Adjustments 
                    
Major  Street Fund                                                             
Revenues: 
Transfers In #202-000.000-699.0101                                  
Draw from Fund Balance #202-000.000-400.0000                
             Total Revenue Adjustments                                   
Expenditures: 
Snow and Ice Removal #202-449.006-729.0000                  


 
$15,000 


             10,000 
$25,000 


 
 
 


$150,000 
(85,000) 
$ 65,000 


 
$20,000 
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O. Resolution setting a public hearing date for July 14, 2014 to consider the Final Site Plan 
& Special Land Use Permit Amendment at 203 Pierce – Toast Birmingham to add an 
outdoor dining platform. 


 
ROLL CALL VOTE: Yeas,  Commissioner Dilgard 


     Commissioner Hoff 
Commissioner McDaniel 
Commissioner Nickita 
Commissioner Rinschler 
Mayor Pro Tem Sherman  
Mayor Moore 


Nays,   None 


                                  #202-449.006-941.0000                  
             Total Expenditure Adjustments                              
 
Solid Waste Fund 
Revenues: 
Taxes #226-000.000-402.0001                                           
Investment Income #226-000.000-664.0000                        
                Total Revenue Adjustments                          
Expenditures: 
Refuse Pickup #226-582.000-827.0100                                
                Total Expenditure Adjustments                    
 
Debt Service Fund 
Revenues – Park Bonds: 
Taxes #308-000.000-402.0001                              
Draw from Fund Balance #308-000.000-400.0000     
               Total Revenue Adjustments                    
Expenditures: 
Paying Agent Fees #308-906.005-996.0000              
               Total Expenditure Adjustments                
 
Law and Drug Enforcement Fund 
Revenues: 
Fines and Forfeitures #265-000.000-660.0001                      
                             #265-000.000-660.0002                       
Draw from Fund Balance #265-000.000-400.0000                
               Total Revenue Adjustments                                 
Expenditures: 
Operating Supplies #265-302.002-729.0000                         
               Total Expenditure Adjustments                            
 
Capital Projects Fund 
Revenues: 
Interest and Rent #401.000.000-664.0000                           
Draw from Fund Balance 401-000.000-400.0000                   
               Total Revenue Adjustments                                 
Expenditures: 
Public Improvements #401.751.001-981.0100                      
               Total Expenditure Adjustments                            
 


45,000  
$ 65,000 


 
 
 


$(20,000) 
  ( 4,500) 
$(24,500) 


 
$(24,500) 
$(24,500) 


 
 
 


$(15,000) 
   15,240 
$      240 


 
$     240 
$     240 


 
 
 


$(19,000) 
(  5,000) 
  26,460 
$  2,460 


 
$  2,460 
$  2,460 


 
 
 


$ (11,660) 
331,660 


$320,000 
 


$320,000 
$320,000 
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Absent, None 
Abstentions, None 
 


06-132-14    PUBLIC COMMENT REGARDING 
TRANSITIONAL ZONING 


Leo Hagen of Rochester, MN, explained his background as a resident of Birmingham.  He 
encouraged the Commission to preserve the history of the City and plan for the future.  He 
commented that this is a residential community, not a business community. 
 
06-133-14  WINDOW CLEANING SERVICES AGREEMENT 
Commissioner Hoff noted that the resolution should indicate the agreement is for four-years.  
Interim City Manager Valentine confirmed for Commissioner Hoff that if the City wanted to add 
another building, a discussion could be held with the contractor. 
 
MOTION:    Motion by Hoff, seconded by McDaniel: 
To approve the four-year agreement with Saber Window Cleaning DBA Transparent Window 
Cleaning in the amount not to exceed $41,160.00 ($10,290.00 per year) to perform window 
cleaning services to the City of Birmingham Facilities and charge these services to the 
respective department accounts; and further authorizing the mayor to sign the agreement on 
behalf of the City. 
 
VOTE:  Yeas, 7 
  Nays, None 
  Absent, None 
 
06-134-14  SET PUBLIC HEARING – ZONING ORDINANCE AMENDMENT 
   REGARDING MEDICAL MARIJUANA 
Commissioner Rinschler expressed concern with the public hearing to be held in July as there 
has not been much publicity on the matter.  He suggested either publicizing this item or delay it 
until there is more interest. 
 
Commissioner McDaniel commented that the definition of the business should be clarified and 
the proposed district should be further reviewed. 
 
City Attorney Currier explained that this is prohibited in the zoning ordinance, however it is 
permitted under State law.  He explained proposed legislation.   
 
Commissioner Nickita commented that additional information is needed such as whether there 
is a size requirement of the area and what is the justification to allow this in the rail district. 
 
The Commission agreed to direct administration to return with a new date for the hearing and 
more specific information. 
 
06-135-14  LIQUOR LICENSE REQUEST 
   TEA PARLOR, INC 
Dorothy Conrad expressed concern that this item was in the consent agenda. 
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Chief Studt explained that this was merely a background investigation on the owner.  Nothing 
negative was found which would prohibit the issuance of a license.  Mayor Moore noted that the 
liquor license was previously approved. 
 
MOTION:   Motion by Rinschler, seconded by Sherman: 
To authorize the chief of police to sign the MLCC Police Investigation Report (LC-1800) and 
approving the liquor license request of Tea Parlor, Inc. that requests a New Class C License to 
be issued under MCL 436.1521(A) (1) (B) & SDM License with Outdoor Service (1 Area) to be 
located at 185 N. Old Woodward, Birmingham, MI 48009, Oakland County.  Furthermore, 
pursuant to Birmingham City Ordinance, authorizing the city clerk to complete the Local 
Approval Notice at the request of Tea Parlor, Inc. approving the liquor license request of Tea 
Parlor, Inc. that requested a New Class C License to be issued under MCL 436.1521(A) (1) (B) & 
SDM License with Outdoor Service (1 Area) to be located at 185 N. Old Woodward, 
Birmingham, MI 48009, Oakland County. 
 
VOTE:  Yeas, 7 
  Nays, None 
  Absent, None 
 
06-136-14   OAKLAND COUNTY SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT PLAN 
In response to a question from Dorothy Conrad, DPS Director Wood explained that this a 
modification to the existing plan which requires the locations of the transfer stations and 
disposal facilities be identified.   
 
County Commissioner Shelley Taub explained that this resolution must appear before every 
community in Oakland County. 
 
MOTION:  Motion by McDaniel, seconded by Dilgard: 
To recommend Oakland County amend the Oakland County Solid Waste Management Plan; 
including the insertion of an additional clause requesting that the County completely update the 
solid waste plan: 
WHEREAS, Oakland County (“County”) has a Solid Waste Management Plan (“Plan”) that was prepared in 


accordance with Public Act 451, as amended, 1994, Part 115;  Solid Waste Management;  and 
WHEREAS, the law requires that the Plan identify all solid waste landfills, Type A Transfer Stations, and 


Waste Processing Facilities within the County and that the Plan must be amended if the County 
desires to include new facilities or sites; and 


WHEREAS, the Oakland County Executive received a request to amend the County Solid Waste 
Management Plan for the inclusion of a proposed Type A Transfer Station and a Waste 
Processing Facility to be located on the same piece of property in Pontiac at 900 Baldwin Avenue 
from Pontiac Baldwin, LLC and Rizzo Properties LLC (“Requested Amendment”);  and 


WHEREAS, The Oakland County Solid Waste Planning Committee (“SWPC”), along with the staff of the 
Oakland County Economic Development & Community Affairs Department, which is the Designed 
Planning Agency (“DPA”) for Oakland County have met and discussed this requested amendment 
to the Plan; and 


WHEREAS, the Oakland County Solid Waste Planning Committee authorized by resolution that the 
requested amendment be released for the required 90-day public comment period which was 
held from December 14, 2013-March 17, 2014 and was widely publicized to all Oakland County 
municipalities, adjacent counties, the Board of Commissioners, the MI Department of 
Environmental Quality, SEMCOG and other interested parties; and 
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WHEREAS, notice of the public comment period and date of a public hearing was published in The 
Oakland Press on December 13, 2013 and all corresponding documents were available for public 
review in the Oakland County One Stop Shop, as well as on the Oakland County website; and 


WHEREAS, the applicants ,Baldwin Pontiac, LLC and Rizzo Properties LLC have entered into a host 
community agreement with the City of Pontiac to provide the City of Pontiac additional benefits; 
and 


WHEREAS, a public hearing was held on February 26, 2014 at the Oakland County Executive Office 
Building; and 


WHEREAS, the SWPC met after the end of the 90-day public comment period and reviewed the transcript 
of the public hearing and considered all written and verbal public comments received during the 
meetings and public comment period. The SWPC approved the requested amendment and 
recommended that it be forwarded to the Oakland County Board of Commissioners for 
consideration; and  


WHEREAS the Oakland County Board of Commissioners approved the requested amendment at its April 
17, 2014 meeting; and 


WHEREAS, per Public Act 451, Part 115, Solid Waste Management, Section 11536, it is a requirement 
that a solid waste plan amendment must receive support via resolution by no less than 67% of 
the local units of government within the respective county before being sent to the Michigan 
Department of Environmental Quality for approval;  


NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the City Commission of the City of Birmingham does hereby 
approve the requested amendment to the Oakland County Solid Waste Plan for the inclusion of a 
Type A Transfer Station and Solid Waste Processing Facility to be located at 900 Baldwin Avenue 
in Pontiac, MI and recommends that Oakland County fully update the 2000 Solid Waste Plan in 
accordance with State law after the current amendment process is completed.   


 
VOTE:  Yeas, 7 
  Nays, None 
  Absent, None 
 


V. UNFINISHED BUSINESS 
 


VI. NEW BUSINESS 
06-137-14   PUBLIC HEARING OF NECESSITY 
   CLARK STREET PAVING PROJECT 
Mayor Moore opened the Public Hearing of Necessity for the Clark Street Paving Project at 8:24 
PM. 
 
City Engineer O’Meara confirmed that the notification was sent and no objections to the project 
have been received.   
 
The Mayor closed the Public Hearing at 8:25 PM. 
 
MOTION: Motion by Hoff, seconded by McDaniel:  
To declare necessity for the replacement of sewer laterals within the Clark Street Paving Project 
Area.  The Public Hearing of Confirmation will be held on June 23, 2014: 
 
Commissioner Hoff noted that through the Foundation for Birmingham Senior Residents, any 
senior who qualify by age and income would be eligible to apply for a loan to pay for their share 
of this assessment. 
 
VOTE:  Yeas, 7 
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  Nays, None 
  Absent, None 
 
06-138-14  CLOSED SESSION REQUEST 
   LABOR RELATIONS 
MOTION: Motion by Nickita, seconded by McDaniel: 
To meet in closed session to discuss labor relations in accordance with Section 8(c) of the Open 
Meetings Act. 
 
ROLL CALL VOTE: Yeas,  Commissioner Hoff 


Commissioner McDaniel 
Commissioner Nickita 
Commissioner Rinschler 
Mayor Pro Tem Sherman  
Commissioner Dilgard  
Mayor Moore 


Nays,   None 
Absent, None 
Abstentions, None 


 
06-139-14  CLOSED SESSION REQUEST 
   ATTORNEY/CLIENT PRIVILEGE COMMUNICATION 
MOTION:  Motion by Nickita, seconded by Sherman: 
To meet in closed session to discuss an attorney/client privilege communication in accordance 
with Section 8(h) of the Open Meetings Act.  
 
ROLL CALL VOTE: Yeas,  Commissioner McDaniel 


Commissioner Nickita 
Commissioner Rinschler 
Mayor Pro Tem Sherman  
Commissioner Dilgard  
Commissioner Hoff  
Mayor Moore 


Nays,   None 
Absent, None 
Abstentions, None 


 
VII. REMOVED FROM CONSENT AGENDA 


 
VIII. COMMUNICATIONS 


06-140-14  COMMUNICATIONS 
The Commission received the following communications: 


 Residents on Park and Oakland regarding transitional rezoning from R-2 to TZ1 
 Alice Thimm regarding transitional zoning 
 James Partridge regarding transitional zoning 
 Eric Wolfe regarding transitional zoning 


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


06-141-14  OPEN TO THE PUBLIC FOR MATTERS NOT ON THE AGENDA 
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Mayor Moore confirmed for Paul Reagan that notices would be sent once the new date has 
been set for the public hearing regarding transitional zoning. 
 


X. REPORTS 
06-142-14  COMMISSIONER REPORTS 
The Commission intends to appoint members to the Retirement Board, Museum Board, and 
Multimodal Transportation Board on July 14, 2014. 
 
06-143-14  COMMISSIONER COMMENTS 
In response to a question from Commissioner McDaniel regarding the Liquor Control 
Commission granting temporary liquor licenses, City Attorney Currier confirmed that every liquor 
license holder must obey local ordinances. 
 
06-144-14  CITY STAFF REPORTS 
The Commission received the report regarding the Lincoln Ave Reconstruction Option – 
Southfield to Woodward submitted by City Engineer O’Meara. 
 
The Commission recessed to closed session at 8:31 PM. 
The Commission reconvened in open session at 9:55 PM. 
 


XI. ADJOURN 
The Mayor adjourned the meeting at 9:55 PM. 
 
 
 
Laura M. Pierce 
City Clerk 
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MEMORANDUM 
Department of Public Services 


DATE: June 13, 2014 


TO: Joseph A. Valentine, Interim City Manager 


FROM: Lauren A. Wood, Director of Public Services 


SUBJECT: Staff Report – 2014 Cape Seal Project 


The 2014 Cape Seal Program will consist of a double layer of chip seal and a final application of 
a slurry seal.  The majority of the streets has a high crown in the center of the road and will 
receive pavement pulverization as part of the prep work.  Pulverizing includes crushing and 
grinding the existing cape seal surface.  The material is then re-graded to level out the overall 
street surface.  The center of the street is then sloped to the Michigan Department of 
Transportation (MDOT) center slope standard of 2%.  It is then rolled, compacted and prepared 
for the final application of double chip and slurry seal.  In 2013, the U.S. Departments of Justice 
and Transportation announced that the application of cape seal is considered an alteration to 
pavement meaning that we will have to install fully engineered handicap ramps according to 
ADA specifications.  The cost of these ramps will be assessed to the properties on streets where 
handicap ramp upgrades become necessary as a result of the street improvements.  Such an 
assessment is usual and customary as a result of street improvements and upgrades.  


The list of recommended streets and treatment is as follows: 


Street Area Pulverize Cape 
Ramp 


Improvements 
KIMBERLY PINE NORTH TO DEAD END X X X 


MELBOURNE KIMBERLY TO CHESTERFIELD X X X 


PINE CHESTERFIELD TO 70 FT. WEST OF 
KIMBERLY 


X X X 


WOODLAND OAK TO VINEWOOD X X X 


WOODLAND VINEWOOD TO HARMON X X X 


TWIN OAKS WIMBLETON TO DEAD END X X 


PUTNEY HENLEY TO ADAMS X X X 


WARWICK ABBEY TO WIMBLETON X X X 


OAK LAKEVIEW TO LAKESIDE X 


OAK N.OLD WOODWARD TO GREENWOOD X X 


OXFORD ABBEY TO WIMBLETON X X X 


OXFORD WIMBLETON SOUTH TO CURB START X X X 


STANLEY LINCOLN TO WALLACE X X 


OAKDALE RIDGEDALE  TO  OAKLAND X X X 


LAWNDALE MADISON TO OAKLAND X X X 


R10E2
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CUMMINGS BIRD TO DAVIS X X X 


CUMMINGS EMMONS TO DAVIS X X 


CUMMINGS EMMONS TO CHAPIN X X X 


ABBEY WARWICK TO ADAMS X X X 


RANDALL BALDWIN TO MILLRACE X X 


WILLITS BALDWIN  TO  GREENWOOD X X 


BONNIE BRIER HARMON TO DEAD END X X 


*Cost of 2014 Seal Coat Program-Double layer of chips/slurry
Cost per curb foot:  $7.30 


**Cost of 2014 Seal Coat Program-Pavement pulverizing with double chip/slurry 
Cost per curb foot:  $10.06 


***Cost of 2014 Seal Coat Program-Double layer of chips/slurry and handicap ramp 
improvements 


Cost per curb foot:  $13.20 


***Cost of 2014 Seal Coat Program- Pavement pulverizing with double layer of chips/slurry 
and handicap ramp improvements 


Cost per curb foot:  $15.97 


Note:  All costs/curb foot above are based on linear footage and vary according to street width 
and length. 


The Public Hearing of Necessity is scheduled for Monday, July 14, 2014 and a Public Hearing of 
Confirmation of the Roll is scheduled for July 28, 2014.  The work is tentatively scheduled to 
begin during the second week of August and should be completed within 2 weeks. 


Capeseal projects are typically billed in one installment, not three years or ten years as other 
special assessments, and are a lien on the property beginning with the roll confirmation by the 
City Commission. 
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 NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARINGS 
BIRMINGHAM CITY COMMISSION 
PUBLIC HEARING OF NECESSITY 


PUBLIC HEARING OF CONFIRMATION 
 


Meeting Date, 
Time, Location: 


HEARING OF NECESSITY FOR SPECIAL ASSESSMENT DISTRICT 
Monday, July 14, 2014, 7:30 PM 
Municipal Building, 151 Martin 


Meeting Date, 
Time, Location: 


HEARING OF CONFIRMATION FOR SPECIAL ASSESSMENT DISTRICT 
Monday, July 28, 2014, 7:30 PM 
Municipal Building, 151 Martin 


Location of 
Improvement 


               
STREET AREA 


KIMBERLY PINE NORTH TO DEAD END 


MELBOURNE KIMBERLY TO CHESTERFIELD 


PINE CHESTERFIELD TO 70 FT. WEST OF KIMBERLY 


WOODLAND OAK TO VINEWOOD 


WOODLAND VINEWOOD TO HARMON 


TWIN OAKS WIMBLETON TO DEAD END 


PUTNEY HENLEY TO ADAMS 


WARWICK ABBEY TO WIMBLETON 


OAK LAKEVIEW TO LAKESIDE 


OAK N.OLD WOODWARD TO GREENWOOD 


OXFORD ABBEY TO WIMBLETON 


OXFORD WIMBLETON SOUTH TO CURB START 


STANLEY LINCOLN TO WALLACE 


OAKDALE RIDGEDALE  TO  OAKLAND 


LAWNDALE MADISON TO OAKLAND 


CUMMINGS BIRD TO DAVIS 


CUMMINGS EMMONS TO DAVIS 


CUMMINGS EMMONS TO CHAPIN 


ABBEY WARWICK TO ADAMS 


RANDALL BALDWIN TO MILLRACE 


WILLITS BALDWIN  TO  GREENWOOD 


BONNIE BRIER HARMON TO DEAD END 
 


Nature of   
Improvement: 


2014 Cape Seal Program will consist of a double layer of chip seal and slurry.  
The majority of the streets will include pulverizing prior to the application and 
the installation of new ADA handicap ramps where necessary. 
 
Note:  This is not a permanent road improvement and does not include 
engineered road or drainage improvements. 


City Staff 
Contact: 


Lauren Wood 248.530.1700 
Lwood@bhamgov.org    


Notice 
Requirements: 


Mail to all affected property owners.   
Publish: June 22 & 29, 2014 


Approved 
minutes may be 


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



mailto:Lwood@bhamgov.org
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reviewed at: 
Estimated 
Costs: 


*Cost of 2014 Cape Seal Program-Double layer of chips with slurry cost per 
curb foot: $7.30 based on the following method of assessment. 
 
** Cost of 2014 Cape Seal Program-Double layer of chips with slurry and 
handicap ramp improvements cost per curb foot: $13.20 based on the 
following method of assessment. 
 
*** Cost of 2014 Cape Seal Program-Pavement pulverizing with double layer 
of chips and slurry cost per curb foot: $10.06 based on the following method 
of assessment. 
 
****Cost of 2014 Cape Seal Program-Pavement pulverizing with double layer 
of chips, slurry, and handicap ramp improvements cost per curb foot: $15.97 
based on the following method of assessment. 
 
Note:  All costs/curb foot above are based on linear footage and vary 
according to street width and length. 
 
85% of the front foot costs for improvements assessed on all property fronting 
on the improvement. 
25% of the side foot costs of improvement assessed on all residential property 
siding on improvement 
85% of the side foot costs of improvement assessed on improved business 
property siding on improvement 
25% of the side foot costs of improvement assessed on vacant business 
property siding on improvement 
The balance of the total cost to be borne by the city. 


You or your agent may appear at the hearings to express your views; however, if you fail to protest 
either in person or by letter received on or before the date of the hearing, you cannot appeal the 
amount of the special assessment to the Michigan Tax Tribunal.  Mail any correspondence to:  City 
Clerk, P.O. Box 3001, Birmingham, MI 48012 
 
The property owner may file a written appeal of the special assessment with the State Tax Tribunal 
within 30 days after the confirmation of the special assessment roll if that special assessment was 
protested at the hearing held for the purpose of confirming the roll. 
 
All special assessments shall, from the date of the confirmation thereof, constitute a lien on the 
respective lots or parcels assessed, and until paid shall be charged against the respective owners 
of the lots or parcels assessed. 
Persons with disabilities needing accommodations for effective participation in this meeting should 
contact the City Clerk's Office at (248) 530-1880 (voice) or (248) 644-5115 (TDD) at least one day 


in advance to request mobility, visual, hearing or other assistance. 
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MEMORANDUM 
Department of Public Services 


DATE: June 9, 2014 


TO: Joseph A. Valentine, Interim City Manager 


FROM: Lauren A. Wood, Director of Public Services 


SUBJECT: Woodward Median Post Painting Project 


The City requested proposals to prepare and paint 104 light and traffic signal posts on 
Woodward Avenue between Oakland Avenue and 14 Mile Road.  Five bids were received 
ranging from $22,440-$60,180.  The majority of the posts are located in the center median 
island on Woodward Avenue.  The last time the posts were painted was over 10 years ago. 


DTE Community Lighting approached us after the bid process, to inform the City that they are 
the owner of 70 of the light posts and any work performed must be done by a DTE selected 
contractor.  Seaway Painting, LLC is the current painting contractor for DTE which also bid on 
the entire project consisting of 104 posts at a bid amount of $23,825.00.  In addition, DTE has 
funds available for the project and the City would contribute to the DTE managed project in 
order to accomplish this area.  The total project cost for the 70 posts owned by DTE is 
$17,150.00.  The share required of Birmingham is $9,293.00. 


The City of Birmingham also recommends using Seaway Painting, LLC to paint the 34 remaining 
posts, as they are the lowest qualified bidder for the outstanding portion of this project.  Plus, 
Seaway Painting has been the longstanding vendor for painting all posts in the City for over 
thirteen years. 


In order to accomplish the additional portion of the project, the City would pay $6,675.00 to 
Seaway Painting, which matches the pricing provided in the original bid for the remaining 34 
posts.  The light fixtures do not need to be painted as part of this work. 


The City’s total purchase price to complete this entire project will be $15,968.00.  This 
collaboration between the City of Birmingham and DTE will save the City $7,857.00.  Money is 
budgeted in the following accounts:  #202-449.003-937.0500 Streetlight CBD Maintenance-
Woodward Avenue, #203-449.003-937.0500 Streetlight CBD Maintenance. 


SUGGESTED RESOLUTION: 
To approve the agreement with DTE Community Lighting for the painting of 70 light posts on 
Woodward Avenue in the amount of $9,293.00 from account #202-449.003-937.0500 ($4,325) 
and account #203-449.003-937.0500 ($4,968).  To approve the agreement with Seaway 
Painting, LLC for the preparation and painting of the additional 34 posts in the amount of 
$6,675.00 from account #202-449.003-937.0500.  Further, to authorize the Mayor and City 
Clerk to sign both agreements, upon receipt of all required insurances. 
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February 28, 2014 


Attn: Carrie Laird 
City of Birmingham 
Department of Public Services 
851 S. Eton St. 
Birmingham, MI 48009 


Re: Woodward Avenue Light Post Painting Project 


I have prepared a cost estimate for the painting of 70 light posts located in the Woodward Avenue median between 
Oakland Ave and 14 Mile Rd. DTE will furnish Seaway to paint the light posts with the project scope as follows: 


 Apply the applicable Sherwin Williams Primer (B66A00310 Pro Industrial ProCryl Universal Gray Primer) or
bonding agents to the poles by brush and roller.


 Apply the applicable Sherwin Williams Topcoat (B66T00304-Shre Cryl HPA High Performance Acrylic Gloss
Coating Ultradeep/Clear Tint Base in Color: Sherwin Williams 4072 Cedar Green) to the poles by brush and
roller.


 The substrate of the pole may require the coating to be changed. This change will be done in the field at the
recommendation of the Manufacturer.


 All applicable Federal, State, Local and MIOSHA guidelines will be followed.


 The black crosswalk supports will not be painted.


 Birmingham will supply the proper MDOT Right of Way permit for Woodward Avenue. All work that can be
accomplished off the roadway will be done on the median if available.


 The light fixture will not be painted, just the poles up to the light fixture.


 Prior to the start of the project, the City of Birmingham will arrange to have a crew trim trees that are
encroaching on the work space of the light poles.


Estimate Breakdown 
Project Cost:  $17,150 


Less DTE Contribution 
towards project  $7,857 


Contribution required $9,293 
from Birmingham 


The price quoted shall be in effect for a period of six months from today's date, after which these costs will no longer 


be valid. After installation, the total cost for additional modification, relocation or removal will be the responsibility 


of requesting party. A PO will be issued for the appropriate Contribution amount. 


Please feel free to call me should you have any questions. 


Sincerely, 


Joe Honce 
Principal Account Manager 
DTE Energy - Community Lighting 







Exhibit A to Master Agreement 


Purchase Agreement 


This Purchase Agreement (this “Agreement”) is dated as of February 28, 2014 between The 
Detroit Edison Company (“Company”) and City of Birmingham (“Customer”).  


This Agreement is a “Purchase Agreement” as referenced in the Master Agreement for 
Municipal Street Lighting dated October 17, 2012 (the “Master Agreement”) between Company and 
Customer. All of the terms of the Master Agreement are incorporated herein by reference. In the event 
of an inconsistency between this Agreement and the Master Agreement, the terms of this Agreement 
shall control.  


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


1. DTE Work Order 
Number:  


22501345 


 


2. Location where 
Equipment will be installed:  


Woodward Avenue median between Oakland Ave and 14 Mile Rd, as 
more fully described on the maps attached hereto as Attachment 1.  


 


3. Total number of poles to 
paint:  


70 


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


 Apply the applicable Sherwin Williams Primer (B66A00310 Pro 
Industrial ProCryl Universal Gray Primer) or bonding agents to the 
poles by brush and roller. 


 Apply the applicable Sherwin Williams Topcoat (B66T00304-Shre 
Cryl HPA High Performance Acrylic Gloss Coating Ultradeep/Clear 
Tint Base in Color: Sherwin Williams 4072 Cedar Green) to the 
poles by brush and roller. 


 The substrate of the pole may require the coating to be changed. 
This change will be done in the field at the recommendation of the 
Manufacturer. 


 All applicable Federal, State, Local and MIOSHA guidelines will be 
followed. 


 The black crosswalk supports will not be painted. 


 Birmingham will supply the proper MDOT Right of Way permit for 
Woodward Avenue. All work that can be accomplished off the 
roadway will be done on the median if available. 


 The light fixture will not be painted, just the poles up to the light 
fixture. 


 Prior to the start of the project, the City of Birmingham will 
arrange to have a crew trim trees that are encroaching on the 
work space of the light poles. 
 


5. Estimated  Total Annual 
Lamp Charges 


N/A 


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


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


$9,293 


Credit for 3 years of lamp charges:  N/A 


CIAC Amount (cost minus revenue) $9,293 
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7. Payment of CIAC 
Amount:  


PO Terms 90 Days 


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


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


(Check One)                                 YES      NO   


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


N/A 


 


10. Customer Address for 
Notices:  


Carrie Laird 
Department of Public Services 


851 S. Eton St. 


Birmingham MI 48012 
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11.  Special Order Material Terms:  


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


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


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


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


 
C. The inventory will be stored at    . Access to the Customers inventory site 


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


Name:     Title:     


Phone Number:    Email:    


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


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


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


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


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


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


 


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


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


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


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


Company:  


The Detroit Edison Company 


By: ________________________________ 


Name: _____________________________ 


Title:_______________________________ 


Customer:  


City of Birmingham 


By: ________________________________ 


Name: _____________________________ 


Title:_______________________________ 
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Attachment 1 to Purchase Agreement 


Map of Location 


 


[To be attached] 
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MEMORANDUM 
Office of the City Manager 


DATE: June 19, 2014 


TO: City Commission 


FROM: Joseph A. Valentine, Interim City Manager  


SUBJECT: Request for Closed Session 
Attorney-Client Privilege  


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


SUGGESTED RESOLUTION: 
To meet in closed session to discuss an attorney/client privilege communication in accordance 
with Section 8(h) of the Open Meetings Act. 
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MEMORANDUM 
Department of Public Services 


DATE: June 10, 2014 


TO: Joseph A. Valentine, Interim City Manager 


FROM: Lauren A. Wood, Director of Public Services 


SUBJECT: Park Signs 


The City of Birmingham Park rules were updated and recommended for approval by the Parks 
Board, with City Commission approval on April 23, 2012.  As a result, park signage throughout the 
City park system is in need of updated language reflecting these changes, and money is budgeted 
to accomplish this project. 


Sealed bids were opened on Tuesday, February 18, 2014, for the purchase, design and installation 
of twenty-nine (29) City of Birmingham Park signs to be installed in various parks.   Eight bids 
were received as illustrated in the table below. 


Bidder Total Bid Amount 
Superior Play $61,960.17 
Superior Play (Alternative Bid) $58,757.07 
CSI Signs $52,056.37 
MLS Signs $48,831.39 
WCI Contractors $44,130.00 
Graph-X $43,155.00 
Universal Signs $29,542.46 
Signs by Crannie $28,990.00 


Signs by Crannie is the lowest qualified bidder and provides a five year warranty on the materials 
and craftsmanship.  Reference checks were completed and satisfactory as well. 


The signs will include the following information: 
• City of Birmingham Logo
• Park Name
• Hours (6am-10pm)
• No alcohol beverages allowed
• Dogs allowed on leash (if appropriate)


* Please pick up after your pet
• Use of the facility is at your own risk
• For a complete list of Park Rules and Regulations visit www.bhamgov.org
• DPS and Non-Emergency Police phone numbers
• QR Code (Quick Response Code)
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A sample sign is attached.  Certain parks will require additional language, for instance at Quarton 
Lake: Please do not feed the water fowl, fishing restricted to minors under the age of 14 and 
residents 62 and older, and swimming prohibited.  At Manor Park and Adams School Park, the 
hours are a bit different from all of the other parks and will be signed appropriately.  A 
combination of pictograms and text will be used to describe the features of the park and some 
basic rules, with reference to the website for the complete set of rules.  A QR Code will also be 
available for smart phones to take you directly to the park rules site. 
 
In addition to the twenty-two informational signs, this bid also included seven supplemental signs- 
a smaller version of the same style.  These signs will be placed in areas where additional 
information is required, for instance in playground areas where dogs are not allowed.  (i.e.: No 
dogs in playground area, no dogs beyond this point, dogs must be leashed) 
 
The signs are to be placed at the following locations based on park size and features: 
Adams Park      Martha Baldwin Park 
Barnum Park      Pembroke Park  
Booth Park     Poppleton Park 
Crestview Park     Pumphouse Park 
Howarth Park      Quarton Lake 
Kenning Park     Springdale Park  
Linden Park      St. James Park 
Linn Smith Park     West Lincoln Well and Park 
Manor Park Nature Preserve 
 
The signage was reviewed by Planning Director Ecker for design, layout and colors.  In addition, at 
the April 1, 2014 Parks and Recreation Board meeting it was moved to recommend the approval of 
the design, purchase, and installation of the new park signs to the City Commission (6-0).  These 
minutes are attached. 
 
Once the signs are purchased, the installation will be complete in approximately 90 days. 
 
This is phase one of an ongoing implementation plan to outfit the City parks and properties with 
appropriate signage.  Dollars have been budgeted in the Capital Projects Fund for the fiscal year 
2013-2014 for this project in the amount of $30,000.  The other City sites not mentioned above 
will be addressed as phase two. 
 
SUGGESTED RESOLUTION: 
To approve the agreement with Signs by Crannie for the purchase, design and installation of 
twenty-nine (29) City of Birmingham Park Signs for a total project cost not to exceed 
$28,990.00.  Further, to authorize the Mayor and City Clerk to sign the agreement on behalf of 
the City upon receipt of required insurances and to charge the Capital Projects Fund, account # 
401-751.001-981.0100 for these services. 











 
PARKS AND RECREATION BOARD MEETING 


MINUTES 
April 1, 2014 


 
Therese Longe, chairperson, called the meeting to order at 6:30 p.m. at 851 S. Eton. 


 
MEMBERS PRESENT: Ross Kaplan, Therese Longe, John Meehan, Dominick Pulis, Art Stevens 
and Bill Wiebrecht, Scott Cusimano, Student Representative 
 
MEMBERS ABSENT: Ryan Ross and Alex Cross, Student Representative 
 
ADMINISTRATION: Carrie Laird, Parks and Recreation Manager and Connie Folk, 
Recreation Coordinator 


 
GUESTS: Dorothy Conrad and Cindy Rose 


 
It was moved by Bill Wiebrecht, seconded by John Meehan that the minutes of the February 
4, 2014 meeting be approved as corrected. 


 
Yeas – 6 (Ross Kaplan, Therese Longe, John Meehan, Dominick Pulis, Art Stevens and Bill 
Wiebrecht) 
Nays – 0 
Absent-Ryan Ross 


 
Therese welcomed the new student representative Scott Cusimano to the Parks and 
Recreation Board. 
 
Agenda Item #1 – City of Birmingham Park Signs  
Connie reviewed the process that the department went through in choosing the company 
to design and install new City of Birmingham park signs. 
 
Therese suggested that a button be placed on the website that would direct the users to 
the current parks rules and regulations. 
 
Connie distributed four (4) samples of the proposed City of Birmingham park signs.  
Dominick suggested that department phone numbers be added to signs.  Connie stated 
that she would add the DPS phone number and non-emergency phone numbers to 
Birmingham park signs.  The board members selected Color Option D that included blue in 
part of the sign panel. 
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Dorothy Conrad stated that she was concerned that on the new proposed signs that they do not indicate 
where dogs are allowed. 
 
Connie stated that smaller park signs will be installed near the playground stating that dogs are not allowed.   
 
Carrie stated that monies have been budgeted for the 2014/2015 for any additional park signs.  
 
It was moved by Dominick Pulis, seconded by Art Stevens to recommend the new park signs, option D to the 
City Commission for approval of the purchase, design and installation of twenty-two (22) City of Birmingham 
Parks signs to Signs by Crannie in the amount not to exceed $28,990 with added modifications to include the 
DPS and police non-emergency phone numbers and a QR code to the park signs.  
 
Yeas – 6 (Ross Kaplan, Therese Longe, John Meehan, Dominick Pulis, Art Stevens and Bill Wiebrecht) 
Nays – 0 
Absent-Ryan Ross 
 
Communication/Discussion Item #1 – Parks and Recreation Roster 
The current Parks and Recreation Roster was provided.   
No action was required by the board. 


 
Communication/Discussion Item #2 – 2014 In The Park Concert Series 
The 2014 In The Park Concert schedule was provided. 
No action was required by the board. 
 
Communication/Discussion Item #3 – Kenning Park Plan received by the City Commission on March 24, 2014 
The Kenning Park Plan that was received by the City Commission on March 24, 204 was provided. 
No action was required by the board. 
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Communication/Discussion Item #4 – Birmingham Golf Courses article Birmingham Eccentric, March 16, 2014 
Birmingham Golf Course article was provided. 
No action was required by the board. 
 
Communication/Discussion Item #5 – 2014-2015 Budget Proposed Capital Projects 
2014-2015 Budget Proposed Capital Projects was provided. 
No action was required by the Parks & Recreation Board. 


 
Communication/Discussion Item #6 – Schedule Joint meeting with City Commission and Parks and Recreation 
Board to discuss park project priorities (TBD)-verbal 
A joint meeting will be scheduled for a future date with the City Commission and Parks and Recreation Board. 
No action was required by the Parks & Recreation Board. 
 
New Business #1 – Dominick Pulis resignation letter 
Dominick’s resignation letter was received.  Dominick will be relocated to Italy for professional reasons. 
No action was required by the Parks & Recreation Board. 
 
Therese stated that the next meeting will be held on May 13, 2014.  


The meeting  adjourned at 7:10 p.m. 


Connie J. Folk, Recreation Coordinator 
 
Parks and Recreation Board Meeting 4/1/2014 


 












































MEMORANDUM 
Police Department 


DATE: June 11, 2014 


TO: Joseph A. Valentine, Interim City Manager 


FROM: Donald A. Studt, Chief of Police 


SUBJECT: Amendment to Chapter 74, Article IX, Division 2, 
Sections 74.421-74.425, Prohibition of Possession/Use of Electronic 
Cigarettes by Minors 


The City Attorney has prepared the attached revision of Chapter 74 to include a prohibition of 
possession/use of electronic cigarettes by minors. 


We recommend the City Commission move to adopt this amendment. 


SUGGESTED ACTION: 
To adopt the changes to Part II of the City Code Chapter 74, Article IX, Division 2, Sections 
74.421-74.425 to prohibit possession/use of electronic cigarettes by minors. 
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MEMORANDUM
City Clerk’s Office 


DATE: June 11, 2014 


TO: Joseph A. Valentine, Interim City Manager 


FROM: Laura M. Pierce, City Clerk 


SUBJECT: Special Event Request 
Woodward Camera Cruise Event 


Attached is a special event application submitted by Woodward Camera requesting permission 
to place two tents in the parking area in front of 33501 Woodward Ave on August 16 - 18, 
2014.   


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


SUGGESTED RESOLUTION: 
To approve a request submitted by Woodward Camera requesting permission to place two tents 
in the parking area in front of 33501 Woodward Ave on August 16 - 18, 2014, contingent upon 
compliance with all permit and insurance requirements and payment of all fees and, further 
pursuant to any minor modifications that may be deemed necessary by administrative staff at 
the time of the event.
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NOTE TO STAFF:  Please submit approval by JUNE 2, 2014  DATE OF EVENT AUGUST 16. 2014  
  


DEPARTMENT APPROVED COMMENTS 


PERMITS 
REQUIRED 


(Must be obtained directly 
from individual 
departments) 


ESTIMATED 
COSTS 


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


not be issued if 
unpaid.)


ACTUAL 
COSTS 


(Event will be 
invoiced by the 
Clerk’s office 


after the event) 


 
PLANNING 


101-000.000-634.0005 
248.530.1855 


 


MB 


PARKING REQUIREMENTS FOR THE 
OPERATION OF THE BUSINESS MUST BE 
MAINTAINED IF THE BUSINESS 
INTENDS TO BE OPEN DURING THE 
SPECIAL EVENT 


 0   


BUILDING 
101-000.000.634.0005 


248.530.1850 
Ken Cooper  Tent Permit 


Tent permit fee 
to be paid at 
time of 
application for 
the tent permit 


 


FIRE 
101-000.000-634.0004 


248.530.1900 
MPM   $0  


POLICE 
101-000.000.634.0003 


248.530.1870 
TK On duty personnel to give event extra 


patrol.  $0  


PUBLIC SERVICES 
101-000.000-634.0002 


248.530.1642 
CL No Costs for DPS  $0  


DEPARTMENT APPROVALS 
 


                    EVENT NAME VETERANS HOSPITALITY TENT   
  
LICENSE NUMBER #14-10073  COMMISSION HEARING DATE JUNE 23, 2014  







 


 


ENGINEERING 
101-000.000.634.0002 


248.530.1839 
BC 


Maintain 5’ clear pedestrian pathway on 
sidewalk and keep crosswalk areas clear. 
No pavement damage from tent 
supports allowed. 


 $0  


INSURANCE 
248.530.1807 


SO 
Evidence of required insurance must be 
on file with the Clerk’s Office no later 
than Aug. 1, 2014. 


   


CLERK 
101-000.000-614.0000 


248.530.1803 
LP Notification letters on file in the Clerk’s 


Office.  $165 (pd) 
 


 
 
 


    


TOTAL 
DEPOSIT 


REQUIRED 
0 
 


ACTUAL 
COST 


 
 
 


  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
  
 
 
 
Rev. 6/19/14 
h:\shared\special events\- general information\approval page.doc 


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








 
 
 
 
 
 


CITY COMMISSION MEETING AGENDA 
JUNE 23, 2014 


 7:30 PM  
 


 
                             Photo Credit: Carroll DeWeese 
 


Municipal Building, 151 Martin, Birmingham, MI  48009 


 
 
 
Navigating through the agenda: 
 


• Use the bookmarks on the left to navigate through the agenda. 
 


• Tablet Users:  Tap the screen for available options, select “Open in”, 
select “Adobe Reader”.  The agenda will open in Adobe Reader.  
Scroll through the bookmarks to navigate through the agenda.   
(The Adobe Reader application is required to download the agenda and view the 
bookmarks.  This free application is available through the App Store on your tablet 
device.) 








MEMORANDUM 
ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT 


DATE: June 16, 2014 


TO: Joseph Valentine, Interim City Manager 


FROM: Brendan Cousino, Assistant City Engineer 
Lauren Wood, DPS Director 


SUBJECT: Kenning Park Parking Lot Renovations 
Contract #11-14(M) 
Contract Award 


The City Commission recently reviewed and adopted a master park plan for this park, and the 
design of the parking lot was in accordance with the recently adopted master plan and the 
direction from the Commission and the Parks Board.  This project was also designed and bid 
with alternates on the paving materials.  Alternate A was to pave the parking lot with concrete 
pavement, and Alternate B was to pave the parking lot with asphalt pavement and concrete 
curbs.  Contractors were allowed to bid either or both of the alternates on this project.   


On June 13, 2014 the Engineering Department opened bids on the above referenced project.  A 
summary of the bid results is attached.  Four companies submitted bids for this project. The low 
bidder for both alternates was Pavex Corporation, Inc., of Grosse Isle, MI, with their bid of 
$1,108,445.47 for Alternate A, and $1,092,550.06 for Alternate B.  The engineer’s estimate for 
Alternate A was $1,250,000, and for Alternate B was $1,120,000. Johnson Hill Land Ethics 
provided a very preliminary estimate in January, 2014 based on the conceptual master plan 
design at $951,360.  This number did not include the additional sewer work necessary as part 
of the parking lot construction project as well as constructing new bulk storage compost bins. 
These items increased this project cost by about $161,000. 


Based on the low price differential between the asphalt and concrete paving options, the 
Engineering Department recommends awarding this contract with Alternate A for the concrete 
pavement.  The durability and the longer typical service life of the concrete pavement make 
that option a better value in the long term for this project. 


Pavex Corporation completed the 2013 Asphalt Street Resurfacing Project for the City of 
Birmingham, which included resurfacing Wallace, Frank, and Purdy Street. They will have 
Goretski Construction as their subcontractor installing the concrete pavement, as they have 
done on other City projects in the past. Overall, we are confident that the team that they have 
assembled is qualified to perform the work on this contract. 


This project is primarily to replace the deteriorated pavement in the Kenning Park Parking Lot. 
The work also includes constructing two new dumpster enclosures to improve the aesthetics of 
the park, and reconstructing the bulk storage areas currently used for mulch and compost for 
use by the public.  The new bulk storage bins will be relocated to the area directly south of the 
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pistol range building.  The scope of the project includes some landscaping around the new 
parking lot, and installation of trees in the parking lot islands. 


This project also includes some sewer replacement work to replace some old pipe underneath 
the parking lot that is in poor condition.  Replacing this pipe now will help to ensure that the 
new pavement does not need to be damaged in the future if this pipe were to fail. The size 
sewer under the parking lot is being increased to meet the current and future flow needs as this 
areas continues to re-develop. The costs for this sewer replacement are proposed to be paid 
from the sewer fund. 


As is required for all of the City’s construction projects, Pavex has submitted a 5% bid security 
with their bid which will be forfeited if they do not provide the signed contracts and bonds and 
insurance required by the contract following the award by the City Commission. 


The costs for this project will be charged to two different accounts: 


Sewer Fund 590-536.001-981.0100 $    63,992.40 
Capital Improvement Fund  401-751.001-981.0100 $ 1,044,453.07 
TOTAL $ 1,108,445.47 


Currently, there is only $798,000 in the Capital Projects Fund available for this project.  Another 
$250,000 is needed to fund this project.  It is recommended that this funding come from the 
General Fund.  A budget amendment would be necessary to make the transfer to the Capital 
Projects Fund. 


It is recommended that the Kenning Park Parking Lot Renovations, Contract #11-14(M), be 
awarded to Pavex Corporation, Inc. of Shelby Township, MI in the amount of $ 1,108,445.47 
which is the amount of their bid to install the parking lot with concrete pavement in bid 
Alternate A.   


SUGGESTED RESOLUTION: 


To award the Kenning Park Parking Lot Renovations, Contract #11-14(M), to Pavex 
Corporation, Inc. of Grosse Isle, MI in the amount of $ 1,108,445.47 which is the amount of 
their bid to install the parking lot with concrete pavement in bid Alternate A, to be funded from 
the following accounts: 


Sewer Fund 590-536.001-981.0100 $    63,992.40 
Capital Improvement Fund  401-751.001-981.0100 $ 1,044,453.07 
TOTAL $ 1,108,445.47 


And to approve the appropriations and amendments to the fiscal year 2013-2014 budget as 
follows: 


General Fund 
Revenues: 
101-000.000-401.0000  Draw from Fund Balance $250,000 
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Expenditures: 
101-999.000-999.4010 Transfer to Capital Projects Fund $250,000 


Capital Projects Fund 
Revenues: 
401-751.001-699.0101 Transfer from General Fund $250,000 


Expenditures: 
401-751.001-981.0100 Public Improvements - Parks $250,000 
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Company Name
Addendum 


No. 1
Addendum 


No. 2
5% Bid 


Security


Pavex Corporation X X X 1,108,445.47$                   * 1,092,550.06$                   *


Nagle Paving X X X No Bid 1,128,101.05$                   


Cadillac Asphalt X X X No Bid 1,201,863.12$                   *


Audia Concrete X X X 1,668,274.53$                   * No Bid


* Corrected for Math Errors by Engineering Department


Total Bid with Alternate BTotal Bid with Alternate A


CITY OF BIRMINGHAM
KENNING PARK PARKING LOT RENOVATIONS


CONTRACT #11-14(M)
BID SUMMARY


June 13, 2014 - 2:00 PM
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MEMORANDUM 


Finance Department 


DATE: June 9, 2014 


TO: Joseph A. Valentine, Interim City Manager 


FROM: B. Sharon Ostin, Director of Finance/Treasurer 


SUBJECT: BASCC 2014-2015 Service Agreement 


The City Commission previously approved a master service agreement to be used by various 
outside agencies that are requesting and have previously received funding from the City.  The 
Birmingham Area Seniors Coordinating Council (BASCC) has completed the required agreement 
and Attachment A, which provides a description of the services to be provided and the direct 
benefit of their services to the City. 


BASCC is requesting funding totaling $90,810.  The amount requested represents an increase of 
$46,400 over the amount of funding received by BASCC last year.  The additional funding is for 
implementation of the Phase l plan based on the Joint Senior Services Committee (JSSC) report 
to the City.  The Phase l plan will provide for expanded hours and services to Birmingham 
seniors by BASCC.  Funding has been approved in the fiscal year 2014-2015 budget for this 
expenditure.  Based on the services that BASCC provides and the direct benefit to the City, it is 
recommended that the City Commission approve BASCC’s funding request in the amount of 
$90,810.  


SUGGESTED RESOLUTION:  To approve the service agreement with the Birmingham Area 
Seniors Coordinating Council in the amount of $90,810 for services described in Attachment A 
of the agreement for fiscal year 2014-2015, account number 101-299.000-811.0000, and 
further direct the Mayor and City Clerk to sign the agreement on behalf of the City. 
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MEMORANDUM 


DATE:  May 20, 2014 


TO:  Joseph A. Valentine, Interim City Manager 


FROM: Donald A. Studt, Chief of Police 


APPROVED: Joseph A. Valentine, Interim City Manager 


SUBJECT: Outside Agency Agreements – Fiscal Year 2014-15 


The City Commission previously approved a master service agreement to be used by 
various outside agencies that request funding from the City.  The following organizations 
have completed the required agreements and Attachment A, which provides a description 
of the services to be provided and the direct benefit of the services to the City. 


Birmingham Youth Assistance   $ 18,000 
Building Better Families Through Action  1,000 
Common Ground  1,500 
Haven   2,000 
Birmingham Bloomfield Community Coalition  3,000 


The department request funding totals for Birmingham Youth Assistance, Building Better 
Families Through Action, Common Ground, Haven, and Birmingham Bloomfield Community 
Coalition reflect the same amount of funding received by these agencies for the current 
fiscal year.   


The police department recommends approving the (5) attached service contracts for 2014-
15 outside agency agreements. 


Sufficient funds have been budgeted in the police department other contracted services 
account #101-301-000-811.0000 to provide for these contracts. 


Suggested Resolution: 


To approve the 2014-2015 outside agency contracts for Building Better 
Families Through Action in the amount of $1,000, Common Ground in 
the amount of $1,500, Haven in the amount of $2,000, Birmingham 
Bloomfield Community Coalition in the amount of $3,000, and 
Birmingham Youth Assistance in the amount of $18,000 
(contigent upon renewed certificate of insurance being 
provided), further authorizing and directing the mayor and city 
clerk to sign the agreements on behalf of the city. 
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SERVICES AGREEMENT 
 


 THIS SERVICES AGREEMENT (“Agreement”), made this ____ day of ____________, 2014 


by and between the CITY OF BIRMINGHAM, having its principal office at 151 Martin Road, 


Birmingham, MI 48009 ("CITY"), and Birmingham Bloomfield Community Coalition, whose address is 


1525 Covington Road, Bloomfield Hills, MI  48301 ("SERVICE PROVIDER"), provides as follows: 


WITNESSETH: 


 WHEREAS, the CITY desires to have certain services provided, which shall be of the type, 


nature and extent as set forth on Attachment A; and 


WHEREAS, SERVICE PROVIDER desires to provide said services for the CITY, which it shall 


do in accordance with the experience it has attained from providing similar services of this nature, 


under the terms and conditions hereinafter stated. 


 NOW, THEREFORE, for and in consideration of the respective agreements and 


undertakings herein contained, the parties agree as follows: 


1. SERVICE PROVIDER shall perform the services as set forth on Attachment A.  The 


type, nature and scope may be changed if mutually agreed upon in writing by SERVICE PROVIDER 


and the CITY. 


2. The CITY shall pay a total of $3,000.00 to SERVICE PROVIDER for the performance of 


this Agreement, which amount shall compensate SERVICE PROVIDER for all aspects of the services 


to be performed including, but not limited to, all preparation, coordination, management, staffing 


and all other services incidental thereto.  Payment shall be made to SERVICE PROVIDER pursuant to 


the schedule contained in Attachment A. 


3. All services performed shall be of the highest quality and standards that meet or 


exceed that which is required and expected in that service industry.  







  
4. SERVICE PROVIDER shall provide and designate one supervisor responsible for the 


coordination of services provided, who shall handle problem solving and be the contact person for 


the CITY.  


5. This Agreement shall commence immediately after both parties have signed in the 


place and manner indicated below and shall terminate in accordance with the provisions as set forth 


in Attachment A. 


6. This Agreement shall be governed by and performed, interpreted and enforced in 


accordance with the laws of the State of Michigan.  SERVICE PROVIDER 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. 


7. 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. 


8. This Agreement shall be binding upon the successors and assigns of the parties 


hereto, but no such assignment shall be made by SERVICE PROVIDER without the prior written 


consent of the CITY.  Any attempt at assignment without prior written consent shall be void and of 


no effect. 


9. SERVICE PROVIDER agrees that neither it nor its employees will discriminate against 


any employee, independent contractor, 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.  SERVICE PROVIDER shall inform the CITY of all claims or suits asserted against it by 


SERVICE PROVIDER’s employees or contractors who work pursuant to this Agreement.  SERVICE 
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PROVIDER shall provide the CITY with periodic status reports concerning all such claims or suits, at 


intervals established by the CITY. 


10. To the fullest extent permitted by law, SERVICE PROVIDER and any entity or person 


for whom SERVICE PROVIDER is legally liable, agrees to be responsible for any liability, defend, pay 


on behalf of, indemnify, and hold harmless the CITY, its 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, including reasonable attorney fees, and for any 


damages which may be asserted, claimed or recovered against or from the CITY, its elected and 


appointed officials, employees, volunteers or others working on behalf of the CITY, 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 solely from the act or omission of the CITY, 


its elected or appointed officials, employees, volunteers or others working on behalf of the CITY. 


11. SERVICE PROVIDER shall not commence work under this Agreement until it has, at 


its sole expense, obtained the insurance required by this paragraph.  All certificates of insurance 


shall be with insurance carriers licensed and admitted to do business in the State of Michigan.  All 


certificates of insurance shall be with insurance carriers acceptable to the CITY.  SERVICE PROVIDER 


shall maintain during the life of this Agreement the types of insurance coverage and minimum limits 


as set forth below: 


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


 
B. Commercial General Liability Insurance: SERVICE PROVIDER 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 for combined single limit, Personal Injury, Bodily 
Injury and Property Damage.  Coverage shall include the following 
extensions: (A) Contractual Liability; (B) Products and Completed Operations; 
(C) Independent Contractors Coverage; (D) Broad Form General Liability 
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Extensions or equivalent; (E) Deletion of all Explosion, Collapse and 
Underground (XCU) Exclusions, if applicable. 


 
C. Motor Vehicle Liability: SERVICE PROVIDER 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 employees and volunteers, all boards, 
commissions and/or authorities and board members, including employees 
and volunteers thereof.  This coverage shall be primary and any other 
insurance maintained by the additional insureds shall be considered to be 
excess and non-contributing with this insurance required from SERVICE 
PROVIDER under this Section. 


 
E. 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: 
Finance Department, City of Birmingham, P.O. Box 3001, 151 Martin Street, 
Birmingham, Michigan 48012. 


 
F. Proof of Insurance Coverage: SERVICE PROVIDER 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. 


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


Liability; 
 


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


 
4. If so requested, Certified Copies of all policies mentioned above will 


be furnished. 
 


G. Coverage Expiration: If any of the above coverages expire during the term of 
this Agreement, SERVICE PROVIDER shall deliver renewal certificates and/or 
policies to the CITY at least (10) days prior to the expiration date. 
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12. 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 SERVICE PROVIDER, the CITY shall have the right to terminate this 


Agreement without further liability to SERVICE PROVIDER if the disqualification has not been 


removed within thirty (30) days after the CITY has given SERVICE PROVIDER 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. 


13. Any controversy or claim arising out of or relating to this Agreement, or the breach 


thereof, shall be settled either by commencement of a suit in Oakland County Circuit Court, the 48th 


District Court or by arbitration.   If both parties elect to have the dispute resolved by arbitration, it 


shall be settled pursuant to Chapter 50 of the Revised Judicature Act for the State of Michigan and 


administered by the American Arbitration Association with one arbitrator being used, or three 


arbitrators in the event any party’s claim exceeds $1,000,000.  Each party shall bear its own costs 


and expenses and an equal share of the arbitrator’s and administrative fees of arbitration.  Such 


arbitration shall qualify as statutory arbitration pursuant to MCL §600.5001 et. seq., and the Oakland 


County Circuit Court or any court having jurisdiction shall render judgment upon the award of the 


arbitrator made pursuant to this Agreement.  This Agreement shall be governed by the laws of the 


State of Michigan 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.   


14. This Agreement constitutes the entire agreement between the parties hereto 


pertaining to the subject matter hereof and supersedes all prior and contemporaneous agreements, 


understandings, negotiations and discussions, whether oral or written, of the parties, except as 
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specifically set forth herein.  No supplement, modification, addition, deletion or waiver of this 


Agreement or any provision of this Agreement shall be binding unless executed in writing by both 


parties to be bound thereby. 


15. SERVICE PROVIDER and the CITY agree that SERVICE PROVIDER shall be liable for 


its own actions and neither SERVICE PROVIDER nor its employees or contractors shall be construed 


as employees of the CITY.  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.  SERVICE PROVIDER, including its employees and contractors, shall not 


be considered 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 and other employer contributions on behalf of 


SERVICE PROVIDER or SERVICE PROVIDER's employees or contractors. 


16. SERVICE PROVIDER 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.  


SERVICE PROVIDER recognizes that unauthorized exposure of such confidential or proprietary 


information could irreparably damage the CITY.  Therefore, the SERVICE PROVIDER agrees to use 


reasonable care to safeguard the confidential and proprietary information and to prevent the 


unauthorized use or disclosure thereof.  SERVICE PROVIDER shall inform its employees and 


contractors of the confidential or proprietary nature of such information and shall limit access 


thereto to employees rendering services pursuant to this Agreement.  SERVICE PROVIDER further 


agrees to use such confidential or proprietary information only for the purpose of performing 


services pursuant to this Agreement. 
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SERVICES AGREEMENT 
 


 THIS SERVICES AGREEMENT (“Agreement”), made this ____ day of ____________, 2014 


by and between the CITY OF BIRMINGHAM, having its principal office at 151 Martin Road, 


Birmingham, MI 48009 ("CITY"), and Birmingham Youth Assistance Committee, whose address is 


2436 W. Lincoln, Suite F102, Birmingham, MI  48009 ("SERVICE PROVIDER"), provides as follows: 


WITNESSETH: 


 WHEREAS, the CITY desires to have certain services provided, which shall be of the type, 


nature and extent as set forth on Attachment A; and 


WHEREAS, SERVICE PROVIDER desires to provide said services for the CITY, which it shall 


do in accordance with the experience it has attained from providing similar services of this nature, 


under the terms and conditions hereinafter stated. 


 NOW, THEREFORE, for and in consideration of the respective agreements and 


undertakings herein contained, the parties agree as follows: 


1. SERVICE PROVIDER shall perform the services as set forth on Attachment A.  The 


type, nature and scope may be changed if mutually agreed upon in writing by SERVICE PROVIDER 


and the CITY. 


2. The CITY shall pay a total of $18,000.00 to SERVICE PROVIDER for the performance 


of this Agreement, which amount shall compensate SERVICE PROVIDER for all aspects of the 


services to be performed including, but not limited to, all preparation, coordination, management, 


staffing and all other services incidental thereto.  Payment shall be made to SERVICE PROVIDER 


pursuant to the schedule contained in Attachment A. 


3. All services performed shall be of the highest quality and standards that meet or 


exceed that which is required and expected in that service industry.  







  
4. SERVICE PROVIDER shall provide and designate one supervisor responsible for the 


coordination of services provided, who shall handle problem solving and be the contact person for 


the CITY.  


5. This Agreement shall commence immediately after both parties have signed in the 


place and manner indicated below and shall terminate in accordance with the provisions as set forth 


in Attachment A. 


6. This Agreement shall be governed by and performed, interpreted and enforced in 


accordance with the laws of the State of Michigan.  SERVICE PROVIDER 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. 


7. 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. 


8. This Agreement shall be binding upon the successors and assigns of the parties 


hereto, but no such assignment shall be made by SERVICE PROVIDER without the prior written 


consent of the CITY.  Any attempt at assignment without prior written consent shall be void and of 


no effect. 


9. SERVICE PROVIDER agrees that neither it nor its employees will discriminate against 


any employee, independent contractor, 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.  SERVICE PROVIDER shall inform the CITY of all claims or suits asserted against it by 


SERVICE PROVIDER’s employees or contractors who work pursuant to this Agreement.  SERVICE 


 -2- 







  
PROVIDER shall provide the CITY with periodic status reports concerning all such claims or suits, at 


intervals established by the CITY. 


10. To the fullest extent permitted by law, SERVICE PROVIDER and any entity or person 


for whom SERVICE PROVIDER is legally liable, agrees to be responsible for any liability, defend, pay 


on behalf of, indemnify, and hold harmless the CITY, its 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, including reasonable attorney fees, and for any 


damages which may be asserted, claimed or recovered against or from the CITY, its elected and 


appointed officials, employees, volunteers or others working on behalf of the CITY, 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 solely from the act or omission of the CITY, 


its elected or appointed officials, employees, volunteers or others working on behalf of the CITY. 


11. SERVICE PROVIDER shall not commence work under this Agreement until it has, at 


its sole expense, obtained the insurance required by this paragraph.  All certificates of insurance 


shall be with insurance carriers licensed and admitted to do business in the State of Michigan.  All 


certificates of insurance shall be with insurance carriers acceptable to the CITY.  SERVICE PROVIDER 


shall maintain during the life of this Agreement the types of insurance coverage and minimum limits 


as set forth below: 


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


 
B. Commercial General Liability Insurance: SERVICE PROVIDER 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 for combined single limit, Personal Injury, Bodily 
Injury and Property Damage.  Coverage shall include the following 
extensions: (A) Contractual Liability; (B) Products and Completed Operations; 
(C) Independent Contractors Coverage; (D) Broad Form General Liability 
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Extensions or equivalent; (E) Deletion of all Explosion, Collapse and 
Underground (XCU) Exclusions, if applicable. 


 
C. Motor Vehicle Liability: SERVICE PROVIDER 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 employees and volunteers, all boards, 
commissions and/or authorities and board members, including employees 
and volunteers thereof.  This coverage shall be primary and any other 
insurance maintained by the additional insureds shall be considered to be 
excess and non-contributing with this insurance required from SERVICE 
PROVIDER under this Section. 


 
E. 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: 
Finance Department, City of Birmingham, P.O. Box 3001, 151 Martin Street, 
Birmingham, Michigan 48012. 


 
F. Proof of Insurance Coverage: SERVICE PROVIDER 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. 


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


Liability; 
 


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


 
4. If so requested, Certified Copies of all policies mentioned above will 


be furnished. 
 


G. Coverage Expiration: If any of the above coverages expire during the term of 
this Agreement, SERVICE PROVIDER shall deliver renewal certificates and/or 
policies to the CITY at least (10) days prior to the expiration date. 
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12. 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 SERVICE PROVIDER, the CITY shall have the right to terminate this 


Agreement without further liability to SERVICE PROVIDER if the disqualification has not been 


removed within thirty (30) days after the CITY has given SERVICE PROVIDER 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. 


13. Any controversy or claim arising out of or relating to this Agreement, or the breach 


thereof, shall be settled either by commencement of a suit in Oakland County Circuit Court, the 48th 


District Court or by arbitration.   If both parties elect to have the dispute resolved by arbitration, it 


shall be settled pursuant to Chapter 50 of the Revised Judicature Act for the State of Michigan and 


administered by the American Arbitration Association with one arbitrator being used, or three 


arbitrators in the event any party’s claim exceeds $1,000,000.  Each party shall bear its own costs 


and expenses and an equal share of the arbitrator’s and administrative fees of arbitration.  Such 


arbitration shall qualify as statutory arbitration pursuant to MCL §600.5001 et. seq., and the Oakland 


County Circuit Court or any court having jurisdiction shall render judgment upon the award of the 


arbitrator made pursuant to this Agreement.  This Agreement shall be governed by the laws of the 


State of Michigan 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.   


14. This Agreement constitutes the entire agreement between the parties hereto 


pertaining to the subject matter hereof and supersedes all prior and contemporaneous agreements, 


understandings, negotiations and discussions, whether oral or written, of the parties, except as 
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specifically set forth herein.  No supplement, modification, addition, deletion or waiver of this 


Agreement or any provision of this Agreement shall be binding unless executed in writing by both 


parties to be bound thereby. 


15. SERVICE PROVIDER and the CITY agree that SERVICE PROVIDER shall be liable for 


its own actions and neither SERVICE PROVIDER nor its employees or contractors shall be construed 


as employees of the CITY.  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.  SERVICE PROVIDER, including its employees and contractors, shall not 


be considered 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 and other employer contributions on behalf of 


SERVICE PROVIDER or SERVICE PROVIDER's employees or contractors. 


16. SERVICE PROVIDER 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.  


SERVICE PROVIDER recognizes that unauthorized exposure of such confidential or proprietary 


information could irreparably damage the CITY.  Therefore, the SERVICE PROVIDER agrees to use 


reasonable care to safeguard the confidential and proprietary information and to prevent the 


unauthorized use or disclosure thereof.  SERVICE PROVIDER shall inform its employees and 


contractors of the confidential or proprietary nature of such information and shall limit access 


thereto to employees rendering services pursuant to this Agreement.  SERVICE PROVIDER further 


agrees to use such confidential or proprietary information only for the purpose of performing 


services pursuant to this Agreement. 


 -6- 











SERVICES AGREEMENT 
 


 THIS SERVICES AGREEMENT (“Agreement”), made this ____ day of ____________, 2014 


by and between the CITY OF BIRMINGHAM, having its principal office at 151 Martin Road, 


Birmingham, MI 48009 ("CITY"), and Building Better Families Through Action, whose address is 


6443 Inkster Road, Suite 280, Bloomfield, MI  48301 ("SERVICE PROVIDER"), provides as follows: 


WITNESSETH: 


 WHEREAS, the CITY desires to have certain services provided, which shall be of the type, 


nature and extent as set forth on Attachment A; and 


WHEREAS, SERVICE PROVIDER desires to provide said services for the CITY, which it shall 


do in accordance with the experience it has attained from providing similar services of this nature, 


under the terms and conditions hereinafter stated. 


 NOW, THEREFORE, for and in consideration of the respective agreements and 


undertakings herein contained, the parties agree as follows: 


1. SERVICE PROVIDER shall perform the services as set forth on Attachment A.  The 


type, nature and scope may be changed if mutually agreed upon in writing by SERVICE PROVIDER 


and the CITY. 


2. The CITY shall pay a total of $1,000.00 to SERVICE PROVIDER for the performance of 


this Agreement, which amount shall compensate SERVICE PROVIDER for all aspects of the services 


to be performed including, but not limited to, all preparation, coordination, management, staffing 


and all other services incidental thereto.  Payment shall be made to SERVICE PROVIDER pursuant to 


the schedule contained in Attachment A. 


3. All services performed shall be of the highest quality and standards that meet or 


exceed that which is required and expected in that service industry.  







  
4. SERVICE PROVIDER shall provide and designate one supervisor responsible for the 


coordination of services provided, who shall handle problem solving and be the contact person for 


the CITY.  


5. This Agreement shall commence immediately after both parties have signed in the 


place and manner indicated below and shall terminate in accordance with the provisions as set forth 


in Attachment A. 


6. This Agreement shall be governed by and performed, interpreted and enforced in 


accordance with the laws of the State of Michigan.  SERVICE PROVIDER 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. 


7. 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. 


8. This Agreement shall be binding upon the successors and assigns of the parties 


hereto, but no such assignment shall be made by SERVICE PROVIDER without the prior written 


consent of the CITY.  Any attempt at assignment without prior written consent shall be void and of 


no effect. 


9. SERVICE PROVIDER agrees that neither it nor its employees will discriminate against 


any employee, independent contractor, 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.  SERVICE PROVIDER shall inform the CITY of all claims or suits asserted against it by 


SERVICE PROVIDER’s employees or contractors who work pursuant to this Agreement.  SERVICE 
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PROVIDER shall provide the CITY with periodic status reports concerning all such claims or suits, at 


intervals established by the CITY. 


10. To the fullest extent permitted by law, SERVICE PROVIDER and any entity or person 


for whom SERVICE PROVIDER is legally liable, agrees to be responsible for any liability, defend, pay 


on behalf of, indemnify, and hold harmless the CITY, its 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, including reasonable attorney fees, and for any 


damages which may be asserted, claimed or recovered against or from the CITY, its elected and 


appointed officials, employees, volunteers or others working on behalf of the CITY, 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 solely from the act or omission of the CITY, 


its elected or appointed officials, employees, volunteers or others working on behalf of the CITY. 


11. SERVICE PROVIDER shall not commence work under this Agreement until it has, at 


its sole expense, obtained the insurance required by this paragraph.  All certificates of insurance 


shall be with insurance carriers licensed and admitted to do business in the State of Michigan.  All 


certificates of insurance shall be with insurance carriers acceptable to the CITY.  SERVICE PROVIDER 


shall maintain during the life of this Agreement the types of insurance coverage and minimum limits 


as set forth below: 


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


 
B. Commercial General Liability Insurance: SERVICE PROVIDER 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 for combined single limit, Personal Injury, Bodily 
Injury and Property Damage.  Coverage shall include the following 
extensions: (A) Contractual Liability; (B) Products and Completed Operations; 
(C) Independent Contractors Coverage; (D) Broad Form General Liability 
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Extensions or equivalent; (E) Deletion of all Explosion, Collapse and 
Underground (XCU) Exclusions, if applicable. 


 
C. Motor Vehicle Liability: SERVICE PROVIDER 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 employees and volunteers, all boards, 
commissions and/or authorities and board members, including employees 
and volunteers thereof.  This coverage shall be primary and any other 
insurance maintained by the additional insureds shall be considered to be 
excess and non-contributing with this insurance required from SERVICE 
PROVIDER under this Section. 


 
E. 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: 
Finance Department, City of Birmingham, P.O. Box 3001, 151 Martin Street, 
Birmingham, Michigan 48012. 


 
F. Proof of Insurance Coverage: SERVICE PROVIDER 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. 


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


Liability; 
 


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


 
4. If so requested, Certified Copies of all policies mentioned above will 


be furnished. 
 


G. Coverage Expiration: If any of the above coverages expire during the term of 
this Agreement, SERVICE PROVIDER shall deliver renewal certificates and/or 
policies to the CITY at least (10) days prior to the expiration date. 
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12. 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 SERVICE PROVIDER, the CITY shall have the right to terminate this 


Agreement without further liability to SERVICE PROVIDER if the disqualification has not been 


removed within thirty (30) days after the CITY has given SERVICE PROVIDER 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. 


13. Any controversy or claim arising out of or relating to this Agreement, or the breach 


thereof, shall be settled either by commencement of a suit in Oakland County Circuit Court, the 48th 


District Court or by arbitration.   If both parties elect to have the dispute resolved by arbitration, it 


shall be settled pursuant to Chapter 50 of the Revised Judicature Act for the State of Michigan and 


administered by the American Arbitration Association with one arbitrator being used, or three 


arbitrators in the event any party’s claim exceeds $1,000,000.  Each party shall bear its own costs 


and expenses and an equal share of the arbitrator’s and administrative fees of arbitration.  Such 


arbitration shall qualify as statutory arbitration pursuant to MCL §600.5001 et. seq., and the Oakland 


County Circuit Court or any court having jurisdiction shall render judgment upon the award of the 


arbitrator made pursuant to this Agreement.  This Agreement shall be governed by the laws of the 


State of Michigan 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.   


14. This Agreement constitutes the entire agreement between the parties hereto 


pertaining to the subject matter hereof and supersedes all prior and contemporaneous agreements, 


understandings, negotiations and discussions, whether oral or written, of the parties, except as 
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specifically set forth herein.  No supplement, modification, addition, deletion or waiver of this 


Agreement or any provision of this Agreement shall be binding unless executed in writing by both 


parties to be bound thereby. 


15. SERVICE PROVIDER and the CITY agree that SERVICE PROVIDER shall be liable for 


its own actions and neither SERVICE PROVIDER nor its employees or contractors shall be construed 


as employees of the CITY.  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.  SERVICE PROVIDER, including its employees and contractors, shall not 


be considered 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 and other employer contributions on behalf of 


SERVICE PROVIDER or SERVICE PROVIDER's employees or contractors. 


16. SERVICE PROVIDER 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.  


SERVICE PROVIDER recognizes that unauthorized exposure of such confidential or proprietary 


information could irreparably damage the CITY.  Therefore, the SERVICE PROVIDER agrees to use 


reasonable care to safeguard the confidential and proprietary information and to prevent the 


unauthorized use or disclosure thereof.  SERVICE PROVIDER shall inform its employees and 


contractors of the confidential or proprietary nature of such information and shall limit access 


thereto to employees rendering services pursuant to this Agreement.  SERVICE PROVIDER further 


agrees to use such confidential or proprietary information only for the purpose of performing 


services pursuant to this Agreement. 
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SERVICES AGREEMENT 
 


 THIS SERVICES AGREEMENT (“Agreement”), made this ____ day of ____________, 2014 


by and between the CITY OF BIRMINGHAM, having its principal office at 151 Martin Road, 


Birmingham, MI 48009 ("CITY"), and Common Ground Sanctuary, whose address is 1410 S. 


Telegraph, Bloomfield Hills, MI  48302 ("SERVICE PROVIDER"), provides as follows: 


WITNESSETH: 


 WHEREAS, the CITY desires to have certain services provided, which shall be of the type, 


nature and extent as set forth on Attachment A; and 


WHEREAS, SERVICE PROVIDER desires to provide said services for the CITY, which it shall 


do in accordance with the experience it has attained from providing similar services of this nature, 


under the terms and conditions hereinafter stated. 


 NOW, THEREFORE, for and in consideration of the respective agreements and 


undertakings herein contained, the parties agree as follows: 


1. SERVICE PROVIDER shall perform the services as set forth on Attachment A.  The 


type, nature and scope may be changed if mutually agreed upon in writing by SERVICE PROVIDER 


and the CITY. 


2. The CITY shall pay a total of $1,500.00 to SERVICE PROVIDER for the performance of 


this Agreement, which amount shall compensate SERVICE PROVIDER for all aspects of the services 


to be performed including, but not limited to, all preparation, coordination, management, staffing 


and all other services incidental thereto.  Payment shall be made to SERVICE PROVIDER pursuant to 


the schedule contained in Attachment A. 


3. All services performed shall be of the highest quality and standards that meet or 


exceed that which is required and expected in that service industry.  







  
4. SERVICE PROVIDER shall provide and designate one supervisor responsible for the 


coordination of services provided, who shall handle problem solving and be the contact person for 


the CITY.  


5. This Agreement shall commence immediately after both parties have signed in the 


place and manner indicated below and shall terminate in accordance with the provisions as set forth 


in Attachment A. 


6. This Agreement shall be governed by and performed, interpreted and enforced in 


accordance with the laws of the State of Michigan.  SERVICE PROVIDER 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. 


7. 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. 


8. This Agreement shall be binding upon the successors and assigns of the parties 


hereto, but no such assignment shall be made by SERVICE PROVIDER without the prior written 


consent of the CITY.  Any attempt at assignment without prior written consent shall be void and of 


no effect. 


9. SERVICE PROVIDER agrees that neither it nor its employees will discriminate against 


any employee, independent contractor, 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.  SERVICE PROVIDER shall inform the CITY of all claims or suits asserted against it by 


SERVICE PROVIDER’s employees or contractors who work pursuant to this Agreement.  SERVICE 
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PROVIDER shall provide the CITY with periodic status reports concerning all such claims or suits, at 


intervals established by the CITY. 


10. To the fullest extent permitted by law, SERVICE PROVIDER and any entity or person 


for whom SERVICE PROVIDER is legally liable, agrees to be responsible for any liability, defend, pay 


on behalf of, indemnify, and hold harmless the CITY, its 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, including reasonable attorney fees, and for any 


damages which may be asserted, claimed or recovered against or from the CITY, its elected and 


appointed officials, employees, volunteers or others working on behalf of the CITY, 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 solely from the act or omission of the CITY, 


its elected or appointed officials, employees, volunteers or others working on behalf of the CITY. 


11. SERVICE PROVIDER shall not commence work under this Agreement until it has, at 


its sole expense, obtained the insurance required by this paragraph.  All certificates of insurance 


shall be with insurance carriers licensed and admitted to do business in the State of Michigan.  All 


certificates of insurance shall be with insurance carriers acceptable to the CITY.  SERVICE PROVIDER 


shall maintain during the life of this Agreement the types of insurance coverage and minimum limits 


as set forth below: 


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


 
B. Commercial General Liability Insurance: SERVICE PROVIDER 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 for combined single limit, Personal Injury, Bodily 
Injury and Property Damage.  Coverage shall include the following 
extensions: (A) Contractual Liability; (B) Products and Completed Operations; 
(C) Independent Contractors Coverage; (D) Broad Form General Liability 
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Extensions or equivalent; (E) Deletion of all Explosion, Collapse and 
Underground (XCU) Exclusions, if applicable. 


 
C. Motor Vehicle Liability: SERVICE PROVIDER 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 employees and volunteers, all boards, 
commissions and/or authorities and board members, including employees 
and volunteers thereof.  This coverage shall be primary and any other 
insurance maintained by the additional insureds shall be considered to be 
excess and non-contributing with this insurance required from SERVICE 
PROVIDER under this Section. 


 
E. 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: 
Finance Department, City of Birmingham, P.O. Box 3001, 151 Martin Street, 
Birmingham, Michigan 48012. 


 
F. Proof of Insurance Coverage: SERVICE PROVIDER 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. 


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


Liability; 
 


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


 
4. If so requested, Certified Copies of all policies mentioned above will 


be furnished. 
 


G. Coverage Expiration: If any of the above coverages expire during the term of 
this Agreement, SERVICE PROVIDER shall deliver renewal certificates and/or 
policies to the CITY at least (10) days prior to the expiration date. 
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12. 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 SERVICE PROVIDER, the CITY shall have the right to terminate this 


Agreement without further liability to SERVICE PROVIDER if the disqualification has not been 


removed within thirty (30) days after the CITY has given SERVICE PROVIDER 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. 


13. Any controversy or claim arising out of or relating to this Agreement, or the breach 


thereof, shall be settled either by commencement of a suit in Oakland County Circuit Court, the 48th 


District Court or by arbitration.   If both parties elect to have the dispute resolved by arbitration, it 


shall be settled pursuant to Chapter 50 of the Revised Judicature Act for the State of Michigan and 


administered by the American Arbitration Association with one arbitrator being used, or three 


arbitrators in the event any party’s claim exceeds $1,000,000.  Each party shall bear its own costs 


and expenses and an equal share of the arbitrator’s and administrative fees of arbitration.  Such 


arbitration shall qualify as statutory arbitration pursuant to MCL §600.5001 et. seq., and the Oakland 


County Circuit Court or any court having jurisdiction shall render judgment upon the award of the 


arbitrator made pursuant to this Agreement.  This Agreement shall be governed by the laws of the 


State of Michigan 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.   


14. This Agreement constitutes the entire agreement between the parties hereto 


pertaining to the subject matter hereof and supersedes all prior and contemporaneous agreements, 


understandings, negotiations and discussions, whether oral or written, of the parties, except as 
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specifically set forth herein.  No supplement, modification, addition, deletion or waiver of this 


Agreement or any provision of this Agreement shall be binding unless executed in writing by both 


parties to be bound thereby. 


15. SERVICE PROVIDER and the CITY agree that SERVICE PROVIDER shall be liable for 


its own actions and neither SERVICE PROVIDER nor its employees or contractors shall be construed 


as employees of the CITY.  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.  SERVICE PROVIDER, including its employees and contractors, shall not 


be considered 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 and other employer contributions on behalf of 


SERVICE PROVIDER or SERVICE PROVIDER's employees or contractors. 


16. SERVICE PROVIDER 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.  


SERVICE PROVIDER recognizes that unauthorized exposure of such confidential or proprietary 


information could irreparably damage the CITY.  Therefore, the SERVICE PROVIDER agrees to use 


reasonable care to safeguard the confidential and proprietary information and to prevent the 


unauthorized use or disclosure thereof.  SERVICE PROVIDER shall inform its employees and 


contractors of the confidential or proprietary nature of such information and shall limit access 


thereto to employees rendering services pursuant to this Agreement.  SERVICE PROVIDER further 


agrees to use such confidential or proprietary information only for the purpose of performing 


services pursuant to this Agreement. 
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SERVICES AGREEMENT 
 


 THIS SERVICES AGREEMENT (“Agreement”), made this ____ day of ____________, 2014 


by and between the CITY OF BIRMINGHAM, having its principal office at 151 Martin Road, 


Birmingham, MI 48009 ("CITY"), and HAVEN, whose address is P.O. Box 431045, Pontiac, MI  


48343-1045 ("SERVICE PROVIDER"), provides as follows: 


WITNESSETH: 


 WHEREAS, the CITY desires to have certain services provided, which shall be of the type, 


nature and extent as set forth on Attachment A; and 


WHEREAS, SERVICE PROVIDER desires to provide said services for the CITY, which it shall 


do in accordance with the experience it has attained from providing similar services of this nature, 


under the terms and conditions hereinafter stated. 


 NOW, THEREFORE, for and in consideration of the respective agreements and 


undertakings herein contained, the parties agree as follows: 


1. SERVICE PROVIDER shall perform the services as set forth on Attachment A.  The 


type, nature and scope may be changed if mutually agreed upon in writing by SERVICE PROVIDER 


and the CITY. 


2. The CITY shall pay a total of $2,000.00 to SERVICE PROVIDER for the performance of 


this Agreement, which amount shall compensate SERVICE PROVIDER for all aspects of the services 


to be performed including, but not limited to, all preparation, coordination, management, staffing 


and all other services incidental thereto.  Payment shall be made to SERVICE PROVIDER pursuant to 


the schedule contained in Attachment A. 


3. All services performed shall be of the highest quality and standards that meet or 


exceed that which is required and expected in that service industry.  







  
4. SERVICE PROVIDER shall provide and designate one supervisor responsible for the 


coordination of services provided, who shall handle problem solving and be the contact person for 


the CITY.  


5. This Agreement shall commence immediately after both parties have signed in the 


place and manner indicated below and shall terminate in accordance with the provisions as set forth 


in Attachment A. 


6. This Agreement shall be governed by and performed, interpreted and enforced in 


accordance with the laws of the State of Michigan.  SERVICE PROVIDER 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. 


7. 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. 


8. This Agreement shall be binding upon the successors and assigns of the parties 


hereto, but no such assignment shall be made by SERVICE PROVIDER without the prior written 


consent of the CITY.  Any attempt at assignment without prior written consent shall be void and of 


no effect. 


9. SERVICE PROVIDER agrees that neither it nor its employees will discriminate against 


any employee, independent contractor, 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.  SERVICE PROVIDER shall inform the CITY of all claims or suits asserted against it by 


SERVICE PROVIDER’s employees or contractors who work pursuant to this Agreement.  SERVICE 
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PROVIDER shall provide the CITY with periodic status reports concerning all such claims or suits, at 


intervals established by the CITY. 


10. To the fullest extent permitted by law, SERVICE PROVIDER and any entity or person 


for whom SERVICE PROVIDER is legally liable, agrees to be responsible for any liability, defend, pay 


on behalf of, indemnify, and hold harmless the CITY, its 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, including reasonable attorney fees, and for any 


damages which may be asserted, claimed or recovered against or from the CITY, its elected and 


appointed officials, employees, volunteers or others working on behalf of the CITY, 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 solely from the act or omission of the CITY, 


its elected or appointed officials, employees, volunteers or others working on behalf of the CITY. 


11. SERVICE PROVIDER shall not commence work under this Agreement until it has, at 


its sole expense, obtained the insurance required by this paragraph.  All certificates of insurance 


shall be with insurance carriers licensed and admitted to do business in the State of Michigan.  All 


certificates of insurance shall be with insurance carriers acceptable to the CITY.  SERVICE PROVIDER 


shall maintain during the life of this Agreement the types of insurance coverage and minimum limits 


as set forth below: 


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


 
B. Commercial General Liability Insurance: SERVICE PROVIDER 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 for combined single limit, Personal Injury, Bodily 
Injury and Property Damage.  Coverage shall include the following 
extensions: (A) Contractual Liability; (B) Products and Completed Operations; 
(C) Independent Contractors Coverage; (D) Broad Form General Liability 
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Extensions or equivalent; (E) Deletion of all Explosion, Collapse and 
Underground (XCU) Exclusions, if applicable. 


 
C. Motor Vehicle Liability: SERVICE PROVIDER 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 employees and volunteers, all boards, 
commissions and/or authorities and board members, including employees 
and volunteers thereof.  This coverage shall be primary and any other 
insurance maintained by the additional insureds shall be considered to be 
excess and non-contributing with this insurance required from SERVICE 
PROVIDER under this Section. 


 
E. 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: 
Finance Department, City of Birmingham, P.O. Box 3001, 151 Martin Street, 
Birmingham, Michigan 48012. 


 
F. Proof of Insurance Coverage: SERVICE PROVIDER 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. 


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


Liability; 
 


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


 
4. If so requested, Certified Copies of all policies mentioned above will 


be furnished. 
 


G. Coverage Expiration: If any of the above coverages expire during the term of 
this Agreement, SERVICE PROVIDER shall deliver renewal certificates and/or 
policies to the CITY at least (10) days prior to the expiration date. 
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12. 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 SERVICE PROVIDER, the CITY shall have the right to terminate this 


Agreement without further liability to SERVICE PROVIDER if the disqualification has not been 


removed within thirty (30) days after the CITY has given SERVICE PROVIDER 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. 


13. Any controversy or claim arising out of or relating to this Agreement, or the breach 


thereof, shall be settled either by commencement of a suit in Oakland County Circuit Court, the 48th 


District Court or by arbitration.   If both parties elect to have the dispute resolved by arbitration, it 


shall be settled pursuant to Chapter 50 of the Revised Judicature Act for the State of Michigan and 


administered by the American Arbitration Association with one arbitrator being used, or three 


arbitrators in the event any party’s claim exceeds $1,000,000.  Each party shall bear its own costs 


and expenses and an equal share of the arbitrator’s and administrative fees of arbitration.  Such 


arbitration shall qualify as statutory arbitration pursuant to MCL §600.5001 et. seq., and the Oakland 


County Circuit Court or any court having jurisdiction shall render judgment upon the award of the 


arbitrator made pursuant to this Agreement.  This Agreement shall be governed by the laws of the 


State of Michigan 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.   


14. This Agreement constitutes the entire agreement between the parties hereto 


pertaining to the subject matter hereof and supersedes all prior and contemporaneous agreements, 


understandings, negotiations and discussions, whether oral or written, of the parties, except as 
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specifically set forth herein.  No supplement, modification, addition, deletion or waiver of this 


Agreement or any provision of this Agreement shall be binding unless executed in writing by both 


parties to be bound thereby. 


15. SERVICE PROVIDER and the CITY agree that SERVICE PROVIDER shall be liable for 


its own actions and neither SERVICE PROVIDER nor its employees or contractors shall be construed 


as employees of the CITY.  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.  SERVICE PROVIDER, including its employees and contractors, shall not 


be considered 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 and other employer contributions on behalf of 


SERVICE PROVIDER or SERVICE PROVIDER's employees or contractors. 


16. SERVICE PROVIDER 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.  


SERVICE PROVIDER recognizes that unauthorized exposure of such confidential or proprietary 


information could irreparably damage the CITY.  Therefore, the SERVICE PROVIDER agrees to use 


reasonable care to safeguard the confidential and proprietary information and to prevent the 


unauthorized use or disclosure thereof.  SERVICE PROVIDER shall inform its employees and 


contractors of the confidential or proprietary nature of such information and shall limit access 


thereto to employees rendering services pursuant to this Agreement.  SERVICE PROVIDER further 


agrees to use such confidential or proprietary information only for the purpose of performing 


services pursuant to this Agreement. 
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MEMORANDUM 
City Clerk’s Office 


DATE: June 11, 2014 


TO: Joseph A. Valentine, Interim City Manager 


FROM: Laura M. Pierce, City Clerk 


SUBJECT: Special Event Application 
Run on the Town 


Attached is a special event application submitted by Max Broock Realtors requesting permission 
to hold the Run on the Town on September 13, 2014.   


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


SUGGESTED RESOLUTION: 
To approve a request submitted by Max Broock Realtors requesting permission to hold the Run 
on the Town on September 13, 2014, contingent upon compliance with all permit and insurance 
requirements and payment of all fees and, further pursuant to any minor modifications that 
may be deemed necessary by administrative staff at the time of the event. 
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DEPARTMENT APPROVED COMMENTS 


PERMITS 
REQUIRED 


(Must be obtained directly 
from individual 
departments) 


ESTIMATED 
COSTS 


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


not be issued if 
unpaid.)


ACTUAL 
COSTS 


(Event will be 
invoiced by the 
Clerk’s office 


after the event) 


 
PLANNING 


101-000.000-634.0005 
248.530.1855 


 


PENDING 
APPROVAL 


     


BUILDING 
101-000.000.634.0005 


248.530.1850 
Ken Cooper No building department involvement  none 0  


FIRE 
101-000.000-634.0004 


248.530.1900 
LB 


1. No Smoking in any tents or canopy.  
Signs to be posted. 


2. All tents and Canopies must be 
flame resistant with certificate on 
site. 


3. Tents and Canopies must be 
properly anchored for the weather 
conditions, no stakes allowed. 


4. Clear Fire Department access of 12 
foot aisles must be maintained, no 
tents, canopies or other obstructions 
in the middle of the road unless 
approved by the Fire Marshal. 


5. Cords, hoses, etc. shall be matted to 
prevent trip hazards. 


6. Paramedics will respond from the 
fire station as needed. Dial 911 for 


None $0  


DEPARTMENT APPROVALS
REVISED 


EVENT NAME & DATE Run on the Town 5K    COMMISSION HEARING DATE June 9, 2014 
  
LICENSE NUMBER #14-00010072  NOTE TO STAFF: Please submit approval by May 29, 2014 







 


 


fire/rescue/medical emergencies. 
7. Do Not obstruct fire hydrants or fire 


sprinkler connections on buildings. 
8. Provide protective barriers between 


hot surfaces and the public. 
 


POLICE 
101-000.000.634.0003 


248.530.1870 
TK 


Personnel/Barricades for 3 hours. Must 
have sufficient volunteers to assist 
runners at minor intersections. 


 $2,000.00  


PUBLIC SERVICES 
101-000.000-634.0002 


248.530.1642 
CL 


-Price includes labor for delivery and 
pick-up of barricades. 
-Estimated trash pick-up. 


 $650.00  


ENGINEERING 
101-000.000.634.0002 


248.530.1839 
BC Revised race route approved.  $0  


INSURANCE 
248.530.1807 


SO 


Contingent upon city’s insurance 
requirements being met.  Need letter 
stating that no employees are used for 
this event and that there are no owned 
vehicles used for event since coverage 
has not been provided.  Also additional 
insured endorsement must be worded 
per city insurance requirements 


 0  


CLERK 
101-000.000-614.0000 


248.530.1803 
LP 


Notification letters mailed on 6/9/14 and 
are on file with Clerk.  Insurance and 
costs are due to Clerk no later than 
8/29/14. 


Any vendor’s 
applications are due to 
Clerk no later than 
8/29/14. 


$200 (pd) 
 
 
 


    


TOTAL 
DEPOSIT 


REQUIRED 
 


$2,650.00 
 


ACTUAL 
COST 
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MEMORANDUM 
City Clerk’s Office 


DATE: June 11, 2014 


TO: Joseph A. Valentine, Interim City Manager 


FROM: Laura M. Pierce, City Clerk 


SUBJECT: Special Event Application 
Rail Jam 


Attached is a special event application submitted by Don Thomas Sporthaus requesting 
permission to hold the Rail Jam in Woodward Triangle area on September 20, 2014.   


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


The Birmingham Street Art Fair will be held September 20th – 21st on South Old Woodward from 
Maple to Frank.  The Rail Jam does not pose a conflict with this event. 


SUGGESTED RESOLUTION: 
To approve a request submitted by Don Thomas Sporthaus to hold the Rail Jam in Woodward 
Triangle area on September 20, 2014, contingent upon compliance with all permit and 
insurance requirements and payment of all fees and, further pursuant to any minor 
modifications that may be deemed necessary by administrative staff at the time of the event. 
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NOTE TO STAFF:  Please submit approval by June 4, 2014  DATE OF EVENT September 20, 2014   
  


DEPARTMENT APPROVED COMMENTS 


PERMITS 
REQUIRED 


(Must be obtained directly 
from individual 
departments) 


ESTIMATED 
COSTS 


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


not be issued if 
unpaid.)


ACTUAL 
COSTS 


(Event will be 
invoiced by the 
Clerk’s office 


after the event) 


 
PLANNING 


101-000.000-634.0005 
248.530.1855 


 


MB No signage requested  0   


BUILDING 
101-000.000.634.0005 


248.530.1850 
Ken Cooper 


Building permit required for the ski 
structure. All canopies must be weighted 
down.  


Building permit 
required for the ski 
structure 


1. Cost of the 
building 
permit. 


2. 2 hours of 
overtime 
costs  


 
$127.90 


 


FIRE 
101-000.000-634.0004 


248.530.1900 
FM Bigger 


1. No Smoking in any tents or 
canopy.  Signs to be posted. 


2. All tents and Canopies must be 
flame resistant with certificate on 
site. 


3. No open flame or devices 
emitting flame, fire or heat in any 
tents.  Cooking devices shall not 
be permitted within 20 feet of the 
tents. 


None Inspection – 
$75.00  


DEPARTMENT APPROVALS 
 


                    EVENT NAME 2014 Rail Jam 
  
LICENSE NUMBER #14-10079  COMMISSION HEARING DATE June 23, 2014 







 


 


4. Tents and Canopies must be 
properly anchored for the 
weather conditions, no stakes 
allowed. 


5. Pre-event site inspection 
required. 


6. All food vendors are required to 
have an approved 5lbs. multi-
purpose (ABC) fire extinguisher 
on site and accessible. 


7. Cords, hoses, etc. shall be 
matted to prevent trip hazards. 


8. Paramedics will respond from the 
fire station as needed. Dial 911 
for fire/rescue/medical 
emergencies. 


9. A permit is required for Fire 
hydrant usage. 


10. Do Not obstruct fire hydrants or 
fire sprinkler connections on 
buildings. 


11. Provide protective barriers 
between hot surfaces and the 
public. 


POLICE 
101-000.000.634.0003 


248.530.1870 
TK 


10 Meter spaces for Fri and Sat. Must 
have personnel to assist pedestrians 
crossing Old Woodward from the store 
to the event. 


 


$240.00 + $50 
Deposit for 
meter bags. 


 
$290.00 


 


PUBLIC SERVICES 
101-000.000-634.0002 


248.530.1642 
CL 


1). The Department is requiring that the 
event have (1) trash Dumpster located 
by the food vendor stations. 
 
2).  The Department is requiring that the 
event double fence around the 
designated property that is suggested for 
their demonstration/competition area. 


 $170.00  







 


 


 
3). The Department is requiring that the 
art piece that is located in the triangle be 
fenced off separately. 
 
4). Additional cost could occur if trash is 
needed to be picked up after the event. 


ENGINEERING 
101-000.000.634.0002 


248.530.1839 
BC No comments.  $0  


INSURANCE 
248.530.1807 


SO Contingent upon City’s insurance 
requirements being met.  0  


CLERK 
101-000.000-614.0000 


248.530.1803 
LP 


Notification letters were delivered by 
applicant 6/2/14. Notification addresses 
on file in the Clerk’s Office.  Evidence of 
required insurance must be on file with 
the Clerk’s Office no later than 9/5/14. 


Applications for 
vendors license must 
be submitted no later 
than 9/5/14. 


$165 pd 
 


 
 
 


    


TOTAL 
DEPOSIT 


REQUIRED 
 


$662.90 
 


ACTUAL 
COST 


 
 
 


  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


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








NOTICE OF INTENTION TO APPOINT TO 
PUBLIC ARTS BOARD 


At the regular meeting of Monday, January 13, 2014 the Birmingham City Commission 
intends to appoint two members to the Public Arts Board to serve three-year terms to expire 
January 28, 2017. 


In so far as possible, the members shall represent a major cultural institution, a registered 
architect of the State of Michigan, an artist, an art historian, and an art consultant. 
Members may also be members of the Historic District Commission, Design Review Board, 
the Parks and Recreation Board, or the Planning Board. 


The objectives of the Public Arts Board are to enrich the City's civic and cultural heritage; 
to promote a rich, diverse, and stimulating cultural environment in order to enrich the lives 
of the City's residents, business owners, employees, and all visitors; and to establish an 
environment where differing points of view are fostered, expected, and celebrated by 
providing the opportunity for such expression through the display of public art. 


Interested citizens may apply for this position by submitting an application available from the 
city clerk's office.  Applications must be submitted to the city clerk's office on or before noon 
on Wednesday, January 8, 2014.  These applications will appear in the public agenda for the 
regular meeting at which time the commission will discuss recommendations, and may make 
nominations and vote on the appointments. 


SUGGESTED ACTION: 
To appoint _____________ as a resident member to the Public Arts Board to serve a three-
year term to expire January 28, 2017. 


Resubmitted from January 13, 2014 
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PUBLIC ARTS BOARD
City Code - Chapter 78, Article V 
Terms - 3 years 
Members - At least 4 members shall be residents of the City of Birmingham.  The remaining members
may or may not be residents of Birmingham.  In so far as possible, the members shall represent a
major cultural institution, a registered architect of the State of Michigan, an artist, an art historian,
and an art consultant.  Members may also be members of the HDDRC, the Parks and Recreation
Board, or the Planning Board. 
Objectives -  
 to enrich the City's civic and cultural heritage;
 to promote a rich, diverse, and stimulating cultural environment in order to enrich the lives of the


City's residents, business owners, employees, and all visitors;
 to establish an environment where differing points of view are fostered, expected, and celebrated


by providing the opportunity for such expression through the display of public art.


Last Name First Name


Home Address


Home
Business 
Fax


E-Mail Appointed Term Expires


Abbott Emily


586 Fairfax


(248) 877-4794


emilyannabbott@gmail.com


Student Representative


Birmingham 48009


12/31/20142/11/2014


Heller Barbara


176 Linden


(248) 540-1310


(313) 833-7834


bheller@dia.org


Resident Member


Birmingham 48009


1/28/20151/28/2002


Klinger Phyllis


1844 Bowers


(248) 594-4240


pklingerlawfirm@yahoo.com


Resident Member


Birmingham 48009


1/28/20153/18/2013


Kowaleski Diane


750 Hazelwood


248-594-1974


dfkowal@gmail.com


Resident Member


Birmingham 48009


1/28/20174/23/2012
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Last Name First Name


Home Address


Home
Business 
Fax


E-Mail Appointed Term Expires


Parsons Sally


1335 Willow Lane


(248) 646-6258


sallyparsons@earthlink.net


Resident Member


Birmingham 48009


1/28/20168/9/2004


Reynolds Virginia


521 N. Vermont Ave


(313) 833-9162


reynoldsve@gmail.com


Royal Oak 48067


1/28/20163/18/2013


Sherbin Meredith


1201 Brookwood


(248) 642-5041


merbear56@gmail.com


Student Representative


Birmingham 48009


12/31/20142/11/2014


Vacant


Resident Member
1/28/2017


Wells Linda


588 Cherry Ct.


(248) 647-1165


wells4456@comcast.net


Resident Member


Birmingham 48009


1/28/20162/11/2013
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MEMORANDUM 
City Clerk’s Office 


DATE: June 16, 2014 


TO: Joseph A. Valentine, Interim City Manager 


FROM: Laura M. Pierce, City Clerk 


SUBJECT: Purchase of Voting Booths 


The City of Birmingham purchased voter booths twenty years ago.  Throughout the years, the 
voter booths have seen a large number of elections and are in need of replacement.  Besides 
the poor appearance of the booths and unsteady legs, the manufacturer no longer offers 
replacement parts.   


The Boolee Double Station side-by-side twin voting booths offer the City lightweight sturdy 
voting booths which are easy to set up and tear down.  The booths are made of a metal frame 
with heavy duty black canvass covering to allow for privacy.  The tables (voting surface) are 
made of a hard plastic material.  Each precinct will receive four sets of the twin voting booths 
and a standalone ADA voting booth for a total of nine voting stations per precinct.  The City 
currently has eight standalone voting booths and one ADA voting booth per precinct (nine 
voting stations). 


It is recommended that the City purchase thirty-six Boolee Double Station side-by-side twin 
voting booths and nine Boolee ADA voting booths from Election Source, the sole-source vendor 
of Boolee voting booths, in the amount of $11,254.78.  Funds have been budgeted in the 2013-
2014 fiscal year to purchase 28 booths in the amount of $7,061.35 and 17 booths in the 
amount of $4,193.43 in the 2014-2015 fiscal year.   


SUGGESTED RESOLUTION: 
To approve the purchase of thirty-six Boolee Double Station side-by-side twin voting booths and 
nine Boolee ADA voting booths from Election Source in the amount of $11,254.78 and to waive 
the normal bidding requirements as Election Source is the sole-source vendor for the Boolee 
voting booths.  Funds for this purchase are available in the machinery & equipment account 
#101-262.000-971.0100 to be divided as follows: $7,061.35 in fiscal year 2013-2014 and 
$4,193.43 in fiscal year 2014-2015. 
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MEMORANDUM 
Clerk’s Office 


DATE: June 23, 2014 


TO: Joe Valentine, Interim City Manager 


FROM: Leslie Pielack, Museum Director 


SUBJECT: Agreement for Friends of BHMP Use of Museum Premises-Events 


The Friends of the Birmingham Historical Museum & Park (a.k.a., Birmingham Historical Society) 
is a 501 c3 organization with a long history of supporting the Museum and holding events on 
site to raise funds.  The Friends have been instrumental in building the Museum’s endowment 
and have worked with the Museum Board to help with financial and operational support.  In 
addition, the Museum’s current 2013-2016 BHMP Strategic Plan includes specific objectives 
whose aim is to develop strategies and enhance the fundraising capabilities of the Friends. 


Therefore, the arrangement between the Museum and the Friends for holding events at the 
museum has evolved to a point that it is important to set guidelines regarding the availability of 
alcohol.  As part of a full complement of refreshments and beverages, alcohol served on site 
during special events and receptions is an important element of charitable fundraising.  As the 
Friends develop their funding goals going forward, establishing city guidelines for the availability 
of alcohol and associated requirements at the Museum will be an aid in planning.  In addition, 
general use guidelines regarding capacity, access, parking, and applicable ordinances during 
events will provide needed parameters whether or not alcohol is part of a planned event. 


The Museum has developed a set of applicable guidelines and a permit, with the assistance of 
the Interim City Manager and City Attorney, which addresses these issues.   


SUGGESTED RESOLUTION: 


To adopt a Resolution and accompanying Permit regarding the use of the Allen and Hunter Houses 
for special events held by the Friends of the Birmingham Historical Museum & Park.    
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CITY OF BIRMINGHAM 


RESOLUTION REGARDING USE OF THE ALLEN AND HUNTER HOUSES  
 


Moved by Commission Member       , Seconded by Commission Member________ 
 


WHEREAS, the Birmingham Historical Museum and Park (BHMP) is owned by the City of 
Birmingham; and, 
 


WHEREAS, the City of Birmingham may authorize, from time to time, the Friends of the 
Birmingham Historical Museum and Park to use the Allen House to conduct fundraisers and charity 
events which benefit the Birmingham Historical Museum and Park. 
 


NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that in the event the Friends of the 
Birmingham Historical Museum and Park use the Allen House to conduct fundraisers and charity 
events to benefit the Birmingham Historical Museum and Park, the following terms and conditions 
shall be adhered to: 
 


1. The times and dates of permitted use shall be authorized by the Museum Director. 
  
2. There is a limit of forty (40) people for inside, sit-down events.   The Allen House will 


accommodate a maximum of one hundred (100) persons. Larger events of up to two hundred (200) 
invited guests may be accommodated during the months of May through September only, weather 
permitting. However, events of more than 100 guests may require a tent to cover outside area(s) at 
the expense of the Friends. 


3. The use of the Hunter House is limited to the main floor only.  The use of the Allen 
House is limited to the first floor public access rooms only:  foyer, living room, dining room, kitchen, 
library, north (sun) porch and bathroom.  The outside grounds may also be used. Room and/or 
grounds availability will be determined by the Museum Director.  The condition of the Allen House 
shall be returned to the condition prior to the event. 


  
4. The City of Birmingham’s noise ordinance must be adhered to at all times.  A copy of 


this ordinance will be provided upon request.  No amplified music is permitted outside the house.  
Any music not requiring amplification, which is planned for outside the house, must be approved by 
the Museum Director prior to the event. 


5. Due to City requirements, it is essential that guests are advised of proper parking 
locations in advance.  All guests, except those requiring barrier free parking, must park in the 
municipal Chester Street Parking Structure across Maple to the South and cross at the crosswalks.  
One barrier free parking space is available in the Allen House driveway on the west side of the 
house.  Only two vehicles are permitted to park in the driveway of the Allen House during the event. 
Valet parking may also be used, however, only valet companies approved by the City of Birmingham 
may be used.  Loading and unloading is permitted in the bus loading zone along Maple Road. 
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6. Upon approval by the City, alcoholic beverages may be served on the premises in 
conjunction with a valid catering permit and in accordance with the requirements set forth in the 
attached Permit.  Under no circumstances can alcohol be served to minors, nor illicit drugs be used 
on the Birmingham Historical Museum and Park premises. 


  
 
AYES:             
 
NAYS:             
 
ABSENT:             
 
MOTION CARRIED. 
 


I, Laura Pierce, Clerk of the City of Birmingham, certify that the foregoing is a true 
and compared copy of a Resolution duly made and passed by the Birmingham City 
Commission at a meeting held on _______________, 2014. 


 
             
       Laura Pierce, City Clerk 
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PERMIT FOR USE OF THE ALLEN HOUSE 
 


This Permit issued this ___ day of ______, 2014 by the City of Birmingham. 
 
 The Friends of the Birmingham Historical Museum and Park, do hereby agree to adhere 


to all of the terms and conditions set forth in the Birmingham City Commission Resolution of 


_____________, 2014, which is attached hereto and incorporated by reference for use of the 


Birmingham Historical Museum and Park on ___________ for ______________event. 


 The Friends of the Birmingham Historical Museum and Park shall not use the Allen 


House in any event, pursuant to this Permit, until it has at its sole expense obtained insurance as 


required under this paragraph. 


1. The FRIENDS shall not conduct any events pursuant to this Permit 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.  


 
A.  Workers' Compensation Insurance: FRIENDS shall procure and maintain during the 


life of this Permit, Workers' Compensation Insurance, including Employers Liability 
Coverage, in accordance with all applicable statutes of the State of Michigan. 


 
B. Commercial General Liability Insurance: FRIENDS shall procure and maintain during 


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


 
C. Liquor Liability:  Upon approval by the City, alcoholic beverages may be served on 


the premises. If alcoholic beverages are to be served during the event, the Friends 
will provide host liquor liability insurance coverage in an amount not less than One 
Million Dollars ($1,000,000).  Under no circumstances can alcohol be served to 
minor. 


 
D. Motor Vehicle Liability: FRIENDS shall procure and maintain during the life of this 


Permit 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. 
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E. 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: Finance Director, City of Birmingham, 
PO Box 3001, 151 Martin Street, Birmingham, MI  48012-3001. 


 
F. Proof of Insurance Coverage: FRIENDS shall provide the City of Birmingham at the 


time this Permit 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.   


 
G. Coverage Expiration: If any of the above coverages expire during the term of this    , 


FRIENDS shall deliver renewal certificates and/or policies to the City of Birmingham 
at least (10) days prior to the expiration date. 


 
H. Maintaining Insurance:   Upon failure of FRIENDS to obtain or maintain such 


insurance coverage for the term of this Permit, the City of Birmingham may, at its 
option, purchase such coverage and subtract the cost of obtaining such coverage from 
the Permit 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.   


 
 


2. To the fullest extent permitted by law FRIENDS agree 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 Permit.  Such 
responsibility shall not be construed as liability for damage caused by or resulting from the sole act 
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or omission of its elected or appointed officials, employees, volunteers or others working on behalf 
of the CITY OF BIRMINGHAM.  


3. The Friends of the Birmingham Historical Museum and Park shall, to the full extent 
permitted by law, agree that in the event there is any controversy or claim arising or relating to 
this Permit, or the breach thereof, shall be settled either by commencement of a suit in Oakland 
County Circuit Court, the 48th District Court or by arbitration.  If both parties elect to have the 
dispute resolved by arbitration, it shall be settled pursuant to Chapter 50 of the Revised Judicature 
Act for the State of Michigan and administered by the American Arbitration Association with one 
arbitrator being used, or three arbitrators in the event any party’s claim exceeds $1,000,000.  Each 
party shall bear its own costs and expenses and an equal share of the arbitrator’s and administrative 
fees of arbitration.  Such arbitration shall qualify as statutory arbitration pursuant to MCL§600.5001 
et. seq., and the Oakland County Circuit Court or any court having jurisdiction shall render judgment 
upon the award of the arbitrator made pursuant to this Permit.  The laws of the State of Michigan 
shall govern this Permit, 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. 


 


 
CITY OF BIRMINGHAM 
 
By:         
 
Its:         


 
 
Acknowledgement of Receipt:  Permitee acknowledges receipt of this Permit granted by 
Municipality. 
 
 


FRIENDS OF THE BIRMINGHAM HISTORICAL 
MUSEUM AND PARK 


 
 
   By:        


 
Its:        
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MEMORANDUM 
Police Department 


DATE: 


TO: 


FROM: 


SUBJECT: 


May 21, 2014 


Joseph A. Valentine, Interim City Manager 


Donald Studt, Chief of Police / Ellen DeView, Services Coordinator


Pelco Camera and City Hall Video System Upgrade 


The police department camera and city hall video system was initiated in 2001.  This equipment 
includes 31 cameras, a digital video recorder, monitors, and controllers in the dispatch center. 
The system is used not only to view and record video in and around city hall and the police 
department, but also includes 11 wireless cameras located throughout the business district and 
in three parks.  Our long term evidence and bicycle storage facilities located at the DPS are also 
connected to this system.  Although several minor upgrades have been completed since the 
system was installed, this equipment is in need of replacement due to age and condition.   


The manufacturer of the video equipment is Pelco by Schneider Electronic.  The 11 remote 
cameras on this system utilize a wireless network that was designed and engineered by 
FluidMesh.  While the system has worked well for several years, the Pelco encoders and 
decoders that allow the cameras to work on the FluidMesh network are no longer 
manufactured, as this technology has migrated to an Internet Protocal (IP) platform that does 
not require a proprietary analog to digital decoding system. 


The 11 wireless pan / tilt / zoom cameras are antiquated and should be replaced by high 
definition IP cameras which will not require decoders to function.  There are also 14 cameras 
in and around city hall including the police lobby, jail cells, and booking room that would 
be upgraded to provide much greater megapixel video and zoom technology. Six of the 31 
cameras used in evidence rooms will not be replaced, as the costs are not warranted for those 
units. 


Abel Electronics of St. Clair Shores, MI has been the sole source vendor for sales and repair 
since the bid award for the design and installation of the original system.  Abel is also the 
vendor for the golf courses and DPS video system.  We have received a proposal from Abel 
for replacement of this equipment.  The proposed system replaces the current digital video 
recorder with a Pelco Endura system that will provide expansion for future IP cameras that may 
be added to the system.  It also provides for new LED monitors, controllers, and keyboards for 
use by dispatch staff. 


Total cost  for an Endura management system and dispatch equipment, replacement of 11 
wireless cameras and FluidMesh network, and replacement of 14 city hall cameras will be 
$136,260.98 based on GSA contract pricing contract #GS-07F-9323S.  This project was 
identified in the 2014-15 Federal Drug Forfeiture Capital Outlay budget and was presented at 
the City's Long Range Planning meeting in January 2014. 


Suggested Resolution:  To approve the purchase and installation of a Pelco Endura video 
management system, (25) cameras, (2) 58" LED monitors, (2) 32" LED monitors, dispatch 
controllers, and related hardware from Abel Electronics in the amount of $136,260.98 based on 
GSA contract contract #GS-07F-9323S pricing, further to authorize this budgeted expenditure 
to account number  265-302.001-971.0000. 4H












NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARINGS 
BIRMINGHAM CITY COMMISSION 
PUBLIC HEARING OF NECESSITY 


PUBLIC HEARING OF CONFIRMATION 


Meeting Date, Time, Location: HEARING OF NECESSITY FOR SPECIAL 
ASSESSMENT DISTRICT 
Monday, June 9, 2014, 7:30 PM 
Municipal Building, 151 Martin,  
Birmingham, MI  


Meeting Date, Time, Location: HEARING OF CONFIRMATION FOR 
SPECIAL ASSESSMENT DISTRICT 
Monday, June 23, 2014, 7:30 PM 
Municipal Building, 151 Martin, 
Birmingham, MI  


Location: Clark Street Paving Project Area 
Nature of Improvement: Installation of lateral sewers 
City Staff Contact: Paul O’Meara 248.530.1836 


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


Publish May 25 & June 1, 2014 
Approved minutes may be reviewed at: City Clerk’s Office 


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


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


All special assessments, including installment payments, shall, from the date of the confirmation 
thereof, constitute a lien on the respective lots or parcels assessed, and until paid shall be 
charged against the respective owners of the lots or parcels assessed. 
Persons  with disabilities needing accommodations for effective participation in this meeting should 
contact the City Clerk's Office at  248.530.1880 (voice) or 248.644.5115 (TDD) at least one day in 


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


Finance Department 
 
DATE:   June 11, 2014 
 
TO:   Joseph A. Valentine, Interim City Manager 
 
FROM:  Janet M. Laing MAAO (3), Billing Manager 
 
SUBJECT: Resolution for Confirming S.A.D. # 860- Clark Street 


Sewer Lateral Replacement 
 
For purposes of installing new sewer laterals that would specially benefit properties within the 
limits of the Clark Street Paving Project, it is requested that the City Commission adopt the 
following resolution confirming S.A.D. No. 860 at the regular City Commission meeting of June 
23rd, 2014. Comments during the hearing of confirmation are limited to those questions 
specifically addressing the assessment roll pursuant to Section 94-9 of the City Code. The 
hearing declaring the necessity of the Special Assessment District was held at the City 
Commission meeting of June 9th, 2014. 
 
SUGGESTED RESOLUTION: 
To confirm Special Assessment Roll No. 860, to defray the cost of installing new sewer laterals 
within the Clark Street Paving Project limits: 


 
WHEREAS, Special Assessment Roll, designated Roll No. 860, has been heretofore prepared by 
the Billing Manager for collection, and 


 
WHEREAS, notice was given pursuant to Section 94-7 of the City Code, to each owner or party-
in-interest of property to be assessed, and 


  
WHEREAS, the Commission has deemed it practicable to cause payment of the cost thereof to 
be made at a date closer to the time of construction and 


 
Commission Resolution 06-137-14 provided it would meet this 23rd day of June, 2014 for the 
sole purpose of reviewing the assessment roll, and 


 
WHEREAS, at said hearing held this June 23rd, 2014, all those property owners or their 
representatives present have been given an opportunity to be heard specifically concerning 
costs appearing in said special assessment roll as determined in Section 94-9 of the Code of the 
City of Birmingham, 


 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that Special Assessment Roll No. 860 be in all things 
ratified and confirmed, and that the City Clerk be and is hereby instructed to endorse said roll, 
showing the date of confirmation thereof, and to certify said assessment roll to the City 
Treasurer for collection at or near the time of construction of the improvement.  
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BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that special assessments shall be payable in ten (10) payments as 
provided in Section 94-10 of the Code of the City of Birmingham, with an annual interest rate of  
four and a quarter percent  (4.25%) on all unpaid installments. 
 


 
SPECIAL ASSESSMENT DISTRICT ROLL #860 


Sewer Laterals Installation-Clark Street Paving Project 
 
 


Sidwell Number Address Street Cost 


West Side Clark Street 
19-36-254-008 928 $2,625.00 
19-36-254-009 984   $2,625.00 
19-36-254-010 1008   $2,625.00 
19-36-254-011 1030   $2,625.00 
19-36-254-012 1044   $2,625.00 
19-36-254-017 191 E. Lincoln Street $2,625.00 
   
East Side Clark Street  
19-36-255-001 927 $1,925.00 
19-36-255-009 979   $1,925.00 
19-36-255-010 1011   $1,925.00 
19-36-255-011 1027   $1,925.00 
19-36-255-012 1043   $1,925.00 
19-36-255-013 211 E. Lincoln Street $1,925.00 
TOTAL   $27,300.00 
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MEMORANDUM 
City Clerk’s Office 


DATE: June 11, 2014 


TO: Joseph A. Valentine, Interim City Manager 


FROM: Laura M. Pierce, City Clerk 


SUBJECT: Deaf & Hearing Impaired Services Inc. 


Deaf & Hearing Impaired Services, Inc. provides services for residents of Birmingham which 
include hearing screenings, sign language classes, and individual client assistance.  The 
organization provides invoices the City quarterly which details the services provided.   


Deaf & Hearing Impaired Services, Inc. has completed the agreement including Attachment A, 
which provides a description of the services to be provided and the direct benefit of their 
services to the City.  The budget for 2014-2015 includes an amount of $2,370.00 for these 
services.  This represents no change from the previous budget year. 


SUGGESTED RESOLUTION: 
To approve the service agreement with Deaf & Hearing Impaired, Inc. in the amount of 
$2,370.00 for services described in Attachment A of the agreement for fiscal year 2014-2015, 
account number 101-215.000-811-0000.  Further, directing the Mayor and City Clerk to sign the 
agreement on behalf of the City. 
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BIRMINGHAM CITY COMMISSION AGENDA 
JUNE 23, 2014 


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


 
I. CALL TO ORDER AND PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 


Scott D. Moore, Mayor  
 


II. ROLL CALL 
Cheryl Arft, Deputy Clerk 
 


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


Announcements: 
• The annual fireworks display will be held on Thursday, July 3rd at Lincoln Hills Golf 


Course.  The gates will open at 7 P.M.  The fireworks will begin at dusk, approximately 
10:00PM.  Rain date is Saturday, July 5th. 


• City Offices will be closed on Friday, July 4th in observance of Independence Day. 
• Birmingham Cruise Event is coming on Saturday, August 16th.  Don't have a classic 


vehicle of your own, but would like to participate?  Join us as an event volunteer in 
Downtown Birmingham.  Event volunteers assist with a variety of event activities, 
including directing vehicles, staffing vehicle entrances & exits, and providing information 
to visitors. All volunteers receive a free t-shirt, drinks and snacks throughout the day.  
To register, call the Birmingham PSD Office at 248.530.1200 or go to 
www.BirminghamCruiseEvent.org. 


 
Appointments: 
A. Interviews for appointment to the Public Arts Board. 
 1. Mary Ann Haney, 200 Chester #515 
B. To appoint _____________ as a resident member to the Public Arts Board to complete a 


three-year term to expire January 28, 2017. 
C. Administration of oath to the appointed board member. 
 


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


A. Approval of City Commission minutes of May 19, 2014. 
B. Approval of warrant list, including Automated Clearing House payments, of June 11, 


2014 in the amount of $1,217,516.24. 
C. Approval of warrant list, including Automated Clearing House payments, of June 18, 


2014 in the amount of $837,744.56. 
D. Resolution approving the service agreement with Deaf & Hearing Impaired, Inc. in the 


amount of $2,370.00 for services described in Attachment A of the agreement for fiscal 
year 2014-2015, account #101-215.000-811-0000. Further, directing the Mayor and City 
Clerk to sign the agreement on behalf of the City. 
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E. Resolution approving the service agreement with the Cultural Council of 
Birmingham/Bloomfield in the amount of $4,200 for services described in Attachment A 
of the agreement for fiscal year 2014-2015, account #101-299.000-811.0000, and 
further directing the Mayor and City Clerk to sign the agreement on behalf of the City. 


F. Resolution approving the service agreement with the Birmingham Area Seniors 
Coordinating Council in the amount of $90,810 for services described in Attachment A of 
the agreement for fiscal year 2014-2015, account #101-299.000-811.0000, and further 
directing the Mayor and City Clerk to sign the agreement on behalf of the City. 


G. Resolution approving the 2014-2015 outside agency contracts for Building Better 
Families Through Action in the amount of $1,000, Common Ground in the amount of 
$1,500, Haven in the amount of $2,000, Birmingham Bloomfield Community Coalition in 
the amount of $3,000, and Birmingham Youth Assistance in the amount of $18,000 
(contingent upon renewed certificate of insurance being provided), further authorizing 
and directing the Mayor and City Clerk to sign the agreements on behalf of the City. 


H. Resolution approving the purchase and installation of a Pelco Endura video management 
system, (25) cameras, (2) 58" LED monitors, (2) 32" LED monitors, dispatch controllers, 
and related hardware from Abel Electronics in the amount of $136,260.98 based on GSA 
contract #GS-07F-9323S pricing, further authorizing this budgeted expenditure to 
account #265-302.001-971.0000. 


I. Resolution approving the purchase of thirty-six Boolee Double Station side-by-side twin 
voting booths and nine Boolee ADA voting booths from Election Source in the amount of 
$11,254.78 and to waive the normal bidding requirements as Election Source is the sole-
source vendor for the Boolee voting booths. Funds for this purchase are available in the 
machinery & equipment account #101-262.000-971.0100 to be divided as follows: 
$7,061.35 in fiscal year 2013-2014 and $4,193.43 in fiscal year 2014-2015. 


J. Resolution approving a request submitted by the Community House to hold the Farm to 
Table Block Party on Merrill and Bates on September 6, 2014, contingent upon 
compliance with all permit and insurance requirements and payment of all fees and, 
further pursuant to any minor modifications that may be deemed necessary by 
administrative staff at the time of the event. 


K. Resolution approving a request submitted by Don Thomas Sporthaus to hold the Rail 
Jam in the Woodward Triangle area on September 20, 2014, contingent upon 
compliance with all permit and insurance requirements and payment of all fees and, 
further pursuant to any minor modifications that may be deemed necessary by 
administrative staff at the time of the event. 


L. Resolution approving a request submitted by Woodward Camera requesting permission 
to place two tents in the parking area in front of 33501 Woodward Ave on August 16 - 
18, 2014, contingent upon compliance with all permit and insurance requirements and 
payment of all fees and, further pursuant to any minor modifications that may be 
deemed necessary by administrative staff at the time of the event. 


M. Resolution approving the agreement with Signs by Crannie for the purchase, design and 
installation of twenty-nine (29) City of Birmingham Park Signs for a total project cost not 
to exceed $28,990.00. Further, authorizing the Mayor and City Clerk to sign the 
agreement on behalf of the City upon receipt of required insurances and charging the 
Capital Projects Fund, account #401-751.001-981.0100 for these services. 


N. Resolution awarding the Kenning Park Parking Lot Renovations, Contract #11-14(M), to 
Pavex Corporation, Inc. of Grosse Isle, MI in the amount of $ 1,108,445.47 which is the 
amount of their bid to install the parking lot with concrete pavement in bid Alternate A, 
to be funded from the following accounts: 
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 Sewer Fund     590-536.001-981.0100  $    63,992.40 
Capital Improvement Fund    401-751.001-981.0100 $1,044,453.07 
   Total      $1,108,445.47 
And approving the appropriations and amendments to the fiscal year 2013-2014 budget 
as follows: 
General Fund 
 Revenues:   


101-000.000-401.0000  Draw from Fund Balance  $250,000.00 
Expenditures:  
101-999.000-999.4010 Transfer to Capital Projects Fund $250,000.00 


 Capital Projects Fund 
  Revenues:  


401-751.001-699.0101 Transfer from General Fund  $250,000.00 
Expenditures:  
401-751.001-981.0100 Public Improvements – Parks $250,000.00 


O. Resolution approving the agreement with DTE Community Lighting for the painting of 70 
light posts on Woodward Avenue in the amount of $9,293.00 from account #202-
449.003-937.0500 ($4,325) and account #203-449.003-937.0500 ($4,968) and 
approving the agreement with Seaway Painting, LLC for the preparation and painting of 
the additional 34 posts in the amount of $6,675.00 from account #202-449.003-
937.0500. Further, authorizing the Mayor and City Clerk to sign both agreements, upon 
receipt of all required insurances. 


P. Resolution adopting a resolution and accompanying permit regarding the use of the 
Allen and Hunter Houses for special events held by the Friends of the Birmingham 
Historical Museum & Park. (complete resolution in agenda packet) 


 
V. UNFINISHED BUSINESS 


 
VI. NEW BUSINESS 


A. Public Hearing of Confirmation for the Clark Street Paving Project. 
1. Resolution confirming Special Assessment Roll No. 860, to defray the cost of 


installing new sewer laterals within the Clark Street Paving Project limits. 
(complete resolution in agenda packet) 


B. Resolution approving a request submitted by Max Broock Realtors to hold the Run on 
the Town on September 13, 2014, contingent upon compliance with all permit and 
insurance requirements and payment of all fees and, further pursuant to any minor 
modifications that may be deemed necessary by administrative staff at the time of the 
event. 


C. Resolution accepting the recommendation of the Advisory Parking Committee to 
increase monthly parking permit rates throughout the Auto Parking System, in 
accordance with the following schedule: 
Effective August 1, 2014: 


Pierce St. Structure $60 
Park St. Structure $50 
Peabody St. Structure $55 
N. Old Woodward Ave. Structure $50 
Chester St. Structure $40 
Lot 6 Regular Permit $55 
Lot 6 Economy Permit $35 
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South Side Permit $40 
Effective July 1, 2015: 


Pierce St. Structure $65 
Peabody St. Structure $65 
Lot 6 Regular Permit $60 
Lot 6 Economy Permit $40 
South Side Permit $45 


D. Commission Requested Extra Projects - Fiscal Year 2014/15 
SUGGESTED RESOLUTION A1: 
Resolution adding the suggested resurfacing of Old Woodward Ave. from Willits St. to 
Landon Ave. to the 2014 Asphalt Pavement Maintenance Program, and eliminating other 
streets from the program as needed to fit the funds allotted in the Major and Local 
Streets 2014/15 fiscal year budget. 


- or - 
SUGGESTED RESOLUTION A2: 
Resolution adding the suggested resurfacing of Old Woodward Ave. from Willits St. to 
Landon Ave. to the 2014 Asphalt Pavement Maintenance Program, and returning to the 
Commission with a suggested budget amendment at the time of contract award. 
 
SUGGESTED RESOLUTION B1: 
Resolution directing the Engineering Dept. to conduct a brick paver removal program 
throughout the Central Business District in 2015, and postponing the work originally 
proposed for the 2015 Concrete Sidewalk Repair Program for 2016. Further, returning to 
the Commission with a suggested budget amendment at the time of contract award. 


- or - 
SUGGESTED RESOLUTION B2: 
Resolution directing the Engineering Dept. to conduct a brick paver removal program 
throughout the Central Business District in 2015, as well as proceed with the planned 
2015 Concrete Sidewalk Program. Further, returning to the Commission with a 
suggested budget amendment at the time of contract award. 
 
SUGGESTED ACTION C: 
Resolution receiving the report submitted by the Engineering Dept., and adopting the 
following resolution: 
RESOLVED, That this Commission shall meet on Monday, September 8, 2014 at 7:30 
P.M., for the purpose of conducting a public hearing of necessity for the installation of 
new decorative concrete pavement on the alley located south of Hamilton Ave., 
extending from Hamilton Ave. to Park St., 
FURTHER RESOLVED, if necessity is determined on September 8, 2014, a hearing to 
review the assessments and to confirm the roll will be held on September 22, 2014, at 
7:30 P.M. 


 
SUGGESTED ACTION D: 
Resolution receiving the report submitted by the Engineering Dept., and adopting the 
following resolution: 
RESOLVED, That this Commission shall meet on Monday, September 8, 2014 at 7:30 
P.M., for the purpose of conducting a public hearing of necessity for the installation of 
new sidewalk on the north side of Cole Ave. from 2121 Cole Ave. to the east end, and 
on the north side of E. Lincoln Ave., from Commerce St. to 2425 E. Lincoln Ave. 
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FURTHER RESOLVED, if necessity is determined on September 8, 2014, a hearing to 
review the assessments and to confirm the roll will be held on September 22, 2014, at 
7:30 P.M. 


E. Ordinance amending Part II of the City Code Chapter 74, Article IX, Division 2, Sections 
74.421 - 74.425 to prohibit possession/use of electronic cigarettes by minors. 


F. Resolution to meet in closed session to discuss an attorney/client privilege 
communication in accordance with Section 8(h) of the Open Meetings Act. 


G. Request to meet in a closed session to consider the personnel evaluation of the Interim 
City Manager pursuant to Section 8(a) of the Open Meetings Act (Act 267 of 1976).  A 
2/3 roll call vote of the City Commission is not required to call a closed session permitted 
under Section 8(a). 


(A roll call vote is required and the vote must be approved by a 2/3 majority of the 
commission. The commission will adjourn to closed session after all other business has been 
addressed in open session and reconvene to open session, after the closed session, for 
purposes of taking formal action resulting from the closed session and for purposes of 
adjourning the meeting.) 
 


VII. REMOVED FROM CONSENT AGENDA 
 


VIII. COMMUNICATIONS 
A. Golfview Neighborhood regarding West Maple 
 


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


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


1. Old Salem Ct. Sewer Lateral Replacement Update, submitted by City Engineer 
O’Meara 


2. 2014 Capeseal Project, submitted by DPS Director Wood 
 


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


DATE: June 11, 2014 


TO: City Commission 


FROM: Joseph A. Valentine, Interim City Manager 


SUBJECT: Request for Closed Session  
Personnel Evaluation 


I request the City Commission meet in a closed session to consider my personnel evaluation 
pursuant to Section 8(a) of the Open Meetings Act (Act 267 of 1976).  A 2/3 roll call vote of the 
City Commission is not required to call a closed session permitted under Section 8(a). 
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Meeting of


Warrant List Dated
City of Birmingham


AmountVendorVendor #Early ReleaseCheck Number


06/18/2014


06/23/2014


1,953.87POSTMASTER000801*227854


100.0048TH DISTRICT COURT000855*227855


200.0048TH DISTRICT COURT000855*227856


421.607UP DETROIT006965*227857


340.00ABEL ELECTRONICS INC002284227858


531.00BOB ADAMS TOWING INC.000157227860


200.00ADVANCE BUILDING LLCMISC227861


128.00ADVANCED LANDSCAPE & BUILDERS007332227862


378.59AETNA BEHAVIORAL HEALTH LLC007266227863


3,493.00AGT BATTERY SUPPLY LLC001007227864


267.64AIRGAS GREAT LAKES003708227866


100.00ANDERSON RESTORATION INCMISC*227867


100.00ANDERSON'S INSTALLATIONMISC227868


3,168.14APPLIED IMAGING007033227870


119.99ARAMARK003946227871


310.59AT&T006759*227873


6,641.80AUTOMATED BENEFIT SVCS INC004027227874


979.00BOB BARKER CO INC001122227878


45.50BATTERIES PLUS003012227879


848.00BCI ADMINISTRATORS INC001103227880


616.44BEACON ATHLETICS007382227881


146.00BELLE TIRE DISTRIBUTORS000519227882


500.00BERRY, DENNISMISC227883


85.45BEVERLY HILLS ACE007345227885


27,001.51CITY OF BIRMINGHAM #201007488*227886


18,288.00BIRMINGHAM LAWN MAINTENANCE006683227887


9.75BIRMINGHAM LOCKSMITH000524227888


10.50BLUE WATER INDUSTRIAL000542227891


57.78BOLYARD LUMBER004244227892


200.00BRICKWORKS PROPERTY RESTORATIONMISC227894


316.96BULLEX DIGITAL SAFETY, INC007034227896


151.05CHRIS BUSEN001664*227897


79.79CINTAS CORPORATION000605227905


95.37COACH & MOTOR COMPANY000612227906


1,179.00COFINITY004026227907


100.00COLEMAN, GORDON SMISC227908


273.80COMCAST003933*227909


59.64COMMERCIAL BILLING SERVICE000618227910


35.00THE COMMUNITY HOUSE000619227911


1,212.31CONSUMERS ENERGY000627*227912


100.00COX, LINDA CMISC227913


500.00CUNNINGHAM LIMPMISC227914


429.42CYNERGY WIRELESS004386227915
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Meeting of


Warrant List Dated
City of Birmingham


       AmountVendorVendor #Early ReleaseCheck Number


06/18/2014


06/23/2014


237,073.61 D & D WATER & SEWER, INC.007442*227916


900.00 DAN LYNCHMISC227918


28.77 SANDRA DEBICKI006116*227919


131.40 DENTEMAX, LLC006907227920


1,224.90 DETROIT MEDIA PARTNERSHIP002886227922


2,296.40 DIVERSIFIED SPEC SALES INC.007196227923


6,500.00 DJL1 LLCMISC227924


9,649.00 DSS CORPORATION000995227926


4,175.88 EJ USA, INC.000196227927


100.00 ELIAS, MARXMISC227928


635.00 ETNA SUPPLY001495*227929


231.12 FIRE DEFENSE EQUIP CO INC000213227932


30.00 FIRST ADVANTAGE LNS SCREENING007366227933


2,500.00 GABRIEL, ROEDER, SMITH & CO.001023227934


16,182.35 GARDENS & BEYOND007279227935


84.00 GARY KNUREK INC007172227936


100.00 GIOVANNETTI, ANDREWMISC227937


2,000.00 GLOBAL INNOVATIVE SOLUTIONS LLCMISC227938


300.00 GMIS005347227939


162.48 GOLLING CHRYSLER JEEP DODGE INC002532227940


378.27 GORDON FOOD004604227941


737.80 GRAINGER000243227942


750.00 GUNNERS METER & PARTS INC001531227945


600.00 H2O COMPLIANCE SERVICE INC005959227946


400.00 HART PAVEMENT STRIPING CORP003938*227947


31,703.44 J.H. HART URBAN FORESTRY000261227948


5,000.00 HM HOMES LLCMISC227949


8,975.14 HUBBELL ROTH & CLARK INC000331227952


235.95 INDUSTRIAL BROOM & BRUSH000340227954


1,000.00 IVANKA BEGININMISC227955


354.97 J & B MEDICAL SUPPLY002407227956


111.40 JOE'S AUTO PARTS, INC.003458227957


79.89 JOHN DEERE LANDSCAPES, INC003472227958


4,158.25 JOHNSON HILL LAND ETHICS STUDIO INC003845227959


742.71 KELLER THOMA000891227961


1,789.00 KONE INC004085227962


200.00 KOPINSKI BUILDING CO INCMISC227963


100.00 KOVALICK ROOFING & SIDING COMPANYMISC227964


2,436.00 KROPF MECHANICAL SERVICE COMPANY005876227965


100.00 KURTIS KITCHEN & BATH CENTERSMISC227966


130.86 LOWER HURON SUPPLY CO003527227970


100.00 MAJIC WINDOW COMPANYMISC227972


256.48 PAUL MATTHEWS003392*227973







Meeting of


Warrant List Dated
City of Birmingham


       AmountVendorVendor #Early ReleaseCheck Number


06/18/2014


06/23/2014


4,945.63 MEADOWBROOK INSURANCE GROUP001505227975


217,001.00 MICH. MUNICIPAL LIABILITY001387227976


200.00 MICHEL, THERESA CMISC227977


200.00 MICHIGAN ASPHALT PAVINGMISC227978


42.70 MICHIGAN CAT001660227979


575.00 MICHIGAN URBAN SEARCH &
RESCUE


007394227980


99.70 MIDAS AUTO SERVICE CENTER007378227981


500.00 MILLCREEK CONSTRUCTION MANAGEMENT CMISC227984


1,222.47 MOBILE HEALTH RESOURCES007163227985


200.00 MUIR BUILDING & MOREMISC227987


500.00 MYERS INNOVATIONSMISC227988


874.05 NYE UNIFORM COMPANY006359227990


200.00 OAK CONSTRUCTIONMISC227991


52,746.79 OAKLAND COUNTY TREASURER000919*227992


5.93 OBSERVER & ECCENTRIC006599227994


58.00 OBSERVER & ECCENTRIC006599227995


1,763.50 OCCUPATIONAL HEALTH CENTERS004370227996


1,521.24 OFFICE DEPOT INC000481*227998


884.93 PAETEC005794*228002


251.34 PAKOR, INC.004907228003


699.00 PATRIOT DIAMOND INC.003588228004


281.87 PEPSI COLA001753*228005


182.48 LAURA M. PIERCE001302*228006


824.09 PRINTING SYSTEMS INC000897228007


28.39 R & L 10 MIN. OIL CHANGE, INC.000490228009


58,079.00 RED HOLMAN PONTIAC GMC002134228013


300.00 REDFORD TWP UNICYCLE CLUB INC001314*228014


100.00 RENAISSANCE ROOFING INCMISC228015


100.00 RIGHT WAY HOME SERVICES INCMISC228018


100.00 ROBERT CAMPBELLMISC228019


2.24 ROCHESTER LAWN EQUIPMENT CENTER INC000495228020


100.00 ROMANA CONSTRUCTION INCMISC228021


100.00 ROOF ONE LLCMISC228022


494.30 ROYAL OAK P.D.Q. PRINTING INC000218*228023


200.00 SACHSE CONSTRUCTIONMISC228024


200.00 SALVATION ARMY007304228025


1,620.00 SCHENA ROOFING & SHEET METAL005759228026


500.00 SCOTT AND MILLER INCMISC228027


200.00 SHALINA D KUMARMISC228028


726.27 SOMERSET BUICK GMC INC000256228032


50.80 STACEY, LEON FMISC228035


1,385.00 STATE INDUSTRIAL PRODUCTS007191228036


79.72 SUBURBAN CHRYSLER JEEP DODGE006376228038







Meeting of


Warrant List Dated
City of Birmingham


       AmountVendorVendor #Early ReleaseCheck Number


06/18/2014


06/23/2014


15,367.00 SURNOW COMPANY007135228039


185.00 SYDNEY SOLUTIONS007503228040


32,970.89 SYMETRA LIFE INSURANCE COMPANY004355228041


651.92 SYSCO DETROIT,  LLC003321228042


549.54 TERMINAL SUPPLY CO.000273228043


100.00 THREE WOOD LIMITED PTNRSHPMISC228044


3,075.00 TOWNSEND HOTELMISC228045


73.44 VARSITY SHOP000931228048


110.26 VERIZON WIRELESS000158*228049


60.06 VERIZON WIRELESS000158*228050


180.39 VERIZON WIRELESS000158*228051


285.07 VERIZON WIRELESS000158*228052


6,732.91 WALKER RESTORATION CONSULTANTS005231228053


23.35 JEFFREY WHIPPLE001536*228055


1,891.73 WHITLOCK BUSINESS SYSTEMS, INC.007278228056


8,923.00 XEROX CORPORATION007083228058


*-Indicates checks released in advance and prior to commission approval in order to avoid penalty
or to meet contractual agreement/obligation.


B. Sharon Ostin
Director of Finance


$837,744.56Grand Total:


Sub Total ACH:


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


Sub Total Checks: $837,744.56


$0.00








Meeting of


Warrant List Dated
City of Birmingham


AmountVendorVendor #Early ReleaseCheck Number


06/11/2014


06/23/2014


170.0019TH DISTRICT COURT001274*227731


100.0048TH DISTRICT COURT000855*227732


100.0048TH DISTRICT COURT000855*227733


100.0048TH DISTRICT COURT000855*227734


100.0048TH DISTRICT COURT000855*227735


100.0048TH DISTRICT COURT000855*227736


100.0048TH DISTRICT COURT000855*227737


100.0048TH DISTRICT COURT000855*227738


100.0048TH DISTRICT COURT000855*227739


25.0048TH DISTRICT COURT000855*227740


100.0048TH DISTRICT COURT000855*227741


2,500.006TH CIRCUIT COURT000146*227742


79.37A & L SYSTEMS004627227743


340.00ABEL ELECTRONICS INC002284227744


5,393.01AJAX MATERIALS CORPORATION004279227745


500.00ALBA CLEANING SERVICES INC.006669227746


99.52MIKE ALBRECHT002670*227747


2,845.00ALLEGRA PRINT & IMAGING005736227748


662.46APOLLO FIRE EQUIPMENT000282227749


63.30ASB DISTRIBUTORS007479227750


63.35AT&T006759*227751


121.47BATTERIES PLUS003012227752


1,611.50BEAR PACKAGING & SUPPLY INC001282227753


37,424.25BEIER HOWLETT P.C.000517227754


47.40BEVERLY HILLS ACE007345227755


80.03BILLINGS LAWN EQUIPMENT002231*227756


37,994.44CITY OF BIRMINGHAM #200007487*227757


140.00CITY OF BIRMINGHAM001086*227758


506.30CITY OF BIRMINGHAM001086*227759


506.95CITY OF BIRMINGHAM001086*227760


383.99BROWNELLS INC004098227761


79.30KATHRYN BURRICK001137*227762


130.30CHRIS BUSEN001664*227763


619.54BUSINESS CARD005289*227764


399.00CENTER MASS INC003413227765


232.00CHEMCO PRODUCTS INC000603227766


85.61CINTAS CORPORATION000605227767


372.73COMCAST003933*227768


432.00CYNERGY WIRELESS004386227769


75.97D & D BICYCLES INC.005819227770


150.00CLAIRE DAUGHERTY007358*227771


30.24JOHN DAVIS007474*227772


132.80DELWOOD SUPPLY000177*227773
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Meeting of


Warrant List Dated
City of Birmingham


       AmountVendorVendor #Early ReleaseCheck Number


06/11/2014


06/23/2014


48,430.51 DETROIT SALT COMPANY000847*227774


351,626.36 DI PONIO CONTRACTING INC006077*227775


75.00 JOHN DONOHUE000187*227776


128.92 DOUGLASS SAFETY SYSTEMS LLC001035227777


54.62 DTE ENERGY000179*227778


318.75 EAGLE LANDSCAPING & SUPPLY007505227779


520.04 FIRE DEFENSE EQUIP CO INC000213227780


35.52 FOOTJOY004401227781


86.45 GALLS, LLC001056227782


180.00 GOOSE BUSTERS!005395227783


171.83 GORDON FOOD004604227784


5,000.00 GREAT LAKES TURF, LLC003870227785


161.84 DONALD GRIER007473*227786


51.69 HALT FIRE INC001447227787


4,118.25 HARRELL'S LLC006346227788


30.50 HAYES GRINDING001672227789


1,831.80 HD SUPPLY WATERWORKS, LTD003701227790


213.84 HERITAGE MAINTENANCE PRODUCTS LLC006701227791


40.00 INTERSTATE BATTERY SYSTEM000342227792


565.05 IPT BY BIDNET006624227793


127.20 JAMIE IRWINMISC*227794


263.47 JAX KAR WASH002576227795


275.78 JOE'S AUTO PARTS, INC.003458227796


72.64 JOHN DEERE LANDSCAPES, INC003472227797


897.50 JOHN R. GLASS007379227798


693.27 KONICA MINOLTA-ALBIN004904227799


495.00 LIFELOC TECHNOLOGIES, INC.004498227801


79.50 JIM LOTRIDGE001171*227802


534.00 LUNGEVITY FOUNDATION007328227803


495.00 MACOMB COMMUNITY COLLEGE004484227804


50.00 MACP001669227805


1,347.72 MICHIGAN CAT001660227806


395.00 MIDWEST GAS INSTRUMENT SERVICE, INC001603*227807


100.00 MUNICIPAL ADVISORY COUNCIL OF MI006812227808


99.98 NAPIERS KENNEL SHOP INC000469227809


436.00 NYE UNIFORM COMPANY006359227810


20.00 OAKLAND CO CLERKS ASSOC001686227811


130.00 OAKLAND CO MEDICAL CONTROL AUTH.001174227812


650.00 OAKLAND COMMUNITY COLLEGE002853227813


399,922.90 OAKLAND COUNTY000477*227814


814.50 OBSERVER & ECCENTRIC003461227816


282.13 OFFICE DEPOT INC000481227817


78.00 PACIFIC TELEMANAGEMENT SERVICES006625*227818







Meeting of


Warrant List Dated
City of Birmingham


       AmountVendorVendor #Early ReleaseCheck Number


06/11/2014


06/23/2014


194.60 PANAYOTA SOFIKITISMISC*227819


27.14 DAVID PAPANDREA003963*227820


58.50 PARNOS, BRIANMISC227821


532.50 PRO PUMP CONTROLS INC007170227822


62.78 R & L 10 MIN. OIL CHANGE, INC.000490227823


2,450.00 R.N.A. JANITORIAL, INC006497*227824


2,572.00 REHRIG PACIFIC COMPANY001554227825


8,000.00 RESERVE ACCOUNT005344*227826


512.80 RESIDEX INC000286227827


4,604.69 ROAD COMM FOR OAKLAND CO000478*227828


183.00 ROSE PEST SOLUTIONS001181227829


578.09 RYDER TRANSPORATION SVCS INC001952227830


904.67 SAM'S CLUB/GECRB002806*227831


99.00 MIKE SAVOIE CHEVROLET INC000230227832


23.38 DEAN SELLERS000233227833


114.45 SHERWIN WILLIAMS COMPANY003483*227834


159.00 SIG SAUER, INC.002474227835


283.24 SIR SPEEDY PRINTING INC002871227836


56,829.00 SOCRRA000254*227837


127,574.20 SOCWA001097*227838


1,300.00 SOUTHEASTERN EQUIPMENT CO. INC005787227839


211.59 SPARTAN DISTRIBUTORS INC000260227840


520.00 SUBURBAN/PRESTIGE GLASS001095227841


119.98 TERMINAL SUPPLY CO.000273227842


400.00 THC INVESTORS L.P.002326*227843


591.00 THE PGA OF AMERICAMISC*227844


4,387.62 TRI TURF005661227845


263.20 VAN DYKE GAS CO.000293227846


151.05 VERIZON WIRELESS000158*227848


790.93 VERIZON WIRELESS000158*227849


76.02 VERIZON WIRELESS000158*227850


87.25 VERIZON WIRELESS000158*227851


468.05 VIDACARE006923227852


71.20 WHITTIER BUILDING COMPANYMISC227853







Meeting of


Warrant List Dated
City of Birmingham


       AmountVendorVendor #Early ReleaseCheck Number


06/11/2014


06/23/2014


*-Indicates checks released in advance and prior to commission approval in order to avoid penalty
or to meet contractual agreement/obligation.


B. Sharon Ostin
Director of Finance


$1,217,516.24Grand Total:


Sub Total ACH:


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


Sub Total Checks: $1,132,298.32


$85,217.92
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6/23/2014


Vendor Name
Transfer 


 Date
Transfer
 Amount


Automated Benefit Services, Inc. 6/9/2014 85,217.92
TOTAL 85,217.92


 


                              City of Birmingham
ACH Warrant List Dated 6/11/2014
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MEMORANDUM 
Engineering Dept. 


DATE: June 16, 2014 


TO: Joe Valentine, Interim City Manager 


FROM: Paul T. O’Meara, City Engineer 


SUBJECT: Fiscal Year 2014/15 
Commission Requested Extra Projects 


Earlier this year, we announced that the City of Birmingham had obtained a grant to partially 
cover the cost of reconstructing Maple Rd. through downtown, with construction set for 2017. 
The award of these funds necessitates the postponement of reconstructing Old Woodward Ave. 
in the same area.  Given the continuing delay of the Old Woodward Ave. project, questions 
were raised whether it would be advisable to address the poor condition of the pavement 
surface in selected areas.  A plan is presented below on how to address this.  In addition, at the 
April 26, 2014 budget review, Commissioners asked that three additional capital improvement 
projects be considered for inclusion in the fiscal 2014/15 budget.  The following attempts to 
identify the funding and logistical issues involved with adding these projects to the budget. 


The department is currently struggling to keep up with the work load of 2014 projects.  A full 
list of projects was already planned when the budget year began.  Additional projects such as 
the Kenning Park Parking Lot, the Quarton & Chesterfield Intersection project, and federally 
funded concrete patching on E. Maple Rd. all combine to make this a very challenging year. 
While it is positive for the City to accomplish so much, other priorities get set aside, such as 
sewer linings, and parking structure fixture replacement.  Other, newer issues such as the Multi-
Modal Transportation Board, and the Ad Hoc Parking Study Committee, also require a lot of 
staff time. 


Attached is the current list of projects expected to be completed in 2015.  We fully anticipate 
that other priorities and opportunities may require that some of these other projects again be 
set aside, making 2015 nearly as challenging as our current year.  With this background, the 
following identifies concerns that adding new projects not suggested in the original budget may 
well require that other priorities get set aside.  The following are the four suggested projects, 
and details for each: 


Old Woodward Ave. Resurfacing (2014) {Estimated Cost = $160,000} 


As we have attempted to do for several years, funds have been budgeted in the upcoming 
2014/15 budget to address asphalt pavement maintenance.  The attached map depicts the 
streets currently budgeted: 


1. Resurfacing of W. Frank St. (Southfield Rd. to Bates St.)
2. Crack sealing and asphalt rejuvenation of several asphalt streets.
3. Crack sealing of several concrete streets.


6D







2 
 
 


We have found that packaging the work in this way is beneficial to the City.  The majority of the 
value is in the asphalt resurfacing.  By combining at least one asphalt project with the other 
various sealant work, the asphalt contractors then become interested in this work.  They, in 
turn, are able to get competitive bids from the sealant contractors with which they regularly 
work.  The sealing and rejuvenating work provides beneficial results to several miles of 
pavement for a relatively low cost. 
 
We concur that selected repairs to Old Woodward Ave. is appropriate at this time.  The drive 
lanes in some areas are in poor condition, while the parking lanes are holding up much better.  
Given that work on Old Woodward Ave. must be postponed now a minimum of 4 more years, it 
makes sense to make a small investment now.  However, since it is only 4 years, a significant 
investment does not seem appropriate. 
 
Attached is a map depicting the areas where work is suggested.  Essentially, we recommend 
that a section comprised of the drive lanes (varying between 35 ft. and 40 ft. wide) should be 
milled and resurfaced from Willits St. to Brown St.  Further south (from north of Hazel St. to 
north of Landon St.), only an 8 ft. portion of the northbound drive lane needs attention at this 
time.  Combined, the cost of this work is estimated at $160,000.  Full width resurfacing of these 
two segments, although not needed at this time, is estimated at $410,000, not including 
handicap ramp improvements.  Given the difference in cost, the rest of this memo does not 
pursue the full width option.   
 
The attached spreadsheet notes that currently, the 2014/15 budget has provided $100,000 in 
the Major Street Fund, and $110,000 in the Local Street Fund to cover the cost of crack sealing 
and asphalt rejuvenation.  (The funds for W. Frank St. are not included in these numbers.) 
Based on the streets list currently planned, about $60,000 is needed to perform planned 
maintenance on Major Streets, and $113,000 is needed to perform planned maintenance work 
on Local Streets.  As described in the attached memo, should the Commission wish to proceed 
with the Old Woodward Ave. resurfacing work at a cost of $160,000, all of the Major Streets, as 
well as about $73,000 of the Local Streets list would need to be cut.  (About $40,000 of Local 
Street work would remain in the contract.)   
 
At this time, we request direction on how the Commission would like for us to proceed.  Two 
options are provided below: 
 
Suggested Resolution A1 – To eliminate the streets as listed from the 2014 Asphalt Pavement 
Maintenance Program, and using these funds to resurface the suggested portions of Old 
Woodward Ave. 
 
Suggested Resolution A2 – To proceed with the 2014 Asphalt Pavement Maintenance Program 
as originally planned, and adding the Old Woodward Ave. resurfacing work as suggested, taking 
the additional funds needed ($123,000) from fund balance.   
 
Under any scenario, it is our intent to take direction from the Commission and immediately put 
together the bidding documents for this project, so that the work can be awarded and 
scheduled prior to the end of the 2014 season.  If Resolution A2 is selected, a budget 
amendment for the exact amounts needed would be presented at the time of award. 
 







3 
 
 


CBD Brick Paver Sidewalk Removals (2015) {Estimated Cost = $310,000} 
 
It has been recommended that the brick paver sidewalks be removed throughout the Central 
Business District in one project.  All brick pavers located in and around the Park St. Structure 
are already scheduled for removal later this summer.  If all remaining brick paver panels are 
removed as one project, it is estimated that the costs involved would be about $310,000, 
including staff costs.   
 
Currently, about $283,000 is budgeted for the City’s annual sidewalk replacement program.  
Sidewalk programs require a large amount of staff time when one is underway.  Given the other 
demands on the Engineering Dept., should the Commission wish to proceed with this work, it is 
recommended that the annual program be postponed for one year to allow for the funding and 
staff time usually allotted to this work to be diverted to brick removals.  (The annual scattered 
concrete repairs, which are funded by other funds, would still be conducted.)   
 
Costs for “special” sidewalks such as the brick are charged to the adjacent property owners, per 
City Code.  Costs for extra wide sidewalks are also charged to the adjacent property owners 
(that portion that is more than six feet from the property line).  With the above policies in mind, 
it would appear that the most appropriate method for financing this work would be to have the 
City finance the portion closest to the property line (the portion that pedestrians typically walk 
on), while the remaining concrete out to the street would be charged to the adjacent owners.  
We estimate that this would result in about a 40% City, 60% Owner cost split.  Further, we 
anticipate the cost to remove and replace the bricks with regular concrete would cost about 
$6.00 per square foot.  Costs per paver panel are estimated at $400 total for a narrow sidewalk 
such as Maple Rd., and $800 total for a wider sidewalk, such as Old Woodward Ave.   
 
Suggested Resolution B1 is provided below should the Commission wish to postpone the normal 
sidewalk repair program in favor of the brick paver removal project.  While we anticipate that 
the total cost of such a contract would be about $33,000 greater than is currently budgeted, a 
budget amendment could be approved later for the exact amount needed, at the time of 
contract award.   
 
Suggested Resolution B2 is also provided should the Commission wish to implement both the 
regular sidewalk repair program and the brick paver program into one contract for the 2015 
construction season.  Given proposed work loads, the Engineering Dept. requests that this 
resolution not be endorsed, in order to ensure that the quality of work which the City expects 
can be truly delivered.  If this resolution is approved, we anticipate that the total cost of such a 
contract would be about $310,000 greater than is currently budgeted.  A budget amendment 
could be approved later for the exact amount needed, at the time of contract award. 
 
Hamilton Alley Reconstruction (2015) {$290,000} 
 
The City Commission has requested that the alley between Hamilton Ave. and E. Maple Rd. be 
reconstructed.  The alley is generally an 18 ft. wide strip of land, although it widens out at the 
90° bend located south of the Hamilton Ave. entrance.   
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Our records indicate that the alley was first paved in 1929, the same year that a combined 
sewer was installed.  The pavement is in poor condition.  The sewer has not been studied, but 
we expect that it is not adequate to drain the area as it should, and needs to be enlarged.  
 
Alleys are not maintained differently than local streets.  For streets, the City has operated under 
the policy that once a street pavement is installed under special assessment, the City will 
promise to maintain it at no additional charge to the adjacent property owners.  Alleys are not 
considered public streets, and they do not receive funding from any outside source.   
 
Any maintenance that the City currently performs (such as small patches) must come from the 
general fund.  Generally, $25,000 is budgeted annually to cover these costs.  About 80 ft. of the 
alley is slated for concrete patching within the next two months, as the current poor condition 
of the pavement has resulted in basement water seepage problems for an adjacent building.   
 
Complete reconstruction of an alley is typically funded by special assessment.  Staff does not 
initiate special assessment districts unless a petition is received from a majority of the impacted 
property owners requesting such a project.  No such request has been received for this alley.  
The City Commission can authorize a special assessment district after taking input from the 
property owners, if it declares the project a necessity.  The most recent similar project is from 
2005, when the “Willits Alley” was reconstructed from the southeast corner of the Willits 
Building, south to Maple Rd.  The project was initiated by the City Commission and special 
assessed against the adjacent properties at 100% of the cost.  The City sewer was replaced on 
that project as well, and charged to the Sewer Fund.   
 
For purposes of this discussion, it is anticipated that the alley pavement would use the sawcut 
patterned plain concrete, with sections of exposed aggregate, matching the theme that was 
used on the Willits Alley projects.  The advantage of this design is that it would then tie in well 
with recently built sidewalks, as well as future sidewalks that will be constructed on the 
adjoining streets in the near future.   
 
The cost of the job is estimated at $290,000 to install a combination exposed aggregate/sawcut 
concrete pavement similar in design to that done on the Willits Alley.  The cost does not include 
any other of the special items that are proposed in the alleys and passageways plan, such as 
lights, artwork, or dumpster coordination. It is anticipated that those improvements would come 
later as individual buildings are improved.  The estimated cost translates to a special 
assessment of $300 per foot.  Assessments would range from $6,000 (for the smallest 20 ft. 
wide parcel) to $77,500 for the Comerica properties (with a total of about 258 ft.).  If the 
Commission recommends that a public hearing be set to consider a special assessment district, 
we would recommend that an informational booklet be prepared and mailed to all property 
owners.  The booklet would explain the project and the special assessment process in detail.  
We would also offer to hold an open house style meeting where owners could come in and ask 
questions.  We believe, as a part of this process, we should inform the owners of two additional 
special assessment districts that will likely be forthcoming for sidewalk replacements in 
conjunction with upcoming paving projects: 
 
Hamilton Ave. Reconstruction (2016) estimated at $150 per front foot. 
Maple Rd. Reconstruction (2017) estimated at $120 per front foot. 
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Should the Commission wish to proceed with this project, it would be appropriate to set a date 
for a public hearing at this time.  A six week period is being suggested, to provide time for staff 
to prepare the informational booklet and hold a meeting with the property owners, before the 
hearing is held.  Suggested Action C is provided below for your consideration. 
 
 
Cole Ave. Sidewalks (2015) {Estimated Cost = $70,000} 
 
In 2009, the City installed sidewalk on the east side of S. Eton Rd., followed by a loop of 
sidewalk on Cole Ave./Commerce Ave./Lincoln Ave. in 2011.  At this time, the following 
sidewalk segments are missing in the Rail District: 
 


1. Holland Ave., east of Eton Rd. (both sides) 
2. Cole Ave., east of Eton Rd. (partially complete, north side) 
3. Commerce Ave. (east side) 
4. E. Lincoln Ave., from Commerce Ave. to new building at 2425 E. Lincoln Ave. (north 


side) 
 
Segment #2 was the segment that was discussed at the budget meeting of April 26.  Segments 
#1 and #3 are in areas where pedestrian traffic will remain very low for the foreseeable future, 
so no work is suggested there.  If the Commission moves to have sidewalks installed on Cole 
Ave., it is suggested that Segment #4 be installed as well, as it would then finish the sidewalk 
link on the north side of Lincoln Ave., from Eton Rd. to the new development area at the east 
end of the road.  With that in mind, numbers are provided below for Segments #2 and #4. 
 
Similar to the alley project discussed above, installation of sidewalks on these streets is subject 
to a 100% special assessment.  As such, staff does not initiate such a project without requests 
from the adjacent property owners.  No such requests have been received.  The City 
Commission, however, can initiate a special assessment after holding a public hearing, if 
necessity is declared. 
 
The cost of the job is estimated at $50,000 for Cole Ave., and $20,000 for E. Lincoln Ave.  If a 
public hearing is scheduled for this project, similar to the alley project above, we recommend 
that an informational booklet be mailed to all property owners explaining details on the 
construction project, as well as the assessment process.  An open house style meeting would 
also be offered to give owners a chance to come in and discuss particular situations.   
 
The Commission may be aware that the growing success of this area has caused parking 
problems.  Even though there is a shortage of parking, staff has received several complaints 
about the change made a few years ago where parking is now legal on both sides of the street.  
Those complaining feel that the road is too narrow for a commercial district when cars are 
parked on both sides of the street.  Starting a discussion about a new sidewalk, which will 
eliminate some off-road parking spaces, will likely ignite this discussion (one side of parking on 
the street vs. two) as well.  It is not clear how well the idea of a sidewalk (on Cole Ave.) will be 
received. 
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After reviewing the above information, the Engineering Dept. requests firm direction from the 
City Commission if any of the above three projects should be further pursued.   
 
Should the Commission wish to proceed with this project, it would be appropriate to set a date 
for a public hearing at this time.  A six week period is being suggested, to provide time for staff 
to prepare the informational booklet and hold a meeting with the property owners, before the 
hearing is held.  Suggested Action D is provided below for your consideration. 
 
 
SUGGESTED RESOLUTION A1: 
 
To add the suggested resurfacing of Old Woodward Ave. from Willits St. to Landon Ave. to the 
2014 Asphalt Pavement Maintenance Program, and eliminating other streets from the program 
as needed to fit the funds allotted in the Major and Local Streets 2014/15 fiscal year budget. 
  


or 
SUGGESTED RESOLUTION A2: 
 
To add the suggested resurfacing of Old Woodward Ave. from Willits St. to Landon Ave. to the 
2014 Asphalt Pavement Maintenance Program, and returning to the Commission with a 
suggested budget amendment at the time of contract award. 
 
 
SUGGESTED RESOLUTION B1: 
 
To direct the Engineering Dept. to conduct a brick paver removal program throughout the 
Central Business District in 2015, and to postpone the work originally proposed for the 2015 
Concrete Sidewalk Repair Program for 2016.  Further, to return to the Commission with a 
suggested budget amendment at the time of contract award. 
 


or 
SUGGESTED RESOLUTION B2: 
 
To direct the Engineering Dept. to conduct a brick paver removal program throughout the 
Central Business District in 2015, as well as proceed with the planned 2015 Concrete Sidewalk 
Program.  Further, to return to the Commission with a suggested budget amendment at the 
time of contract award. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 







7 
 
 


SUGGESTED ACTION C: 
 
To receive the report submitted by the Engineering Dept., and to adopt the following resolution: 
 
RESOLVED, That this Commission shall meet on Monday, September 8, 2014 at 7:30 P.M., 
for the purpose of conducting a public hearing of necessity for the installation of new decorative 
concrete pavement on the alley located south of Hamilton Ave., extending from Hamilton Ave. 
to Park St., 
 
FURTHER RESOLVED, if necessity is determined on September 8, 2014, a hearing to review the 
assessments and to confirm the roll will be held on September 22, 2014, at 7:30 P.M. 
 
 
SUGGESTED ACTION D: 
 
To receive the report submitted by the Engineering Dept., and to adopt the following resolution: 
 
RESOLVED, That this Commission shall meet on Monday, September 8, 2014 at 7:30 P.M., 
for the purpose of conducting a public hearing of necessity for the installation of new sidewalk 
on the north side of Cole Ave. from 2121 Cole Ave. to the east end, and on the north side of E. 
Lincoln Ave., from Commerce St. to 2425 E. Lincoln Ave. 
 
FURTHER RESOLVED, if necessity is determined on September 8, 2014, a hearing to review the 
assessments and to confirm the roll will be held on September 22, 2014, at 7:30 P.M. 
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Old Woodward Ave. Resurfacing - Willits to Landon
Budget Adjustments Needed


Old Woodward Cost Estimates:
Drive Lane Resurfacing (Where Needed) = $160,000
Full Width Resurfacing = $410,000  (not pursued on the rest of these calculations)


Major Street Pavement Maintenance Budget = $100,000
Local Street Pavement Maintenance Budget = $110,000


Using attached map to refer to on which roads will be cut, the following is presented:


Major Streets (all proposed work will be cut):
Derby - Eton to Coolidge $5,000
E. Maple - Eton to Coolidge $20,000
S. Eton - Yorkshire to Maple $1,000
Pierce - Brown to Lincoln $7,000
S. Eton - Yosemite to Bradford $27,000
TOTAL MAJOR STREETS CUT = $60,000


Local Streets (to remain in order to spend $40,000):
Hawthorne/Aspen/Linden $15,000
Riverside/Riverstone $2,000
Bates - N. End to Willits $1,000
Merrill - Chester to Bates $1,000
Bates - Lincoln to 14 Mile $10,000
Henrietta - Lincoln to Northlawn $3,000
Daines - Purdy to S. Old Woodward $1,500
Humphrey - Grant to Woodward $4,500
Emmons - Cummings to Woodward $2,000
TOTAL LOCAL STREETS TO REMAIN = $40,000


Local Streets (proposed to be cut):
Smith - Grant to Cummings $6,000
Haynes - Woodward to Adams $4,000
Worth - Hayes to Alley $1,500
Buckingham - Adams to Cambridge $4,500
Dorchester - Adams to E. End $5,500
Yorkshire - Adams to E. End $6,000
Rugby - Buckingham to Maple $3,000
Cambridge - Buckingham to Maple $3,000
Yosemite - Columbia to Eton $3,000
Villa - Columbia to Eton $3,000
Hazel - Columbia to Eton $2,000
Bowers - Columbia to Eton $2,000
Haynes - Bowers to Columbia $6,000
Haynes Ct. $1,000
Holland - Adams to E. End $12,500
Manchester - Eton to Coolidge $10,000
TOTAL LOCAL STREETS TO CUT= $73,000
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MEMORANDUM 


Finance Department 


DATE: June 9, 2014 


TO: Joseph A. Valentine, Interim City Manager 


FROM: B. Sharon Ostin, Director of Finance/Treasurer 


SUBJECT: Cultural Council 2014-2015 Service Agreement 


The City Commission previously approved a master service agreement to be used by various 
outside agencies that are requesting and have previously received funding from the City.  The 
Cultural Council of Birmingham/Bloomfield has completed the required agreement and 
Attachment A, which provides a description of the services to be provided and the direct benefit 
of their services to the City. 


The Cultural Council is requesting funding totaling $4,200.  This is the same amount of funding 
received by the Cultural Council last year.  Funding has been approved in the fiscal year 2014-
2015 budget for this expenditure.  Based on the services that the Cultural Council provides 
and the direct benefit to the City, it is recommended that the City Commission approve the 
Cultural Council’s funding request in the amount of $4,200.  


SUGGESTED RESOLUTION:  To approve the service agreement with the Cultural Council of 
Birmingham/Bloomfield in the amount of $4,200 for services described in Attachment A of the 
agreement for fiscal year 2014-2015, account number 101-299.000-811.0000, and further 
direct the Mayor and City Clerk to sign the agreement on behalf of the City 
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