










Alex Bingham <abingham@bhamgov.org>

Fwd: Lot division: 1429 Quarton Rd
1 message

Brooks Cowan <bcowan@bhamgov.org> Mon, Apr 24, 2023 at 3:47 PM
To: Alex Bingham <abingham@bhamgov.org>

Alex,

I Received this letter on Friday, I have 10 copies for distribution. Another neighbor just sent an email and I asked them if they wanted to
make a correction - there may be another coming shortly. I can print those out too.

---------- Forwarded message ---------
From: Niall Berkery <niall.berkery@gmail.com>
Date: Fri, Apr 21, 2023 at 12:55 PM
Subject: Lot division: 1429 Quarton Rd
To: <bcowan@bhamgov.org>

Hi Brooks,

Thank you for taking the time to talk earlier today.

I will be unable to attend the public hearing on Monday as I am on a plane at that time.  But I have documented our opposition to the
division in the attached letter.

Best regards,
Niall
 
(248) 946-2062

--
Brooks Cowan
Senior Planner
(248) 530-1846

Lot division- 1429 Quarton Rd.docx
660K
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          April 11, 2023 
Dear Members of the City Commission, 
 
As the owners of the adjacent property on the south side of the 1429 Quarton Rd property, we 
are writing to express our opposition to the petition to divide the residential lot located at 1429 
Quarton Rd.  
 
Our kitchen, living room, and deck overlook the beautiful backyard of 1429 Quarton Rd. There 
is a row of stunning trees right on the border of the property (inside the lot of 1429 Quarton 
Rd) that create a beautiful vista from our living space (see pictures below). We often enjoy 
dinner on this deck with an “up north feeling”. This view was a significant consideration in the 
purchase of our home. Building a large property right next to our living space view would 
reduce our living experience and would likely devalue our property. At the time we bought our 
house, we were under the impression there was a restriction in place to dividing the lot. 
 
We kindly request that the restriction to divide the lot remains in place and the lot division 
request be denied as granting this petition would negatively impact the quality of our living 
experience and decrease the value of our property. 
 
Thank you for considering our request. 
 
Sincerely, 
Niall & Melvie Berkery 
1497 Pilgrim Ave  
248-946-2062, 313-595-5772 
 

 
Outdoor dining space on deck overlooking 1429 Quarton R 
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View from our kitchen overlooking 1429 Quarton Rd 
 

 
View from our dining room table overlooking 1429 Quarton Rd 
 

 
View from our living room overlooking 1429 Quarton Rd 
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 <trishd1997@yahoo.com>

to me, marlajaradi@live.com, Stefan

Patricia Doerr

Dear Mr. Cowan,

As discussed over the phone we are in favor of having the above referenced lot split in two with two homes facing Pilgrim.  Please see letter that is

I am copying my husband STefan Doerr and my neighbor Marla Jaradi who will respond to give you their consent as well

Patricia Doerr

April 24, 2022

 

 

 

City Clerk’s Office

City of Birmingham

151 Martin Street

Birmingham, MI 48012

 

To Birmingham City Commission:

We neighbors located on Pilgrim Ave are all in favor of the lot division at 1429 Quarton Road Parcel # 19-26-203-003.

We would love there to be two houses both facing Pilgrim Ave. This way our street will look more uniform like the other streets south of Redding R
match street with no uniformity.  It is like the parts of the streets North of Redding have been forgotten in a plan to give our neighborhood a more n

We ask you to please approve this split with two new houses both facing Pilgrim! 

Thank you!

 

 

Patricia Doerr                                    Stefan Doerr

 

 

Marla Jaradi                                      Avis Jaradi

Regards
Trish Doerr

 <doerrs2001@yahoo.com>

to me, Patricia, marlajaradi@live.com

Stefan Doerr

I, Stefan Doerr, also consent to the division of the above referenced lot!

Thank you!

Regards

















Alex Bingham <abingham@bhamgov.org>

Re: Monday night Commission meeting 14th Amendment v Proposed Code of Conduct and
current ethics ordinance
4 messages

Tom Markus <tmarkus@bhamgov.org> Fri, Apr 21, 2023 at 2:48 PM
To: "Bloom, David (D.M.)" <dbloom4@ford.com>
Cc: City Commission <city-commission@bhamgov.org>, DepartmentHeads <departmentheads@bhamgov.org>

You have the opportunity to express your views on Monday evening by 1.  Speaking under Section IV Open to the public for matters
not on the agenda or 2. When public comment is called for by the Mayor on items actually on the agenda.

On Fri, Apr 21, 2023 at 12:43 PM Bloom, David (D.M.) <dbloom4@ford.com> wrote:
Hello Tom,
 
As it relates to the proposed code of conduct on the agenda for Monday night and your advisory opinion request
before the Ethics Board I’ve been reading up on the 14th Amendment of the US Constitution (copied below). I wanted
to ask if you or Mary can explain on Monday evening during the code of conduct discussion how under this
amendment (specifically the first section) city commissioners can be legally barred by the city from 1) attending other
city board meetings, 2 publicly or otherwise expressing themselves outside commission meetings, 3) advocating on
any items before the city commission or which might come before the commission, and if so can any case law be
sited in support of this conclusion?    My understanding of the 14th Amendment’s equal protection clause is that it
covers the actual application of existing law to be fair and unbiased, not lawmaking or expressing opinions about laws
or potential laws themselves.  If the due process clause is being used to justify this what existing case law supports
barring advocacy by a commissioner so long as this advocacy does not impact the actual application of any laws on
issues before the commission? Based on my interpretation of the amendment and some additional reading I have
done the effort and current attempts to limit advocacy and communication with constituents would appear to be
unconstitutional.
 
Also, on February 24th I sent comments on the draft ethics ordnance and included copies of some other ordinances
that I thought would be improvements.  Were these discussed and reviewed, is there any feedback, and can this
information be included in the packet for Monday night as I was not able to locate it?
 
Regards,
 
David Bloom
Birmingham
 
 
 
 

Amendment XIV

Section 1.
All persons born or naturalized in the United States, and subject to the jurisdiction thereof, are citizens of the United
States and of the state wherein they reside. No state shall make or enforce any law which shall abridge the privileges
or immunities of citizens of the United States; nor shall any state deprive any person of life, liberty, or property,
without due process of law; nor deny to any person within its jurisdiction the equal protection of the laws.

Section 2.
Representatives shall be apportioned among the several states according to their respective numbers, counting the
whole number of persons in each state, excluding Indians not taxed. But when the right to vote at any election for the
choice of electors for President and Vice President of the United States, Representatives in Congress, the executive and
judicial officers of a state, or the members of the legislature thereof, is denied to any of the male inhabitants of such
state, being twenty-one years of age, and citizens of the United States, or in any way abridged, except for

mailto:dbloom4@ford.com
https://www.law.cornell.edu/constitution/amendmentxix
https://www.law.cornell.edu/constitution/amendmentxxvi


participation in rebellion, or other crime, the basis of representation therein shall be reduced in the proportion which
the number of such male citizens shall bear to the whole number of male citizens twenty-one years of age in such state.

Section 3.
No person shall be a Senator or Representative in Congress, or elector of President and Vice President, or hold any
office, civil or military, under the United States, or under any state, who, having previously taken an oath, as a member
of Congress, or as an officer of the United States, or as a member of any state legislature, or as an executive or judicial
officer of any state, to support the Constitution of the United States, shall have engaged in insurrection or rebellion
against the same, or given aid or comfort to the enemies thereof. But Congress may by a vote of two-thirds of each
House, remove such disability.

Section 4.
The validity of the public debt of the United States, authorized by law, including debts incurred for payment of
pensions and bounties for services in suppressing insurrection or rebellion, shall not be questioned. But neither the
United States nor any state shall assume or pay any debt or obligation incurred in aid of insurrection or rebellion
against the United States, or any claim for the loss or emancipation of any slave; but all such debts, obligations and
claims shall be held illegal and void.

Section 5.
The Congress shall have power to enforce, by appropriate legislation, the provisions of this article.

 
 

--
You received this message because you are subscribed to the Google Groups "City Commission" group.
To unsubscribe from this group and stop receiving emails from it, send an email to city-commission+unsubscribe@bhamgov.org.
To view this discussion on the web visit https://groups.google.com/a/bhamgov.org/d/msgid/city-commission/CALPLqChkkGprv12_
RERiLMsf0SreEf1kq8K671iYe_Jq2MWcHw%40mail.gmail.com.

Tom Markus <tmarkus@bhamgov.org> Mon, Apr 24, 2023 at 3:01 PM
To: Alex Bingham <abingham@bhamgov.org>

Make copies for the commission for tonight
[Quoted text hidden]

Tom Markus <tmarkus@bhamgov.org> Mon, Apr 24, 2023 at 3:02 PM
To: Alex Bingham <abingham@bhamgov.org>

make copies

---------- Forwarded message ---------
From: Bloom, David (D.M.) <dbloom4@ford.com>
Date: Sun, Apr 23, 2023 at 6:45 PM
Subject: RE: Monday night Commission meeting 14th Amendment v Proposed Code of Conduct and current ethics ordinance
To: Tom Markus <tmarkus@bhamgov.org>

Tom, Thank you.

 

Would you please place this communication chain in the packet for the meeting Monday night?

 

It would be helpful to everyone if you or Mary could explain the legal foundation on which the proposed code is based as it relates to preventing
commissioner advocacy or perceived/alleged advocacy.

 

mailto:city-commission+unsubscribe@bhamgov.org
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When I previously advocated before the Commission on the need for a commissioners’ code of conduct it was prompted by the malicious and
harmful ugliness committed by Commissioner Baller and then Mayor Pro Tem Longe through her tacit support during the last city commission
election in the hopes of restoring civility and respect and reducing the likelihood of repeat occurrences in Birmingham’s future.  It was not to ban
advocacy or suggest that all contact between a commissioner and constituents should require rigorous documenting and mandated reporting.

 

The goal of achieving commission governance that is fair and impartial and based on fiduciary principals is worthy and very noble.  Realizing this in
practice is extremely more complicated, and we should not try to achieve it with provisions in a code of conduct that are arguably unenforceable
based on constitutional principles, unrealistic, or create an atmosphere which decreases the likelihood of citizens feeling uncomfortable
communicating their concerns to commissioners. And, unfortunately, in terms of the fiduciary responsibility, fairness, and due process you are
interested in achieving, the history and law on this seems to be quite murky which is why great care and legal expertise should be taken before
adopting it.  

 

Regards,

 

 

David Bloom
Birmingham

 

 

 

 

 

 

From: Tom Markus <tmarkus@bhamgov.org>
Sent: Friday, April 21, 2023 2:48 PM
To: Bloom, David (D.M.) <dbloom4@ford.com>
Cc: City Commission <city-commission@bhamgov.org>; DepartmentHeads <departmentheads@bhamgov.org>
Subject: Re: Monday night Commission meeting 14th Amendment v Proposed Code of Conduct and current ethics ordinance

 

WARNING: This message originated outside of Ford Motor Company. Use caution when opening attachments, clicking links, or
responding.

[Quoted text hidden]

Alex Bingham <abingham@bhamgov.org> Mon, Apr 24, 2023 at 3:07 PM
To: Tom Markus <tmarkus@bhamgov.org>

got it
[Quoted text hidden]
--
Alexandria D. Bingham
City Clerk 
City of Birmingham
151 Martin Street
Birmingham, MI 48009
(248) 530-1802   Office Direct
(248) 530-1080   Fax
abingham@bhamgov.org
*Important Note to Residents*
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Let’s connect! Join the Citywide Email System to receive important City updates and critical information specific to your neighborhood
at www.bhamgov.org/citywideemail. 

http://www.bhamgov.org/citywideemail
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