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Court of Appeals, State of Michigan

ORDER
Kathleen Jansen
New 555 Commercial LLC v City of Birmingham Presiding Judge
Docket No. 364563 Mark J. Cavanagh
LC No. 22-000772-TT Sima G. Patel

Judges

The application for leave to appeal is DENIED for failure to persuade the Court of the need
for immediate appellate review.

Presiding Judge

Jansen, P.J., would grant the application for leave to appeal.
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November 22, 2023

165973

THE NEW 555 COMMERCIAL, LLC, THE
NEW 555 RESIDENTAL, LLC, MANORWOOD
PROPERTIES, LLC, and ASSOCIATES OF
555, LP,

Petitioners-Appellants,

\Y SC: 165973
COA: 364563
Tax Tribunal: 22-000772-TT
CITY OF BIRMINGHAM,
Respondent-Appellee.

/

On order of the Court, the application for leave to appeal the July 7, 2023 order of
the Court of Appeals is considered and, pursuant to MCR 7.305(H)(1), in lieu of granting
leave to appeal, we REMAND this case to the Court of Appeals for consideration as on
leave granted.
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If this opinion indicates that it is “FOR PUBLICATION, ” it is subject to
revision until final publication in the Michigan Appeals Reports.

STATE OF MICHIGAN

COURT OF APPEALS

NEW 555 COMMERCIAL, LCC, NEW 555 UNPUBLISHED
RESIDENTIAL, LCC, MANORWOOD August 22, 2024
PROPERTIES, LCC, and ASSOCIATES OF 555,

LP,

Petitioners-Appellants,

\Y; No. 364563
Tax Tribunal
CITY OF BIRMINGHAM, LC No. 22-000772-TT

Respondent-Appellee.

Before: REDFORD, P.J., and GADOLA, C.J., and RIORDAN, J.

PER CURIAM.

This litigation involves a special assessment levied by respondent, City of Birmingham
(the city), on properties owned by petitioners, New 555 Commercial, LLC, New 555 Residential,
LLC, Manorwood Properties, LLC, and Associates of 555, LP. Petitioners appeal an order issued
by the Michigan Tax Tribunal (the Tribunal) denying their motion for summary disposition
brought under MCR 2.116(C)(10). After this Court denied petitioners’ application for leave to
appeal,® our Supreme Court, in lieu of granting leave, remanded the case to this Court for
consideration as on leave granted.? The Tribunal, applying a common-law presumption that the
special assessment was valid, ruled that a genuine issue of material fact existed regarding whether
petitioners’ real estate was benefited by the city’s construction project and the extent of any benefit.
The Tribunal rejected arguments that the city’s legislative body—the city commission—was
required to conduct a specific benefits analysis or make findings supporting its determination that
the properties were benefited before confirming the special assessment. On appeal, petitioners
argue that the Tribunal erred in its ruling because, as a matter of law, the city commission failed

! New 555 Commercial, LLC v City of Birmingham, unpublished order of the Court of Appeals,
entered July 7, 2023 (Docket No. 364563).

2 New 555 Commercial, LLC v City of Birmingham, 513 Mich 898 (2023).

-1-
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to comply with the city’s own ordinances by not making a pre-assessment determination that the
properties were benefited by an increase in market value reasonably proportionate to the amount
of the special assessment. Petitioners further contend that a benefits analysis does not entail a
mere apportionment of the project’s costs and that the Tribunal failed to even consider the relevant
ordinances, let alone analyze them in any serious manner. For the reasons set forth in this opinion,
we affirm.

I. BACKGROUND

Petitioners are related entities, and this matter concerns commercial properties owned by
petitioners that are comprised of two buildings and a vacant lot on three contiguous parcels located
in the city (hereafter the “555 Complex™). The city commission confirmed a special assessment
roll to fund a sidewalk and streetscape reconstruction project bordering the 555 Complex.
Petitioners received a notice from the city informing them that the city commission had assessed
a total amount of $453,832.83 against the 555 Complex for the sidewalk and streetscape
improvements. We note that the project entailed eliminating 11 out of the 30 parking spaces
adjoining the 555 Complex.

Petitioners filed a petition in the Tribunal, alleging that the special assessment was invalid
because the sidewalk and streetscape project did not confer any financial benefit on the 555
Complex. Petitioners moved for summary disposition under MCR 2.116(C)(10), contending that,
in violation of its ordinances, the city commission made no determination before confirming the
special assessment roll that the project would confer a special benefit on the 555 Complex by
increasing its market value in reasonable proportion to the amount of the special assessment. In
response, the city maintained that it had complied with its ordinances and state law in confirming
the special assessment roll and that petitioners failed to submit any evidence rebutting the
presumption of validity; therefore, under MCR 2.116(1)(2), the city rather than petitioners was
entitled to summary disposition.

The Tribunal denied petitioners’ motion for summary disposition because they failed to
meet their burden of proof by providing evidence rebutting the common-law presumption that the
special assessment was valid. The Tribunal concluded that the city commission had no obligation
to conduct a specific benefits analysis or make findings that the 555 Complex was benefited before
levying the special assessment. The Tribunal similarly denied the city’s request for summary
disposition, concluding that there remained genuine issues of material fact regarding whether the
sidewalk and streetscape project conferred a special benefit on the 555 Complex and, if so, the
extent of the benefit.* We discuss additional facts in the analysis section of this opinion, as
necessary to resolve the appeal.

% The improvements at issue were part of the third and final phase of a massive construction project
that involved upgrades to or the replacement of sewers, utilities, lead service lines, water lines, and
roadways in the area of South Old Woodward Road.

* The Tribunal noted that discovery remained open. We note that the city has not filed a cross-
appeal, nor does it argue that the Tribunal erred by denying its request for summary disposition.

-2-

Continuous Page 12

INd 6€:L¥¥ STOT/61/C1 DSIN AqQ AIATADTY



II. ANALYSIS
A. STANDARDS OF REVIEW

The Tribunal has exclusive and original jurisdiction over “[a] proceeding for direct review
of a final decision, finding, ruling, determination, or order of an agency relating to assessment,
valuation, rates, special assessments, allocation, or equalization, under the property tax laws of
this state.” (Emphasis added.) In Briggs Tax Serv, LLC v Detroit Pub Sch, 485 Mich 69, 75; 780
NW2d 753 (2010), our Supreme Court discussed the relevant standards of review:

The standard of review of Tax Tribunal cases is multifaceted. If fraud is not
claimed, this Court reviews the Tax Tribunal’s decision for misapplication of the
law or adoption of a wrong principle. We deem the Tax Tribunal’s factual findings
conclusive if they are supported by “competent, material, and substantial evidence
on the whole record.” But when statutory interpretation is involved, this Court
reviews the Tax Tribunal’s decision de novo. We also review de novo the grant or
denial of a motion for summary disposition. [Citations omitted.]

In Bonner v City of Brighton, 495 Mich 209, 221-222; 848 NW2d 380 (2014), the Supreme
Court discussed the review of the ordinance language:

Further, because ordinances are treated as statutes for purposes of
interpretation and review, we also review de novo the interpretation and application
of a municipal ordinance. Since the rules governing statutory interpretation apply
with equal force to a municipal ordinance, the goal of construction and
interpretation of an ordinance is to discern and give effect to the intent of the
legislative body. The most reliable evidence of that intent is the language of the
ordinance itself and, therefore, the words used in an ordinance must be given their
plain and ordinary meanings. [Citations omitted.]

B. SPECIAL ASSESSMENTS — LEGAL PRINCIPLES

While resembling a tax, a special assessment is not a tax; instead, it is “a specific levy
designed to recover the costs of improvements that confer local and peculiar benefits upon property
within a defined area.” Kane v Williamstown Twp, 301 Mich App 582, 586; 836 NW2d 868 (2013)
(quotation marks and citation omitted); see also City of Highland Park v State Land Bank Auth,
340 Mich App 593, 614; 986 NW2d 638 (2022) (“In contrast to a tax, a special assessment is
imposed to defray the costs of specific local improvements, rather than to raise revenue for general
governmental purposes.”) (citation omitted). Special assessments are “sustained upon the theory
that the value of the property in the special assessment district is enhanced by the improvement for
which the assessment is made.” Kadzban v City of Grandville, 442 Mich 495, 500; 502 NW2d
299 (1993) (quotation marks and citations omitted).

“[M]unicipalities are not free to levy special assessments without regard for the amount of
benefit that inures to the assessed property. For a special assessment to be valid, there must be
some proportionality between the amount of the special assessment and the benefits derived
therefrom.” 1d. at 501-502 (quotation marks and citation omitted). “In the absence of such a
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relationship, the special assessment would be akin to the taking of property without due process
of law.” 1d. at 502 (quotation marks and citation omitted). In Ahearn v Bloomfield Charter Twp,
235 Mich App 486, 493; 597 NW2d 858 (1999), this Court restated, in part, our Supreme Court’s
holding in Kadzban, articulating a two-prong test for evaluating the validity of a special
assessment:

Two requirements must be met in order for a special assessment to be
deemed valid: (1) the improvement funded by the special assessment must confer
a special benefit upon the assessed properties beyond that provided to the
community as a whole, and (2) the amount of [the] special assessment must be
reasonably proportionate to the benefits derived from the improvement. [Citations
omitted.]

With respect to the first requirement, “[i]n order for an improvement to be deemed to have
conferred a ‘special benefit,” it must cause an increase in the market value of the land specially
assessed.” Id. In regard to the second requirement, “[a] determination of increased market value
is necessary to determine whether the benefit is proportionate to the cost incurred.” Id. Itis a
“well-settled principle that municipal decisions regarding special assessments are presumed to be
valid,” and “the decisions of municipal officers regarding special assessments generally should be
upheld.” Kadzban, 442 Mich at 502 (quotation marks and citation omitted). When courts review
the validity of special assessments, they are not tasked with determining whether there is a rigid
dollar-for-dollar balance between the value of the benefit and the amount of the special assessment.
Id. “Rather, a special assessment will be declared invalid only when the party challenging the
assessment demonstrates that there is a substantial or unreasonable disproportionality between the
amount assessed and the value which accrues to the land as a result of the improvements.” Id.
(quotation marks and citation omitted).

The questions whether and how much the value of property has increased because of an
improvement are factual, which must be resolved on the basis of the evidence presented by the
parties. 1d. Accordingly, the pertinent findings are made by the trier of fact, i.e., the Tribunal. Id.
Because of the presumption of validity, “to effectively challenge special assessments, plaintiffs, at
a minimum, must present credible evidence to rebut the presumption that the assessments are
valid.” Id. at 505. Absent such evidence, the Tribunal has no basis to strike down a special
assessment. Id. If a plaintiff presents evidence that effectively rebuts the presumption of validity,
the burden going forward with evidence shifts to the municipality. 1d. at 505 n 5. “At that point,
the city must . . . present evidence proving that the assessments are reasonably proportionate in
order to sustain the assessments.” 1d.°

5> The Kadzban Court noted:

Street and utility improvements are common bases for special assessments.
In numerous instances, abutting property has been specially assessed the costs of
paving a road or installing a sewer system. However, not every street improvement
primarily benefits the property that abuts the street. Indeed, in some instances, an

Continuous Page 14
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C. DISCUSSION AND RESOLUTION

Without taking into consideration the city’s ordinances, we would easily conclude that the
Tribunal did not err by denying petitioners’ motion for summary disposition because they did not
present any evidence concerning the impact—or lack thereof—that the sidewalk and streetscape
project had on the market value of the 555 Complex as necessary to rebut the presumption of
validity. But of course, we must examine the pertinent city ordinances because petitioners’ stance
is premised entirely on the city commission’s alleged failure to comply with the ordinances. We
conclude that petitioners’ ordinance-based arguments ultimately do not change the equation
because the city commission complied with the city’s ordinances and was thus entitled to the
presumption of validity. Accordingly, the Tribunal did not err by denying petitioners’ motion for
summary disposition.

The presumption of validity or proportionality is a creature of the common law and dates
back to 1894 in Michigan. See In re Eight & One-Half Mile Relief Drain, 369 Mich 641, 649; 120
NW2d 789 (1963) (“The presumption, declared and redeclared many times since, appeared first in
Powers v Grand Rapids, 98 Mich 393, 397; 57 NW 250 [1894].”). In Powers, 98 Mich at 397,
our Supreme Court observed:

The presumption is that, in making the district and the assessment, the
officers of the municipality acted in good faith, and have correctly and faithfully
exercised the discretion reposed in them. In such case, where mistake or abuse of
discretion is not manifest or demonstrable, the determination of the municipal
officers in whom such discretion is vested is conclusive, and it is not reviewable by
the courts. [Treatise citation omitted.]

A legislative body, which would include the city commission in this case, “may alter or
abrogate the common law through its legislative authority.” See Murphy v Inman, 509 Mich 132,
153; 983 NW2d 354 (2022).5 Therefore, notwithstanding the common-law presumption of
validity, the city commission was first required to comply with the city’s relevant ordinances
regarding special assessments. See also Adams v Bay City, 78 Mich 211, 215-216; 44 NW 138
(1889). Only after such compliance could the city take advantage of the protections offered by
the common-law presumption of validity. In other words, if the city commission acted in

“improved” street, e.g., one that is widened from a two-lane residential street to a
four-lane thoroughfare, may be a detriment to abutting property. In such instances,
we have invalidated special assessments because the assessed property received no
special benefit in addition to the benefit that was conferred upon the community as
awhole. [ld. at 500-501 (citations omitted).]

® We note that MCL 117.4d(1)(a) states that “[e]ach city may in its charter provide . . . [f]or
assessing and reassessing the costs, or a portion of the costs, of a public improvement to a special
district.” Chapter X, § 1, of the city’s charter, authorizes the imposition of special assessments by
the city commission, and § 2 authorizes the enactment of ordinances to govern special-assessment
procedures.
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conformance with the city’s ordinances in confirming the special assessment roll, the assessment
would be presumed valid and proportional, and petitioners would have been required to submit
evidence to rebut the presumption. But if the city commission did not comply with the ordinances
in the first instance as required to confirm a special assessment roll, the assessment cannot stand
and must be vacated, without regard to the presumption of validity.

We now turn to the ordinances at issue in this case. Birmingham City Code (BCC), § 94-
1, provides:

This chapter is adopted to comply with Chapter X of the Charter for the city
to provide by ordinance for a complete special assessment procedure concerning
the initiation of projects, plans and specifications, estimates of cost, notice and
conduct of hearings, making and confirming of assessment rolls, correction of
errors, contested assessments, financing of improvements made by special
assessment, collection of special assessments and interest thereon, deferral of
payments due to hardship, and all other matters concerning special assessments.

“The city commission shall have the power and authority to determine that the whole or
any part of the cost of any public improvement shall be defrayed by special assessments upon the
property especially benefitted, consistent with the procedures set forth in this chapter.” BCC, § 94-
3.

BCC, § 94-8(b)(3) provides that “[i]f the commission determines to continue to proceed
with [an] improvement, the commission shall adopt a resolution . . . [p]rescribing what portion of
the cost of such improvement shall be paid by special assessment upon the property especially
benefited, determining what benefits will be received by affected properties and what portion, if
any, of the cost shall be paid by the city[.]” (Emphasis added.) And BCC, § 94-9, which addresses
special assessment rolls, provides, in pertinent part:

(b) The manager shall make a special assessment roll of all lots and parcels
of land within the designated district to be benefited by the proposed improvement
and assess to each lot or parcel of land the amount benefited thereby. The amount
spread in each case shall be based upon the cost estimate of the city engineer.

* * *

(f) If, after hearing all objections and making a record of such changes as
the commission deems justified, the commission determines that it is satisfied with
said special assessment roll, and that assessments are in proportion to benefits
received, it shall thereupon pass a resolution making such determination and
confirming the roll. [Emphasis added.]

In our view, the key language is found in BCC, §8 94-8(b)(3) and 94-9(f), which required,
in the context of this case, that the city commission adopt a resolution determining what benefits
the 555 Complex would receive as a result of the sidewalk and streetscape improvement and that
the city commission make a determination that the special assessment would be in proportion to
the benefits received. These provisions constituted requirements that had to be satisfied before the
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special assessment roll could be confirmed. Although it is true that the common law on special
assessments provides that a “benefit” to property is solely measured in terms of an increase in
market value, see, e.g., Kadzban, 442 Mich at 501; Dixon Rd Group v City of Novi, 426 Mich 390,
400; 395 NW2d 211 (1986), the city’s ordinances do not define the term “benefit.” But an
“improvement” under the ordinances is defined as “a public improvement of such a nature as to
specially benefit any real property, any part of the cost of which is to be assessed against one or
more lots or parcels of land, in proportion to the benefit derived therefrom.” BCC, § 94-2
(emphasis added). Accordingly, a determination by the city that there will be an “improvement”
to property necessarily correlates to a determination that the property will be “specially benefited”
for purposes of the BCC.

In interrogatories sent to the city by petitioners, the following question was asked and
answered:

3. Please explain the method that was used to determine the amount of the
Special Assessment that has been allocated to the Subject Property.

Answer: The City calculated the total amounts for the entire Streetscape
(Streetscape costs include but are not limited to: sidewalks, planters, utilities,
underground utilities, construction, sprinkler, concrete pavement, concrete
sidewalk, removal, installation, concrete curb, soil, boulders, landscaping and all
other elements that can be categorized in the sidewalk area of the Project which
was then (“Streetscape Amount”)). The total Streetscape Amount was then divided
by the total the amount of the linear foot for the Project, and multiplied this amount
by the linear foot the Subject Property has (This cost less 25% since the City pays
25%). Answering further, the City detailed and summarized this information at
various public hearings, including March 14, 2022, and April 11, 2022. By way of
further response, the City is providing information presented to the City
Commission (on March 14, 2022, and April 11, 2022), and spreadsheets outlining
its position, pursuant to MCR 2.309(E). The City will make available to Plaintiffs
for inspection additional, non-relevant, documents concerning the entire Project at
a mutually convenient date and time.

The city’s answer appeared to reveal that a prospective increase in market value of the 555
Complex played no role in determining the amount of the special assessment. In the city’s
response to petitioners’ interrogatory asking whether the city contended that the project would
increase the value of the 555 Complex, the city replied, in part, that it had “not yet retained an
appraiser or valuation expert to determine any increase in value.” But as indicated earlier, under
the city’s ordinances, any “improvement” to property is considered to be a “benefit,” and the
ordinances do not provide or suggest that a “benefit” is measured in terms of an increase in market
value.

The city submitted an affidavit executed by Scott Zielinski, the assistant city engineer, who
averred that he was involved in preparing two reports for the city commission that informed the
members of “the proposed special benefits, the nature of it, the improvement, the costs, the benefit
derived therefrom, and the reasonable proportionality of assessing the special assessment against
the affected property owners.” He listed all of the attributes of the sidewalk and streetscape project,

-7-
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and Zielinski noted that he had recommended approval of the special assessment because “the
improvements” associated with the project increased the value of the adjacent properties. Zielinski
further averred that it was his “opinion that the special assessment was proportionate to the increase
in value of all of the properties[.]” He indicated that the city commission “took all of the
information, my report, my spreadsheet, [the city’s engineer’s report], and other pertinent
information, and formulated its decision based upon these reports and our recommendation.”
(Emphasis added.) There was no documentary evidence contradicting Zielinski’s affidavit;
therefore, we must accept that the city commission’s determination of the special assessment was
formulated as claimed by Zielinski.

We have reviewed the minutes from the city commission meetings held on March 14 and
April 11, 2022, that concerned the sidewalk and streetscape improvement project. During the
March 14, 2022 meeting, the city commission adopted a resolution “declaring the necessity of the
improvement” and special assessment district, “with special assessments levied in accordance with
benefits against the properties within such assessment district[.]” It is quite evident that the city
commission viewed the “improvements” or “benefits” to be the planned physical attributes of the
streetscape to be constructed in phase three of the project. With respect to the April 11, 2022
meeting, at which the city commission confirmed the special assessment roll, the minutes revealed
that Zielinski was present and provided information to the commission and that the commissioners
confirmed the roll after making remarks finding that the project would greatly improve the
aesthetics and safety of the area.

We conclude that on consideration of Zielinski’s affidavit in conjunction with the minutes
of the pertinent meetings, the city commission complied with the ordinances by determining that
the 555 Complex would receive benefits from the project in the form of aesthetic and safety
improvements created by the physical attributes of the streetscape and that the special assessment
would be in proportion to or in accordance with the benefits to be received.

[11. CONCLUSION

We hold that city commission complied with the city’s ordinances; therefore, the city was
entitled to the presumption of validity and the Tribunal did not err by denying petitioners’ motion
for summary disposition given the absence of documentary evidence to overcome the presumption.
The case must proceed in the Tribunal for a determination whether the special assessment was
reasonably and substantially proportionate to any increase in the market value of the 555 Complex
due to the sidewalk and streetscape improvements.

We affirm. Having fully prevailed on appeal, the city may tax costs under MCR 7.219.

/s/ James Robert Redford
/sl Michael F. Gadola
/s/ Michael J. Riordan
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November 7, 2025
167620
NEW 555 COMMERCIAL, LLC, NEW 555

RESIDENTAL, LLC, MANORWOOD
PROPERTIES, LLC, and ASSOCIATES OF

555, LP,
Petitioners-Appellants,
v SC: 167620
COA: 364563
MTT: 22-000772-TT
CITY OF BIRMINGHAM,

Respondent-Appellee.
/

On order of the Court, the application for leave to appeal the August 22, 2024
judgment of the Court of Appeals is considered. We direct the Clerk to schedule oral
argument on the application. MCR 7.305(I)(1). The parties shall file supplemental briefs
in accordance with MCR 7.312(E), addressing: (1) whether the Court of Appeals properly
interpreted the term “benefits” as used in Birmingham City Code §§ 94-8(b)(3), 94-9(%),
see Dixon Rd Group v Novi, 426 Mich 390, 399-400 (1986); (2) whether the special
assessment was therefore levied in accordance with the applicable city ordinances, see
Wikman v Novi, 413 Mich 617, 636 (1982); and (3) whether a genuine dispute of material
fact existed with respect to the “ ‘proportionality between the amount of the special
assessment and the benefits derived therefrom,” ” Kadzban v Grandville, 442 Mich 495,
501-502 (1993) (opinion by GRIFFIN, J.), quoting Dixon Rd Group, 426 Mich at 401.

Persons or groups interested in the determination of the issues presented in this case

who are not exempt from the motion requirement under MCR 7.312(H) may move the
Court for permission to file briefs amicus curiae.
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Full Title: |[The New 555 Commercial LLC,The New Reisdential 555

LLC,Manorwood Properties LLC,Associates of 555 LP,Petitioners vs.
City Of Birmingham,Respondent

Judge: |Halm, Patricia L

Parcels/Assessments
08-19-36-210-001
08-19-36-210-003
08-19-36-210-005

e« Download links are available on the right below.

Line
#
63
62
61
60

59

58

57

56
55
54
53
52
51

50

49
48

Action Information

Subject

Order Placing Case in Abeyance
Order Removing Case from 8/1-15/24 PHGC
Granted
Order granting Motion.

Proof of Service of Misc Documents was
received.

Evidence was received.

Proof of Service of Misc Documents was
received.

Motion for Reconsideration was received.
Order Placing Case on 8/1-15/24 PHGC
Order removing case from abeyance.

Granted
Order granting Motion.
Motion to Reinstate was received.

Decision Affirmed - Higher Court

Denied

Order Denying Motion

Filer
Ref
PET 56
56
PET
PET
PET
PET
RESP 51
51
RESP
RESP 45
45

Mark
10/15/2024
10/15/2024
10/15/2024
10/15/2024

09/26/2024
09/26/2024
09/26/2024

09/26/2024
09/19/2024
09/19/2024
09/19/2024
09/19/2024
09/13/2024
08/22/2024

08/10/2023
08/10/2023

Line Enter Date/Post

Fee

$50.00

$50.00

Related
Item

Download
Download
Download

Download

Download

Download

Download

Download
Download
Download
Download
Download
Download
Download
Download
Download

Download
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47

46
45
44
43
42
4

40
39
38
37
36
35
34
33

28

23

22

21
20
19

18

17

16

15
14

13

12

Proof of Service of Misc Documents was
received.

A response to motion was filed.
Motion to Remove Case from Abeyance
Order - Higher Court
Record Sent - COA
Certification Letter COA
Record requested- COA
Response
Order Placing Case in Abeyance
Order Removing Case from PHGC
Denied
Order Denying Motion
Filing Fee Received
No Action Taken
Motion to Extend was received.

Proof of Service of Misc Documents was
received.

Claim of Appeal

Proof of Service of Misc Documents was
received.

Claim of Appeal was filed
Denied
Order Denying Motion
Proof of Service of Misc Documents was
received.
A response to motion was filed.

Proof of Service of Misc Documents was
received.

Proposed Exhibits were filed for hearing.

Brief

Motion for Summary Disposition was
received.

Prehearing General Call

PET

PET
RESP

RESP

RESP

RESP

RESP

RESP

PET

PET

PET
PET

RESP

RESP

PET

PET
PET

PET

34

33
33
33

21

13
13

08/04/2023

08/04/2023
07/28/2023
07/07/2023
04/25/2023
04/25/2023
04/24/2023
02/24/2023
02/28/2023
02/28/2023
02/28/2023
02/28/2023
02/14/2023
02/13/2023
02/10/2023

02/09/2023
01/12/2023
01/12/2023

01/12/2023
12/22/2022
12/22/2022

12/19/2022
12/19/2022
11/21/2022

11/21/2022
11/21/2022

11/21/2022

08/16/2022

$50.00

$50.00

$50.00

$0.00

$100.00

$100.00

Download

Download
Download

Download

Download
Download
Download
Download
Download
Download
Download
Download
Download

Download

Download

Download

Download

Download
Download

Download

Download

Download

Download

Download

Download

Download

Download
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il Order Vacating 08/03/2022 Download
0 Proof of Service of Misc Documents was RESP 07/27/2022 Download
received.
9 Order of Default of Respondent 07/27/2022 Download
8 Appearance 07/12/2022 Download
7 Answer was received 07/12/2022 Download
6 ET Case Info Sheet 07/12/2022 Download
5 Proof of service of petition was received. PET 06/07/2022 Download
4 Petition has been verified PET 2 05/13/2022 Download
3 Notice of Docket Number ET 05/13/2022 Download
2 A petition was received. PET 05/10/2022 Download
1 ET Case Info Sheet 05/10/2022 = $300.00 Download
Back New Search
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NEW 555 COMMERCIAL LLC V CITY OF
BIRMINGHAM

COA 364563
MSC 167620

Lower Court/Tribunal

TAX TRIBUNAL
Judge(s)
BIEDA STEVEN M

Case Documents

Case Information

Case Header X CoA Court Of Appeals

58 Msc  Michigan Supreme Court

Case Number

N COA#364563 58 msc#167620  3[8 MSC #165973

Case Status

MSC Pending on Application
COA Case Concluded; File Open

Continuous Page 24

INd 6€:LY¥ STOT/61/21 DS AQ AIATADTY



All Courts Court of Appeals Michigan Supreme Court

Parties & Attorneys to the Case - Court of Appeals

1
NEW 555 COMMERCIAL LLC

Petitioner - Appellant

Attorney(s)

LONG JASON C
#59244, Retained

2
NEW 555 RESIDENTIAL LLC

Petitioner - Appellant

Attorney(s)

Same

3
MANORWOOD PROPERTIES LLC

Petitioner - Appellant

Attorney(s)

Same

4
ASSOCIATES OF 555 LP

Petitioner - Appellant

Attorney(s)
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Same

S)

BIRMINGHAM CITY OF
Respondent - Appellee

Attorney(s)

GOJCAJ PETER
#68888, City Attorney

Parties & Attorneys to the Case - Supreme Court

1
NEW 555 COMMERCIAL LLC

Petitioner

Attorney(s)

Jason C. Long
#59244

2
NEW 555 RESIDENTIAL LLC

Petitioner

3
MANORWOOD PROPERTIES LLC

Petitioner
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ASSOCIATES OF 555 LP

Petitioner

S}
BIRMINGHAM CITY OF

Respondent

Attorney(s)

Seth A. O'Loughlin
#80257
Laura M. Hallahan
#42101

[ Collapse All ] [ Expand All ]

01/12/2023 1 App For Leave to Appeal - Civil
12/22/2022 2 Order Appealed From
01/31/2023 3 Answer - Application
02/21/2023 4 Reply to Answer - Application

04/24/2023 5 Noticed

()]

04/28/2023 Electronic Material Received by Record Room

~

05/16/2023 Record Request

05/17/2023 8 Record Filed

07/04/2023 11 Submitted on Motion Docket
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07/07/2023

08/04/2023

08/04/2023

09/05/2023

09/05/2023

09/08/2023

09/22/2023

11/22/2023

11/22/2023

11/27/2023

12/08/2023

12/19/2023

12/19/2023

02/09/2024

03/07/2024

03/19/2024

03/20/2024

04/11/2024

12 Order: Application - Deny

13 Application for Leave to SCt

14 Supreme Court: SCt Case Caption

15 Supreme Court Motion: Housekeeping

16 Supreme Court: Answer - SCt Application/Complaint

17 Supreme Court Order: Chief Justice - Grant

18 Supreme Court: Reply - SCt Application/Complaint

19 Supreme Court Order: Remand as Leave Granted

20 Supreme Court - File Ret'd By - Re-Open as on Leave Granted

21 Email Contact

22 Motion: Extend Time - Appellant

24 Submitted on Administrative Motion Docket

25 QOrder: Extend Time - Appellant Brief - Grant

26 Brief: Appellant

28 Motion: Extend Time - Appellee

29 Submitted on Administrative Motion Docket

30 Order: Extend Time - Appellee Brief - Grant

31 Brief: Appellee
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04/26/2024

08/06/2024

08/06/2024

08/22/2024

09/13/2024

09/26/2024

09/26/2024

09/26/2024

10/01/2024

10/24/2024

11/13/2024

03/17/2025

03/17/2025

06/25/2025

11/07/2025

12/11/2025

32 Brief: Reply

40 Submitted on Case Call

41 Oral Argument Audio

44 Opinion - Per Curiam - Unpublished

45 Bill of Costs Filed

46 Supreme Court: Telephone Contact

47 Application for Leave to SCt

48 Supreme Court: SCt Case Caption

49 Costs Taxed Per MCR 7.219

50 Supreme Court: Answer - SCt Application/Complaint

51 Supreme Court: Reply - SCt Application/Complaint

52 Supreme Court: Appearance of Attorney

53 Supreme Court: Appearance of Attorney

54 Supreme Court: Stipulation Filed

55 Supreme Court Order: MOAA -Oral Argument on Lv Appl

56 Supreme Court: Substitution of Counsel
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STATE OF MICHIGAN
DEPARTMENT OF LICENSING & REGULATORY AFFAIRS
MICHIGAN ADMINISTRATIVE HEARING SYSTEM
MICHIGAN TAX TRIBUNAL

THE NEW 555 COMMERCIAL, LLC, Docket No. 22-000772

THE NEW 555 RESIDENTIAL, LLC, Property Nos. 08-19-36-210-001

MANORWOOD PROPERTIES, LLC, and 08-19-36-210-003

ASSOCITES OF 555, LP, 08-19-36-210-005
Petitioners,

v

CITY OF BIRMINGHAM,

Respondent.
/
Williams, Williams, Rattner & Plunkett, P.C.  Beier Howlett, P.C.
Jason C. Long (P59244) Peter Gojcaj (P68888)
Attorneys for Petitioners Monika Koleci (P85371)
380 N. Old Woodward Ave., Ste. 300 Attorneys for Respondent
Birmingham, M1 48009 3001 W. Big Beaver Rd., Ste. 600
(248) 642-0333 Troy, M1 48084
jlong@wwrplaw.com 248-282-1063 / 248-645-9344-fax
pgojcaj@bhlaw.us.com
mkoleci@bhlaw.us.com
/

RESPONDENT’S RESPONSE TO PETITIONER’S
MOTION FOR SUMMARY DISPOSITION

Respondent, City of Birmingham (“City”), through its attorneys, Beier Howlett, P.C.,

responds to Petitioner’s Motion for Summary Disposition as follows:

INTRODUCTION

The Petitioners attempt to take a few discovery responses out of context as their only basis
for their Motion for Summary Disposition. Indeed, Petitioners cite to Responses to Interrogatories
Nos. 18, 19, and 20 for the proposition that because the “City has not yet retained an appraiser or
valuation to determine any increase in value,” that somehow that statement entitles Petitioners to

summary disposition. To the contrary, it is the City that is entitled to summary disposition pursuant
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to MCR 2.116(1)(2), because there is no genuine issue of fact as the City properly determined that
it was necessary to make particular improvements that specially benefitted the Petitioners’
properties and the Petitioners’ properties were assessed in accurate proportionality of the
improvement and benefit derived (perhaps even less).

STATEMENT OF FACT

A. The Project

The City of Birmingham is a local government located in Oakland County, Michigan,
approximately 15 miles from the City of Detroit. Within its jurisdiction, the City has an affluent
downtown area.

In early 2017, the City embarked upon a road construction project for its downtown area,
which was to be completed in three phases. The entire three phases of the Project are designed to
make changes to the roadways of Maple and Old Woodward in the downtown area in order to
reduce. The entire 3 phases of the project are designed to upgrade the City’s underground assets
and replace old infrastructure: sewers, utilities, lead service lines, water lines and more. Then once
completed, the downtown area is restored and in doing so was designed to reduce vehicular speeds,
calm and improve traffic, improve pedestrian safety, walkability, and create an esthetically and
improved streetscape uniting all of the downtown area. (The City Assistant Engineer’s, Scott
Zielinski, affidavit is attached as Exhibit 1.)

As the entire Project also upgrades underground assets and replace an old infrastructure:
sewers, utilities, lead service lines, water lines, road pavements and more (for the entire Old
Woodward Road, from E. Brown Street to Landon Street), the instant petition only deals with a
small portion of the entire Project. The City could have issued special assessments for the entire

Project (which cost in excess of $10,000,000), it is only the portion from the curb/sidewalk (not
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the roadway) to the property owners’ buildings that the City issued the subject Special
Assessment.! This Special Assessment is considered the “Streetscape.”

The first two phases were completed in 2018 and 2020, respectively. Phase 1, which is the
area north of the subject matter concerning this lawsuit was completed in 2018 and includes Old
Woodward Avenue from Brown Street to Oakland Street. (Exhibit 1) Phase 2, involving Maple
Road which is north of the area of concern and stretches from east to west, crossing Old Woodward
Avenue from Maple Road, from Chester to Woodward Avenue, was completed in 2020. (Exhibit
1)

Phase 3, which concerns this Petition, began in May of 2022 and has been completed.
(Exhibit 1). The Project is a well-thought out design, planned by top-notch engineers, architects
and other planners (Exhibit 1).

The Project’s goals were based upon engineering plans and public input:

Improve pedestrian safety.

e Improve walkability and accessibility.

e Reduce parking conflicts; parking across intersections, backing into parking spaces,
and parking into crosswalks.

e Upgrade to be ADA compliant.

e Adding greenspace, sitting areas and dining areas.

e Optimize parking to include electric scooters and bicycles.

e Integrate green infrastructure.

B. The Special Assessment District

! The City reserves the right to provide evidence at the Hearing on the entire cost of the Project.
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Concerning Special Assessments, the City Ordinance provides that “Improvement means a
public improvement of such a nature as to specially benefit any real property, any part of the cost
of which is to be assessed against one or more lots or parcels of land, in proportion to the benefit
derived therefrom.” Chapter 94, Section 1. (Emphasis in original) (A copy of the entire relevant
City Ordinance is attached as Exhibit 2).

The “city commission shall have the power and authority to determine that the whole
or any part of the cost of any public improvement shall be defrayed by special assessments
upon the property especially benefitted, consistent with the procedures set forth in this chapter.”
Chapter 94, Section 3. (Exhibit 2). Proceedings for the making of public improvements within
the city may be commenced by resolution of the city commission. Chapter 94, Section 3. (Exhibit
2).

Before the City Commission makes a decision as to any public improvement, the city
engineer shall prepare and submit a preliminary report to the City Commission explaining the
nature and scope of the project, recommended approach, estimates of cost, life of the improvement,
a description of the proposed assessment district(s) and such other pertinent information. Chapter
94, Section 6. (Exhibit 2). Both the City Engineer and the City Assistant Engineer prepared two
reports (dated March 10, 2022, and March 8, 2022, respectively) providing the City Commission
the necessary information in order for them to determine the public improvement is necessary,
which is summarized below. (Copies of these reports are attached as Exhibits 3 and 4).

By way of background, phases 1and 2 of the Project included special assessments charged
to the benefitted property owners that included the same type of improvements in this case (ie, the
Streetscape): mainly replacement of sidewalks, and landscape enhancements. (Exhibit 3 and 4).

Notably, no property owners objected to the special assessments in phases 1 and 2 of the Project.
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In Phase 3, as was completed in phases 1 and 2, City Assistant Engineer Scott Zielinski, prepared
his report explaining the nature and scope of the project, recommended approach, estimates of
cost, life of the improvement, a description of the proposed assessment district(s) and all other
necessary information that is required by state statue and City ordinance. (Exhibit 1) ,

Scott Zielinski’s report, in part, provides:

The new streetscape will consist of an enhanced version of the downtown standard sawcut
concrete sidewalk with exposed aggregate sidewalk between the main pedestrian path and
the street curb. Elements of the new streetscape design to be included in this project include:

« All new concrete and exposed aggregate sidewalks from the building face to the
back of the curbs.

« Removal and replacement of all street trees, including excavation and replacement
with approximately 1,000 cubic feet of specially formulated soil designed to
encourage tree growth.

« Enlarged, raised planter beds around each new street tree, framed by a 6-inch
high exposed aggregate curb, with irrigation, and professionally designed
landscaping.

« Granite seating areas where space permits.

« Installation of wunderground electrical system to provide new lighting
opportunities for trees along the sidewalk and in the proposed median.

« Installation of sprinkler systems to maintain new plant life.

(Exhibit 4).

INd 6€:L¥¥ STOT/61/C1 DSIN AqQ AIATADTY

Mr. Zielinski explained to the City Commission before they made their determinations,
“the cost per property will be assessed as an average cost per linear foot of frontage for the
improvements. The properties with multiple owners will share the cost of the frontage, and the
amount will be based on the square footage of building area owned. The City will bill one-tenth
of the assessment, as is standard on other special assessment districts, plus interest, on an annual
basis, to make the cost more manageable for the property owners.” (Emphasis added) (Exhibit 4).
Scott Zielinski recommended to the City Commission that the Special Assessment be approved

because the improvements to the affected properties (including Petitioners’) would increase in

value. (Exhibit 1). This was done prior to the City Commission approving of the Special
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Assessment. (Exhibit 1). Mr. Zielinski also created the attached spreadsheet, which is the basis of
the Special Assessment Petitioners’ complain of. (Exhibit 5). As the attached spreadsheet depicted
in Exhibit 5 illustrates, the Special Assessment allocated to the benefitted property owners,
including Petitioners, includes electrical, construction equipment, construction costs for irrigation
and sewer, sidewalk pavement construction costs, landscaping construction costs, that total
approximately $2,481,888.55 (the Streetscape Amount). The total amount charged to the
benefitted properties is equal to 75% of the Streetscape Amount of the project. The remaining 25%
($827,296.18) would be allocated directly to the City. Of the 75%, which is $2,481,888.55,
Petitioners’ responsible portion is approximately $453,000.00. As noted in response to
interrogatory no. 3, the City calculated these amounts for the entire streetscape (streetscape costs
include but are not limited to sidewalks, planters, utilities, underground utilities, construction,
sprinkler, concrete pavement, concrete sidewalk removal, installation, concrete curb, soil,
boulders, landscaping, and all other elements that can be categorized in the sidewalk area of the
project). This total streetscape amount was then divided by the total linear feet for the project, then
further multiplied by the linear feet of the subject properties. It is Scott Zielinski’s opinion that the
special assessment was proportionate to increase in value of all of the properties, including
Petitioners’. (Exhibit 1).

Based on this information, the City Commission adopted a Resolution declaring necessity
of the project and improvements and therefore approved and created a Special Assessment District with
special assessments levied in accordance with benefits to the properties within the assessment
district, which include Petitioners’ properties. (A copy of the minutes of this Resolution is
attached as Exhibit 6). The City Commission declared that the special assessment district shall

include all properties of the 165 parcels listed in the engineering report. The City commission
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further declared that the City Commission would meet on Monday, April 11, 2022 at 7:30 P.M.
for the purpose of conducting the Public Hearing to Confirm the Assessment Roll for the sidewalk
and streetscape improvements adjacent to all properties within the project area on South Old
Woodward Avenue, between Brown Street and Landon Street. (Exhibit 6)

The Resolution (Exhibit 6) adopted by the City Commission complies with City Ordinance

Chapter 94, Section 8. This Ordinance provides:

(b) If the commission determines to continue to proceed with the improvement, the
commission shall adopt a resolution:

(1) Determining the necessity of the improvement;
(2) Approving the detailed plans and estimates of cost prepared by the city engineer;

(3) Prescribing what portion of the cost of such improvement shall be paid by special
assessment upon the property especially benefited, determining what benefits
will be received by affected properties and what portion, if any, of the cost shall
be paid by the city;

(4) Delineating the boundaries of the special assessment district;
(5) Determining the method or formula to be used in making the assessment; and

(6) Directing the manager to prepare a special assessment roll and present the same to
the commission for confirmation (unless the special assessment roll was
previously prepared).

In compliance with the City Ordinance, Chapter 94, Section 9, the City Commission
confirmed the special assessment roll for such improvements on April 11, 2022. (A copy of the
City Commission meeting minutes for April 11, 2022 is attached as Exhibit 7). Petitioners timely
objected to these public hearings, then filed their Petition on or about June 7, 2022.

C. The Petition and Discovery

After filing their Petition, Petitioners propounded in excess of 150 Interrogatories

(including subparts) which were mainly irrelevant to the issues at hand, and in excess of 35

Continuous Page 80

INd 6€:L¥¥ STOT/61/C1 DSIN AqQ AIATADTY



Requests for Production of Documents. (A copy of the subject Discovery Requests and the City’s
Responses are attached as Exhibit 8). Petitioners cite to Responses to Interrogatories Nos. 18, 19,
and 20 for the proposition that because the “City has not yet retained an appraiser or valuation
expert to determine any increase in value,” that somehow that statement entitles Petitioners to
summary disposition. Petitioners would have this Tax Tribunal believe that all municipalities need
to hire an appraiser or valuation expert before issuing special assessments. There is no support in
Michigan law, statutes, or the City ordinance that requires the City to retain an appraiser or
valuation expert in order to determine the exact increase in property value when the City
Commission adopts a resolution and a creation of a special assessment district.
Petitioners wholly ignore the City’s Response to Interrogatory No. 3, which provides:

The City calculated the total amounts for the entire Streetscape (Streetscape costs include
but are not limited to:, sidewalks, planters, utilities, underground utilities, construction,
sprinkler, concrete pavement, concrete sidewalk, removal, installation, concrete curb, soil,
boulders, landscaping and all other elements that can be categorized in the sidewalk area of
the Project which was then (*“Streetscape Amount”)). The total Streetscape Amount was then
divided by the total the amount of the linear foot for the Project, and multiplied this amount
by the linear foot the Subject Property has (This cost less 25% since the City pays 25%).
Answering further, the City detailed and summarized this information at various public
hearings, including March 14, 2022, and April 11, 2022. By way of further response, the City
is providing information presented to the City Commission (on March 14, 2022, and April
11, 2022), and spreadsheets outlining its position, pursuant to MCR 2.309(E). The City will

make available to Plaintiffs for inspection additional, non-relevant, documents concerning
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the entire Project at a mutually convenient date and time. (Exhibit 8, Response to
Interrogatories No. 3)

Considering the above evidence, it becomes clear that the City is entitled to summary
disposition, pursuant to 2.116(1)(2).

1. LAW AND ANALYSIS

A. Standard For Summary Disposition.
1. General Standard Under MCR 2.116(C)(10).

“Summary disposition is appropriate if the evidence demonstrates that there is no genuine
issue concerning any material fact and the moving party is entitled to judgment as a matter of law.”
Rednour v. Hastings Mut. Ins. Co., 468 Mich 241, 256-257; 661 NW2d 562 (2003). A motion for
summary disposition based on MCR 2.116(C)(10) tests the factual support for the claim. Downey
v Charlevoix County Bd of Rd Commn, 227 Mich App 621 (1998).

The party opposing such a motion has the burden of establishing that a genuine issue of
material fact exists by coming forth with the requisite evidence. Tope v Howe, 179 Mich App 91
(1989). Mere allegations or denials will not suffice. Dept of Soc Serv v Aetna Cas & Sur Co, 177
Mich App 440 (1989). Indeed, the statement of a non-moving party’s conclusions, unsupported by
allegations of fact upon which they must be based, will not establish a genuine issue of fact.

NuVision v Dunscombe, 163 Mich App 674, 681 (1988). Notably, “a party may not create issues

of fact thorough contradiction of that party’s prior sworn statements.” (Emphasis added).

Progressive Timberlands, Inc v R & R Heavy Haulers, Inc, 243 Mich App 404, 411; 622 NW2d
533 (2000).

2. General Standard Under MCR 2.116(1)(2).

Pursuant to MCR 2.116(1)(2), a trial court may grant summary disposition to nonmoving

party if it is entitled to judgment as matter of law. Summary disposition under MCR 2.116(1)(2) is
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appropriate when “it appears to the court that the opposing party, rather than the moving party, is
entitled to judgment ...” Sharper Image Corp v Dep't of Treasury, 216 Mich App 698, 701; 550
NW2d 596 (1996).

B. The City is entitled to Summary Disposition.

The well-settled principle that municipal decisions regarding special assessments are
presumed to be valid. See In re Eight and One-Half Mile Relief Drain, 369 Mich. 641, 649, 120
N.W.2d 789 (1963). The decisions of municipal officers regarding special assessments “generally
should be upheld.” Id., 426 Mich. At 403, 395 N.W.2d 211. It is not the task of courts to determine
whether there is “a rigid dollar-for-dollar balance between the amount of the special assessment
and the amount of the benefit...” Id at 402-403, 395 N.W.2d 211.

A special assessment is a levy upon property within a particular district. Kadzban v.
Grandville, 442 Mich. 495, 500, 502 N.W.2d 299 (1993). Unlike a tax, which is imposed to raise
revenue for general governmental purposes, a special assessment is designed to recover the costs
of improvements that confer local and peculiar benefits upon property within a defined area. Id
Two requirements must be met in order for a special assessment to be deemed valid: (1) the
improvement funded by special assessment must confer a special benefit upon the assessed
properties beyond that provided to the community as a whole, and (2) the amount of special
assessment must be reasonably proportionate to the benefits derived from the improvement. See
id. At 501-502, 502 N.W.2d 299; Dixon Rd. Group v Novi, 426 Mich. 390, 398-403, 395 N.W.2d
211 (1986). In order for an improvement to be deemed to have conferred a “special benefit,” it
must cause an increase in the market value of the land specially assessed. Kadzban, supra at 501,
502 N.W.2d 299; Dixon Rd, supra at400-401, 395 N.W.2d 211.

A special assessment can be seen as remunerative; it is a specific levy designed to recover

the costs of improvements that confer local and peculiar benefits upon property within a defined
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area. Kuick v Grand Rapids, 200 Mich. 582, 588, 166 N.W. 979(1918). Street and utility
improvements are common basses for special assessments. In numerous instances, abutting
property has been specially assessed the costs of paving a road or installing a *501 sewer system.
See e.g., Kuick, supra; Foren v Royal Oak, 342 Mich. 451, 70 N.W.2d 692 (1955); Axtell v City
of Portage, 32 Mich.App. 491, 189 N.W.2d 99 (1971).

For a special assessment to be valid, “there must be some proportionality between the
amount of the special assessment and the benefits derived therefrom.” Id.

In this case, the City confirmed the special assessment according to state law and its
ordinance. Indeed, the Assistant City Engineer prepared a report indicating what the improvements
would be (nature and scope) and how the amounts would be allocated. The City Commission then
resolved to direct the Special Assessment, and then confirm that the Special Assessment was
appropriate.

The streetscape confers a special benefit to all the properties affected, and the City
determined that the amount of the special assessment is reasonably proportionate to the benefits
derived from the improvement. This is done almost to an exact science. As indicated above, the
City took the total amount of the streetscape amount (less 25%), and then divided that amount to
the total linear square foot frontage for all the effected property owners and then multiplied it to
the Petitioners’ linear footage that it owns. Plus, the City followed the requirements of the Special
Assessment.

Scott Zielinski recommended to the City Commission that the Special Assessment be

approved because the improvements to the affected properties (including Petitioners) would

increase in value. (Emphasis added) (Exhibit 1). This was done prior to the City Commissioner

approving the special assessment. (Exhibit 1). It is Scott Zielinski’s opinion that the special
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assessment was proportionate to increase in value of all of the properties, including Petitioners’.
(Exhibit 1).

It is abundantly clear that the City properly made a special assessment against all of the
properties, including Petitioners’. Accordingly, the summary disposition in favor of City is
appropriate. Even if that result is not obtained, summary disposition in favor of Petitioners wholly
inappropriate.

WHEREFORE, Respondent City of Birmingham respectfully requests that this Tribunal
deny Petitioner’s Motion in its entirety. Further, Respondent requests the Tribunal grant summary
disposition in its favor pursuant to MCR 2.116(1) (2) and dismiss this appeal. Based on the above
evidence, there is no genuine issue of material fact that would suggest that this appeal should go

forward as Petitioners have not demonstrated ownership, which is fatal to its case.

BEIER HOWLETT, P.C.

[s/ Peter Gojcaj

Peter Gojcaj (P68888)

Monika Koleci (P85371)

Attorneys for Respondent

3001 W. Big Beaver Rd., Ste. 600
Troy, MI 48084

(248) 282-1063 / (248) 645-9344-fax

Dated: December 19, 2022

PROOF OF SERVICE

The undersigned certifies that a copy of the attached ANSWER TO
MOTION FOR SUMMARY DISPOSITION and this PROOF
OF SERVICE were served upon the attorneys of record of all
parties to the above cause by:

XX Email & U.S. FIRST CLASS MAIL

on December 19, 2022. | declare under the penalty of perjury that
the statement above is true to the best of my information,
knowledge and belief.

/s/ Erin Miller
Erin Miller
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STATE OF MICHIGAN
DEPARTMENT OF LICENSING & REGULATORY AFFAIRS

MICHIGAN ADMINISTRATIVE HEARING SYSTEM

MICHIGAN TAX TRIBUNAL

THE NEW 555 COMMERCIAL, LLC,
THE NEW 555 RESIDENTIAL, LLC,
MANORWOOD PROPERTIES, LLC, and
ASSOCITES OF 555, LP,

Petitioners,
v

CITY OF BIRMINGHAM,

Respondent.

Docket No. 22-000772

Property Nos. 08-19-36-210-001
08-19-36-210-003
08-19-36-210-005

Williams, Williams, Rattner & Plunkett, P.C.

Jason C. Long (P59244)

Attorneys for Petitioners

380 N. Old Woodward Ave., Ste. 300
Birmingham, MI 48009

(248) 642-0333

Jlongfwwrplaw.com

Beier Howlett, P.C.

Peter Gojcaj (P68888)
Monika Koleci (P85371)
Attorneys for Respondent

3001 W. Big Beaver Rd., Ste. 600

Troy, M1 48084

248-282-1063 / 248-645-9344-fax

pgoijcai@bhlaw.us.com
mkoleci@bhlaw.us.com

AFFIDAVIT OF SCOTT ZIELINSKI

STATE OF MICHIGAN )
)SS.
COUNTY OF OAKLAND)

Scott Zielinski, being duly sworn, deposes and says:

1. I make this Affidavit on behalf of Respondent in my capacity as the Assistant City

Engineer for the City of Birmingham’s (“City”).

2. [ make these statements set forth in this Affidavit based on my review of the City’s

records and from personal knowledge, and if called to testify would be able to do so.
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3. The City embarked upon an infrastructure improvement project including road
construction, sewer, watermain and ADA sidewalk improvements for its downtown area, which
was to be completed in three phases.

4, The entire three phases of the Project are designed to make changes to the roadways
of Maple and Old Woodward in the downtown area in order to reduce vehicular speeds, calm and
improve traffic, improve pedestrian safety, and walkability while improving the City’s
infrastructure.

5. As the entire Project also upgrades underground assets and replace an old
infrastructure: sewers, utilities, lead service lines, water lines, road pavements and more (for the
entire Old Woodward Road, from E. Brown St to Landon St), the instant petition only deals with
a small portion of the entire Project. The City could have issued special assessments for the entire
Project (which cost in excess of $10,000,000), it is only the portion from the curb/sidewalk (not
the roadway) to the property owners’ buildings that the City issued the subject Special Assessment.
This Special Assessment is considered the “Streetscape.”.

6. Phase 1 (which is the area north of the subject matter concerning this lawsuit) was
completed in 2018 and includes Old Woodward Avenue from Brown Street to Oakland Street.

7. Phase 2 involving Maple Road (which is north of the area of concern and stretches
from east to west, crossing Old Woodward Avenue from Maple Road, from Chester to Woodward
Avenue), was completed in 2020,

8. Phase 3, which concerns this Petition, began in May of 2022 and has been
substantially completed.

9. The Project is a well-thought out design, planned by top-notch engineers, architects

and other planners.
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10.  Both the City Engineer and I prepared two reports (dated March 10, 2022, and
March 8, 2022, respectively) providing the City Commission information on the proposed special
benefits, the nature of it, the improvement, the costs, the benefit derived therefrom, and the
reasonable proportionality of assessing the special assessment against the affected property
owners.

11. By way of background, concerning phases 2 and 3 the City had special assessments
against the affected property owners that included the same type of improvements in this case (ie,
the Streetscape): mainly replacement of sidewalks, and landscape enhancements.

12. Returning to the current issue, | prepared my report explaining the nature and scope
of the project, recommended approach, estimates of cost, life of the improvement, a description of
the proposed assessment district(s), and such other pertinent.

13. My report provides the new streetscape will consist of an enhanced version of the
downtown standard saw cut concrete sidewalk with an exposed aggregate sidewalk between the
main pedestrian path and the street curb. Elements of the new streetscape design to be included
in this project include:

* All new concrete and exposed aggregate sidewalks from the building face to the
back of the curbs.

Removal and replacement of all street trees, including excavation and replacement
with approximately 1,000 cubic feet of specially formulated soil designed to
encourage tree growth.

+ Enlarged, raised planter beds around each new street tree, framed by a 6-inch
high exposed aggregate curb, with irrigation, and professionally designed
landscaping.

+ Granite seating areas where space permits.

* Installation of an underground electrical system to provide new lighting
opportunities for trees along the sidewalk and in the proposed median

+ Installation of sprinkler systems to maintain new plant life
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14. My report explains that the cost per property will be assessed as an average cost per
linear foot of frontage for the improvements. The properties with multiple owners will share the
cost of the frontage, and the amount will be based on the square footage of the building area owned.
The City will bill one-tenth of the assessment, as is standard on other special assessment districts,
plus interest, on an annual basis, to make the cost more manageable for the property owners.

15.  Irecommended to the City Commission (before the City Commission decision) that
the Special Assessment be approved because the improvements to the affected properties
{including Petitioners’) would increase in value.

16. 1 prepared the attached spreadsheet depicted in Exhibit 5, which illustrates that the
Special Assessment allocated to the effective property owners, including Petitioners, includes
electrical, construction equipment, construction costs for [rigation, sidewalk pavement
construction costs, landscaping construction costs, that total approximately $2,481,888.55 (the
Streetscape Amount). The total amount charged to the benefitted properties is equal to 75% of the
Streetscape Amount of the project. The remaining 25% ($827,296.18) would be allocated directly
to the City. Of the 75%, which is $2,481,888.55, Petitioners’ responsible portion is approximately
$453,000.00. As noted in response to interrogatory no. 3, the City calculated these amounts for the
entire streetscape (streetscape costs include but are not limited to sidewalks, planters, utilities,
underground utilities, construction, sprinkler, concrete pavement, concrete sidewalk removal,
installation, concrete curb, soil, boulders, landscaping, and all other elements that can be
categorized in the sidewalk area of the project). This total streetscape amount was then divided by
the total linear feet for the project, then further multiplied by the linear feet of the subject

properties.
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17. It is and was my opinion that the special assessment was proportionate to the
increase in value of all of the properties, including Petitioners’.

18.  The City Commission took all of the information, my report, my spreadsheet, Mr.
Surhigh’s Report (City Engineer at the time), and other pertinent information, and formulated its
decision based upon these reports and our recommendation.

19.  This Affidavit is based on personal knowledge.

20.  If sworn as a witness I can testify competently to the facts stated in this Affidavit.

T Za [//352;1 _

Further, Affiant sayeth not.

et

e Scott Zielinski

On Decembenfy , 2022,, before me personally appeared Scott Zielinski as Assistant City Engineer
for the City of Birmingham who acknowledged that with authority to do so he signed this Affidavit
on behalf of the City of Birmingham.

4 : L
Notary Public, | y-g. AnE County, Michigan
Acting in (g Azl County, Michigan

My Commission Expires: 24 - Lo2a

Continuous Page 91

INd 6€:L¥¥ STOT/61/C1 DSIN AqQ AIATADTY



RECEIVED by MSC 12/19/2025 4:47:39 PM
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Chapter 94 SPECIAL ASSESSMENTS?

Sec. 94-1. Purpose.

This chapter is adopted to comply with Chapter X of the Charter for the city to
provide by ordinance for a complete special assessment procedure concerning
the initiation of projects, plans and specifications, estimates of cost, notice and
conduct of hearings, making and confirming of assessment rolls, correction of
errors, contested assessments, financing of improvements made by special
assessment, collection of special assessments and interest thereon, deferral of
payments due to hardship, and all other matters concerning special assessments.

(Ord. No. 1637, 3-24-97)

Sec. 94-2. Definitions.

The following words, terms and phrases, when used in this article, shall have
the meanings ascribed to them in this section, except where the context clearly
indicates a different meaning:

Applicant means an owner and the owner's spouse, if any, who files an
application for deferral under this chapter.

Cost, when referring to the cost of any public improvement, shall mean the
cost of surveys, plans, rights-of-way, spreading of rolls, notices, advertising,
financing, construction, legal fees, administrative expense, condemnation and all
other costs incidental to the making of such improvement, the special
assessments therefor and the financing thereof.

Editor's note(s)—Ordinance No. 1637, adopted March, 24, 1997, repealed §§ 94-1—94-26 and replaced with §§
94-1—94-18. Formerly, such sections pertained to similar provisions and derived from §§ 1.500—1.525 of
the 1963 Code.

Charter reference(s)—Special assessments, ch. X.
Cross reference(s)—Administration, ch. 2; streets, sidewalks and other public places, ch. 98.

State law reference(s)—Powers re assessments, MCL 117.4a, 117.4b, 117.4d, 117.5, MSA 5.2074, 5.2075, 5.2077,
5.2084; notices and hearings, MCL 211.741 et seq., MSA 5.3534(1) et seq.
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Engineer means the director of the department of engineering and public
services.

Homestead means a dwelling owned and occupied as a home by the owner
thereof, including all contiguous unoccupied real property owned by the person.

Household means a housing unit consisting of related persons residing in a
homestead who are age 18 or older and are not claimed as dependents on the
owner's state or federal income tax returns.

Household income means all income received by all members of a household in a
tax year, while members of the household. If any household member has become
unemployed or has resigned from employment within the six-month period prior
to the application date, the household income shall be computed at the rate of
pay immediately prior to the termination or resignation from employment with
the following exceptions:

(1) The household member has permanently retired.

(2) The household member has received a permanent medical leave due to
total disability.

Improvement means a public improvement of such a nature as to specially
benefit any real property, any part of the cost of which is to be assessed against
one or more lots or parcels of land, in proportion to the benefit derived
therefrom.

Income means the sum of federal adjusted gross income, as defined in 26 U.S.C. 1,
et seq., of the Internal Revenue Code, as amended, plus all income specifically
excluded or exempt from the computations of the federal adjusted gross income.

(1) The term does not include the first $300.00 of gifts in cash or kind from
nongovernmental sources or the first $300.00 received from awards,
prizes, lottery, bingo, or other gambling winnings.

(2) Income does not include surplus foods, relief in kind supplied by a
governmental agency, payments or credits under this chapter, any
governmental grant which has to be used by the claimant for
rehabilitation of the homestead, amounts deducted from monthly Social
Security or Railroad Retirement Benefits for Medicare premiumes, or
contributions by an employer to life, accident, or health insurance plans.
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(3) Income does not include energy assistance grants and energy assistance
tax credits.

Manager means the city manager or his designee.

Net worth means the total value of assets owned less total liabilities. For
purposes of this chapter, net worth shall not include the value of the homestead
and file value of any one automobile registered in the name of the owner of the
homestead.

Owner means a person who holds solely or concurrently with others a fee
interest in a parcel of real property, or who is purchasing a parcel of real property
under a mortgage or land contract.

Street means a public street, avenue, highway, road, path, boulevard, right-
of-way, or alley or other access used for travel by the public.

(Ord. No. 1637, 3-24-97; Ord. No. 1962, 4-21-08)

Sec. 94-3. Commission authority.

The city commission shall have the power and authority to determine that the
whole or any part of the cost of any public improvement shall be defrayed by
special assessments upon the property especially benefitted, consistent with the
procedures set forth in this chapter.

(Ord. No. 1637, 3-24-97)

Sec. 94-4. Initiation of improvement.

Proceedings for the making of public improvements within the city may be
commenced by resolution of the city commission, on its own initiative.

(1) The commission, in order to ascertain whether or not a satisfactory
number of property owners to be assessed desire any particular
improvement to be made, may request and receive a petition therefor, or
may receive a petition voluntarily presented.

(2) The commission shall carefully consider any petition received, but
petitions shall be advisory only and shall not be jurisdictional. Petitions
shall in no event be mandatory upon the commission.
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(Ord. No. 1637, 3-24-97)

Sec. 94-5. Petitions.

(a)

(b)

(c)
(d)

All petitions shall be circulated and signed on blank forms furnished by the
city engineer. Such petitions shall contain, in addition to the signature of the
owner(s), a brief description of the property owned by the respective signers
thereof.

Petitions shall be verified by the affidavit(s) of the petition circulator(s)
attesting that signatures on the petition are genuine and that the persons
signing are owners of the described properties.

Petitions shall be filed with the city engineer.

All petitions shall be referred by the city engineer to the manager. The
manager shall check the petitions to determine whether they conform to the
foregoing requirements and shall report his or her findings to the city
engineer.

(Ord. No. 1637, 3-24-97; Ord. No. 1962, 4-21-08)

Sec. 94-6. City engineer's report.

(a)

(b)

Before the commission shall decide on making any public improvements, the
city engineer shall prepare and submit a preliminary report to the city
commission which shall include a general description of the nature and scope
of the project, a recommended approach to the project including
coordination of other city projects and finding sources, preliminary estimates
of cost, an estimate of the life of the improvement, a description of the
proposed assessment district(s), and such other pertinent information as may
enable the commission to determine the cost, scope, extent and necessity of
the proposed improvement and whether any portion of the cost should be
paid by the city at large. A copy of the city engineer's report shall also be filed
with the city clerk for public examination.

Whenever any property interest is acquired by condemnation or otherwise
for the purpose of any public improvement, the cost thereof and of the
proceedings required to acquire such property interest may be added to the
cost of such public improvement.
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(Ord. No. 1637, 3-24-97)

Sec. 94-7. Notice of public hearing.

(a)

(b)

After the filing of the city engineer's report under section 94-6, above, a
public hearing before the city commission on the advisability of proceeding to
establish a special assessment district for the making of the public
improvement shall be set, which hearing shall be held not less than ten days
after notice thereof has been both published in a newspaper published or
generally circulated in the city, and sent by first-class mail to all property
owners in the proposed special assessment district as shown by the current
property tax roll of the city. The notice shall include a statement that
appearance and protest at the public hearing is required in order to appeal
the special assessment to the Michigan Tax Tribunal, and that an owner or
interested party, or his or her agent, may appear and protest in person or by
letter, if received by the commission prior to the public hearing. The hearing
required by this section may be held at any regular or special meeting of the
commission.

At the public hearing on the proposed improvement, all persons interested
shall be given an opportunity to be heard.

(Ord. No. 1637, 3-24-97)

Sec. 94-8. Determination of necessity by commission.

(a)

(b)

Following the hearing, the commission may determine whether to continue
to proceed, or to modify the scope of the public improvement, if necessary, in
such a manner as it deems to be in the best interest of the city, provided that
if the amount of work is increased or properties are added to the district,
then another public hearing shall be held pursuant to notice as prescribed in
section 94-7.

If the commission determines to continue to proceed with the improvement,
the commission shall adopt a resolution:

(1) Determining the necessity of the improvement;

(2) Approving the detailed plans and estimates of cost prepared by the city
engineer;
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(c)

(3) Prescribing what portion of the cost of such improvement shall be paid by
special assessment upon the property especially benefited, determining
what benefits will be received by affected properties and what portion, if
any, of the cost shall be paid by the city;

(4) Delineating the boundaries of the special assessment district;

(5) Determining the method or formula to be used in making the
assessment; and

(6) Directing the manager to prepare a special assessment roll and present
the same to the commission for confirmation (unless the special
assessment roll was previously prepared).

The commission may modify the resolution to proceed that was adopted
pursuant to subsection (b) at any time, but if any modification will increase
the cost or scope of the improvement or add properties to the assessment
district, a further public hearing shall be held and notice given as prescribed
in section 94-7.

(Ord. No. 1637, 3-24-97; Ord. No. 1962, 4-21-08)

Sec. 94-9. Special assessment roll.

(a) No construction contract or expenditure, except for the cost of preparing

necessary plans, specifications and estimates of costs, for any public
improvement to be financed in whole or part by special assessment shall be
made before the confirmation of the special assessment roll for such
improvement.

(b) The manager shall make a special assessment roll of all lots and parcels of

(c)

land within the designated district to be benefited by the proposed
improvement and assess to each lot or parcel of land the amount benefited
thereby. The amount spread in each case shall be based upon the cost
estimate of the city engineer.

After the manager completes the assessment roll, it shall be filed with the
clerk for public examination and presentation to the commission for review
and confirmation by it.

Continuous Page 98

INd 6€:L¥¥ STOT/61/C1 DSIN AqQ AIATADTY



(d) The commission shall fix the time and place at which the commission will

meet to review the special assessment roll and to give interested persons an
opportunity to be heard; which meeting shall not be less than ten days after
notice thereof has been both published in a newspaper published or generally
circulated in the city and sent by first-class mail to all property owners in the
proposed special assessment district as shown by the current property tax roll
of the city. The meeting required by this section may be held at any regular or
special meeting of the commission.

(e) The commission shall meet at the time and place scheduled for review of the

(f)

special assessment roll.

(1) At such, meeting, the commission shall consider all objections to the
special assessment roll submitted in writing or orally at the meeting;

(2) The commission may correct the roll as to any special assessment or
description of any lot or parcel of land or other errors appearing therein;
or

(3) The commission may, by resolution, annul the assessment roll and direct
that a new roll be prepared, following the same procedures applicable to
the making of the original roll.

If, after hearing all objections and making a record of such changes as the
commission deems justified, the commission determines that it is satisfied
with said special assessment roll, and that assessments are in proportion to
benefits received, it shall thereupon pass a resolution making such
determination and confirming the roll. The resolution shall also:

(1) Direct the manager to spread the various sums and amounts appearing
thereon on a special assessment roll;

(2) Order placement of the roll on file in the city clerk's office and direct the
clerk to attach his or her warrant to a certified copy within ten days;

(3) Command the city treasurer to bill and collect the special assessments or
installments as provided in this chapter, to be due within 60 days of
billing, unless a later date for billing and collecting is established by the
commission in accordance with the following paragraph;

(4) If the commission determines construction of part or all of the
improvement will not occur immediately after the confirmation of the
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roll, and if the commission also deems it unnecessary to collect the
assessment forthwith, the resolution shall provide for the billing and
collection of the assessment at the time of the construction of the
improvement; and

(5) Direct the treasurer to give notice by first-class mail to each property
owner on the special assessment roll that the roll has been confirmed,
and further containing the information set forth in subsections (h) and
94-10(b).

(g) Whenever a special assessment roll shall be confirmed by the commission, it
shall be final and conclusive. Such roll shall have the date of confirmation
endorsed thereon and shall from that date be final and conclusive for the
purpose of the improvement to which it applies, subject only to adjustment
to conform to the actual cost of the improvement, or as otherwise provided
in section 94-13.

(h) Such special assessments and all proceedings upon which such special
assessments are based shall be incontestable, unless an appeal to the
Michigan Tax Tribunal is instituted within 30 days after the date of
confirmation of such special assessment roll.

(i) Failure on the part of the city or any official or employee thereof to give or
mail any notice required to be given or mailed by this chapter, or failure by
any property owner to receive any such notice shall not invalidate any special
assessment or special assessment roll.

(j) Where deemed appropriate, the commission may authorize the public
hearing on necessity of proceeding with the public improvement and on
confirmation of the special assessment roll to be combined provided that all
public notice requirements of this chapter are fulfilled.

(Ord. No. 1637, 3-24-97; Ord. No. 1833, 4-19-04; Ord. No. 1962, 4-21-08)

Sec. 94-10. Payments.

(a) All special assessments shall be payable in such number of approximately
equal installments, not to exceed ten, as the commission may determine. The
first installment of a special assessment shall be due and payable within 60
days of billing, or such later date as the commission may establish closer to
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(b)

(c)

the time of construction, and one installment shall be due and payable each
year thereafter on the anniversary of such due date, with annual interest
upon all unpaid installments to be fixed by the commission at a rate not to
exceed 12 percent per annum, provided that no interest shall be charged
upon any amount paid within 60 days of billing of the first installment. The
whole assessment, both primary and deferred, against any lot or parcel of
land may be paid to the city treasurer at any time in full with accrued interest
and penalties thereon. If any special assessment or any installment of a
special assessment is not paid when due, then such assessment or installment
shall be deemed to be delinquent and there shall be, in addition to interest, a
penalty added at the rate of one percent for each month or fraction thereof
that the same remains unpaid before being reported to the commission for
the purpose of being reassessed upon the city tax roll.

After the commission has directed the billing and collection of the
assessment, the treasurer shall notify by first-class mail each property owner
on the special assessment roll of the obligation to pay the amount assessed
and:

(1) When the special assessment is not payable in installments, the time
within which it may be paid without interest, or penalty.

(2) When the special assessment is payable in installments, the notice shall
state the due date of the first installment and the date from which
interest will be charged on future installments.

If any lots or lands are divided in compliance with city ordinance after a
special assessment thereon has been confirmed and before the collection of
all installments, the manager shall apportion the uncollected amounts upon
the several parts of lots and lands so divided, and all assessments thereafter
made upon such lots or lands shall be according to such apportionment.

(Ord. No. 1637, 3-24-97; Ord. No. 1962, 4-21-08)

Sec. 94-11. Accounts.

Funds raised by special assessment to pay the cost of any public improvement

shall be held in a special fund to pay such cost or to repay money borrowed
therefor. Each special assessment account must be used only for the
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improvement project for which the assessment was levied. If there is a surplus,
the surplus shall be refunded pro rata, without interest, as follows: Where the
assessment has been paid in full, by a refund in cash to the owner of the premises
at the time the refund was ordered, and where the assessment has not been paid
in full, by credit on the assessment roll. No refund of $20.00 or less shall be
required.

(Ord. No. 1637, 3-24-97)

Sec. 94-12. Lien until paid.

(a) 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.

(b) The city treasurer shall annually, on May 1, certify any delinquent special
assessment, or any part thereof, together with all accrued interest and
penalty, to the commission; and, it shall be transferred and reassessed, with
an additional 15 percent penalty, on the next annual city tax roll. Such
charges so assessed shall be collected in the same manner as general city
taxes.

(Ord. No. 1637, 3-24-97; Ord. No. 1834, 4-19-04)

Sec. 94-13. Adjustments and corrections.

(a) Excessive assessments.

(1) The excess by which any special assessment proves larger than the actual
cost of the improvement and expenses incidental thereto may be placed
in the general fund of the city if such excess is five percent or less of the
assessment.

(2) Should the assessment prove larger than necessary by more than five
percent, the entire excess shall be refunded on a pro rata basis according
to assessments to the owners of the property assessed as shown by the
current assessment roll of the city, provided, however, no refunds shall
be made of less than $20.00.
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a. Such refund shall be made by credit against future unpaid
installments to the extent any installments are remaining, and the
balance, if any, of such refund shall be in cash.

b. No refunds may be made which contravene the provisions of any
outstanding evidence of indebtedness secured in whole or in part by
such special assessment.

(b) Additional pro rata assessments may be made when any special assessment
roll proves insufficient to pay for the actual cost of the improvement for
which it was levied and the expenses incident thereto, provided that the
additional pro rata assessment shall not exceed 25 percent of the total
assessment originally confirmed unless a public hearing before the
commission is first held to review and confirm such additional assessment, for
which hearing notices shall be published and mailed as provided in the case
of review of the original special assessment roll.

(c)

Invalid assessments.

(1)

(2)

(3)

(4)

whenever any special assessment shall, in the opinion of the commission,
be incorrect or invalid by reason of any irregularity or informality in the
proceedings, or if any court or tribunal of competent jurisdiction shall
adjudge the assessment to be illegal, the commission may, regardless of
whether the improvement has been made or not, or whether any part of
the assessment has been paid or not, cause a new assessment to be
made for the same purpose for which the former assessment was made.

All proceedings on such reassessment and for the collection thereof shall
be conducted in the same manner as provided for the original
assessment.

Whenever any sum or part thereof levied upon any property under the
assessment so set aside has been paid and not refunded, the payment so
made shall be applied upon the reassessment or if the payments exceed
the amount of the reassessment, refunds shall be made.

No judgment or decree nor any act of the commission vacating a special
assessment shall destroy or impair the lien of the city upon the premises
assessed for such amount of the assessment as may be equitably charged
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against the same or as by regular mode of proceeding might have been
lawfully assessed thereupon.

(Ord. No. 1637, 3-24-97)

Sec. 94-14. Assessment against single lot.

When any expense shall be incurred by the city upon or in respect to any
separate or single lot or parcel of land which, by the provisions of this chapter,
the city commission is authorized to charge and collect as a special assessment,
and not being of that class of special assessments required to be made pro rata
upon several lots or parcels of land in a special assessment district, an account of
the labor, materials, or services for which such expense was incurred and the
name and address of the owner or person chargeable therewith, if known, shall
be reported to the commission in such manner as it may prescribe. The provisions
of this chapter with reference to special assessments generally, and the
proceedings necessary before making the improvements, shall not apply to
assessments to cover the expense incurred in respect to that class of
improvements contemplated in this section.

(1) No improvement or expense shall be subject to special assessment under
this section unless the owner of or party in interest in the property to be
so assessed shall receive ten days' notice by mail of any meeting at which
commission action on such an improvement, expense, or special
assessment is to be considered, with such notice to be provided in
accordance with the requirements and procedures set forth in this
chapter.

(2) The commission shall determine what amount or part of every expense is
to be assessed and the person, if known, against whom such expense
shall be charged, and the lot upon which the same shall be levied as a
special assessment; and as often as the commission shall deem it
expedient, it shall require all of the several amounts so reported and
determined, and the several lots or parcels of land and person chargeable
therewith, respectively, to be reported by the treasurer to the manager
for assessment.

(3) Upon receiving the commission's report, the manager shall make a
special assessment roll, and levy as a special assessment upon each lot so

Continuous Page 104

INd 6€:L¥¥ STOT/61/C1 DSIN AqQ AIATADTY



reported to him and against the persons chargeable therewith, if known,
the whole amount of all the charges so directed to be levied upon each
lot or parcel of land respectively, together with a penalty of ten percent,
and when completed, the manager shall report the assessment to the
commission and thereupon the same proceeding shall be had as provided
in this chapter for special assessments in other cases, except the
commission may require that the same be paid in one or any other
number of installments not to exceed five; provided that the notice of the
filing of the special assessment roll in such cases, and of the reviewing of
the same, may be given by sending such notice by registered mail to the
persons named in such roll at their last known address, instead of giving
notice by publication. If such notice is given by publication, the
commission may order the cost thereof to be added to the roll and
distributed pro rata according to the amount of the special assessments
therein. It shall not be necessary to make a separate roll for each lot or
parcel of land against which such an assessment may be made, but
assessments against several lots or parcels of land may be included in one
roll.

(Ord. No. 1637, 3-24-97; Ord. No. 1962, 4-21-08)

Sec. 94-15. Assessments for off-street parking.

When the proposed public improvement is a facility to provide public off-
street parking, the commission may determine that any lot within the proposed
assessment district which is developed to a floor area ratio of less than 1.0 will be
additionally benefited if at some time in the future additional floor area is
constructed on such property. In such instances, a resolution adopted pursuant to
section 94-8 shall direct the manager to prepare the assessment roll by including
therein a deferred assessment benefit, to be calculated as follows:

(1) The manager shall compute the estimated benefit to the lot to be
assessed using the actual square footage of land and building at the time
of such assessment, to achieve the primary assessment figure.

(2) The manager shall compute for each lot in the district the maximum
additional square footage of building which could be added to the
property under the current zoning ordinance without providing additional
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square footage of building which could be added to the property under
the current zoning ordinance without providing additional on-site
parking. If such property has, at the time of assessment, a floor area ratio
of 1.0 or greater, no deferred off-street parking assessment shall be
entered against such property. whether the lot or parcel is not being
utilized at the time of assessment at the maximum floor area ratio of 1.0,
the manager shall compute a deferred off-street parking assessment
based on the additional allowable potential building area computed
above and shall enter such amount on the roll as the deferred off-street
parking assessment on such property.

(3) Such deferred off-street parking assessments shall be canceled at the
time of development if the building constructed or enlarged is residential
in character. Primarily residential buildings shall be defined as any
building with two or more stories in which the first floor or any portion
thereof is occupied by a commercial or business use and all additional
stories are utilized for residential purposes.

(Ord. No. 1637, 3-24-97; Ord. No. 1962, 4-21-08)

Sec. 94-16. Deferred off-street parking assessments.

(a)

(b)

The manager shall enter the amount of any deferred off-street parking
assessment upon the roll at the time of its preparation. Such assessment shall
not be due as to any lot against which a deferred off-street parking
assessment has been made until it shall be developed so as to increase the
floor area existing at the time of the assessment by five percent or more or
increase the floor area ratio to 1.0. Upon the issuance of a building permit
authorizing such an increase in floor area, the city commission shall, by
resolution, confirm the making of the deferred off-street parking assessment
and it shall be due and payable in full within 30 days. Failure to pay a deferred
off-street parking assessment within the above-stated time period shall be
grounds for issuance of a stop-work order on the subject property by the
building official.

Deferred off-street parking assessments may be paid in full at the owner's
option, at any time after the roll of primary assessments has been confirmed.
A building owner may elect to finance a deferred off-street parking
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assessment with the primary assessment if such an election is made in writing
and filed with the city treasurer within 14 months after confirmation of the
primary assessment roll. Interest on a deferred off-street parking assessment
shall not start to accrue until 60 days after such deferred off-street parking
assessment was confirmed by the commission.

(Ord. No. 1637, 3-24-97; Ord. No. 1962, 4-21-08)

Sec. 94-17. Time limitation.

No deferred off-street parking assessment shall be confirmed by the city
commission unless such confirmation takes place within 20 years from the date
on which the original roll was confirmed. As to any deferred off-street parking
assessment not confirmed within such 20-year period, it shall no longer be
considered a potential assessment against a lot. Any deferred off-street parking
assessment which has been paid in advance shall not be refunded even though
not confirmed within the 20-year period.

(Ord. No. 1637, 3-24-97)

Sec. 94-18. Deferred payments of special assessments based on hardship.

(a) The city may grant deferrals of special assessment payments of persons who,
in the opinion of the city commission, by reason of hardship are unable to
contribute toward the cost thereof, in accordance with the provisions of this
section.

(b) An owner may apply for deferment of any or all installment payments of
special assessments due in a particular year on the owner's homestead. The
application shall be made upon an affidavit form available from the city
treasurer.

(1) The affidavit form shall contain the following:

a. The name, or names if owned jointly, and social security number of
the applicant.

b. The homestead address and sidewall number.
c. The home and business telephone number of the applicant.

d. The length of ownership of the homestead by the applicant.
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(2)

Total household income for the past calendar year. The applicant
shall attach copies of the most recently filed federal and state income
tax forms of all members of the household, including all schedules, to
the application.

Current place of employment. If the applicant is unemployed, the
date of termination or resignation from employment shall be stated.

A statement of the net worth of all household members as of the
date of the application.

The number of dependents, as defined in 26 U.S.C. 1, et seq., of the
Internal Revenue Code, as amended, residing with the applicant at
the homestead.

If the applicant is over 65 years of age or totally and permanently
disabled, the applicant shall attach a copy of the notice from the
treasurer denying deferment of special assessment under MCL
211.765, as amended, to the application.

The amount of the special assessment installment payment for which
deferment is requested and the date such installment comes or was
due.

A statement located immediately above the applicant's signature: "It
is understood that if this deferment is authorized, the City will place a
lien on your property."

The form shall be signed by the applicant and notarized. If the
homestead is owned jointly by husband and wife, both shall sign and
file the affidavit.

In addition to the above, copies of the following documents shall be
attached to the application:

a.

Recorded deed and land contract or mortgage for the homestead
property.

The cover page of the current homeowners or hazard insurance
policy covering the homestead.

A death certificate or divorce decree, if such document affects the
title to the homestead property.
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(c)

d. Anyother document that the city may require to process the
application for deferment.

Application for deferment of an installment payment of a special assessment
must be made no later than 30 days after the due date of a special
assessment or installment for which deferment is requested.

(d) To qualify for a deferment of an installment payment, the applicant must

()

meet all of the following requirements:

(1) Total household income attributed to the applicant in the past calendar
year cannot exceed the level adopted by the state for its special
assessment deferral program, plus an additional amount equal to the
deduction allowed by state income tax law for each dependent residing
with the applicant at the homestead;

(2) Total net worth of all members of the household cannot exceed
$10,000.00;

(3) The homestead must be the primary residence of the applicant;

(4) The homestead must have been owned and occupied by the applicant for
at least three years;

(5) The applicant cannot be eligible for deferment of special assessment
under MCL 211.761, et seq., as amended;

(6) The amount of the installment payments to be deferred on special
assessments exceeds $300.00 per year;

(7) Property taxes on the homestead property should not be more than two
years delinquent.

Immediately upon receipt of the affidavit form, the treasurer shall stamp the
application with the time and date of receipt. The treasurer shall promptly
examine the application to determine if the applicant meets the
requirements of this chapter.

(1) The treasurer shall request the Manager to make an inspection of the
property and property records and conduct an investigation and survey
as the treasurer deems necessary. An applicant shall not be compelled to
supply information not reasonably necessary to a proper determination
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(f)

(8)

of the eligibility of the owner and the homestead for the relief provided
under this section.

(2) The treasurer shall promptly make a decision and shall notify the
applicant of this decision not later than 30 days after the receipt of the
application by the treasurer. The decision of the treasurer shall be final.

The payment of any installment payment on a special assessment due and
payable on a homestead in a year in which the owner meets all the eligibility
requirements of this section shall be deferred until the occurrence of the first
of the following events:

(1) The homestead or any part of the homestead is conveyed or transferred
to another, provided however, that:

a. The original applicant for the deferral may convey or transfer an
interest in the homestead to another person jointly with the
applicant provided that the original applicant continues to reside at
the homestead, or

b. An owner who owns the property jointly with another may convey or
transfer that interest to the original applicant for the deferral
provided that the original applicant to whom the property is
conveyed continues to reside at the homestead;

(2) Aland contract selling the homestead is entered into;

(3) The owner fails to maintain adequate homeowners and hazard insurance
as required herein; or

(4) One year after the original applicant's death, subject to further order of
the probate court; however, the death of a spouse shall not terminate
the deferments of special assessments for a household owned by
husband and wife as long as the spouse does not remarry.

Payment of deferred amounts.

(1) Any special assessment deferred under this section may be paid at
anytime.

(2) Upon the occurrence of any one of the events terminating a deferment of
an installment payment under subsection 94-18(f), above, the deferred
amount plus interest shall be paid in full.
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(h)

(i)

(1)

(k)

(3) If the owner fails to make such payment when the deferment is
terminated, the provisions of this chapter regarding the collection of
special assessments shall again apply to the deferred payment as if no
deferment had been granted and the city may enforce the lien upon the
property in any manner permitted by law.

Interest shall accrue on deferred installment payments at the monthly rate
provided for nondeferred installment payments within the special assessment
district.

The treasurer shall send to the owner, by first-class mail, a yearly statement
showing the amounts of deferred assessments on the homestead and the
interest outstanding thereon.

Notice of lien.

(1) Upon grant of a deferment or grant of the initial deferment if deferments
are granted in subsequent years, the city shall record a notice of lien in its
favor at the Oakland County Register of Deeds stating that there exists a
lien upon such property for deferred special assessments. The lien
created shall include the amount of interest provided hereunder.

(2) The owner shall sign all documents necessary for the filing of such lien as
a condition to receiving a deferral.

(3) If subsequent deferments are granted, the treasurer shall ascertain
whether the notice of the previously filed with the register of deeds is still
in effect. If it is not, a new notice of lien shall be filed against the property
with the register of deeds.

For the duration of the deferment, the owner shall maintain homeowners
and hazard insurance on the homestead in an amount not less than the
amount of the deferred assessment(s) and accrued interest plus the balance
of any mortgage or other lien or encumbrance superior to the city's lien. On
or before June 1st of each year for the duration of the deferment, the owner
shall provide the treasurer with proof of such homeowners and hazard
insurance in the form of a certificate of insurance, and such certificate of
insurance shall show the city as an additional insured and shall further
contain a clause requiring the insurance company to give the city 30 days
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advance notice of cancellation, termination or material change in the
insurance coverage.

(I) All deferments made under this section apply only to the installment
payment for the year granted and for the specific special assessment district
for which the deferment has been granted. An owner can apply for further
deferments in any given year that installments are due if the eligibility
requirements are met and this chapter remains in effect.

(m) Nothing in this chapter shall give any person a vested right to receive a
deferment or in the standards to be applied in granting such a deferment.

(1) The city commission may change, modify, or delete any of the terms and
conditions of this section or repeal it in its entirety at any time without
notice to any applicant or recipient of a deferment.

(2) However, once a deferment is granted, it cannot be revoked and
payment be required prior to the time set forth in this section.

(n) Penalties.

(1) In addition to all other penalties imposed by this chapter, if any person
shall make a false or misleading statement on an application for
deferment under this section, such person shall be guilty of a
misdemeanor and all amounts deferred shall be immediately due and
payable.

(2) Failure to pay such deferrals within 30 days of receiving notice from the
treasurer shall result in the foreclosure of the liens placed upon the
subject property pursuant to this section.

(Ord. No. 1637, 3-24-97; Ord. No. 1962, 4-21-08)
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| VII, NEW BUSINESS

A

B.

o

S. Old Woodward Ph. 3 Estimated Project Cost Update

Public Hearing of Necessity for S. Old Woodward Sidewalk ang Streetscape Special
Assessment District

1. Resolution declaring necessity and approving a Special Assessment District
with special assessments levied in accordance with benefits against the
properties within such assessment district. The special assessment district
shall include all properties within the following district of 165 parcels (listed
in report), and the City Commission will meet on Monday, April 11, 2022 at
7:30 P.M, for the purpose of conducting the Public Hearing to Confirm the
Assessment Roll for the sidewalk and streetscape improvements adjacent to
all properties within the project area on South Old Woodward Avenue,
between Brown Street and Landon Street.

Public Hearing of Necessity for S Old Woodward Water and Sewer Special
Assessment District

1. Resolution declaring necessity and approving a Special Assessment District
with special assessments levied in accordance with benefits against the
properties within such assessment district, The special assessment district
shall include all properties within the following district of 10 parcels (listed
in report), and the City Commission will meet on Monday, April 11, 2022 at
7:30 P.M. for the purpose of conducting the Public Hearing to Confirm the
Assessment Roll for the water and sewer lateral replacements for properties
within the project area on Scuth Old Woodward Avenue, between Brown
Street and Landon Street,

Commissicn discussion on items from pricr meeting

{none}

Commission Items for Future Discussion. A motion is required to bring up the item
for future discussion at the next reascnable agenda, no discussion on the topic will
happen tonight.

| VIII. REMOVED FROM CONSENT AGENDA

| IX. COMMUNICATIONS |
A. Eric Wolfe Regarding Rezoning Questions - Staff Responses and Related Communications

| X. REPORTS ]
A, Commissioner Reports

1. Natice of intention to appoint Housing Board of Appeals

3 March 14, 2022
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AV Gelkeabde amaennly

M&imzingham MEMORANDUM

DATE:

TO:

FROM:

Engineering Department
March 10, 2022
Thomas M. Markus, City Manager

James J. Surhigh, Consulting City Engineer

SUBJECT: S. Old Woodward Phase 3 Project — City Contract #1-22(P)

Project Budget and Expenditure Report

INTRODUCTION:

The Engineering Department and City consultants have been working towards finalizing
the plans, specifications and contract documents for the planned Phase 3 of the downtown
reconstruction during the 2022 construction season. Phase 3 includes S. Old Woodward,
between Brown Street and Landon Street. This project has been on the City's 5-year
Capital Improvement Plan (CIP) for a number of years, and is shown in the current 3-year
City Budget for FY 2022/2023. The lead consulting engineer for the project, Nowak &
Fraus Engineers, has provided an updated construction cost estimate based on project
quantities as included in the project documents that are currently being advertised for
bids. The purpose of this report is to document the project costs that have been incurred
to date and estimate remaining project costs. The projected expenditures will be
compared to the currently approved and projected budget amounts, and general
recommendations for budget amendments will be presented.

BACKGROUND:

Project plans have been prepared following the conceptual design for the Phase 3 project
which was approved by City Commission on October 25, 2021, Similar to the first two
phases, Phase 3 will consist of reconstructing the pavement and sidewalks across the
entire right-of-way (nearly building face to building face in many areas). Features of the
project include new concrete pavement, curbs, sidewalks, exposed-aggregate sidewalks,
granite benches, exposed-aggregate curbed planter boxes, trees and other plantings,
landscaping, irrigation, and new street lighting. Planned utility work needed for the
project includes new storm sewers and catch basins, replacement of aging water mains
and fire hydrants, extensicn of the new fiberoptic conduit system from Phase 1, and new
underground electric conduit and related equipment for powering street-leve! outlets and
future electric vehicle charging stations. An exhibit showing the overall project area, as
prepared by MKSK and presented at the February 21, 2022 public informational meeting,
is attached for reference.

Planning and design for the project began in 2021, with MKSK, Inc. leading the consultant
team for conceptual design of the project and public engagement. After the conceptual
plan was approved by the City Commission, the final design effort began with Nowak &
Fraus Engineers leading the design team, which includes MKSK (landscaping & public
engagement), Fleis & Vandenbrink (traffic engineering), and G2 Consultants {geotechnical

1
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engineering). Detailed construction plans and specifications were completed on February
14, 2022, and the project is currently being advertised for bids on the Michigan
Intergovernmental Trade Network (MITN). The bid opening is scheduled for March 21,
2022.

Other services will be performed prior to the start of construction that are being contracted
by the City. These services include M-1 Studios for preconstruction video survey of the
public right-of-way in the project area and private buildings along the route that provide
entry agreements to allow this service, DVM Utilities for performing sewer cleaning and
televising services on public combined sewers and private storm and sanitary service
laterals in the project area, engineering consultant Hubbell, Roth & Clark, Inc. to
administer the sewer service investigation effort, Hart to remove trees and grind stumps
prior to construction, and Orkin Pest Control for necessary treatments in the sewers prior
to construction.

CURRENT BUDGET SUMMARY:

Costs for the S. Old Woodward Reconstruction project are being planned to be paid in
FY21/22 and FY22/23. Project costs are expected to be split between the Major Streets
Fund, General Fund — Sidewalks, General Fund — Fiber Optic Conduit, General Fund -
Street Lights, Sewer Fund, and Water Fund. The following table summarizes the amounts
in each of these funds budgeted for this project, based on the approved FY21/22 and
projected FY22/23 budget:

Planned Estimated Budget for Phase 3 Project

Fund Fiscal Year Budget Amount

Major Streets, Public Improvements 21722 $ 1,000,000
Major Streets, Public Improvements 22/23 $ 3,000,000
General Fund, Sidewalks, Public Improvements 22/23 $ 2,470,000
General Fund, Fiber Optic Conduit, Public Improv.  22/23 $ 270,000
General Fund, Street Lights, Public Improv. 22/23 $ 525,000
Sewer Fund, Sewer Engineering, Public Improv, 22/23 $ 750,000
Water Fund, Water Mains, Public Improvements 22/23 $ 125,000
TOTAL $ 8,140,000

ESTIMATED EXPENDITURE SUMMARY:

Expenditures have been occurring for the planning and engineering design efforts. To
date, these expenditures total approximately $372,000. Estimated expenditures through
the end of FY21/22 for planning, engineering design, and other pre-construction
contractual services is estimated to be approximately $662,500.

Nowak & Fraus Engineers provided their Engineer’s Opinion of Probable Construction
Costs for the project, based on the scope-of-work and quantities detailed on the
construction plans, which is attached to this report as a reference. The estimated
construction cost for the project is $7,982,220, While the engineer’s estimate is expected
to consider factors such as current bidding environment and material costs, it does not
consider recent world events and thejr effect on fuel costs and other supply-chain issues,
and how that could trickle down to individual projects. In fact, we would expect the

2
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contractors bidding this project do not have a full understanding of those factors at this
time. Bids are scheduled to be opened on March 21, 2022, which will likely differ from
this estimated amount.

Cne line item in the contract requires some explanation as it will significantly affect the
total bid amount, but will not be completely paid out with the project. The “"Road Closure
Assessment” item was established with the Phase 1 project in 2018, and being used again
in Phase 3 to incentivize the contractor to expedite construction of the project. For this
ftem, the contractor bids the number of days they expect the project to require for
completion, which is then charged at $10,000 per day to formulate their total bid amount.
Bids are evaluated considering the total amount of this item. In the execution of the
contract, the contractor will only be paid under this item if they complete the work in
fewer days than the number bid, and if that occurs, only for the number of days fewer
than bid time $10,000 per day. For the purpose of this report, we are assuming the
contractor will finish 30 days fewer than bid, resulting in a payment of $300,000. The
engineer's estimate assumed 150 days would be bid for this item, for a total bid cost of
$1,500,000, therefore, in the attached budget and expenditure worksheet, we included a
“credit” in the amount of $1,200,000 to reflect the fact that the entire amount will not
result in an expenditure.

During design of the project, it became evident that certain sewer and water main
improvements were necessary that had not been originally anticipated for this project.
These included incorporation of “green infrastructure” elements and the associated storm
water treatment and storage structures, replacement of the 30" diameter combined sewer
along the east side of the road that conflicts with the proposed planter boxes and
streetlight foundations, and replacement of portions of the 12" water main that conflicts
with the proposed storm sewer and combined sewer. The approximate estimated
construction cost associated with each of these is $135,000 for “green infrastructure”
elements, $300,000 for replacing the 30" combined sewer, and $145,000 for replacing the
12" water main.

DTE Energy owns and operates the City streetlights, and will be contracted with separately
for installation of the proposed streetiights with this project. DTE was not able to provide
a detailed cost estimate at this time for the new streetlights, as they are waiting for input
from their suppliers for lighting materials. However, Nowak & Fraus Engineers provided
an opinion on those costs, based on costs from 2020 for Maple Road, and estimate the
strestlight costs tc be approximately $495,000,

The total estimated project cost is the sum of the costs for planning/engineering design,
pre-construction contractual services, construction cost (based on engineer’s estimate at
this time & considering a “credit” for the Road Closure Assessment item), DTE streetlight
construction cost, construction contingency amount (10% of construction cost
recommended), and construction engineering & inspection costs {estimated at 15% of
construction cost at this time). The total estimated project cost is $10,378,000, and will
be spread across the various budget accounts as foliows:
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Updated Fngineer Estimated Budget for Phase 3 Project

Estimated
Fund Expenditure
Major Streets, Public Improvements $ 4,072,000
General Fund, Sidewalks, Public Improvements* $ 3,292,000
General Fund, Fiber Optic Conduit, Public Improv. $ 622,000
General Fund, Street Lights, Public Improv. $ 514,000
$

Sewer Fund, Sewer Engineering, Public Improv. 1,135,000
Water Fund, Water Mains, Public Improvements $ 743,000

TOTAL $ 10,378,000

*note: approx. 75% of canstruction costs for streetscape items may be defrayed by special assessment

These estimated costs and expenditures are provided in more detail on the attached
Project Budget and Expenditure Worksheet.

FISCAL IMPACT:

This latest estimate of construction costs is approximately $2.2 million higher than was
originally planned. Approximately $1.2 million of this additional cost would be funded by
the General Fund with the remaining $1 million to come out of the Sewer and Water funds.
Approximately half of $1.2 million of additional cost in the General Fund is anticipated to
be inciuded in special assessment roll and collected over 10 years. The Finance
Department is currently working on the proposed budget for FY 22/23 and has been using
these updated numbers to project future fund balances in all of these funds. It is projected
that the City will have to use some of its General Fund balance in FY 22/23 in order to
pay for this project and recuperate this use of fund balance over the next 2 years. Once
the bids are opened and we have more accurate numbers, further adjustments to the
proposed budget for FY 22/23 may be needed.

SUMMARY:

The S. Old Woodward Phase 3 Reconstruction project has been planned and budgeted for
a number of years. Even though adjustments in the budget may have been made as
previous phases were completed, they have not completely corrected for the sharp
increases in construction costs that have been occurring in recent years due to increases
in material and labor costs. While this trend had been occurring before the COVID-19
pandemic, the cost increases have been exasperated by the effects of the pandemic on
the workforce and supply-chain. This report is providing an update on where the project
currently stands with respect to the projected budget and estimated expenditures. Once
bids for the project are opened, a revised estimate will be established based on bid results
and a comprehensive report on this project will be presented.

ATTACHMENTS:

MKSK exhibit showing overall project layout
Project Budget/Expenditure Worksheet
Engineer’s Estimate of Construction Costs
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BUDGET SUMMARY (APPROVED 21/22 BUDGET)
202172022
S OLD wWOQODWARD DESIGN/PRELIM CONST NFE Jul 23-Jun 22 1,000,000
2022/2023
5 OLD WOODWARD PHASE 3
OLD WOODWARD - PH 11l (Brown - Landon) NFE/OHM lun-Nov 2022 3,000,000 { 2,470,000 270,000 525,000 200,000 125,000
SOLD WOODWARD STREET LIGHT REPLACEMENT NFE Jun-Nov 2022
S OLD WOODWARD FIBER OPTICS NFE Jun-Nov 2022
OLD WOODWARD PHASE 4
S, OLD WOODWARD - S END (Landon - Lincoln} NFE - 500,000 -
| TOTAL CURRENT BUDGET 4,000,000 § 2,470,000 270,000 525,000 700,000 125,000 8,090,000
ESTIMATED EXPENDITURES {ACTUALS AS OF 3/4/22)
Engineering Costs To Date Remain Totai
MKSK 152,012 26,368 178,380 178,380
F&V 24,599 15,401 40,000 40,000
NFE 187,354 108,750 306,104 91,831 91,831 61,221 61,221
G2 17,238 1,040 18,278 5,483 5,483 3,656 3,656
Subtotal: 381,203 151,558 542,761
Other Contractual Costs
M-1 Studios Pre-Con Video - 27,000 27,000 27,000
DV Utilities - Sewer Lateral Invest - 73,448 73,248 73,448
HRC - Admin of Sewer Lateral Invest - 15,000 15,000 15,000
Orkin - 4,320 4,320 4,320
Subtotal: - 119,768 115,768
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Construction Costs
Engineer's Estimate {excl General Itemns) amttosplit  direct acct 5,961,785 1 2,413,183 | 2,073,733 415,614 659,125 400,130 Total
Enginger's Estimate General items 2,074,775 231,385 2,306,660 861,753 792,985 144,639 13,650 291,884 201,750 8,268,446
"Credit” for Road Closure Assessment™ {1,200,000} (485,730} {417,405} {83,656) {132,670} {80,539)| (1,200,000)
Construction Contingency {10%) 826,845 327,494 286,672 56,025 1,365 95,101 60,188 826,845
DTE Street Lighting 459,000 499,000
Subtotal: 8,394,290
Construction Engineering {15% total) To Date Remain Total
OHM {contr admin, const engin, inspection} [12%] - 990,575 890,575 392,992 344 006 67,230 114,121 72,226
NFE [shop drawings, survey/layout) [2.5%)] - 206,369 206,369 81,873 71,668 14,006 23,775 15,047
G2 {materials testing] [1.5%] - 123,822 123,822 48,124 43,001 8,404 14,265 9,028
Subtotal: - 1,320,766 1,320,766
| TOTAL ESTIMATED EXPENDITURES 4,072,600 | 3,292,000 622,000 514,000 | 2,135,000 743,000 | 10,378,000
BUDGET SURPLUS/{SHORTFALL} {72,000} {822,0000] (352,000} 11,000 {435,000} (618,000} {2,288,000}
* Road Closure Assessment Item: -
- contractor bids # of days to complete project, total days is used in evaluating bid result. Contractor will only be paid if project completed early - assuming potential 30 day "bonus”
Percentage of Total Eng Estim minus General ltems
101- 101-
202 444.0m 444003 590 591
0.405 0.348 0.070 0.111 0.067
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ENGINEER'S OPINION OF PROBABLE COST

. 2022 SOUTH OLD WOODWARD RECONSTRUCTION - PHASE 3 (CONTR

A

EINERER

O
o
<
O8]
PAY TOTAL QUANTITY ()
NO. ITEM DESCRIPTION UNIT —
_____ SEWERPAY ITEMS e e e N
1 30" Combined Sewer, C76, CL-V, Trench A LF. _1.278 L
2 |30" Storm Sewer, C76, CL-IV, Trench A LF 324 ¥
3 [24" Storm Sewer, C76, CL-IV, Trench A LF 618 1%
.4 |21 Storm Sewer, C76, CL-IV, Trench A LF 3% ??: :
5|18 Storm Sewer, C78, CLAY, Trench A LF 174 |9
ki 12" Storm Sewer, CY6, CL-IV, Trench A ) LF 303 E
7 |10" Storm Sewer, PVC SDR 26, Trench A B LF 24 Ny
8 36 Storm Detention, CMP, Type IEAIummlzed Perforated Tre_nc_l_j_ per Detail LR o9z 3
9 18" Storm Detention, CMP, Type Il Aluminized, Solid-Wall, Trench A L 26 (.T».)
10 |New §'-0" Dlan_j_eter Combined Manhole w/ 2 Ext. Drop Connections EA | 1 ) ) =
11 [New §'-0" Diameter Combined Manhole (Construct Ordine}) . EA 1 ) ke
12 |New 5-0" Diameter Gombined Manhole A | a4 £
13 |Storm Pre- Treatment Structure, Vortechs 7000 or approved equa{ EA 1 1 5
14 |New -0" Diameater Storm Manhole wf Weir (Construct Online) o EA 1 1%
15 New 5-0" Diameter Qutiet Control Storm M.H. w/ PVC Restriction Tee & Backﬂow Preventer (Per Detall) . EA A 1%
16 [New 50" Diameter Storm Mantole EA 3. I
17_._..|New 40" Diameter Storm Manhole | EA 1. |8
18 New 5-0" Diameter Catch Basinw/ 2'Sump ] EA | .. B R
19 New 4'-0" Diameter Calch Basin w/ 2' Sump CEA | ¥ N
20 [New 4'-0" Diameter Yard Catch Bas:_n__!or___Blo Retentlon Ouﬂet Control (per detaﬂ) EA 1 R
_________ 21 |New 20" Diameter Inlet _ ) EA 6 s
22 New 24" Diameter CMP Riser Manhole ) EA o 7 R
23 Mew 12" Diameter PVC Landscape Drain wf Meta! Bea-Hwe Grate EA | T R
24 6" Perforated Pipe Underdrain (w/ Trench Detall} (L 3800 135
) 25 4" Perforated Pipe Underdraln {wf Geotexllle Sock) LF 2,850 (3
.26 1SewerTap, 30" EA 1 R
27 |Sewer Tap, 18" EA R s
28 [SewerTap, 12 EA ! s
.29 [SewerTap, 10" CEA | 2 |8
30 Sewer Service, 15" PVC SDR 26 LF Y 18
N Sewer Service, 12" PVC SDR 26 LF . L3 3
32 |Sewer Service, 10" PVC SDR26 LF 130 5
33, |Sewer Service, 8" PVC SDR 26 tF 163 |8
34 [Sewer Sarvice, 6" PVC SDR 23.5 LF 752 | §
o35 Sewer Servica Tap, 15" EA 1 3
36 Sewer Service Tap, 12" EA _ 1 1%
37 Sewer Service Tap, 10" EA -5 IR
38 |Sewer Service Tap, 8" EA 5 3
39 Sewer Service Tap, 6" EA 51 $
40 Sewer Service Cannection, 8" EA 5 $
41 Sewer Sarvice Conneclion, 6" EA | 5 k]
42 Sewer Investigation, Laterals HR 40 N
43 IReconstruct Manhele {if and where neg__d_gld) VF B0 BR:
44 |Remove & Replage Structure Cover (as directed by Clty} LB 3,200 | %
45 Remave Ex. Manhole ~ EA 18 $
48 Remove Ex. Drainage Structure ~ EA 12 R
47 Removal and Disposal of Contamlnated Materiat, Type 2 N cY 100 §
48 Removal and Disposal of Contaminated Material, Type 3 cY 100 3
49 Remove Ex. 30" Sewer LF 1,265 | &
50 Remove Ex. 24" Sewer LF 60 1%
51 Remove Ex. 18" Sewer LF 25 5
52 Remove Ex. 12" Sewer LF 470 £
53 |Bulkhead Structure, 30" gaConfinuous Page,122 $
$

Bulkhead Structure, 24"
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PAY TOTAL QUANTITY |J
NO. ITEM DESCRIPTION UNIT ox
84 4'x4'x4' Standard Terminator Manhale, Frame & Cover EA 15 R
85 |4"5.40 PVC Conduit LF O qa792 1
86 |4"S-40 PYC Dome Cap EA 4 ' E
87 |4" Conduit Spacer - Base EA 1,440 B m
88 4" Conduit _Spacer- Intermediate ) - EA 720 3.
89 [24" Cable Rack e CEA 120 B
90 |(1)2" SDR-11 Conduit _ L 3,602 &=
91 (1) 1-1/4* SDR-11 Innerduct LF 3802 ©
o (111" SOR11 Innard e seon [$\J .
93 [1.64" (7) Way Microduct _ _ SEI L
94 #14 AWG Tracer Wire LF 3602 [(SE)]
SUBTOTAL FIBER CONDUIT PAY ITEMS N
| . -
ELECTRI AL PAY ITEMS o o _ ) o e N .
95  [Meter socket single phase ~ EA 2 @)
.98 Meter socket threephase = 1 O
.97 [Cabinet GF| Receptacles EA - 3 kN
o6 |Senice Cabinel Sy TN
99 |Service Cabinet Foundation L ) 1%
.. 100 [Circuit Breaker Pansiboard 120\"”208\’ -3PH B . EBAL L. L |8
101 [Ciroult Breaker Panelboard 120V/240v-1PH _EA 2 NE
102 |Control Contactor EA 3 $
103|300 W Heater ea | 6 s
104 [Themostat _ EA 3 s .
- 105 _Trans___l_gql_Suppressmn TVSS EA ) 3 IR
106 [120V GFCI WP Receptacle EA 59 ]
107 |Cable 600 Vol 2812 LR 0 )3
108 [Cable, 600Volt 2810 . . L R 11 3
. 109 _|Cable, 600 Volt, 3#8 L 78 43
110 [Gable, 600 Volt, Z#6 LF s $
111 [Cable, 600 Volt, 346 _LF 2.490 3
112 |Cable, 600 Voll, 4#6 RLS 200 s
| 113 [Cable, 600 Volt, 5#6 CLF 425 $
14 |Cable, 800 Volt,# 12 ground LF 70 13
115 |Cable, 600 Volt# 10 ground CLF 2528 %
116 |Cable, 00 Volt.# 8 ground LF | 435 5
117 |Cable, 600 Vol # 6 ground | 3.110 5
118 Condmt EMT. 0.5inch _ ~LF 70 BR:
119 [Condult, PYC schedule 80 0. 75 inch LF 2,480 ' $
120 |Conduit, PVC schedule 80, 1inch e 585 N
121 |Conduit, PVC schedule 80, 1.25 |nch o _LF 2, 185 kN
122 Ccn_dl_._J_ll_, PVC schedule 80, 1.5 inch LF 805 1%
123 |Conduit, HDPE, 0.75 inch. LF 45 $
124 |Conduit, HDPE, 1.25 inch LF 215 3
125  [Conduit, HDPE, 1.5 inch LF 240 $
- 126 |Conduit, HDPE, 2 inch LF 190 $
- 127 {Conduit, HDPE, 2.5 inch o LF 375 $
128 |Grade Box GB-1, 8" Wx 12" Lx12" D cast iron EA 3 _ %
128 Grade Box GE-2, 12" W x 14" L x 12" D cast iron EA 15 $
130 |Ground Rads EA 4 $
131 Underground Warnlng Tape LF 6615 §
132 Charging Bollards, EV ( Future) EA 2 3
!SUBTOTAL ELECTRICAL PAY ITEMS
N o IRRIGATION PAY ITEMS ) ) L
133 [Meter Pit EA 1 5
134 [Sprinkler Assembly EA 388 5
135 [Valve Assembly EA | ~ 18 $
138 [1-1/2 inch PVC Mamlme ) o ) LFCon inuous Pagen423 iR}
137 |1- 1!2 inch Poiyethylene Iaterai Ilne _____ _ ) LF 795 | &
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PAY | TOTAL QUANTITY |~
NO. ITEM BESCRIPTION UNIT Z
170 [Pavement Marking, Polyureal, 4 inch, Yellow LF 1,210 7]
171 _|Pavement Marking, Polyurea, 4 inch, Blue LF 840 HED)
172 |Pavement Marking, Polyurea, 24 inch Stop Bar, White WF 150 —
173 }Pavement Marking, Polyurea, 24 inch Crosshatching, White LF 1,750 Q
174 Pavement Marking, Polyurea, Lt Turn Arrow, White EA 4 5
175 |Pavement Marking, Polyurea, Gnly, White EA 1 el
176 |Recessing Pavt Mkrg, Longit LF 4,530
77 Recessing Pavl Mirg, Transy SF 3,990
178 |Adjust Structure Cover EA 12 SN
1798 Cold Palch TON 50 L SN
180 Temporary Sidewalk Maintenance Agaregate, 21AA cY 200 h
181 |Maintenance Aggragate LS 1 =~
SUBTOTAL PAVING PAY ITEMS 9
O
LANDSCAPE PAY ITEMS _ )
182 [Structural Scil Mix (30" depth) - CFT 56,148 K <
183 |Organic Plant Soil Mix - Bioswale Planters {30" depth) CFT 7.287 5
184 Qrganic Plant Soil Mix - Plant Beds (24" depth) CFT 20,008 %
185 Organic Plant Soil Mix - Lawn {§" depth) CFT 1,781 $
186 Bio-Swale Aggregate (Planters and Large Bio-swale) cy 38 $
187 Bio-Swale Pea Gravel {4" depth) cY 8 3
188  |Exposed Aggregate Weir L LS 1 $
189 Native MI Boulders {6-18") and washed stong TON 7 3
190 Lawn Sod {includes fine grading and fertilizer} SY 396 k3
191 Shredded Hardwood Mulch {3" depth) SY 1,169 $
152 GINKGO BILOBA 'AUTUMN GOLD" 3°-3.5" CAL. “EA vyl $
193 LIQUIDAMBAR STYRACIFLUA 'ROTUNDILOBA', 3™-3.6"CAL. EA | 21 $
164 PLATANUS X ACERIFQLUIA, 3.5-4" CAL. EA 17 3
185 |TILIA CORDATA 'GREENSPIRE', 3.5-4" CAL. ) EA 18 IR
196 |AMELANCHIER X GRANDIFLORA ‘BRILLIANCE’, §' HT. EA 29 13
197  |CRATAEGUS LAEVIGATA 'CRIMSON CLOUDY, 2" CAL. EA 17 $
198 {HYDRANGEA PANICULATA TARDIVA', #7 CONT, EA 7 $
199 [CORNUS STOLONIFERA 'FARROW', #5 CONT. EA 145 Bk
200  |HYDRANGEA PANICULATA ‘LITTLE QUICK FIRE’, #5 CONT. EA 84 8
201 [ILEX GLABRA 'SHAMROCK!, #3 CONT. EA 48 $
202 |JUNIPERUS HORIZONTALIS 'LIMEGLOW!, #3 CONT, EA 148 $
203 [JUNIPERUS VIRGINIANA 'GREY OWL", #5 CONT, EA | 8 $
204 PINUS MUGQO 'HONEYCOMB', #3 CONT. EA 148 b
205 |SPIRAEA JAPONICA ‘DOUBLE PLAY CANDY CORN’, #3 CONT. EA 36 $
206 ASTER NOVAE-ANGLIAE, #1 CONT. EA 244 $
207 COREOPSIS VERTICILLATA "MOONBEAM', #1 CONT. EA 250 $
208 GERANIUM X ‘ROZANNE', #1 CONT. EA 32 $
209 |HEMEROCALLIS X 'HAPPY RETURNS, #1 CONT. EA 288 $
210 |IRIS VERSICOLOR, #2 CONT. ) EA 252 $
21 LEUCANTHEMUM X SUPERBUM 'SNOW LADY", #1 CONT. EA 450 $
212 LIRIOPE MUSCARI 'VARIEGATA', #1 CONT. ~EA 757 5
213 PHYSOSTEGIA VIRGINIANA, #2 CONT. EA a8 $
214 |RUDBECKIA FULGIDA ‘LITTLE GOLDSTAR', #1 CONT. EA 48 $
215 [SALVIA X SYLVESRIS MAY NIGHT', #1 CONT. EA %2 s
216 JCALAMAGROSTIS X ACUTIFLORA 'KARL FOERSTER, #3 CONT. ) EA 244 $
217 CAREX VULPINOIDEA, #1 CONT. EA 348 $
218 |FESTUCA OVINA 'ELIJAH BLUE', #1 CONT. EA 144 $
219 [JUNCUS TENUIS, #1 CONT, . €A 168 s
220 |PENNISETUM ALOPECUROIDES 'LITTLE BUNNY', #2 CONT, EA 767 13
221 [SELSERIA AUTUMNALIS, #1 CONT, EA 504 $
222 NARCISSUS 'ICE FOLLIES', BULS EACon inuous Pa 282 4 - $
223 |NARCISSUS 'KING ALFRED', BULB EA 9P $
224 NARCISSUS 'RED DEVON EA 282 3
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Mz rmingham MEMORANDUM

(Engineering)

DATE: March 8, 2022

TO: Thomas M. Markus, City Manager

FROM: Scott D. Zielinski, Assistant City Engineer

SUBJECT: Hearing of Necessity for S. Old Woodward Sidewalk and
Streetscape SAD

INTRODUCTION:

The city’s streetscape and sidewalks will be improved this summer as part of the Engineering
Department’s planned downtown area Phase 3 reconstruction project along South Old Woodward
between Brown Street and Landon Street. Work will be similar to previous phases of work
completed in 2018 for Phase 1 on Old Woodward from Oakland Avenue to Brown Street, and in
2020 for Phase 2 work completed on Maple Road from Southfield Road to Pierce Street, and from
Old Woodward Avenue to Woodward Avenue. The completed work included upgrades to all
streetscape features from building face to building face across the road. The Engineering
Department is recommending the Sidewalk and Streetscape Special Assessment District (SAD) be
set at this time.

BACKGROUND:

Phase 1 and Phase 2 portions of the downtown reconstruction projects (completed in 2018 and
2020), included complete replacement of the sidewalks, and provided certain landscape
enhancements and pedestrian-oriented amenities within the project areas. The costs to the city
for construction of these improvements in Phase 1 and Phase 2 were partially defrayed by way
of Special Assessment to the property owners adjoining that project area. In the same way, the
city intends to assess a portion of the costs for the streetscape improvements that are planned
to be constructed with the Phase 3 project.

The new streetscape will consist of an enhanced version of the downtown standard sawcut
concrete sidewalk with exposed aggregate sidewalk between the main pedestrian path and the
street curb. Elements of the new streetscape design to be included in this project include:

e All new concrete and exposed aggregate sidewalks from the building face to the back of
curbs.

e Removal and replacement of all street trees, including excavation and replacement with
approximately 1,000 cubic feet of specially formulated soil designed to encourage tree
growth.

e Enlarged, raised planter beds around each new street tree, framed by a 6 inch high
exposed aggregate curb, with irrigation, and professionally designed landscaping.

e Granite seating areas where space permits.

1
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e Installation of underground electrical system to provide new lighting opportunities for
trees along the sidewalk and in the proposed median.

On previous projects of this nature, it has been the City’s policy to assess 75% of the streetscape
improvements to the properties that share frontage with the improvements. The cost per property
will be assessed as an average cost per linear foot of frontage for the improvements. The
properties with multiple owners will share the cost of the frontage, and the amount will be based
on the square footage of building area owned. The City will bill one-tenth of the assessment, as
is standard on other special assessment districts, plus interest, on an annual basis, to make the
cost more manageable for the property owners. The attached map highlights property frontages
subject to a sidewalk streetscape assessment.

For purposes of the assessment district, the properties on the west side of South Old Woodward
from East Brown Street to Daines Street (the RH development property) have been included in
the district in case current development plans change and the City elects to proceed with
improvements in this area. However, if the development project begins as planned, about the
same time as the City’s project (as the developer is currently indicating), then the cost for
streetscape improvements in this area will not be expended by the City, nor charged to the
property owner as they will be completed by the development.

The Engineering Department plans to provide a detailed spreadsheet with estimated assessment
values based off the engineer’s estimate at the Hearing of Necessity.

LEGAL REVIEW:

Chapter 94 — Special Assessments of the Birmingham City Code outlines the process by which a
special assessment is conducted in the City of Birmingham. This project will follow the prescribed
City Code procedures.

FISCAL IMPACT:

Revenue generated from the Sidewalk and Streetscape SAD for the Phase 3 Old Woodward
Reconstruction project will defray the costs incurred by the city for construction of these
improvements and has been considered as an integral part of the financial forecasting for the
General Fund in future years.

PUBLIC COMMUNICATIONS:

Notice for the Confirmation of Roll is to be distributed by the Clerk’s Office. The Engineering
Department has sent all property owners a letter explaining the associated work. The design
team held an informational meeting regarding the project on Monday, February 21, 2022 from
5:30-7:00 p.m. at City Hall in the Commission Room (a zoom link was also provided on the City
website for remote viewing). The team discussed the project overview, traffic access during
construction, Birmingham Shopping District initiatives during construction, and special
assessments related to the project. A recording of this meeting is available on the city’s website
at www.bhamgov.org/oldwoodwardphase3.
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SUMMARY:

The Engineering Department recommends that the commission declare necessity and approve a
Special Assessment District for the improvement of sidewalk and streetscape as part of the Phase
3 South Old Woodward Reconstruction. Should the Commission form the Special Assessment
District, a Public Hearing for Confirmation of the Roll should be set on April 11, 2022.

ATTACHMENTS:

Map of proposed Special Assessment District
Spreadsheet of properties with estimated costs and associated lengths

Clerk’s Confirmation of Public Hearing Notice

SUGGESTED COMMISSION ACTION:

Make a motion adopting a resolution declaring necessity and approving a Special Assessment

District with special assessments levied in accordance with benefits against the properties within
such assessment district. The special assessment district shall include all properties within the
following district of 165 parcels (listed below), and the City Commission will meet on Monday,
April 11, 2022 at 7:30 P.M. for the purpose of conducting the Public Hearing to Confirm the
Assessment Roll for the sidewalk and streetscape improvements adjacent to all properties within
the project area on South Old Woodward Avenue, between Brown Street and Landon Street.

Parcel No.

Property Address

08-19-36-204-027

300

S OLD WOODWARD AVE

08-19-36-205-026

442

S OLD WOODWARD AVE

08-19-36-205-041

444

S OLD WOODWARD AVE

08-19-36-205-043

400

S OLD WOODWARD AVE

08-19-36-208-016

355

S OLD WOODWARD AVE

08-19-36-208-017

401

S OLD WOODWARD AVE

08-19-36-208-019

411

S OLD WOODWARD AVE

08-19-36-208-020

411

S OLD WOODWARD AVE

08-19-36-208-021

411

S OLD WOODWARD AVE

08-19-36-208-022

411

S OLD WOODWARD AVE

08-19-36-208-025

411

S OLD WOODWARD AVE

08-19-36-208-026

411

S OLD WOODWARD AVE

08-19-36-208-027

411

S OLD WOODWARD AVE

08-19-36-208-028

411

S OLD WOODWARD AVE

08-19-36-208-029

411

S OLD WOODWARD AVE

08-19-36-208-030

411

S OLD WOODWARD AVE

08-19-36-208-031

411

S OLD WOODWARD AVE

08-19-36-208-032

411

S OLD WOODWARD AVE
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08-19-36-208-033 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-034 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-035 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-036 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-037 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-038 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-039 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-040 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-041 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-043 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-044 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-045 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-046 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-047 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-048 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-049 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-054 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-055 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-062 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-063 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-064 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-065 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-066 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-067 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-068 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-069 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-070 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-071 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-072 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-073 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-074 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-075 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-080 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-081 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-086 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-087 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-088 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-089 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-090 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-091 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-092 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-093 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-094 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
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08-19-36-208-096 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-097 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-098 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-099 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-100 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-101 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-102 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-103 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-104 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-105 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-106 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-107 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-108 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-115 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-116 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-117 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-118 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-119 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-120 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-121 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-122 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-123 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-124 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-125 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-126 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-127 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-128 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-129 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-130 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-133 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-134 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-135 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-136 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-137 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-138 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-141 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-142 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-143 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-146 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-147 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-149 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-150 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-151 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
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08-19-36-208-152 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-153 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-154 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-155 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-156 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-157 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-168 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-169 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-170 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-171 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-172 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-173 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-174 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-175 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-176 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-177 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-178 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-179 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-180 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-181 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-182 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-183 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-184 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-185 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-186 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-187 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-188 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-189 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-190 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-191 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-192 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-193 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-194 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-195 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-196 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-197 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-198 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-199 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-200 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-201 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-202 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-203 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-205 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
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08-19-36-208-206 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-207 469/479 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-210-001 555 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-210-003 555 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-210-005 555 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-211-001 400 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-253-025 750 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-253-026 772 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-253-028 588 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-253-029 608 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-253-030 500 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-253-034 690 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-253-035 670 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-278-012 808 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-278-013 820 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-278-014 832 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-278-017 850 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-278-018 880 OLD WOODWARD AVE
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S. Old Woodward Sidewalk and
Streetscape SAD Area
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Proposed Streetscape Special Assessment Properties and Estimated Costs

Property Address [ Unit [ Parcel No. | Assessment Length | Est
300 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 08-19-36-204-027 100 $52,076.20
442 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 08-19-36-205-026 45 $23,434.29
444 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 08-19-36-205-041 85.45 $44,499.11
400 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 08-19-36-205-043 131.1 $68,271.90
355 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 08-19-36-208-016 145.2 $75,614.64
401 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 08-19-36-208-017 $82,887.98
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 501 08-19-36-208-019 $264.31
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 503 08-19-36-208-020 $250.27
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 505 08-19-36-208-021 $250.27
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 507 08-19-36-208-022 $215.87
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 515 08-19-36-208-025 $182.18
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 517 08-19-36-208-026 $182.18
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 521 08-19-36-208-027 $226.40
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 523 08-19-36-208-028 $245.36
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 525 08-19-36-208-029 $245.36
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 527 08-19-36-208-030 $245.36
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 529 08-19-36-208-031 $245.36
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 531 08-19-36-208-032 $246.41
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 530 08-19-36-208-033 $282.21
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 528 08-19-36-208-034 $393.13
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 524 08-19-36-208-035 $393.13
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 522 08-19-36-208-036 $510.37
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 518 08-19-36-208-037 $652.88
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 514 08-19-36-208-038 $278.35
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 512 08-19-36-208-039 $289.58
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 510 08-19-36-208-040 $935.45
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 508 08-19-36-208-041 $349.26
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 504 08-19-36-208-043 $349.26
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 502 08-19-36-208-044 $349.26
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 500 08-19-36-208-045 $349.26
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 601 08-19-36-208-046 $264.31
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 603 08-19-36-208-047 $250.27
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 605 08-19-36-208-048 $250.27
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 607 08-19-36-208-049 $215.87
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 621 08-19-36-208-054 $226.40
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 623 08-19-36-208-055 $245.36
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 624 08-19-36-208-062 $393.13
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 622 08-19-36-208-063 $510.37
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 618 08-19-36-208-064 $652.88
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 614 08-19-36-208-065 $278.35
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 612 08-19-36-208-066 $289.58
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 610 08-19-36-208-067 $935.45
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 608 08-19-36-208-068 $349.26
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 604 08-19-36-208-069 $349.26
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 602 08-19-36-208-070 $349.26
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 600 08-19-36-208-071 $349.26
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 701 08-19-36-208-072 $264.31
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 703 08-19-36-208-073 $250.27
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 705 08-19-36-208-074 $250.27
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 707 08-19-36-208-075 $215.87
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 721 08-19-36-208-080 $226.40
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 723 08-19-36-208-081 $245.36
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 730 08-19-36-208-086 $282.21
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 728 08-19-36-208-087 $393.13
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 724 08-19-36-208-088 $393.13
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 722 08-19-36-208-089 $510.37
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 718 08-19-36-208-090 $652.88
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 714 08-19-36-208-091 $278.35
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 712 08-19-36-208-092 $289.58
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 710 08-19-36-208-093 $935.45
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 708 08-19-36-208-094 $349.26
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Proposed Streetscape Special Assessment Properties and Estimated Costs

Property Address Unit [ Parcel No. | Assessment Length | Est
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 704 08-19-36-208-096 $349.26
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 702 08-19-36-208-097 $349.26
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 700 08-19-36-208-098 $349.26
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 801 08-19-36-208-099 $264.31
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 803 08-19-36-208-100 $250.27
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 805 08-19-36-208-101 $250.27
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 807 08-19-36-208-102 $215.87
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 811 08-19-36-208-103 $182.18
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 813 08-19-36-208-104 $182.18
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 815 08-19-36-208-105 $182.18
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 817 08-19-36-208-106 $182.18
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 821 08-19-36-208-107 $226.40
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 823 08-19-36-208-108 $245.36
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 824 08-19-36-208-115 $393.13
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 822 08-19-36-208-116 $510.37
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 818 08-19-36-208-117 259.17 $652.88
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 814 08-19-36-208-118 $278.35
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 812 08-19-36-208-119 $289.58
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 810 08-19-36-208-120 $935.45
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 808 08-19-36-208-121 $349.26
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 804 08-19-36-208-122 $349.26
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 802 08-19-36-208-123 $349.26
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 800 08-19-36-208-124 $349.26
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 901 08-19-36-208-125 $264.31
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 903 08-19-36-208-126 $250.27
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 905 08-19-36-208-127 $250.27
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 907 08-19-36-208-128 $215.87
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 911 08-19-36-208-129 $182.18
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 913 08-19-36-208-130 $182.18
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 921 08-19-36-208-133 $226.40
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 923 08-19-36-208-134 $245.36
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 925 08-19-36-208-135 $245.36
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 927 08-19-36-208-136 $245.36
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 929 08-19-36-208-137 $245.36
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 931 08-19-36-208-138 $246.41
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 924 08-19-36-208-141 $393.13
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 922 08-19-36-208-142 $510.37
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 918 08-19-36-208-143 $652.88
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 910 08-19-36-208-146 $935.45
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 908 08-19-36-208-147 $349.26
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 904 08-19-36-208-149 $349.26
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 902 08-19-36-208-150 $349.26
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 900 08-19-36-208-151 $349.26
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 1001 08-19-36-208-152 $264.66
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 1003 08-19-36-208-153 $250.62
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 1005 08-19-36-208-154 $250.62
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 1007 08-19-36-208-155 $216.22
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 1011 08-19-36-208-156 $182.18
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 1013 08-19-36-208-157 $182.18
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 1024 08-19-36-208-168 $393.13
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 1022 08-19-36-208-169 $510.37
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 1018 08-19-36-208-170 $652.88
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 1014 08-19-36-208-171 $278.35
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 1012 08-19-36-208-172 $289.94
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 1010 08-19-36-208-173 $935.45
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 1008 08-19-36-208-174 $348.91
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 1004 08-19-36-208-175 $348.91
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 1002 08-19-36-208-176 $348.91
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 1000 08-19-36-208-177 $349.26
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 711 08-19-36-208-178 $373.83
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 725 08-19-36-208-179 $501.25
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Proposed Streetscape Special Assessment Properties and Estimated Costs

Property Address Unit [ Parcel No. | Assessment Length | Est
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 729 08-19-36-208-180 $502.65
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 829 08-19-36-208-181 $502.65
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 828 08-19-36-208-182 $686.58
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 1015 08-19-36-208-183 $373.83
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 1021 08-19-36-208-184 $481.94
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 1029 08-19-36-208-185 $502.65
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 511 08-19-36-208-186 $373.83
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 611 08-19-36-208-187 $373.83
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 615 08-19-36-208-188 $373.83
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 715 08-19-36-208-189 $373.83
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 912 08-19-36-208-190 $578.47
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 1028 08-19-36-208-191 $686.58
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 825 08-19-36-208-192 $501.25
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 1025 08-19-36-208-193 $501.25
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 506 08-19-36-208-194 $349.26
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 606 08-19-36-208-195 $349.26
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 706 08-19-36-208-196 $349.26
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 806 08-19-36-208-197 $349.26
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 906 08-19-36-208-198 $349.26
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 1006 08-19-36-208-199 $349.26
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 630 08-19-36-208-200 $686.58
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 915 08-19-36-208-201 $373.83
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 928 08-19-36-208-202 $686.58
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 625 08-19-36-208-203 $501.25
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 629 08-19-36-208-205 $245.36
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 631 08-19-36-208-206 $246.41
469/479 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 08-19-36-208-207 80.56 $41,952.59
555 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 08-19-36-210-001 569.96 $296,813.50
555 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 08-19-36-210-003 65 $33,849.53
555 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 08-19-36-210-005 61.52 $32,037.28
400 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 08-19-36-211-001 131.1 $68,271.90
750 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 08-19-36-253-025 50 $26,038.10
772 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 08-19-36-253-026 81 $42,181.72
588 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 08-19-36-253-028 150 $78,114.30
608 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 08-19-36-253-029 100 $52,076.20
500 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 08-19-36-253-030 148 $77,072.77
690 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 08-19-36-253-034 150 $78,114.30
670 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 08-19-36-253-035 150 $78,114.30
808 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 08-19-36-278-012 95.8 $49,889.00
820 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 08-19-36-278-013 50 $26,038.10
832 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 08-19-36-278-014 50 $26,038.10
850 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 08-19-36-278-017 150 $78,114.30
880 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 08-19-36-278-018 255 $132,794.31
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Clerk’s Office
DATE: Thursday, March 10, 2022
TO: Scott Zielinski, Assistant City Engineer
FROM: Christina Woods, Deputy Clerk
SUBJECT: Clerk's Office Confirmation of Public Hearing of Necessity and
Confirmation: Old Woodward Streetscape Special Assessment
District

The public hearing of necessity and confirmation notice process has been completed for the Old
Woodward Streetscape Special Assessment District. Please see attachments for further
confirmation.

Mailing Date: March 4, 2022
Publishing Dates in the Birmingham Eccentric: February 27 & March 6 2022

Also posted on www.bhamgov.org/publicnotices

Attachments:
1. Public Hearing Notice
2. Addresses
3. Mailing Letter
4. Affidavit of publishing
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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, Monday, March 14, 2022, 7:30 PM

Municipal Building, 151 Martin, Birmingham, MI 48009

Meeting Date, Time, Location: HEARING OF CONFIRMATION FOR  SPECIAL
ASSESSMENT DISTRICT

Monday, April 11, 2022, 7:30 PM

Municipal Building, 151 Martin, Birmingham, MI 48009

Project Location: S. Old Woodward Avenue, from Brown St. to Landon St.

Nature of Improvement: Construction of sidewalk and streetscape improvements
adjacent to all properties within the project area

City Staff Contact: Scott Zielinski, Assistant City Engineer
szielinski@bhamgov.org, (248)530-1838

Notice Requirements: Mail to affected property owners

Publish February 27, 2022 & March 6, 2022

Approved minutes may be | City Clerk’s Office
reviewed at:

Should you have any statement regarding the above, you are invited to attend the meeting in person
or virtually through ZOOM: https://zoom.us/j/655079760 Meeting ID: 655 079 760

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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Parcel

1936204027
1936205026
1936205041
1936205043
1936208015
1936208016
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017

Name

WOODWARD DEVELOPMENT LLC
FLORENCE SHARE

GALYN ASSOCIATES LTD PTNSHP
NBNS LLC

325 S OLD WOODWARD LLC
FULLER CENTRAL PARK PRPRTS
HANA AJJOUR

LISA M HUSSMAN

PETER SAROTTE

WAAD INVESTMENTS LLC
NIKOLE L FINE

TONI STREIT

CORCORAN STREET PROPERTIES LLC
STEVEN H MUSKOVITZ

LORNA G WESTFALL

ROBERT P LEVIN

VALERIE A FOLEY

KEVIN COOPER

GEORGIANNA STEUDLE

LAURIE SALL

STACIE JILL LEIB

KAM PROPERTIES LLC

FRANCIS A ENGELHARDT
EUNICE GALPERIN REVOC TRUST
DAVID A ROBINSON

GERALD F REINHART

STUART D SHERR

GERALD F REINHART

HAN HAN

MARY LOU GILDERS

CARINE VAN LANDSCHOOT
EUGENE J WITTSTOCK
GREGORY W GEIGER

DORIS A HANNA REVOC TRUST
RAMA K P PINNAMANENI
DAVID SZCZUPAK

TANZANITE 61 LLC

SHIRLEY NAKASH

MARIA A CHIRCO

ALANA GUN

ESTELLE MILLER REVOC TRUST
MUNE GOWDA

BETTY BILLIG

EDWIN B SHAW

SUSAN WINSHALL REVOC TRUST
VANGELOFF PROPERTIES LLC
SAMUEL MCKNIGHT
CHRISTOPOHER P AMMANN TRUST
FREDERICK C YEAGER REVOC TRUST
ALEX S PAUL

SUSAN A MASCIA

SILVIO COZZETTO

SHIRLEY NAKASH REVOC TRUST
MTM INVESTMENTS HOLDINGS LLC
STEVE LINTON

9003 ASSOCIATES LLC

STEVEN H MUSKOVITZ
FREDERICK A FROMM

ROBERT SLOAN

MICHEL M HANNA

JEFFREY M FRATARCANGELI
KAREN ZACK

Old Wood Sewer and Streetscape Public Hearing addresses

Address

15 KOCH RD

333 W FORT ST FL 12TH

1435 N GLENGARRY RD

180 HIGH OAK RD

330 HAMILTON ROW STE 300

112 PEABODY ST

411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE # 906
11070 RESORT RD STE 307

411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE # 515
4805 BANTRY DR

883 EMMONS AVE

411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE # 523
3560 ROLAND DR

16146 BELFORD DR

28347 CHATHAM RD

411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE # 510
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE # 508
3847 BOULDER DR

1149 HILLPOINTE CIR

411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE # 500
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE # 601
511 OLDE TOWNE RD UNIT 81515
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE # 904
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE # 902
28145 GREENFIELD RD STE 100
390 PARK ST STE 222

31300 ORCHARD LAKE RD STE 200
32700 BINGHAM LN

411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE # 1007
8600 95TH AVE

411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE # 607
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE # 621
628 WOODLAND ST

3755 WALNUT BROOK DR

411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE # 622
28870 GIRARD TER

3041 HERON POINTE DR

PO BOX 7137

411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE # 929
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE # 931
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE # 924
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE # 922
239 N GLENHURST DR

411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE # 910
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE # 828

411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE UNIT 718

411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE # 825
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE # 1025
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE # 506
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE # 606
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE # 706
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE # 806
PO BOX 7137

325S OLD WOODWARD AVE STE 2
55 S MAIN ST STE 345

5480 CORPORATE DR STE 230
16146 BELFORD DR

411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE # 1006
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE # 630
2894 MEADOWOOD LN

558 STANLEY BLVD

411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE # 625

City

CORTE MADERA
DETROIT
BLOOMFIELD HILLS
BLOOMFIELD HILLS
BIRMINGHAM
BIRMINGHAM
BIRMINGHAM
ELLICOTT CITY
BIRMINGHAM
WEST BLOOMFIELD
BIRMINGHAM
BIRMINGHAM
BLOOMFIELD HILLS
MILTON

GROSSE ILE
BIRMINGHAM
BIRMINGHAM
TROY
BLOOMFIELD HILLS
BIRMINGHAM
BIRMINGHAM
ROCHESTER
BIRMINGHAM
BIRMINGHAM
SOUTHFIELD
BIRMINGHAM
FARMINGTON HILLS
BINGHAM FARMS
BIRMINGHAM
EVART
BIRMINGHAM
BIRMINGHAM
BIRMINGHAM
ROCHESTER HILLS
BIRMINGHAM
NAPLES
BLOOMFIELD HILLS
BLOOMFIELD HILLS
BIRMINGHAM
BIRMINGHAM
BIRMINGHAM
BIRMINGHAM
BLOOMFIELD HILLS
BIRMINGHAM
BIRMINGHAM
BIRMINGHAM
BIRMINGHAM
BIRMINGHAM
BIRMINGHAM
BIRMINGHAM
BIRMINGHAM
BIRMINGHAM
BLOOMFIELD HILLS
BIRMINGHAM
NAPERVILLE

TROY

MILTON
BIRMINGHAM
BIRMINGHAM
BLOOMFIELD HILLS
BIRMINGHAM
BIRMINGHAM

State Zip

CA 94925
MI 48226
Ml 48301
MI 48304
Ml 48009
Ml 48009
MI 48009
MD 21042
Ml 48009
Ml 48322
Ml 48009
Ml 48009
Mi 48301
GA 30004
MI 48138
Ml 48009
Ml 48009
Ml 48084
Mi 48304
Ml 48009
Ml 48009
MI 48308
Ml 48009
Ml 48009
Ml 48076
Ml 48009
Mi 48334
MI 48025
Ml 48009
MI 49631
MI 48009
Ml 48009
MI 48009
Ml 48309
Ml 48009
FL 34119
Mi 48302
Ml 48302
MI 48009
Ml 48009
MI 48009
Ml 48009
Mi 48301
Ml 48009
MI 48009
Ml 48009
Ml 48009
Ml 48009
Ml 48009
Ml 48009
Ml 48009
Ml 48009
Ml 48302
Ml 48009
IL 60540
MI 48098
GA 30004
Ml 48009
MI 48009
Ml 48302
Ml 48009
Ml 48009
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1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017

GERALD F BAKER IlI

OLD WOODWARD 631 LLC

ANN ELIZABETH MILLER COHEN TRUST
SHANDA RUMBLE REVOC TRUST
CAROLINE DANESHVAR

DANA ABNER

MAX A SURNOW

JASON R LUCKOFF IRR TRUST
DEBRA JO ELSHOLZ

411 BIRMINGHAM PLACE LLC
RENEE LOSSIA ACHO

LISA GROFFSKY ARONSON

MARY NALBANDIAN

WILLIAM D KOLB LIVING TRUST
ANDREW RUST

CHRISTOPHER M AMBROSE
KAREN REINHART

VINAY PALLEGAR

SAMANTHA TULLIO

GAYLE S GOODMAN

BARBARA A ZAGUROLI

ANDREW RICH

TRG BP LLC

ERIN LEIGH MELLOTT
MICHIGAN-MR LLC

ANVITA SINHA

JUDY M JENNINGS

SHIRLEY VANGELOFF

CYNTHIA M VAKHARIYA

WILLY CHWANG

LOUIS P ROCHKIND

GREGORY A CARNAGO

BRADLEY STEEL

THOMAS BEELER TRUSTEE

BP SPS LLC

MERI BARASH

MELVYN C STERNFELD

ALAN TUNG

801 BIRMINGHAM PLACE TRUST
EATON AND MORE MANAGEMENT LLC
JOSEPH LOPEZ

PATRICK W ROBERTS

ALISSA CZISNY

WAAD INVESTMENTS LLC
ADELHEID SEIDENSTICKER
ADELHEID F SEIDENSTICKER
DANIEL J O'BRIEN TRUST

KAREN REINHART

MOUSSA HANNA

KA L CHANG

THE BOYLL FAMILY LIVING TRUST
CAROL BARNETT KOZLOW REVOC TRUST
THOMAS HARDY

DJF LAM GROUP LLC

DORIS HANNA

411 S OLD WOODWARD LLC
SUSAN M SOSNICK REVOC TRUST
TERRY MANN

EVELYN CHAN REVOCABLE TRUST
EMILY KAY BELCHER

GREGORY L HARVEY

RICK LEE HAMILTON

ISAAC INVESTMENT COMPANY LLC

411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE # 629
39475 W 13 MILE RD STE 203

411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE # 610
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE # 608
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE # 604
121 W LONG LAKE RD STE 300

320 MARTIN ST STE 100

411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE # 701
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE # 703
6609 QUEEN ANNE DR

3467 SUTTON PL

1823 N HONORE ST

3015 BROCKMAN BLVD

411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE # 518
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE # 514
146 S WASHINGTON ST

32700 BINGHAM LN

411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE # 507
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE #1011
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE # 912
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE # 707
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE # 721
390 PARK ST STE 222

411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE # 730
PO BOX 2585

10224 FOX BOROUGH DR

411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE # 722
6278 N FEDERAL HWY # 414

142 WESTCHESTER WAY

27 ARTISAN WAY

411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE # 710
667 E BIG BEAVER RD STE 201

411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE # 704
258 GOLDEN GATE PT # 801

1829 WESTRIDGE DR

500 NE 15TH AVE

411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE # 802
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE # 800
25800 NORTHWESTERN HWY # 515
2463 HERONWOOD DR

411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE # 905
PO BOX 9037

411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE #911
4805 BANTRY DR

666 BALDWIN CT

666 BALDWIN CT

1818 ARGOSY CT

32700 BINGHAM LN

411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE # 1000
3171 W SHORE DR

411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE # 725
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE # 729
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE # 829
3803 KAELEAF RD

3755 WALNUT BROOK DR

3467 SUTTON PL

300 SEMINOLE AVE APT 6B || LUGANO CONDO

411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE # 813
5234 BREEZE HILL PL

411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE # 817
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE # 821
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE # 823
5295 MIDDLEBELT RD

BIRMINGHAM
NOVI
BIRMINGHAM
BIRMINGHAM
BIRMINGHAM
BLOOMFIELD HILLS
BIRMINGHAM
BIRMINGHAM
BIRMINGHAM
WEST BLOOMFIELD
BLOOMFIELD HILLS
CHICAGO

ANN ARBOR
BIRMINGHAM
BIRMINGHAM
OXFORD
BINGHAM FARMS
BIRMINGHAM
BIRMINGHAM
BIRMINGHAM
BIRMINGHAM
BIRMINGHAM
BIRMINGHAM
BIRMINGHAM
PALM BEACH
OAKDALE
BIRMINGHAM
FORT LAUDERDALE
BIRMINGHAM
MENLO PARK
BIRMINGHAM
TROY
BIRMINGHAM
SARASOTA
ROCHESTER HILLS
FORT LAUDERDALE
BIRMINGHAM
BIRMINGHAM
SOUTHFIELD
BLOOMFIELD HILLS
BIRMINGHAM
MIRAMAR BEACH
BIRMINGHAM
WEST BLOOMFIELD
BIRMINGHAM
BIRMINGHAM
BLOOMFIELD HILLS
BINGHAM FARMS
BIRMINGHAM
ORCHARD LAKE
BIRMINGHAM
BIRMINGHAM
BIRMINGHAM
LAKE ORION
ROCHESTER HILLS
BLOOMFIELD HILLS
PALM BEACH
BIRMINGHAM
TROY
BIRMINGHAM
BIRMINGHAM
BIRMINGHAM
WEST BLOOMFIELD

MI
Ml
MI
MI
Mi
MI
MI
MI
MI
Ml
Mi

MI
Ml
MI
Ml
MI
Ml
MI
Ml
MI
Ml
MI
Ml
FL
CA
MI
FL
MI
CA
MI
MI
MI
FL
MI
FL
MI
Ml
MI
Ml
MI
FL
MI
Ml
MI
Ml
MI
Ml
MI
MI
MI
Ml
MI
Ml
Mi
MI
FL
MI
Mi
Ml
MI
Ml
Mi

48009
48377
48009
48009
48009
48304
48009
48009
48009
48322
48301
60622
48104
48009
48009
48371
48025
48009
48009
48009
48009
48009
48009
48009
33480
95361
48009
33308
48009
94025
48009
48083
48009
34236
48306
33301
48009
48009
48035
48302
48009
32550
48009
48322
48009
48009
48302
48025
48009
48324
48009
48009
48009
48360
48309
48301
33480
48009
48098
48009
48009
48009
48323
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1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208017
1936208207
1936210003
1936210005
1936253025
1936253026
1936253028
1936253029
1936253030
1936253034
1936253035
1936278012
1936278013
1936278014
1936278017
1936278018

KENNETH M KOROTKIN

JEFF ROBERTS

MARIA N CLEMENTE

CARLOS MAIDAGAN

BIRMINGHAM PLACE REALTY LLC
PONNAPPA PANDIKUTHIRA

CAROL J MITRI

JOSEPH W WRONSKI

CATHERINE M BROZEK REAL ESTATE TRUST
VANDAD RAOFI

NEDA MIRAFZALI

JULIE A WOLFE

BRENDA KNIGHT

ALICE K LEZOTTE TRUSTEE
ALEXANDER PFAU

JANIS E STERLING REVOC TRUST
NISREEN K MURAD

BAVAND HAMIDI

MICHAEL FREZZA

LEE STEINBERG

JORDAN BRODER

JOHN W HOEFFLER REVOC TRUST
CYNTHIA K NEAL

JOLIE GOLDBERG

BIRMINGHAM TOWER PARTNERS LLC
ASSOCIATES OF 555 LTD PARTNERSHIP
MANORWOOD PROPERTIES LLC

GRC ASSETS LLC

WOODWARD & GEORGE LLC

EID PROPERTIES LLC

BITONTI REAL ESTATE LLC

ICG REAL ESTATE COMPANY LLC

690 S OLD WOODWARD LLC
HORMOZ ALIZADEH LLC

GLOBAL REAL ESTATE INVESTMENTS LLC
WOODWARD VIEW LLC
WOODWARD VIEW LLC

BEIER FAMILY REAL ESTATE
PERIMETER PROPERTIES LLC

411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE # 822
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE # 818
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE # 705
3098 RESEARCH DR

411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE # 1024
4215 TOPAZ CT NW

411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE # 1018
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE # 1014
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE # 1012
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE # 1010
310 CORRIE RD

411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE # 1021
11426 N JUSTIN DR

411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE # 511
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE # 611
4212 WOODLANE CT

411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE # 715
31 LARKMEAD

411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE # 812
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE # 810
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE # 808
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE # 804
24100 SORREL CT

411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE # 901
251 E MERRILL ST STE 205

555 S OLD WOODWARD AVE

555 S OLD WOODWARD AVE STE 705

750 S OLD WOODWARD AVE
784 S OLD WOODWARD AVE
588 S OLD WOODWARD AVE
709 ANN ST

500 S OLD WOODWARD AVE
112 PEABODY ST

1416 INWOODS CIR

808 S OLD WOODWARD AVE
251 E MERRILL ST FL 2ND
251 E MERRILL ST FL 2ND
43223 W 12 MILE RD

112 PEABODY ST

BIRMINGHAM
BIRMINGHAM
BIRMINGHAM
ROCHESTER HILLS
BIRMINGHAM
CEDAR RAPIDS
BIRMINGHAM
BIRMINGHAM
BIRMINGHAM
BIRMINGHAM
ANN ARBOR
BIRMINGHAM
MEQUON
BIRMINGHAM
BIRMINGHAM
WESTLAKE VILLAGE
BIRMINGHAM
ALISO VIEJO
BIRMINGHAM
BIRMINGHAM
BIRMINGHAM
BIRMINGHAM
BEAR VALLEY SPRINGS
BIRMINGHAM
BIRMINGHAM
BIRMINGHAM
BIRMINGHAM
BIRMINGHAM
BIRMINGHAM
BIRMINGHAM
BIRMINGHAM
BIRMINGHAM
BIRMINGHAM
BLOOMFIELD HILLS
BIRMINGHAM
BIRMINGHAM
BIRMINGHAM
NOVI
BIRMINGHAM
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February 22, 2022

TO:

RE:

«Name»
«Address»
«City», «State» «Zip»

INd 6€:L¥¥ STOT/61/C1 DSIN AqQ AIATADTY

Property Owners

S. Old Woodward Phase 3 Paving Project
Water & Sewer Lateral Replacement and Street Scape Assessments

Phase three of the City of Birmingham’s downtown infrastructure improvements will take place during the
2022 construction season. Significant work will occur on South Old Woodward between Brown and Landon.
Upgrades to the sidewalk streetscape along with the water and sewer system, and complete street pavement
replacement are planned.

With this letter you are receiving two (2) notifications of public hearings (Hearing of Necessity) scheduled to
occur on Monday, March 14, 2022 at the regularly scheduled City Commission meeting at 7:30 p.m. The
first is to consider a Special Assessment District (SAD) for sidewalk and streetscape upgrades. The second is to
consider an SAD for replacing certain water and sewer laterals to individual properties within the project area.
All property owners in the project area will be assessed for sidewalk and streetscape upgrades. Some, but not
all, will be assessed for water and sewer laterals. The following information will help clarify what is being
assessed for each SAD.

For the first SAD for sidewalks and streetscape, as with previous projects of this nature, it has been the City’s
policy to assess 75% of the streetscape improvements to the properties that share frontage with the
improvements. Improvement items include:

All new concrete and exposed aggregate sidewalks from the building face to the back of curbs.
Removal and replacement of all street trees, including excavation and replacement with approximately
1,000 cu.ft. of specially formulated soil designed to encourage tree growth.

Enlarged, raised planter beds around each new street tree, framed by a 6 inch high exposed aggregate
curb, with irrigation, and professionally designed landscaping.

Granite seating areas where space permits.

Installation of underground electrical system to provide new lighting opportunities for trees along the
sidewalk and in the proposed median.

The cost per property will be assessed as an average cost per linear foot of frontage for the improvements.
The properties with multiple owners will share the cost of the frontage, and the amount will be based on the
square footage of building area owned. The City will bill one-tenth of the assessment (as would be done on

Continuous Page 142



=

other special assessment districts) plus approximately 5% interest annually on the remaining balance, to make(r%
the cost more manageable for the property owners. The City plans to provide an estimate of costs associated [T
with this SAD at the March 14" Hearing of Necessity. =

e
The second SAD is for water and sewer laterals. As previously stated, some but not all property owners in the &
project area will be assessed for water and sewer laterals. Since water and sewer services only benefit oneg‘
property, they are not considered a part of the City’s public system. Therefore, the maintenance and repair of z
the services from the building to the connection at the public main is the responsibility of each individualm
property owner. City policy dictates that these replacements are completed at the property owner’s expense. ™
Only those who qualify as outlined below will have their sewer and/or water service replaced and receive an —
assessment.

The City’s policy outlined in section 114-30 of the city code is to replace any water service that is less than 1
inch in diameter, and outlined in section 114-171 of the city code is to replace any sewer service that is 50 or
more years old, in poor condition, or is made of materials that do not meet city standards (e.g. “Orangeburg”
pipe). Replacement during a road construction project protects the City’s investment in the road by reducing
the chance of failure by a lateral within the right-of-way area.

The actual cost of replacing the section of the water and/or sewer lateral charged to you will vary depending
on the actual location of the City mains, and any other obstacles, such as trees, that are in the way. Property
owners are only charged for the actual length of service replaced if their service qualifies for assessment as
described above.

INd 6¢-Lv-¥ $C0T/61/C

After the work is completed, an invoice will be generated and sent to the property owner of record for the
length of service(s) replaced. Payment in full will be expected within 30 days of receipt. As with the first
assessment, if you are not in a position to pay off the charge in one payment, it can be broken into as many
as 10 annual payments. An annual interest charge on the remaining balance, currently about 5%, will apply. It
is anticipated that property owners will see a total charge of $1,600 to $5,000 for water and/or sewer lateral
work related to this project. Official estimates will be provided at the Hearing for Necessity.

If you have any questions or concerns, please contact the Engineering Office at (248) 530-1850. You have the
opportunity to speak directly to the City Commission at the Public Hearing of Necessity that will be held on
March 14, 2022.

Residents and businesses are encouraged to sign up for the South Old Woodward Reconstruction Phase 3
Constant Contact group at bit.ly/bhamnews to receive updates throughout the project. Learn more about the
project at www.bhamgov.org/oldwoodwardphase3.

Sincerely,

Scott D. Zielinski, P.E.
Assistant City Engineer
szielinski@bhamgov.org
(248)530-1838
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MICHIGAN.COM — Serving the
OBSERVER & ECCENTRIC and HOMETOWN WEEKLY NEWSPAPERS
6200 Metropolitan Pkwy, Sterling Heights, Ml 48312

BE IT MADE KNOWN THAT THE FOLLOWING ADVERTISMENT APPEARED IN:

Publication: Birmingham Eccentric
Placed By: City of Birmingham
Subject: Old Woodward SAD Streetscape
Date of Publication: February 27 & March 6, 2022

% \3/0 hM“C&)(Susan Totoraitis}, being duly sworn, deposes

<@_d,sa45 that the advertising illustrated above/attached was published in the
Birmingham Eccentric Newspaper following date/s/: Feb. 27 & March 6, 2022,

INVOICE number 361430, and as an authorized employee of the Observer and
Eccentric Media, she knows well the facts stated/herein. Cost: $260.64.

STATE OF MICHIGAN

NOTARIZED BY: Q«;’:‘ d'( Xﬁé{//

March 8, 2022

DATED:

Acting in County of Macomb

GINA ANNE HUFF
NOTARY PUBLIC - STATE OF MICHIGAN
COUNTY OF LIVINGSTON

My Commission Expires March 09, 2023
Continuous Page 144
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STATE OF MICHIGAN
COUNTY OF OAKLAND
VILLAGE OF FRANKLIN
32325 Franklin Road, Franklin, Michigan 48025

Village Grass and Noxious Weeds Ordinance
Property Owners and or Parties of Interest:

Notice is hereby given to all persons occupying or owning any property within the Village of
Franklin that pursuant to Chapter 1479.01, as amended in the Village Code of Ordinances,

it shall be the duty of such owners or occupants to keep all grass and weeds cut below a
height of eight (8) inches. If the provisions of the Ordinance are not complied with, the
Village shall cause such grass to be cut. The actual cost of such cutting, plus twenty percent
(20%) for administration charge, shall be charged to and paid by the owner. If necessary,

the Village shall have a lien for the cutting expenses, costs and twenty percent (20%)
administration charge, which lien shall be enforced in the manner prescribed by state law for
the enforcement of tax liens.

Heather Mydloski
Village Clerk

Publish: March 06, 2022 LO-0000361566 3x3

INVITATION TO BID
BID NO. 9941
ERGOTRON LEARN FIT SIT-STAND DESK
TROY SCHOOL DISTRICT

The Troy School District will receive firm, sealed bids for furnishing, delivering, and assembling/
installing new Ergotron Learn Fit Sit-Stand Desks to 12 different locations within the Troy
School District.

Specifications and proposal forms can be obtained online at http://www.troy.k12.mi.us.
From the main page click the “Business Services” tab listed under “Departments”, then click
“Purchasing” and scroll down to locate and access the bid documents.

Your proposal and two copies marked “Bid 9941 Ergotron Desks” must be delivered no
later than 10:00 a.m., Tuesday, March 15, 2022, Troy School District, Services Building/
Technology Department, 4420 Livernois Road, Troy, MI 48098 ATTN: Beth Soggs, Technology
Director, at which time all bids will be publicly opened and read aloud immediately thereafter.
Bid proposals received after this time will not be considered or accepted.

All questions regarding the bid specified, or the bid terms and conditions will be accepted in
writing ONLY and subsequently answered through an addendum to all interested parties.
Questions must be received no later than noon, Wednesday, March 9, 2022, and may be emailed
to: bsoggs@troy.k12.mi.us. At no other time prior to the bid opening will questions/concerns

NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING
CITY OF BIRMINGHAM

PUBLIC HEARING OF NECESSITY
PUBLIC HEARING OF CONFIRMATION

HEARING OF NECESSITY FOR SPECIAL
ASSESSMENT DISTRICT

Monday, Monday, March 14, 2022, 7:30 PM

Municipal Building, 151 Martin, Birmingham, MI 48009

HEARING OF CONFIRMATION FOR SPECIAL
ASSESSMENT DISTRICT

Monday, April 11, 2022, 7:30 PM

Municipal Building, 151 Martin, Birmingham, MI 48009

S. Old Woodward Avenue, from Brown St. to Landon St.

Meeting Date, Time, Location:

Meeting Date, Time, Location:

Project Location:

Nature of Improvement: Construction of sidewalk and streetscape improvements

adjacent to all properties within the project area

City Staff Contact: Scott Zielinski, Assistant City Engineer

szielinski@bhamgov.org, (248)530-1838

be addressed or accepted.

All bidders must provide familial disclosure in compliance with MCL 380.1267 and attach
this information to the bid proposal. The bid proposal will be accompanied by a sworn and
notarized statement disclosing any familial relationship that exists between the owner or any
employee of the bidder and any member of the Troy School Board or the Troy School Districts
Superintendent. Also, a sworn and notarized Affidavit of compliance for the Iran Economic
Sanctions Act certifying the vendor does and will comply with Public Act 517 of 2012 shall
accompany all proposals. Both forms will be enclosed in the specification’s booklet that shall
be used for this purpose. The District will not accept a bid proposal that does not include these
sworn and notarized disclosure statement.

The Troy Board of Education reserves the right to accept or reject any or all bids, either in
whole or in part; to award contract to other than the low bidder; to waive any irregularities
and/or informalities; and in general to make awards in any manner deemed to be in the best
interest of the owner.

Technology Department
Troy School District
4420 Livernois Road
Troy, MI 48098

Publish: March 6, 2022

LO-0000361580 3x6

Notice Requirements: Mail to affected property owners

Publish February 27, 2022 & March 6, 2022
City Clerk’s Office

Approved minutes may be
reviewed at:

Should you have any statement regarding the above, you are invited to attend the meeting in
person or virtually through ZOOM: https://zoom.us/j/655079760 Meeting ID: 655 079 760

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.

Publish February 27 & March 6, 2022 L0-0000361430 3x6

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, Monday, March 14, 2022, 7:30 PM
Municipal Building, 151 Martin, Birmingham, MI
48009
HEARING OF CONFIRMATION FOR SPECIAL
ASSESSMENT DISTRICT
Monday, April 11, 2022, 7:30 PM
Municipal Building, 151 Martin, Birmingham, MI
48009
S. Old Woodward Avenue, from Brown St. to
Landon St.
Replacement and improvement of water and
sewer leads meeting the requirements for
assessment, for all properties within project area
Scott Zielinski, Assistant City Engineer
szielinski@bhamgov.org, (248)530-1838
Mail to affected property owners
Publish February 27, 2022 & March 6, 2022
Approved minutes may be reviewed at: |City Clerk’s Office
Should you have any statement regarding the above, you are invited to attend the meeting
in person or virtually through ZOOM: https://zoom.us/j/655079760 Meeting ID: 655 079
760

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.

Meeting Date, Time, Location:

Project Location:

Nature of Improvement:

City Staff Contact:

Notice Requirements:

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.

Publish: February 27 & March 6, 2022 LO-0000361429 3x6

INVITATION TO BID
BID NO. 9942
AVER DOCUMENT
CAMERAS
TROY SCHOOL DISTRICT

The Troy School District will receive firm, sealed bids for furnishing and delivering new Aver
document cameras.

Specifications and proposal forms can be obtained online at http:/www.troy.k12.mi.us.
From the main page click the “Business Services” tab listed under “Departments”, then click
“Purchasing” and scroll down to locate and access the bid documents.

Your proposal and two copies marked “Bid 9942 Aver Document Cameras” must be
delivered no later than 10:00 a.m., Tuesday, March 15, 2022, Troy School District, Services
Building/Technology Department, 4420 Livernois Road, Troy, MI 48098 ATTN: Beth Soggs,
Technology Director, at which time all bids will be publicly opened and read aloud immediately
thereafter. Bid proposals received after this time will not be considered or accepted.

All questions regarding the bid specified, or the bid terms and conditions will be accepted in
writing ONLY and subsequently answered through an addendum to all interested parties.
Questions must be received no later than noon, Wednesday, March 9, 2022, and may be
emailed to: bsoggs@troy.k12.mi.us. At no other time prior to the bid opening will questions/
concerns be addressed or accepted.

All bidders must provide familial disclosure in compliance with MCL 380.1267 and attach
this information to the bid proposal. The bid proposal will be accompanied by a sworn and
notarized statement disclosing any familial relgtionship that exists between the owner or any
employee of the bidder and any member of thefxoy School Board or the Troy School Districts
Superintendent. Also, a sworn and notarized davit of compliance for the Iran Economic
Sanctions Act certifying the vendor does and will comply with Public Act 517 of 2012 shall
accompany all proposals. Both forms will be entlosed in the specification’s booklet that shall
be used for this purpose. The District will not agpt a bid proposal that does not include these
sworn and notarized disclosure statement.

The Troy Board of Education reserves the ri to accept or reject any or all bids, either in
whole or in part; to award contract to other th&in the low bidder; to waive any irregularities

Ogservir & Eccentric

heomaetownilifa.caom

Find what you need

and/or informalities; and in general to make aWards in any manner deemed to be in the best
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Baldwin Public Library
300 W. My 1 Street
Birmingham;MI 48009
248-6471 700

NOTICE OF PUE.;IC HEARING

Monday, March 21, 2022 at 7:30 p.m.
2022-2023 Budget Hearing

The Baldwin Public Library Board of Directors will hold a public hearing on
Monday, March 21, 2022, at 7:30 p.m., in the Rotary Tribute and Donor Rooms
of the Baldwin Public Library, 300 W. Merrill, Birmingham, MI.
Members of the public may attend in person or via Zoom.

This public hearing is being held to consider the 2022-2023 budget for the Baldwin Public
Library.
The property tax millage rate proposed to be levied to support the
proposed budget will be a subject of this hearing.

Topic: Baldwin Public Library 2022-2023 Budget Hearing
Time: Mar 21, 2022 07:30 PM Eastern Time
The public may participate via Zoom:
Join Zoom Meeting: https:/us02web.zoom.us/j/88033156263
Meeting ID: 880 3315 6263
One tap mobile: +13017158592,,88033156263# US (Washington DC)
+13126266799,,88033156263# US (Chicago)

Public comments may be presented either in person or in writing.

By 5:00 p.m. on Friday, March 18, 2022 you may obtain a copy of the proposed budget by
going to the Library’s website (www.baldwinlib.org), asking at the Library’s Adult Services
Reference Desk (248-554-4650), or contacting Robert Stratton (248-554-4684).

Approved minutes of this hearing may be reviewed on the Library’s website or at its
Business Office.

THIS NOTICE IS GIVEN in accordance with Act 261, 1968 Public Act 267.
DATE POSTED: February 18, 2022

Persons with disabilities that may require assistance for effective participation in this public meeting should contact the
Library at the number (248) 647-1700, or (248) 644-5115 (for the hearing impaired) at least one day before the meeting to
request help in mobility, visual, hearing, or other assistance.

Las personas con incapacidad que requieren algin tipo de ayuda para la participacion en esta sesién publica deben ponerse
en contacto con la oficina del escribano de la biblioteca en el nimero (248) 647-1700 o al (248) 644-5115 (para las personas con
incapacidad auditiva) por lo menos un dia antes de la reunién para solicitar ayuda a la movilidad, visual, auditiva, o de otras
asistencias. (Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964).

Publish: March 6, 2022 LO-0000361443 3x6.5

Osservir & ECCENTRIC



61/21 DSIN Aq AIAIIDHY

SOUTHOLD WUUDWA?D AVE PHASE #3

HEARING OF NECESSI"EY Sidewalks and StreetScape

March 14,2022

*C;iqf%irmé ngham
A Walkable Commrunity
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SPECIAL ASSESSMENT DISTRICTS E;
« Sidewalk & Streetscape Ameni%es (75% assessed)
- Includes concrete sidewalks, lan%scaping planters, irrigation, trees,
plantings, benches, etc. %
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PROJECT GOALS
e Complement Phase 1 & 2

WBIN A9 HAIIDAY

 Reduce vehicle speeds, improve pedestrian

safety

e Improve walkability and safety, intuiti
crossings

e

INd 6€-LY<¥€ST0T/61/C1

e Reduce pedestrian and vehicular conflicts
« Upgrade to be ADA compliant
 Add green space, seating areas, and dining

e Optimize parking, scooters and
bicycles

* Integrate green infrastructure
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RECEIVED by MSC 12/19/2025 4:47:39 PM

EXHIBIT 5
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ANGLO IAFRATE COS';;I/R;’C;Z;) N co. (810 Major STREETS Local STREETS SEWER M. WATER MAINS FIBER OPTIC CONDUIT STREETLIGHTS SIDEWALKS Sidewalk STREETSCAPE SAD BREAKDOWN TOTAL
No. |ITEMS FOR BID QUANTITY UNITS | UNIT PRICE AMOUNT 101-444.001-981.0100 203-449.001-981.0100 202-449.001-9: 203-449.001-981.0100 101-444.001-981.0100 401-901.010-981.0100 101-444.001-981.0100 CITY PORTION 25% SAD PORTION
SEWER PAY ITEMS QUANT AMOUNT QUANT AMOUNT QUANT QNTGUNT QUANT AMOUNT QUANT AMOUNT QUANT AMOUNT QUANT AMOUNT QUANT AMOUNT AMOUNT
1 |30" Combined Sewer, C76, CL-IV, Trench A 1,276 LF $ 240.00 | $ 306,240.00 $ 306,240.00 $ S $ 306,240.00
2 |24" Combined Sewer, C76, CL-IV, Trench A 29 LF $ 283.00 | $ 8,207.00 $ ,207.00 $ S $ 8,207.00
3 |30" Storm Sewer, C76, CL-IV, Trench A 324 LF $ 170.00 | $ 55,080.00 $ }=5,080.00 $ S $ 55,080.00
4 |24" Storm Sewer, C76, CL-IV, Trench A 616 LF $ 137.00 | $ 84,392.00 $ WSBZ.OO $ S $ 84,392.00
5 |21" Storm Sewer, C76, CL-IV, Trench A 390 LF $ 128.00 | $ 49,920.00 $ 49920.00 $ S $ 49,920.00
6 |18" Storm Sewer, C76, CL-IV, Trench A 174 LF $ 98.00 | $ 17,052.00 $ 17,052.00 $ S $ 17,052.00
7 |12" Storm Sewer, C76, CL-IV, Trench A 303 IF |s 66.00 | $ 19,998.00 $ F@SB&OO $ $ $ 19,998.00
8 |10" Storm Sewer, PVC SDR 26, Trench A 24 LF $ 85.00 | $ 2,040.00 $ U o40.00 $ S $ 2,040.00
9 |36" Storm Detention, CMP, Type Il Aluminized, Perforated, Trench per Detail 912 LF $ 205.00 | $ 186,960.00 $ }=126,960.00 $ $ $ 186,960.00
10 |18" Storm Detention, CMP, Type Il Aluminized, Solid-Wall, Trench A 26 LF |s 88.00 | $ 2,288.00 $ \(2288.00 $ $ $ 2,288.00
1 " Diameter Combined Manhole (Construct Online) 3 EA |$ 799500 | $ 23,985.00 $ ?93.98500 $ $ $ 23,985.00
12 Diameter Combined Manhole 4 EA |$ 7,845.00 | $ 31,380.00 $ %,38000 $ S $ 31,380.00
13 |Storm Pre-Treatment Structure, Vortechs 7000, or approved equal 1 EA |$ 4519500 | $ 45,195.00 $ H,195~00 $ $ $ 45,195.00
14 |New 6-0" Diameter Storm Manhole w/ Weir (Construct Online) 1 EA |$ 1243000 |$ 12,430.00 $ ,l\é»43°~°° $ $ $ 12,430.00
15 |New 5-0" Diameter Outlet Control Storm M.H. w/ PVC Restriction Tee & Backflow Prever| 1 EA |$ 5,850.00 | $ 5,850.00 $ 850,00 $ S $ 5,850.00
16 |New 5-0" Diameter Storm Manhole 3 EA |$ 5,055.00 | $ 15,165.00 $ _mlss.oo $ 5 $ 15,165.00
17 |New 4-0" Diameter Storm Manhole 1 EA |$ 340500 (s 3,405.00 $ * 103,405.00 $ s s 3,405.00
18 |New 5-0" Diameter Catch Basin w/ 2' Sump 6 EA |s$ 7,935.00 | $ 47,610.00 $ -'12,510~00 $ S $ 47,610.00
19 Diameter Catch Basin w/ 2' Sump 7 EA |$ 617100 | $ 43,197.00 $ h'!,197~00 $ $ $ 43,197.00
20 Diameter Yard Catch Basin for Bio-Retention Outlet Control (per detail) 1 EA |s 3675008 3,675.00 s (UJe75.00 $ $ s 3,675.00
21 |New 2-0" Diameter Inlet 6 EA |$ 264500 |$ 15,870.00 $ \(M870.00 $ $ $ 15,870.00
22 |New 24" Diameter CMP Riser Manhole 7 EA |$ 1,563.00 | $ 10,941.00 $ %94100 $ S $ 10,941.00
23 |New 12" Diameter PVC Landscape Drain w/ Metal Bee-Hive Grate 7 EA |$ 1,416.00 | $ 9,912.00 $ _5912.00 $ S $ 9,912.00
24 MH 105A 1 LS $ 13,865.00 | $ 13,865.00 $ @,85500 $ S $ 13,865.00
25 |6" Perforated Pipe Underdrain (w/ Trench Detail) 3,900 LF $ 25.00 | $ 97,500.00 $ " 7,500.00 $ $ $ 97,500.00
26 |4" Perforated Pipe Underdrain (w/ Geotextile Sock) 2,650 LF $ 22.00 | $ 58,300.00 $ 58,300.00 $ $ $ 58,300.00
27 |Sewer Tap, 18" 1 EA |$ 2,730.00 | $ 2,730.00 $ 2,730.00 $ 5 $ 2,730.00
28 |Sewer Tap, 12" 1 EA $ 990.00 | $ 990.00 $ 990.00 $ $ $ 990.00
29 |Sewer Tap, 10" 2 EA |s$ 1,960.00 | $ 3,920.00 $ 3,920.00 $ S $ 3,920.00
30 |Sewer Service, 15" PVC SDR 26 37 LF $ 180.00 | $ 6,660.00 $ 6,660.00 $ 5 $ 6,660.00
31 |Sewer Service, 12" PVC SDR 26 37 LF $ 155.00 | $ 5,735.00 $ 5,735.00 $ S $ 5,735.00
32 |Sewer Service, 10" PVC SDR 26 130 LF $ 145.00 | $ 18,850.00 $ 18,850.00 $ S $ 18,850.00
33 |Sewer Service, 8" PVC SDR 26 163 LF $ 135.00 | $ 22,005.00 $ 22,005.00 $ S $ 22,005.00
34 |Sewer Service, 6" PVC SDR 23.5 788 LF $ 145.00 | $ 114,260.00 $ 114,260.00 $ S $ 114,260.00
35 |Sewer Service Tap, 15" 1 EA |s$ 1,015.00 | $ 1,015.00 $ 1,015.00 $ S $ 1,015.00
36 |Sewer Service Tap, 12" 1 EA $ 940.00 | $ 940.00 $ 940.00 $ $ $ 940.00
37 |Sewer Service Tap, 10" 5 EA |$ 1,420.00 | $ 7,100.00 $ 7,100.00 $ 5 $ 7,100.00
38 |Sewer Service Tap, 8" 5 EA |s 875.00 | $ 4,375.00 $ 4,375.00 $ $ $ 4,375.00
39 |Sewer Service Tap, 6" 52 EA |$ 1,065.00 | $ 55,380.00 $ 55,380.00 $ 5 $ 55,380.00
40 [Sewer Service Connection, 8" 5 EA $ 800.00 | $ 4,000.00 S 4,000.00 $ $ $ 4,000.00
41 |Sewer Service Connection, 6" 5 EA $ 800.00 | $ 4,000.00 $ 4,000.00 $ S $ 4,000.00
42 |Sewer Laterals 40 HR $ 225.00 | $ 9,000.00 $ 9,000.00 $ S $ 9,000.00
43 |Modify & Abandon Ex. Sewers in Brown Street 1 LS $ 3503500 | $ 35,035.00 $ 35,035.00 $ S $ 35,035.00
44 Manhole (if and where needed) 80 VF |s 340.00 | $ 27,200.00 $ 27,200.00 $ $ $ 27,200.00
45 |Remove & Replace Structure Cover (as directed by City) 3,200 LB $ 240 |$ 7,680.00 $ 7,680.00 $ $ $ 7,680.00
46 |Remove Ex. Manhole 17 EA |s$ 1,030.00 | $ 17,510.00 $ 17,510.00 $ S $ 17,510.00
47 |Remove Ex. Drainage Structure 12 EA $ 910.00 | $ 10,920.00 $ 10,920.00 $ S $ 10,920.00
48 |Removal and Disposal of C Material, Type 2 100 cy |s 45.00 | $ 4,500.00 $ 4,500.00 $ $ $ 4,500.00
49 |Removal and Disposal of Cy Material, Type 3 100 cy |s 40.00 | $ 4,000.00 $ 4,000.00 $ $ $ 4,000.00
50 |Remove Ex. 30" Sewer 1,265 LF $ 40.00 | $ 50,600.00 $ 50,600.00 $ S $ 50,600.00
51 |Remove Ex. 24" Sewer 60 LF $ 44.00 | $ 2,640.00 $ 2,640.00 $ S $ 2,640.00
52 |Remove Ex. 18" Sewer 50 LF $ 47.00 | $ 2,350.00 $ 2,350.00 $ S $ 2,350.00
53 |Remove Ex. 12" Sewer 470 LF $ 3400 | $ 15,980.00 $ 15,980.00 $ S $ 15,980.00
54 Structure, 24" 1 EA |$ 680.00 | $ 680.00 $ 680.00 $ $ $ 680.00
55 Structure, 12" 5 EA $ 330.00 | § 1,650.00 $ 1,650.00 $ S $ 1,650.00
56 Pipe, 10" 15 EA $ 220.00 | $ 3,300.00 $ 3,300.00 $ S $ 3,300.00
57 Pipe, 8" 15 EA $ 150.00 | $ 2,250.00 $ 2,250.00 $ S $ 2,250.00
58 |CCTV Sewer Inspection 1 LS $ 6,500.00 | $ 6,500.00 $ 6,500.00 $ S $ 6,500.00
SUBTOTAL SEWER PAY ITEMS $ 1,624,212.00 $ 1,624,212.00 $ 1,624,212.00
WATER MAIN PAY ITEMS

59 |12" D.I. CL 54 Water Main w/Polywrap & Zinc Coating, Trench A 115 LF $ 415.00 | $ 47,725.00 $ 47,725.00 $ $ $ 47,725.00
60 |8"D.I. CL 54 Water Main w/Polywrap & Zinc Coating, Trench A 356 LF $ 218.00 | $ 77,608.00 $ 77,608.00 $ $ $ 77,608.00
61 |6"D.I. CL 54 Water Main w/Polywrap & Zinc Coating, Trench A 87 LF $ 248.00 | $ 21,576.00 $ 21,576.00 $ $ $ 21,576.00
62 |Adjust Existing Gate Valve Rim 5 EA |s 348.00 | $ 1,740.00 $ 1,740.00 $ $ $ 1,740.00
63 |Remove Hydrant 5 EA $ 357.00 | $ 1,785.00 $ 1,785.00 $ S $ 1,785.00
64 |Fire Hydrant Assembly, Complete 8 EA |$  4880.00 | $ 39,040.00 $ 39,040.00 $ $ $ 39,040.00
65 |12" Gate Valve & Box 1 EA |$ 3,685.00 | $ 3,685.00 $ 3,685.00 $ S $ 3,685.00
66 |8" Gate Valve & Box 4 EA |$ 2385008 9,540.00 $ 9,540.00 $ $ $ 9,540.00
67 |New Water Service, 8" D.I. CL 54 Water Main w/Polywrap, Trench A 21 LF $ 400.00 | $ 8,400.00 $ 8,400.00 $ $ $ 8,400.00
68 |New Water Service, 1-1/2", Trench A 5 LF $ 495.00 | $ 2,475.00 $ 2,475.00 $ S $ 2,475.00
69 |New Water Service, 1", Trench A 53 LF $ 110.00 | $ 5,830.00 $ 5,830.00 $ S $ 5,830.00
70 |12" Water Main Connection to Ex. 12" Water Main 12 EA |$s 224000 |3 26,880.00 $ 26,880.00 $ $ $ 26,880.00
71 |8" Water Main Connection to Ex. 8" Water Main 3 EA |$ 286000 s 8,580.00 $ 8,580.00 $ $ $ 8,580.00
72 |6" Water Main Connection to Ex. 12" Water Main 4 EA |$ 1,105.00 | $ 4,420.00 $ 4,420.00 $ S $ 4,420.00
73 |6" Water Main Connection to Ex. 6" Water Main 3 EA $ 2,585.00 | $ 7,755.00 9 7,755.00 $ $ $ 7,755.00
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(1]
ANGLO IAFRATE COS';;I/R;’CZ‘:;) N co. (810 Major STREETS Local STREETS SEWER MA@ WATER MAINS FIBER OPTIC CONDUIT STREETLIGHTS SIDEWALKS Sidewalk STREETSCAPE SAD BREAKDOWN TOTAL
(1]
No. |ITEMS FOR BID QUANTITY UNITS | UNIT PRICE AMOUNT 101-444.001-981.0100 203-449.001-981.0100 zaz-us.om-s@a 203-449.001-981.0100 101-444.001-981.0100 401-901.010-981.0100 101-444.001-981.0100 CITY PORTION 25% SAD PORTION
SEWER PAY ITEMS QUANT AMOUNT QUANT AMOUNT QUANT Algﬁ QUANT AMOUNT QUANT AMOUNT QUANT AMOUNT QUANT AMOUNT QUANT AMOUNT AMOUNT
74 |Water Service Connection, 8" 1 EA |$ 1,410.00 | $ 1,410.00 A $ 1,410.00 $ - S - $ 1,410.00
75 |Water Service Connection, 1-1/2" 1 EA |$ 234000 (s 2,340.00 \ $ 2,340.00 $ - S S $ 2,340.00
76 |Water Service Connection, 1" 2 EA |$ 1880008 3,760.00 7 $ 3,760.00 $ - S S $ 3,760.00
77 |Install Curb Stop & Box (Materials Provided by City), 1.5" 1 EA |s 370.00 | $ 370.00 a $ 370.00 $ = 8 - $ 370.00
78 |Install Curb Stop & Box (Materials Provided by City), 1" 2 EA |3 370.00 | $ 740.00 Ul $ 740.00 $ -8 - $ 740.00
79 |Water Shut Off Box Sleeve 2 EA |s 70.00 | $ 140.00 O $ 140.00 $ -8 - $ 140.00
80 |Hydra-Stop, 12" 12 EA |$ 1341000 |$ 160,920.00 L $ 160,920.00 $ =8 = $ 160,920.00
81 |Hydra-Stop, 8" 6 EA |$ 903500 | $ 54,210.00 : $ 54,210.00 $ - $ - $ 54,210.00
82 |Hydra-Stop, 6" 6 EA |$ 853500 |$ 51,210.00 N $ 51,210.00 $ - $ - $ 51,210.00
| 83 |Abandon Water Mains, Entire Project 1 LS $ 19,500.00 | $ 19,500.00 | S 19,500.00 S = $ = $ 19,500.00
SUBTOTAL WATER MAIN PAY ITEMS $ 561,639.00 \O $ 561,639.00 $ - $ = S 561,639.00
A
FIBER CONDUIT PAY ITEMS : $ -8 - $ -
84 |4'x4'x4' Standard Terminator Manhole, Frame & Cover 15 EA |$ 7,500.00 | $ 112,500.00 .\\1 $ 112,500.00 $ - S - $ 112,500.00
85 |4" S-40 PVC Conduit 14,792 LF $ 20.00 | $ 295,840.00 ,l \; $ 295,840.00 $ =8 - $ 295,840.00
86 |4" S-40 PVC Dome Cap 44 EA $ 80.00 | $ 3,520.00 ~ $ 3,520.00 $ - S - $ 3,520.00
87 |4 Conduit Spacer - Base 1,440 EA |s 350 | $ 5,040.00 -b $ 5,040.00 $ -8 - $ 5,040.00
88 |4" Conduit Spacer - 720 EA $ 350 | $ 2,520.00 ° |{ $ 2,520.00 $ - S - $ 2,520.00
89 |24" Cable Rack 120 EA $ 125.00 | $ 15,000.00 -'—‘ $ 15,000.00 $ - S - $ 15,000.00
90 (1) 1-1/4" SDR-11 Innerduct 3,602 LF $ 425 |$ 15,308.50 .\.. $ 15,308.50 $ - $ - $ 15,308.50
91 (1) 1" SDR-11 Innerduct 3,602 LF $ 4.00 | $ 14,408.00 [0S $ 14,408.00 $ - $ - $ 14,408.00
92 |1.64" (7) Way Microduct 3,602 LF $ 10.00 | $ 36,020.00 @ $ 36,020.00 $ = $ = $ 36,020.00
93 |#14 AWG Tracer Wire 3,602 LF |s 1.00 | $ 3,602.00 [a— $ 3,602.00 $ - $ = S 3,602.00
SUBTOTAL FIBER CONDUIT PAY [TEMS $ 503,758.50 = $ 503,758.50 $ - $ = S 503,758.50
S s - s - s ,
ELECTRICAL PAY ITEMS $ -8 - $ -
94 |Meter socket single phase 2 EA $ 450.00 | $ 900.00 $ 900.00 $ 225.00 $ 675.00 $ 900.00
95 |Meter socket three phase 1 EA $ 575.00 | $ 575.00 $ 575.00 $ 14375 S 431.25 $ 575.00
96 |Cabinet GFI 3 EA |$ 200.00 | $ 600.00 $ 600.00 $ 150.00 $ 450.00 $ 600.00
97 |[Service Cabinet 3 EA $  20,000.00 | $ 60,000.00 $ 60,000.00 $ 15,000.00 $ 45,000.00 $ 60,000.00
98 |[Service Cabinet Foundation 3 EA $ 5,500.00 | $ 16,500.00 $ 16,500.00 $ 4,125.00 $ 12,375.00 $ 16,500.00
99 |Circuit Breaker Panelboard 120V/208V-3PH 1 EA $ 3,500.00 | $ 3,500.00 $ 3,500.00 $ 875.00 $ 2,625.00 $ 3,500.00
100 |Circuit Breaker Panelboard 120V/240V-1PH 2 EA $ 3,500.00 | $ 7,000.00 $ 7,000.00 $ 1,750.00 $ 5,250.00 $ 7,000.00
101 |Control Contactor 3 EA |s$ 2,500.00 | $ 7,500.00 $ 7,500.00 $ 1,875.00 $ 5,625.00 $ 7,500.00
102 [300 W Heater 6 EA $ 650.00 | $ 3,900.00 $ 3,900.00 $ 975.00 $ 2,925.00 $ 3,900.00
103 | Thermostat 3 EA |$ 150.00 | $ 450.00 $ 450.00 $ 11250 $ 337.50 $ 450.00
104 |Transient ion TVSS 3 EA $ 2,000.00 | $ 6,000.00 $ 6,000.00 $ 1,500.00 $ 4,500.00 $ 6,000.00
105 |120V GFCI WP Receptacle 59 EA $ 425.00 | $ 25,075.00 $ 25,075.00 $ 6,268.75 $ 18,806.25 $ 25,075.00
106 |Cable, 600 Volt, 2#12 70 LF $ 250 | $ 175.00 $ 175.00 $ 4375 $ 131.25 $ 175.00
107 |Cable, 600 Volt, 2410 2,520 LF $ 3.50 | $ 8,820.00 $ 8,820.00 $ 2,205.00 $ 6,615.00 $ 8,820.00
108 |Cable, 600 Volt, 3#8 75 LF $ 750 | $ 562.50 $ 562.50 $ 140.63 $ 421.88 $ 562.50
109 |Cable, 600 Volt, 246 365 LF $ 6.00 | $ 2,190.00 $ 2,190.00 $ 547.50 $ 1,642.50 $ 2,190.00
110 |Cable, 600 Volt, 346 2,490 LF $ 9.00 | $ 22,410.00 $ 22,410.00 $ 5602.50 $ 16,807.50 $ 22,410.00
111 |Cable, 600 Volt, 446 200 LF $ 12.00 | $ 2,400.00 $ 2,400.00 $ 600.00 $ 1,800.00 $ 2,400.00
112 |Cable, 600 Volt, 546 425 LF $ 15.00 | $ 6,375.00 $ 6,375.00 $ 159375 $ 4,781.25 $ 6,375.00
113 | Cable, 600 Volt,# 12 ground 70 LF $ 125 |8 87.50 $ 87.50 $ 2188 $ 65.63 $ 87.50
114 |Cable, 600 Volt,# 10 ground 2,525 LF $ 175|$ 4,418.75 $ 4,418.75 $ 1,10469 $ 3,314.06 $ 4,418.75
115 |Cable, 600 Volt,# 8 ground 435 LF $ 250 | $ 1,087.50 $ 1,087.50 $ 27188 S 815.63 $ 1,087.50
116 |Cable, 600 Volt,# 6 ground 3,110 LF $ 3.00 | $ 9,330.00 $ 9,330.00 $ 233250 $ 6,997.50 $ 9,330.00
117 |Conduit, EMT, 0.5 inch 70 LF $ 750 | $ 525.00 $ 525.00 $ 131.25 $ 393.75 $ 525.00
118 |Conduit, PVC schedule 80, 0.75 inch 2,480 LF $ 13.00 | $ 32,240.00 $ 32,240.00 $ 8,060.00 $ 24,180.00 $ 32,240.00
119 |Conduit, PVC schedule 80, 1 inch 585 LF $ 18.00 | $ 10,530.00 $ 10,530.00 $ 263250 $ 7,897.50 $ 10,530.00
120 |Conduit, PVC schedule 80, 1.25 inch 2,185 LF $ 20.00 | $ 43,700.00 $ 43,700.00 $ 10,925.00 $ 32,775.00 $ 43,700.00
121 |Conduit, PVC schedule 80, 1.5 inch 605 LF $ 25.00 | $ 15,125.00 $ 15,125.00 $ 3,781.25 $ 11,343.75 $ 15,125.00
122 |Conduit, HDPE, 0.75 inch 45 LF $ 60.00 | $ 2,700.00 $ 2,700.00 $ 675.00 $ 2,025.00 $ 2,700.00
123 |Conduit, HDPE, 1.25 inch 215 LF $ 30.00 | $ 6,450.00 $ 6,450.00 $ 161250 $ 4,837.50 $ 6,450.00
124 |Conduit, HDPE, 1.5 inch 240 LF $ 30.00 | $ 7,200.00 $ 7,200.00 $ 1,800.00 $ 5,400.00 $ 7,200.00
125 |Conduit, HDPE, 2 inch 392 LF $ 35.00 | $ 13,720.00 $ 13,720.00 $ 3,430.00 $ 10,290.00 $ 13,720.00
126 |Conduit, HDPE, 2.5 inch 375 LF $ 36.00 | $ 13,500.00 $ 13,500.00 $ 3375.00 $ 10,125.00 $ 13,500.00
127 |Grade Box GB-1, 8" W x 12" L x 12" D cast iron 3 EA $ 3,700.00 | $ 11,100.00 $ 11,100.00 $ 2,775.00 $ 8,325.00 $ 11,100.00
128 |Grade Box GB-2, 12" W x 14" L x 12" D cast iron 15 EA $ 4,100.00 | $ 61,500.00 $ 61,500.00 $ 15375.00 $ 46,125.00 $ 61,500.00
129 |Ground Rods 4 EA |$ 225.00 | $ 900.00 $ 900.00 $ 22500 $ 675.00 $ 900.00
130 |Underground Warning Tape 6,615 LF $ 050 | $ 3,307.50 $ 3,307.50 $ 82688 $ 2,480.63 $ 3,307.50
131 |Charging Bollards, EV (Future) 2 EA |s 3,500.00 | $ 7,000.00 $ 7,000.00 $ 1,750.00 $ 5,250.00 $ 7,000.00
| 132 |Conduit, HDPE, 4" 1,000 LF $ 35.00 | $ 35,000.00 S 35,000.00 $ 8,750.00 $ 26,250.00 $ 35,000.00
SUBTOTAL ELECTRICAL PAY ITEMS $ 454,353.75 $ 454,353.75 $ 113,588.44  $ 34076531 5 454,353.75 $ 454,353.75
$ - $ - $ -
IRRIGATION PAY ITEMS $ -8 - $ -
133 |Meter Pit 1 EA $ 6,730.00 | $ 6,730.00 $ 6,730.00 $ 1,68250 $ 5,047.50 $ 6,730.00
134 | Sprinkler Assembly 396 EA $ 56.00 | $ 22,176.00 $ 22,176.00 $ 5544.00 $ 16,632.00 $ 22,176.00
135 |Valve Assembly 19 EA $ 225.00 | $ 4,275.00 $ 4,275.00 $ 1,068.75 $ 3,206.25 $ 4,275.00
136 |1-1/2 inch PVC Mainline 2,053 LF $ 9.00 | $ 18,477.00 $ 18,477.00 $ 4619.25 $ 13,857.75 $ 18,477.00
137 [1-1/2 inch P lateral line 906 LF $ 4.80 | $ 4,348.80 $ 4,348.80 $ 1,087.20 $ 3,261.60 $ 4,348.80
138 [1inch P lateral line 9,330 LF $ 190 | $ 17,727.00 $ 17,727.00 $ 443175 $ 13,295.25 $ 17,727.00
139 |C ion Cable - two wire 2,053 LF $ 3.00 | $ 6,159.00 $ 6,159.00 $ 153975 $ 4,619.25 $ 6,159.00
140 |Irrigation Controller 1 EA |$ 450000 |$ 4,500.00 $ 4,500.00 $ 1,125.00 $ 3,375.00 $ 4,500.00
141 |Rain Sensor 1 EA |$ 150.00 | $ 150.00 $ 150.00 $ 3750 $ 112.50 $ 150.00
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ANGLO IAFRATE CONSTRUCTION CO.

(81D

3/21/2022) Major STREETS Local STREETS WATER MAINS FIBER OPTIC CONDUIT STREETLIGHTS SIDEWALKS Sidewalk STREETSCAPE SAD BREAKDOWN TOTAL
No. |ITEMS FOR BID QUANTITY UNITS | UNIT PRICE AMOUNT 101-444.001-981.0100 203-449.001-981.0100 zaz-ug.om-s@a 203-449.001-981.0100 101-444.001-981.0100 401-901.010-981.0100 101-444.001-981.0100 CITY PORTION 25% SAD PORTION
SEWER PAY ITEMS QUANT AMOUNT QUANT AMOUNT QUANT AI&IT QUANT AMOUNT QUANT AMOUNT QUANT AMOUNT QUANT AMOUNT QUANT AMOUNT AMOUNT
142 | Soil Sensor 1 EA |$ 355.00 | $ 355.00 A $ 355.00 $ 8875 $ 266.25 $ 355.00
143 [4" PVC Sleeve 1,800 LF $ 9.30 | $ 16,740.00 i $ 16,740.00 S 4,185.00 $ 12,555.00 $ 16,740.00
144 [2" PVC Sleeve 4,086 LF $ 8.20 | $ 33,505.20 7 $ 33,505.20 S 837630 $ 25,128.90 $ 33,505.20
| 145 |Conduit Stub for Street Light Hanging Basket 54 EA $ 180.00 | $ 9,720.00 ﬁ $ 9,720.00 S 2,430.00 $ 7,290.00 $ 9,720.00
SUBTOTAL IRRIGATION PAY ITEMS $ 144,863.00 $ - $ - s UL = $ 144,863.00 $ 3621575 $ 108,647.25  $ 144,863.00 $ 144,863.00
O $ -8 - $ -
PAVING PAY ITEMS R $ -8 - $ -
146 | Station Grading 20 STA |$ 21,200.00 | $ 424,000.00 $ 424,000.00 ) $ -8 = $ 424,000.00
147 L 640 oy |s 65.00 | $ 41,600.00 s 41,600.00 = $ - s - s 41,600.00
148 |Excavation for Tree Wells 2,270 cy $ 36.00 | $ 81,720.00 | $ 81,720.00 $ 20,430.00 $ 61,290.00 $ 81,720.00
149 |Removing Brick Pavers 400 sy $ 25.00 | $ 10,000.00 \O $ 10,000.00 S 2,500.00 $ 7,500.00 $ 10,000.00
150 |Salvaging & Restoring Brick Pavers on Private Property 490 LF $ 40.00 | $ 19,600.00 h $ 19,600.00 $ 4,900.00 $ 14,700.00 $ 19,600.00
151 |Removing Concrete Sidewalk & Ramp included) 5,580 sy $ 1400 [ $ 78,120.00 z $ 78,120.00 $ 19,530.00 $ 58,590.00 $ 78,120.00
152 |Removing Pavement Full Depth (Curb & Gutter included) 16,055 sy |s 14.60 | $ 234,403.00 $ 234,403.00 .\\1 $ = $ = $ 234,403.00
153 |Cold Milling Asphalt, 2" 93 sy |s 25.00 | $ 2,325.00 $ 2,325.00 ,l \; $ - 8 - $ 2,325.00
154 | Abandon Ex. Landscape Planters South of Brown Street 1 LS $ 4,500.00 | $ 4,500.00 ~ $ 4,500.00 S 1,12500 $ 3,375.00 $ 4,500.00
155 Mixture No. 5EML, 1.5" Surface Course 35 TON |3 350.00 | $ 12,250.00 $ 12,250.00 -b $ - $ - $ 12,250.00
156 Mixture No. 4EML, 2.0" Base/Leveling Courses 132 TON |3 250.00 | $ 33,000.00 $ 33,000.00 ° |{ $ - $ - $ 33,000.00
| 157 |Aggregate Base, MDOT 21AA Limestone, 8" 11,448 sy $ 17.60 | $ 201,484.80 $ 201,484.80 "-‘ $ = $ = $ 201,484.80
158 | Concrete Pavement, Non-reinforced, 7", incl. integral Detail F2 Curb & Gutter (Parking) 2,977 sy |s 63.00 | $ 187,551.00 $ 187,551.00 .o $ -8 - $ 187,551.00
159 |Concrete Pavement, Non-reinforced, 8", incl. integral Detail F2 Curb & Gutter (Old Woodw| 7,620 sy $ 69.00 | $ 525,780.00 $ 525,780.00 (U9) S = $ = $ 525,780.00
160 |Concrete Sidewalk, 4", Scoring Treatment (Includes Integral Curb) 38,680 SF $ 8.00|$ 309,440.00 @ $ 309,440.00 $ 77,360.00 S 232,080.00 $ 309,440.00
161 |Concrete Sidewalk, 6", Scoring Treatment (Includes Ramp) 9,480 SF $ 1000 | $ 94,800.00 [— $ 94,800.00 $ 23,700.00 $ 71,100.00 $ 94,800.00
162 |Concrete Sidewalk, 4", Exposed Aggregate, Scoring Treatment 23,400 SF $ 1025 | $ 239,850.00 ;.: $ 239,850.00 $ 59,962.50 179,887.50 $ 239,850.00
163 |Concrete Sidewalk, 6", Exposed Aggregate, Scoring Treatment 4,550 SF $ 13.00 | $ 59,150.00 S $ 59,150.00 $ 14,787.50 44,362.50 $ 59,150.00
164 |10" Reinforced Concrete Bus Shelter Pad 200 SF $ 24.00 | $ 4,800.00 $ 4,800.00 o S = $ = $ 4,800.00
165 |Handicap Ramp Truncated Domes (per ramp) 742 SF $ 81.00 | $ 60,102.00 $ 60,102.00 $ 1502550 $ 45,076.50 $ 60,102.00
166 |Granite Bollards 9 EA $ 2,700.00 | $ 24,300.00 $ 24,300.00 S 6,075.00 $ 18,225.00 $ 24,300.00
167 |Re-install Granite Bollards at Maple 1 Ls |s$  410000]|$ 4,100.00 $ 4,100.00 | $ 4,100.00 $ 4,100.00
168 |Granite Seatwall on Foundation, Complete 72 LF $ 1,470.00 | $ 105,840.00 $ 105,840.00 $ 26,460.00 $ 79,380.00 $ 105,840.00
169 |Install Salvaged Granite Seatwall on new Foundation 24 LF |s 385.00 | $ 9,240.00 $ 9,240.00 | $ 9,240.00 $ 9,240.00
170 |Bike Rack Hoop 27 EA $ 490.00 | $ 13,230.00 $ 13,230.00 S 3307.50 $ 9,922.50 $ 13,230.00
171 |Concrete Curb & Gutter, 18", MDOT Type F2, Modified 2,096 LF $ 25.00 | $ 52,400.00 $ 52,400.00 $ = $ = $ 52,400.00
172 |Concrete Curb, Exposed Aggregate, 6", Tree Planters 4,247 LF $ 105.00 | $ 445,935.00 $ 445,935.00 $ 111,483.75 $ 334,451.25 $ 445,935.00
173 |Pavement Marking, Polyurea, 4 inch, White 2,480 LF $ 185 |$ 4,588.00 $ 4,588.00 $ = $ = $ 4,588.00
174 |Pavement Marking, Polyureal, 4 inch, Yellow 1,210 LF $ 185 |$ 2,238.50 $ 2,238.50 $ = $ = $ 2,238.50
175 |Pavement Marking, Polyurea, 4 inch, Blue 840 LF |s 165 | $ 1,386.00 $ 1,386.00 $ =08 - $ 1,386.00
176 |Pavement Marking, Polyurea, 24 inch Stop Bar, White 150 LF $ 9.00 | $ 1,350.00 $ 1,350.00 $ = $ = $ 1,350.00
177 |Pavement Marking, Polyurea, 24 inch Crosshatching, White 1,750 LF $ 9.00 | $ 15,750.00 $ 15,750.00 $ = $ = $ 15,750.00
178 |Pavement Marking, Polyurea, Lt Turn Arrow, White 4 EA $ 155.00 | $ 620.00 $ 620.00 $ = $ = $ 620.00
179 |Pavement Marking, Polyurea, Only, White 1 EA $ 155.00 | $ 155.00 $ 155.00 $ = $ = $ 155.00
180 |Recessing Pavt Mkrg, Longit 4,530 LF $ 055 |$ 2,491.50 $ 2,491.50 $ = $ = $ 2,491.50
181 |Recessing Pavt Mkrg, Transv 3,990 SF $ 220|$ 8,778.00 $ 8,778.00 $ = $ = $ 8,778.00
182 |Adjust Structure Cover 12 EA $ 680.00 | $ 8,160.00 4.00 $ 2,720.00 4.00 $ 2,720.00 4.00 2,720.00 $ - $ - $ 8,160.00
183 |Cold Patch 50 TON | $ 315.00 | $ 15,750.00 $ 15,750.00 S = $ = $ 15,750.00
184 | Temporary Sidewalk Aggregate, 21AA 200 cy $ 88.00 | $ 17,600.00 $ 17,600.00 $ 4,400.00 $ 13,200.00 $ 17,600.00
| 185 |Maintenance Aggregate 1 LS $ 19,100.00 | $ 19,100.00 $ 19,100.00 S = $ = $ 19,100.00
SUBTOTAL PAVING PAY [TEMS $ 3,377,487.80 $ 1,746,945.80 $ 47,575.00 $ 2,720.00 2,720.00 $ 1,577,527.00 | $ 13,340.00 $ 394,381.75 1,183,145.25 $ 1,577,527.00 s 3,377,487.80
$ - $ - $ -
LANDSCAPE PAY ITEMS $ -8 - $ -
186 | Structural Soil Mix (30" depth) 56,148 CFT |s 320 [ $ 179,673.60 $ 179,673.60 $ 4491840 S 134,755.20 $ 179,673.60
187 |Organic Plant Soil Mix - Bioswale Planters (30" depth) 7,287 CFT |s 3.00|$ 21,861.00 $ 21,861.00 $ - S - $ 21,861.00
188 |Organic Plant Soil Mix - Plant Beds (24" depth) 20,008 CFT |s 280 | $ 56,022.40 $ 56,022.40 $ 14,005.60 42,016.80 $ 56,022.40
189 |Organic Plant Soil Mix - Lawn (6" depth) 1,781 CFT |s 340 | $ 6,055.40 $ 6,055.40 $ 1513.85 4,541.55 $ 6,055.40
190 |Bio-Swale Aggregate (Planters and Large Bio-swale) 36 cy $ 56.00 | $ 2,016.00 $ 2,016.00 $ - 9 - $ 2,016.00
191 |Bio-Swale Pea Gravel (4" depth) 8 cy $ 320.00 | $ 2,560.00 $ 2,560.00 $ - 9 - $ 2,560.00
192 |Exposed Aggregate Weir 1 Ls |$ 26,000.00|$ 26,000.00 $ 26,000.00 $ - $ - $ 26,000.00
193 |Native MI Boulders (6-18") and washed stone 7 TON |$  1,070.00 | $ 7,490.00 $ 7,490.00 $ - $ - $ 7,490.00
194 |Lawn Sod (includes fine grading and fertilizer) 396 sy $ 12.00 | $ 4,752.00 $ 4,752.00 $ 1,188.00 $ 3,564.00 $ 4,752.00
195 | Shredded Hardwood Mulch (3" depth) 1,169 sy $ 6.00 | $ 7,014.00 $ 7,014.00 $ 1,753.50 $ 5,260.50 $ 7,014.00
196 |GINKGO BILOBA 'AUTUMN GOLD'; 3"-3.5" CAL. 21 EA $ 956.00 | $ 20,076.00 $ 20,076.00 S 5019.00 $ 15,057.00 $ 20,076.00
197 |LIQUIDAMBAR STYRACIFLUA 'ROTUNDILOBA!, 3"-3.5" CAL. 21 EA $ 832.00 | $ 17,472.00 $ 17,472.00 S 4,368.00 $ 13,104.00 $ 17,472.00
198 |PLATANUS X ACERIFOLIA, 3.5-4" CAL. 17 EA $ 935.00 | $ 15,895.00 $ 15,895.00 S HEEIE 9 11,921.25 $ 15,895.00
199 [TILIA CORDATA 'GREENSPIRE', 3.5-4" CAL. 18 EA $ 950.00 | $ 17,100.00 $ 17,100.00 S 4,275.00 $ 12,825.00 $ 17,100.00
200 [AMELANCHIER X GRANDIFLORA 'BRILLIANCE!, 6' HT. 29 EA $ 593.00 | $ 17,197.00 $ 17,197.00 S 4299.25 $ 12,897.75 $ 17,197.00
201 [CRATAEGUS LAEVIGATA 'CRIMSON CLOUD', 2" CAL. 17 EA $ 724.00 | $ 12,308.00 $ 12,308.00 S 3,077.00 $ 9,231.00 $ 12,308.00
202 [HYDRANGEA PANICULATA 'TARDIVA', #7 CONT. 7 EA $ 445.00 | $ 3,115.00 $ 3,115.00 S 77875 $ 2,336.25 $ 3,115.00
203 [CORNUS STOLONIFERA 'FARROW!', #5 CONT. 145 EA $ 122.00 | $ 17,690.00 $ 17,690.00 S 4,422.50 $ 13,267.50 $ 17,690.00
204 [HYDRANGEA PANICULATA 'LITTLE QUICK FIRE', #5 CONT. 84 EA $ 122.00 | $ 10,248.00 $ 10,248.00 S 2562.00 $ 7,686.00 $ 10,248.00
205 [ILEX GLABRA 'SHAMROCK', #3 CONT. 48 EA $ 91.00 | $ 4,368.00 $ 4,368.00 S 1,092.00 $ 3,276.00 $ 4,368.00
206 [JUNIPERUS HORIZONTALIS 'LIMEGLOW", #3 CONT. 140 EA $ 83.00 | $ 11,620.00 $ 11,620.00 S 2,905.00 $ 8,715.00 $ 11,620.00
207 [JUNIPERUS VIRGINIANA 'GREY OWL', #5 CONT. 102 EA $ 79.00 | $ 8,058.00 $ 8,058.00 S 201450 $ 6,043.50 $ 8,058.00
208 |PINUS MUGO 'HONEYCOMB', #3 CONT. 148 EA $ 113.00 | $ 16,724.00 $ 16,724.00 S 4,181.00 $ 12,543.00 $ 16,724.00
209 [SPIRAEA JAPONICA 'DOUBLE PLAY CANDY CORN', #3 CONT. 36 EA $ 99.00 | $ 3,564.00 $ 3,564.00 S 891.00 $ 2,673.00 $ 3,564.00
210 |ASTER NOVAE-ANGLIAE, #1 CONT. 244 EA $ 29.00 | $ 7,076.00 $ 7,076.00 $ 1,769.00 $ 5,307.00 $ 7,076.00
211 [COREOPSIS VERTICILLATA 'MOONBEAM!, #1 CONT. 250 EA $ 21.00 | $ 5,250.00 $ 5,250.00 S 131250 $ 3,937.50 $ 5,250.00
212 [GERANIUM X 'ROZANNE', #1 CONT. 32 EA $ 36.00 | $ 1,152.00 $ 1,152.00 S 288.00 $ 864.00 $ 1,152.00
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City total cost
% of total SAD items

to a city property
$ 1,260,616.36
38.09%

ANGLO IAFRATE co;;;llkzugz;) N co. (810 Major STREETS Local STREETS WATER MAINS FIBER OPTIC CONDUIT STREETLIGHTS SIDEWALKS Sidewalk STREETSCAPE SAD BREAKDOWN TOTAL
No. |ITEMS FOR BID QUANTITY UNITS | UNIT PRICE AMOUNT 101-444.001-981.0100 203-449.001-981.0100 202-449.001-9@0 203-449.001-981.0100 101-444.001-981.0100 401-901.010-981.0100 101-444.001-981.0100 CITY PORTION 25% SAD PORTION
SEWER PAY ITEMS QUANT AMOUNT QUANT AMOUNT QUANT AI&IT QUANT AMOUNT QUANT AMOUNT QUANT AMOUNT QUANT AMOUNT QUANT AMOUNT AMOUNT
213 |HEMEROCALLIS X 'HAPPY RETURNS, #1 CONT. 288 EA $ 23.00 | $ 6,624.00 LA $ 6,624.00 S 1,656.00 $ 4,968.00 $ 6,624.00
214 [IRIS VERSICOLOR, #2 CONT. 252 EA $ 39.00 | $ 9,828.00 i $ 9,828.00 S 2457.00 $ 7,371.00 $ 9,828.00
215 [LEUCANTHEMUM X SUPERBUM 'SNOW LADY', #1 CONT. 450 EA $ 21.00 | $ 9,450.00 7 $ 9,450.00 S 236250 $ 7,087.50 $ 9,450.00
216 |LIRIOPE MUSCARI 'VARIEGATA', #1 CONT. 757 EA $ 23.00 | $ 17,411.00 ,’A_ $ 17,411.00 S 435275 $ 13,058.25 $ 17,411.00
217 |PHYSOSTEGIA VIRGINIANA, #2 CONT. 88 EA |s 42.00 | $ 3,696.00 Ul $ 3,696.00 $ 92400 $ 2,772.00 $ 3,696.00
218 |RUDBECKIA FULGIDA 'LITTLE GOLDSTAR), #1 CONT. 48 EA $ 35.00 | $ 1,680.00 Q $ 1,680.00 S 42000 $ 1,260.00 $ 1,680.00
219 [SALVIA X SYLVESRIS 'MAY NIGHT', #1 CONT. 32 EA $ 22.00 | $ 704.00 L $ 704.00 $ 176.00 $ 528.00 $ 704.00
220 [CALAMAGROSTIS X ACUTIFLORA 'KARL FOERSTER', #3 CONT. 241 EA $ 62.00 | $ 14,942.00 : $ 14,942.00 S 373550 $ 11,206.50 $ 14,942.00
221 |[CAREX VULPINOIDEA, #1 CONT. 348 EA $ 35.00 | $ 12,180.00 N $ 12,180.00 S 3,045.00 $ 9,135.00 $ 12,180.00
222 |[FESTUCA OVINA 'ELIJAH BLUE', #1 CONT. 144 EA $ 36.00 | $ 5,184.00 | $ 5,184.00 S 1,29.00 $ 3,888.00 $ 5,184.00
223 [JUNCUS TENUIS, #1 CONT. 168 EA $ 35.00 | $ 5,880.00 \O $ 5,880.00 S 1,47000 $ 4,410.00 $ 5,880.00
224 |PENNISETUM ALOPECUROIDES 'LITTLE BUNNY', #2 CONT. 767 EA $ 35.00 | $ 26,845.00 h $ 26,845.00 S 6,711.25 $ 20,133.75 $ 26,845.00
225 |SELSERIA AUTUMNALIS, #1 CONT. 539 EA $ 38.00 | $ 20,482.00 : $ 20,482.00 S 5120.50 $ 15,361.50 $ 20,482.00
226 |NARCISSUS 'ICE FOLLIES', BULB 282 EA |$ 225|$ 634.50 .\\1 $ 634.50 $ 15863 $ 475.88 $ 634.50
227 |NARCISSUS 'KING ALFRED', BULB 282 EA |$ 225|$ 634.50 ,l \; $ 634.50 $ 15863 $ 475.88 $ 634.50
| 228 |[NARCISSUS 'RED DEVON' 282 EA | 225|$ 634.50 = $ 634.50 $ 158.63 $ 475.88 $ 634.50
SUBTOTAL LANDSCAPE PAY ITEMS $ 639,166.90 $ - $ - $ &92700 $ - $ - $ - $ 579,239.90 $ 144,809.98 $ 434,429.93 $ 579,239.90 $ 639,166.90
:& $ -8 - $ -
GENERAL PAY ITEMS $ -8 - $ -
229 | Critical Path Time Schedule 1 s |s 2500000 2500000 026 |3 6,466.20 025 | $ }!,243.79 008 |$ 2,088.93 041 | $ 10,201.08 $ 2,550.27 $ 7,650.81 s 25,000.00
230 (Max. 5% of Bid) 1 Ls $ 500,000.00 | $ 500,000.00 [0S $ 500,000.00 $ 125,000.00 $ 375,000.00 $ 500,000.00
231 |Mobile Field Office s |s 2500000 $ 2500000 | 044 |$ 10,923.43 042 | $ \@sa771| 01 |8 3,528.86 $ = 8 = $ 25,000.00
232 |Water and Sewer Allowance 1 Ls |$ 12500000 | $ 125,000.00 0.50 $ 500.00 0.50 $ 62,500.00 $ - $ - $ 125,000.00
233 | Snow Fencing 1,500 Fo|s 500 | 750000 | 026 |$ 1,939.86 025 | $ j&n.u 008 |$ 626.68 041 | $ 3,060.32 | $ 3,060.32 s 7,500.00
234 | Temporary 6' Tall Chain Link Fencing 775 F|s 1500 | $ 1162500 | 026 | 3,006.78 025 | g»9°3~35 008 |5 971.35 041 |$ 474350 | $ 4,743.50 $ 11,625.00
235 |Screen-wall Repair at #588 S. Old Woodward 1 LS $  28,000.00 | $ 28,000.00 e $ 28,000.00 $ 7,000.00 $ 21,000.00 $ 28,000.00
236 | Stump Grinding 60 HR $ 250.00 | $ 15,000.00 $ 15,000.00 $ 3,750.00 $ 11,250.00 $ 15,000.00
237 | Vibration 1 s |s 8400000 s sa00000| 026 |$ 21,726.42 025 | $ 2097913 | 008 |$ 7,018.82 041 | $ 3427563 | $ 34,275.63 s
238 | Street Light Conduit, 4" PVC Schedule 40, 4' deep 80 LF $ 45.00 | $ 3,600.00 $ 3,600.00 $ = $ = $ 3,600.00
239 |salvage Existing Signs 1 Ls $ 500.00 | $ 500.00 $ 500.00 $ = $ = $ 500.00
240 |New Signs 300 SF $ 1850 | $ 5,550.00 $ 5,550.00 S = $ = $ 5,550.00
241 |Sign Post, U-Channel 456 LF $ 8.00 | $ 3,648.00 $ 3,648.00 S = $ = $ 3,648.00
242 |LED Enhanced Pedestrian Sign & Post (30" W11-2, Solar-Powered) 1 EA |$ 842500 | $ 8,425.00 $ 8,425.00 $ = $ = $ 8,425.00
243 |Plywood Pedestrian Fence 3,200 LF $ 34.00 | $ 108,800.00 $ 108,800.00 | $ 108,800.00 $
244 |Removing Street Light Foundation 45 EA $ 475.00 | $ 21,375.00 $ 21,375.00 $ - $ - $ 21,375.00
245 |Parking Meter Post 57 EA |s 275.00 | $ 15,675.00 $ 15,675.00 | $ 15,675.00 $ 15,675.00
246 |Inlet Filter 32 EA $ 115.00 | $ 3,680.00 $ 3,680.00 $ - S - $ 3,680.00
247 |Inlet Sediment Pit 32 EA $ 240.00 | $ 7,680.00 $ 7,680.00 $ - S - $ 7,680.00
248 |Road Closure Days @ $10,000/Day 150 pavs |s 1000000 | $ 1550000000 | 026 |$ 387,971.79 025 |$ 374,627.37 [ 008 |$ 125,336.10 041 | $ 612,064.74 | $ 612,064.74 s 1,500,000.00
249 | Traffic Maintenance and Control; Days @ $500/Day (Minimum) 150 DAYS |$  2100.00 | $ 315,000.00 0.44 $ 137,635.16 0.42 $ 132,901.15 014 |3 44,463.68 $ -8 - $ 315,000.00
SUBTOTAL GENERAL PAY ITEMS $ 2,815,058.00 $ 587,792.64 $ - $ 623,935.66 246,534.44 $ - $ 24,975.00 $ 1331,82027 $ 778,619.19 $ 138,300.27 $ 414,900.81  $ 1,331,820.27 s 2,815,058.00
$ 4,087,803.92 $ 4,087,803.92 $  10,120,538.95
TOTAL BID: | $ 10,120,538.95 $ 2,334,738.44 $ 47,575.00 $ 2,310,794.66 $ 810,893.44 $ 503,758.50 $ 24,975.00 $ 778,619.19 $ 827,296.18 $ 2,481,888.55 S -8 9,341,919.76 |
City Total
everything but general $ 1,746,945.80 $ 47,575.00 $ 1,686,859.00 B 564,359.00 $ 503,758.50 $ - $ 2,755,983.65 25% of Private Properties $ 7,305,480.95
total for splitting 1,746,945.80 1,686,859.00 564,359.00 2,755,983.65 6,754,147.45
% for split Street,Sew,Wat,Side 0.26 0.25 0.08 0.41 $ 827,296.18 $ 2,481,888.55
% split Street,Sew,Wat 0.44 0.42 0.14 25% Direct City Cost 75% to properties
includes 1.00
could move $ 223,367.00 433320.18
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Birmingham City Commission Minutes
March 14, 2022
Municipal Building, 151 Martin
7:30 p.m.
Vimeo Link: https://vimeo.com/683112653

\ 1. CALL TO ORDER AND PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE \
Therese Longe, Mayor, opened the meeting with the Pledge of Allegiance.

|IL.  ROLL CALL |
Alexandria Bingham, City Clerk, called the roll.

Present: Mayor Longe
Mayor Pro Tem Boutros
Commissioner Baller
Commissioner Haig
Commissioner Host
Commissioner McLain
Commissioner Schafer

INd 6€:L¥¥ STOT/61/C1 DSIN AqQ AIATADTY

Absent: None

Administration: City Manager Markus, City Clerk Bingham, Assistant City Manager Ecker, City
Attorney Kucharek, Consulting City Engineer Surhigh, Assistant City Engineer
Zielinski

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

Announcements

Michigan and Oakland County are at a substantial rate of COVID-19 community transmission. Per
Occupational Safety and Health Administration (OSHA) mask guidance for areas of high or substantial
community transmission levels, and to continue to protect essential government operations and functions,
the city requires masks in City Hall for all employees, and for board and commission members. Masks are
recommended for members of the public who attend city meetings. The City continues to provide KN-95
respirators for all in-person meeting attendees.

Happy Birthday Commissioner Baller
Mohmadyunes Patel - City Engineer Coming to Birmingham

Congresswoman Haley Stevens

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

A. Public Comment — Brad Coulter
a. Additional communication regarding this submitted public comment has been included.
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David Bloom expressed concerns regarding a number of Commissioners’ conduct during and since the 2021
Commission election campaign.

q AIAIHOHY

Brad Coulter summarized the content of his submitted written comments. He expressed support for the<
pending code of conduct and asked that it include any persons and businesses that interact with the Cityz
government.

IS

Samuel Oh expressed concerns about recommended upzoning in the Triangle in the 2040 Master PIanS
draft. He asked that the 2040 Plan maintain the zoning currently recommended for the Triangle in the =
2007 Triangle Plan.

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.

03-069-22 Consent Agenda

INd 6¢-Ly-v $C0T/6

The following items were pulled from the Consent Agenda:
Commissioner Haig: Item H — Advisory Parking Committee Resignation — Sarshar Nasserian

MOTION: Motion by Mayor Pro Tem Boutros, seconded by Commissioner Host:
To approve the Consent Agenda excluding Item H.

ROLL CALL VOTE: Ayes, Mayor Pro Tem Boutros
Commissioner Host
Commissioner McLain
Commissioner Schafer
Mayor Longe
Commissioner Baller
Commissioner Haig

Nays, None
A. Resolution to approve the City Commission meeting revised minutes of February 14, 2022.
B. Resolution to approve the City Commission meeting minutes of February 28, 2022.

C. Resolution to approve the warrant list, including Automated Clearing House payments, dated March
2, 2022, in the amount of $283,691.17.

D. Resolution to approve the warrant list, including Automated Clearing House payments, dated March
9, 2022, in the amount of $1,671,096.82.

E. Resolution to approve a special event permit as requested by the Michigan Parkinson Foundation
to hold the 2022 Parkinson Walk on Saturday, June 18, 2022, 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 leading up to or at the time
of the event.
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F. Resolution to approve a special event permit as requested by the HDSA Michigan Chapter to hold
Yoga in the Park on Saturday, June 18, 2022, 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 leading up to or at the time of the event.

G. Resolution to accept the resignation of Erin Rodenhouse from the Board of Zoning appeals, to
thank her for her service and to direct the City Clerk to begin the process of filling the vacancy.

I. Resolution to accept the resignation of Pierre Yaldo from the Brownfield Redevelopment
Authority, thank him for his service, and to direct the City Clerk to begin the process of filling the
vacancy.

/61/21 DS AQ AAATADTY

J. Resolution to accept the resignation of David Lurie from the Mutli-Modal Transportation Board,g
thank him for his service, and to direct the City Clerk to begin the process of filling the vacancy.

¢¢C

K. Resolution approving a 2-year contract extension (through November 15, 2023) with Birmingham +
Lawn for lawn maintenance services in an amount not to exceed $347,562. In addition, to authorizeﬁ
the Mayor and City Clerk to sign the agreement on behalf of the City. Funding for this project has; ;,
been budgeted for using funds from the following other contractual services accounts: $193,854 in\O
Parks (101-751.000-811.0000), $55,490 in City Properties (101-441.003-811.0000), $13,156 in'™@
Well Sites (591-537.002-811.0000), $15,274 in Local Streets (203-449.003-937.0400), $59,788 in<
Major Streets (202-449.003-937.0400), and $10,000 in Grass/Noxious Weed Enforcement (101-
441.007-811.0000).

03-070-22 (Item H) Advisory Parking Committee Resignation — Sarshar
Nasserian

Commissioner Haig and McLain noted it might be necessary to clarify for board applicants that virtual
attendance is no longer an option for counting as present, counting towards a quorum, or voting.

Mayor Longe asked that Staff make it clear to applicants that attendance in person is now required for
board participation.

MOTION: Motion by Commissioner Haig, seconded by Mayor Pro Tem Boutros:
To accept the resignation of Sarshar Nasserian from the Advisory Parking Committee, thank him for his
service, and to direct the City Clerk to begin the process of filling the vacancy.

VOICE VOTE: Ayes, Commissioner Haig
Mayor Pro Tem Boutros
Commissioner Host
Commissioner McLain
Commissioner Schafer
Mayor Longe
Commissioner Baller

Nays, None

| VI.  UNFINISHED BUSINESS |
None.

| VII. NEW BUSINESS |
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03-071-22 S. Old Woodward Ph. 3 Estimated Project Cost Update

CCE Surhigh presented the item.

q AIAIHOHY

In reply to Commission inquiry, CM Markus noted that the geopolitical context often causes costs to diverge<
from cost estimates. He said those changes do not give him pause in terms of scheduling a hearing of

necessity. He said the Commission’s decision regarding the viability of this project would come after bids v
have been received and reviewed. He noted that the bids would inform Staff and the Commission about ("
how the project might impact the City’s budget, what changes budgetary changes might be required, and 7
what changes might need to be re-engineered within the project. He stated that the project needs to be —
done, that the City always repairs sewer and water when such a project is done, and that it is appropriate \©
to address the streetscape at the same time.

Mayor Pro Tem Boutros noted that delaying the project would likely only increase the costs.

¥ SC0C

Commissioner McLain noted that the S. Old Woodward area is not Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA)ﬁ
compliant, and so it is necessary to redo the street. She said she was glad to be having a transparent Lo
conversation about the increase in costs but remained definite that the project must move forward. She *©
noted that a delay would also negatively impact the business owners in the area, who have to deal withg
uncertainty until the project is complete.

Public Comment

Mr. Bloom recommended that the City undertake a re-engineering of the project now so the project would
not be further delayed if a re-engineering is needed once bids are received. He also asked whether Plante
Moran should revise the City’s five-year forecasts in light of the project’s estimated cost increases.

03-072-22 Public Hearing of Necessity for S. Old Woodward Sidewalk and
Streetscape Special Assessment District

Mayor Longe disclosed that her spouse’s landlord has a property in the proposed special assessment
district (SAD). She reported being advised by the City Attorney that fact did not represent a conflict
of interest.

CA Kucharek confirmed, and said she appreciated the Mayor’s transparency.

The Mayor opened the public hearing at 8:27 p.m.

ACE Zielinski presented the item.

The Mayor noted that the Commission received formal protest of this item on behalf of 555
Residential LLC, 555 Commercial LLC, and Manorwood Properties LLC.

The Mayor closed the public hearing at 8:32 p.m.

MOTION: Motion by Mayor Pro Tem Boutros, seconded by Commissioner Haig:

To adopt a resolution declaring the necessity of the improvement and of the Special Assessment District
with special assessments levied in accordance with benefits against the properties within such assessment
district which has been outlined by parcel number and included in the packet before the Commission on
pages three, four, five, six, and seven. To further approve the detailed plans and estimates of the costs
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prepared by the City Engineer as presented, to prescribe which portion of the costs of such improvements —
will be paid by special assessment upon the property especially benefited, determining that the benefits
received by affected properties and what portion shall be paid by the City, which is 25% paid by the City
and 75% assessed against the properties. Furthermore, the delineating of boundaries of the specialc.
assessment as defined by parcel numbers on pages three, four, five, six, and seven of the Commission<
packet, and to determine the method or formula to be used in making the assessment as provided in the

Commission packet, in section 7B of the March 14, 2022 Commission packet, and furthermore by direction v2
the Manager to prepare a special assessment roll and to present the same to the Commission for(
confirmation, which will be completed at the public hearing on April 11, 2022. Furthermore that the special 3
assessment district will include all properties within the following districts as stated, and that the City —
Commission will meet on Monday, April 11, 2022 at 7:30 p.m. for the purpose of conducting the public\©
hearing to confirm the assessment roll for the sidewalk and street scape improvements adjacent to allt>?
properties within the project area on South Old Woodward Avenue, between Brown Street and Landon o
Street.

ATHOHY

Public Comment

Jason Long, attorney, reiterated his letter on behalf of the 555 Commercial LLC and the 555 Residential
LLC protesting the proposed SAD.

INd 6¢-Lv-v $CO

Jack Reinhardt, managing partner of the 555 and representative for Manorwood Properties LLC, also spoke
against the proposed SAD and aspects of the S. Old Woodward project.

Mark Nickita summarized the lengthy review and study process that went into designing the S. Old
Woodward project and recommended the Commission move forward with both the proposed SAD and the
project as a whole.

Joe Vicari, owner of the Birmingham Pub, said that losing parking will negatively impact businesses in the
S. Old Woodward area and suggested that the Commission delay the project, opining that prices for the
project would likely decrease in a few years.

Mr. Bloom recommended that the City find a way to address Mr. Reinhardt’s concerns given Mr. Reinhardt’s
level of investment in the City.

Mayor Pro Tem Boutros and Commissioners Baller, MclLain, Host, and Haig conceded that the
reconstruction of S. Old Woodward would be uncomfortable for area businesses in the short-term but
would ultimately be beneficial to them in the long-term.

Commissioner McLain noted that the impact of the construction on businesses and their parking was at
least partially mitigated during Phases One and Two of the project, and said those lessons in mitigation
could be replicated on S. Old Woodward in Phase Three.

Mayor Pro Tem Boutros echoed Mr. Nickita’s comments, and added that the City has already gone through
two previous phases in other areas of the City and seen positive results.

Commissioner Baller acknowledged that customers to the S. Old Woodward area may have to walk a bit
farther after the project’s completion, but concurred with Mr. Nickita and Mayor Pro Tem Boutros that the
improved streetscape would benefit both businesses in the area and the community as a whole.

Commissioner Haig said that while he believed the S. Old Woodward project would improve the area for
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businesses and the community, he wished fewer parking spaces could be removed from the S. OIdE
Woodward area. He said he was concerned both about the project potentially increasing parking in the
neighborhoods and the potential need to balance out the loss of parking with a new parking deck.

ddA

Commissioner Schafer summarized the experience of studying this item as a former MuIti-Modalkg
Transportation Board member as far back as Summer 2021. She noted that the S. Old Woodward project

would improve the infrastructure, make the area aesthetically more pleasing, improve the area forwn
pedestrians, and improve the area in terms of accessibility. She agreed with Mayor Pro Tem Boutros and 2
Commissioners Baller, McLain, and Haig that those improvements would also benefit the businesses in the 73
area.

Commissioner Host offered his support for the S. Old Woodward project, noting the planned improvements
in terms of both safety and aesthetics.

v §C0C/61/

Mayor Longe noted that this is not the final decision on this matter. She noted that the improvements in--
infrastructure, pedestrian safety, and accessibility are important. She noted that while costs for the project —
are high now, if more federal infrastructure funding becomes available then prices for the project would L
only increase and may not level off for a decade.

14
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ROLL CALL VOTE: Ayes, Mayor Pro Tem Boutros
Commissioner Haig
Commissioner Host
Commissioner McLain
Commissioner Schafer
Mayor Longe
Commissioner Baller

Nays, None

03-073-22 Public Hearing of Necessity for S Old Woodward Water and Sewer
Special Assessment District

Mayor Longe reiterated her disclosure from the previous item. She opened the public hearing at 9:13
p.m.

ACE Zielinski presented the item.
The Mayor closed the public hearing at 9:15 p.m.

The Mayor noted that the Commission also received formal protest of this item on behalf of 555
Residential LLC, 555 Commercial LLC, and Manorwood Properties LLC.

MOTION: Motion by Mayor Pro Tem Boutros, seconded by Commissioner Schafer:

To declare the necessity to replace the water and sewer lateral for the 10 properties that have been listed
in the March 14, 2022 City Commission packet on pages two and three. Further, approving the detailed
plans and estimates of costs prepared by the City Engineer that can be found in the March 14, 2022 City
Commission packet, 7C, on page four. And further describing the scope of the properties that can be found
on pages four and five. Therefore, prescribing the portion of the costs to be paid by special assessment
will be 100% by the properties listed. Further direction to the Manager to prepare the special assessment
roll that will be completed on Monday, April 11, 2022 for the Commission’s confirmation on the roll.
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ROLL CALL VOTE: Ayes, Commissioner Haig
Mayor Pro Tem Boutros
Commissioner Host
Commissioner McLain
Commissioner Schafer
Mayor Longe
Commissioner Baller

AQ QAAIADTYA

Nays, None

Commission Items for Future Discussion. A motion is required to bring up the item for future
discussion at the next reasonable agenda, no discussion on the topic will happen tonight.

In reply to Commissioner Host, CM Markus said he would offer a suggested action on the topics of social
districts and food trucks to the Commission at its next meeting.

Commission discussion on items from prior meeting

‘ VIII. REMOVED FROM CONSENT AGENDA

INd 6¢-LY-¥ $C0T/61/C1T DOSIN

| IX.

COMMUNICATIONS

A. Eric Wolfe Regarding Rezoning Questions - Staff Responses and Related Communications

| X.

REPORTS |

A. Commissioner Reports

Notice of intention to appoint Housing Board of Appeals

Notice of intention to appoint Brownfield Redevelopment Authority
Notice of intention to appoint Board of Zoning Appeals

Notice of intention to appoint Advisory Parking Committee

Notice of intention to appoint Multi-Modal Transportation Board
Notice of intention to appoint Architectural Review Committee

ounhwnN=

Mayor Longe noted that the nhumber of positions available for appointment should indicate to the Michigan
Legislature that the inability for board members to attend board meetings virtually is an issue.

B. Commissioner Comments

Commissioner Haig expressed dismay regarding two fellow Commissioners’ conduct during and since the
2021 Commission election campaign. He admonished his fellow Commissioners to commit to adhering to
the pending code of conduct and to treating each other with respect.

Commissioner Haig then thanked the Police and Fire Departments for replying to him regarding an inquiry.
He noted he also received a clarification from ACM Ecker regarding a question he had asked about tax
increment financing, but that correspondence was not included in the agenda package. He concluded by
saying that all communications between Commissioners and Staff should be included in the agenda packet,
and not just certain communications.
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Commissioner McLain recommended that Birmingham residents over 50 years of age, who might have —
restricted mobility in the case of an emergency, call the Birmingham Fire Department to learn more about
Knox Boxes.

ddA

Commissioner McLain then recommended the book “Conversations Worth Having: Using Appreciative<
Inquiry to Fuel Productive and Meaningful Engagement”, by Jacqueline M. Stavros, Cheri Torres, David L.
Cooperrider, to help inform the Commission’s and the public’s discourse around developing a code of L2
conduct.

¢l OSIN

Commissioner Host spoke in favor of developing a code of conduct and of clarifying how conflicts of interest —~
are handled. He noted that the focus of each Commissioner should be addressing the issues affecting the \©
community.

c0¢

Commissioner Host clarified that while the City funds Birmingham Public Schools, the operations and "

governance of the school system are completely separate from the Commission.

Ly

Commissioner Baller noted that Michigan campaign finance laws make election financing transparent to >
the community. He continued the Birmingham community includes more than just the City’s residents, that \©
those non-resident community members should not be referred to as ‘outsiders’, and said those non-
resident community members deserve the wider community’s respect. He noted also that residents have
votes in the City, whereas non-residents do not.

Nd

Commissioner Host noted that Mr. Coulter apologized for his statement referencing ‘outsiders’.
Commissioner Host then asked whether it was appropriate to be uncivil to residents, since it is inappropriate
to be uncivil to non-residents.

The Mayor expressed appreciation for all the Commissioner comments, and noted that cross-talk was
discouraged during Commissioner comments.

Commissioner Haig asked if he could make an additional comment since Commissioner Host was permitted
an additional comment.

The Mayor allowed Commissioner Haig to speak again on the basis that the Commissioner said his comment
would be brief.

Commissioner Haig agreed with Commissioner Baller that the perspectives of non-resident community
members are important. He noted that while he and Commissioner Baller have points of disagreement, he
also agrees with Commissioner Baller on many points.

Mayor Longe briefly summarized the meeting she, CM Markus, and ATCM Fairbairn had with General
Counsel Shindo from the Japanese Consulate in Detroit.

Commissioner McLain advised her colleagues to try and handle their disagreements quietly and outside of
Commission time, so that the focus during Commission meetings can be getting the people’s business
done.

Advisory Boards, Committees, Commissions’ Reports and Agendas
Legislation
City Staff

1. 2021 Annual Golf Report

moo
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The Mayor commended DPSD Wood and GOCM Brito on the performance of the City’s golf courses.

2. City Manager Annual Performance Update

AQ QAAIADTYA

CM Markus summarized the item and said he would schedule his performance review for the first
Commission meeting in April.

In reply to Commission inquiry, CM Markus confirmed that the review would be held in closed session and
that his term with the City is scheduled to last through the end of June 2023.

INFORMATION ONLY

XI.

ADJOURN

Mayor Longe adjourned the meeting at 9:37 p.m.

D ditd Byr~

Alexandria Bingham
City Clerk

/wm\/

Laura Eichenhorn
City Transcriptionist
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Birmingham City Commission Minutes
April 11, 2022
Municipal Building, 151 Martin
7:30 p.m.
Vimeo Link: https://vimeo.com/693372436
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\ L. CALL TO ORDER AND PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE \
Therese Longe, Mayor, opened the meeting with the Pledge of Allegiance.
|IL.  ROLL CALL |
Alexandria Bingham, City Clerk, called the roll.
Present: Mayor Longe
Mayor Pro Tem Boutros
Commissioner Baller
Commissioner Haig
Commissioner Host
Commissioner McLain
Commissioner Schafer
Absent: None
Administration: City Manager Markus, City Clerk Bingham, Assistant City Manager Ecker, City
Attorney Kucharek, Consulting City Engineer Surhigh, Deputy Treasurer Todd,
Parking Manager Weingartz, Assistant City Engineer Zielinski
III. PROCLAMATIONS, CONGRATULATORY RESOLUTIONS, AWARDS, APPOINTMENTS,

RESIGNATIONS AND CONFIRMATIONS, ADMINISTRATION OF OATHS, INTRODUCTION OF
GUESTS AND ANNOUNCEMENTS.

Announcements

Per the CDC, COVID-19 Community Level for Oakland County is currently Low. The City continues to
recommend the public wear masks while attending city meetings. These precautions are recommended
while risks for COVID-19 transmission remain from new variants. All City employees, commissioners and
board members must wear a mask while indoors when 6-feet of social distancing cannot be
maintained. The City continues to provide KN-95 respirators for all in-person meeting attendees.

As a reminder, the community is encouraged to submit non-emergency concerns or questions to the city
via the new GovAlert mobile app. The free app is fast and user-friendly. Simply download the app, available
for both iOS and Android devices, and follow the prompts. A short video that explains how to use the app
is available at www.bhamgov.org/govalert.

Happy Birthday Commissioner Schafer

Proclamation Recognizing Armenian Genocide Remembrance Day

Proclamation Condemning Violence and Discrimination
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The City of Birmingham received a grant through Oakland County Parks and Recreation Grant Program —
made possible by the Mileage that was passed by voters in November 2020. The Oakland County Parks
and Recreation (OCPR) Grant Programs were created to assist local communities with planning, preliminary
engineering/design, and construction costs directly related to park improvement and trail projects located
in Oakland County. The City received the maximum award of $100,000 for the Adams Park Development<
Project.

ATHOHY

SN

The Historic Greenwood Cemetery was added to the National Parks Service’s National Underground /)
Railroad to Freedom Network.

04-100-22 To Limit Public Comment to Four Minutes Per Comment

Due to the public’s interest in speaking on the S. Old Woodward topic, Mayor Longe recommended limiting
public comment to four minutes per speaker, for the present meeting only, in order to make sure every
speaker had a chance to be heard. She asked whether her fellow Commissioners concurred.

Both MPT Boutros and Commissioner Host concurred. There was no further Commissioner comment.

MOTION: Motion by MPT Boutros, seconded by Commissioner Host:
To limit public comment, for the sake of the evening’s agenda, to four minutes per speaker per comment.

INd 6¢-Ly-¥ $C0T/61/C1

VOICE VOTE: Ayes, MPT Boutros
Commissioner Host
Commissioner McLain
Commissioner Schafer
Mayor Longe
Commissioner Haig
Commissioner Baller

Nays, None

Mayor Longe asked CC Bingham to keep time for comments, and to raise her hand when a speaker had
30 seconds remaining.

OPEN TO THE PUBLIC FOR MATTERS NOT ON THE AGENDA ‘

State Senator Marshall Bullock introduced himself and stated that due to state redistricting he would now
be Birmingham’s representative in the State Senate. He described his assignments in the senate, his
familiarity with Birmingham, and his commitment to advocating for Birmingham'’s interests.

Oakland County Commissioner Chuck Moss updated the Commission about current events at the county
level.

Dan Marsh, Executive Director of the Birmingham YMCA, updated the Commission on current Birmingham
YMCA programming.

V.

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
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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.

04-101-22 Consent Agenda

AQ QAAIADTYA

The following items were pulled from the Consent Agenda:
Commissioners Haig and Schafer:
Item A — City Commission Minutes of March 28, 2022
Commissioner Haig: Item I — Peabody Street Parking Structure — Emergency Shoring,
Additional Column Investigation and Repair

MOTION: Motion by Commissioner Baller, seconded by MPT Boutros:
To approve the Consent Agenda excluding Items A and I, and with Mayor Longe recusing from voting on
Item G.

ROLL CALL VOTE: Ayes, Commissioner Baller
MPT Boutros
Commissioner Host
Commissioner McLain
Commissioner Schafer
Mayor Longe
Commissioner Haig
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Nays, None

B. Resolution to approve the warrant list, including Automated Clearing House payments, dated March
30, 2022, in the amount of $489,197.83.

C. Resolution to approve the warrant list, including Automated Clearing House payments, dated April
6, 2022, in the amount of $583,776.59.

D. Resolution approving the contract with KLM Landscape for the purchase and planting of 162 trees
for the "2022 Spring Tree Purchase and Plant," for a total project cost not to exceed $70,800.00.
Further, to authorize the Mayor and City Clerk to sign the agreement on behalf of the City. Funds
are available from the following accounts: $17,785.75 from the Local Streets Fund-Forestry Service
Contract account #203-449.005-819.0000, $17,785.75 from the Major Streets Fund-Forestry
Service Contract account #202-449.005-819.0000, $18,614.25 from the Local Streets Fund-
Operating Supplies account #203-449.005-729.0000, and $16,614.25 from the Major Streets Fund-
Operating Supplies account #202-449.005-729.0000 for these services.

E. Resolution to approve the purchase of the larvicide material from Clarke Mosquito Control in the
amount not to exceed $10,772.40. Further, to waive the normal bidding requirements based on the
government regulated pricing for this type of material. Funds for this purchase will come from the
Sewer Fund-Operating Supplies Account #590-536.002-729.0000.

F. Resolution to set a public hearing date of May 9, 2022 to consider the Special Land Use Permit
Amendment, Final Site Plan and Design Review application for 2225 E. 14 Mile — Our Shepherd —
to allow new parking lot landscaping, signage and new covered entries at an existing religious
institution in the R2 zoning district.
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G. Resolution to set a public hearing date of May 9, 2022 to consider the Special Land Use Permit.—
Amendment, Final Site Plan and Design Review application for 220 Merrill — 220 Restaurant — to
allow the addition of a new outdoor dining platform in the Merrill St. right-of-way.

ddA

H. Resolution authorizing the Request for Qualifications for a professional facilitator tog
comprehensively guide the City’s strategic planning process and complete the final strategic pIanz
document.

04-102-22 (Item A) City Commission Minutes of March 28, 2022

Commissioner Schafer stated that it was she, not Commissioner Host, who nominated Mr. Peard to the
Multi-Modal Transportation Board.

Commissioner Haig asked that ‘code enforcement’ be changed to ‘establishments’ at the bottom of page
16.

MOTION: Motion by Commissioner Haig, seconded by Commissioner Schafer:
To approve the City Commission minutes of March 28, 2022.
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VOICE VOTE: Ayes, Commissioner Haig
Commissioner Schafer
Mayor Longe
Commissioner Baller
MPT Boutros
Commissioner Host
Commissioner McLain

Nays, None

04-103-22 (Item I) Peabody Street Parking Structure — Emergency
Shoring, Additional Column Investigation and Repair

In reply to Commissioner Haig, CM Markus and PM Weingartz confirmed that six additional columns in the
Peabody Structure were inspected for defects. The six additional columns did not have the same issues as
the two that needed to be repaired.

CM Markus stated that this work would extend the life of the Peabody Structure.

MOTION: Motion by Commissioner Haig, seconded by Commissioner Host:

To confirm the City Manager’s authorization for the emergency expenditure related to the repair of the
Peabody Street Structure Emergency Shoring, Additional Column Investigation and Repair by Pullman SST
Inc. for a cost not to exceed $235,000.00 to be charged to the Automobile Parking System Fund, Peabody
Parking Structure Capital Outlay Building account #585-538.004-977.0000.

ROLL CALL VOTE: Ayes, Commissioner Haig
Commissioner Host
Commissioner McLain
Commissioner Schafer
Mayor Longe
Commissioner Baller
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MPT Boutros

Nays, None
[VI.  UNFINISHED BUSINESS |
None.
[ VII. NEW BUSINESS |

The Mayor and CA Kucharek summarized for the public the purposes of Items 04-104-22 and 04-105-22.

Mayor Longe also noted that her spouse’s landlord has an additional property, at which her spouse is not
a tenant, within the proposed special assessment district. Upon consultation with the City Attorney, i
determined that this dynamic did not represent a conflict of interest.

=
=
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CA Kucharek concurred with the Mayor.

04-104-22 Resolution for Confirming S.A.D. #897S and S.A.D. #897W - S. Old
Woodward Water & Sewer Lateral Special Assessment

Mayor Longe opened the public hearing at 8:02 p.m.
DT Todd presented the item.

Rick Rattner said a report found that the lateral sewer leads to 555 S. Old Woodward were investigated
and found not to be a part of this assessment. He asked for confirmation from the City.

CM Markus said it was his understanding that Mr. Rattner’s statement was correct, and that the roll would
have to be amended to remove that item.

ACE Zielinski confirmed that the lateral sewer leads to 555 S. Old Woodward were not included in the roll.
The Mayor closed the public hearing at 8:04 p.m.

MOTION: Motion by MPT Boutros, seconded by Commissioner Schafer:
To confirm Special Assessment Rolls 897S and 897W as indicated in the Staff Report.

ROLL CALL VOTE: Ayes, MPT Boutros
Commissioner Schafer
Mayor Longe
Commissioner Baller
Commissioner Haig
Commissioner Host
Commissioner McLain

Nays, None

04-105-22 Public Hearing Confirming SAD #897 — S. Old Woodward Sidewalk and
Streetscape, Phase 3 Project Area
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/61/21 DS AQ AAATADTY

\®)
S

[4

INd 6¢-LY-¥ &



The Mayor opened the public hearing at 8:05 p.m.
DT Todd presented the item.
The Mayor closed the public hearing at 8:06 p.m.

MOTION: Motion by MPT Boutros, seconded by Commissioner Schafer:
To confirm Special Assessment Roll 897 as indicated in the Staff Report.

ROLL CALL VOTE: Ayes, MPT Boutros
Commissioner Schafer
Mayor Longe
Commissioner Baller
Commissioner Haig
Commissioner Host
Commissioner McLain

Nays, None
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04-106-22 South Old Woodward Phase 3 Paving Project — Contract #1-22 (P)
Contract Award

Mayor Longe stated that the Commission received a number of communications regarding this item. She
listed the communications received and stated that those communications were included in the public
record.

ACE Zielinski, ACM Ecker, Brad Strader of MKSK, and Paul Tulikangas of Nowak & Fraus Engineers
presented the item.

CCE Surhigh and ACE Zielinski described the water and sewer updates that occurred in the first two phases
of the project and the water and sewer updates that would occur as part of Phase Three.

In reply to Commissioner Host, ACE Zielinski confirmed that the bidder selected for Phase Three also
completed Phases One and Two.

It was confirmed for Commissioner McLain that both Phases One and Two were completed early.

In reply to MPT Boutros, Mr. Strader confirmed that the lessons learned from Phases One and Two were
being applied in Phase Three.

In reply to Commissioner Haig, Mr. Strader confirmed that the current proposal was the best option for
retaining as many parking spaces as possible. He noted that spaces were also retained by adding the
infrastructure for electric vehicles (EV) without dedicating any spaces to EV charging at this time.

In reply to the Mayor, Mr. Strader confirmed that 17 parking spaces which would have been lost in previous
proposals were added back into the current proposal.

Public Comment
Mayor Longe reminded the public of the four minute limit per speaker per topic.
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Bob Krausmann, resident of and realtor for the 555, Daniel Brown, superintendent of the 555, DanielE
Morrow, realtor for the 555, Molly Barron, commercial tenant of the 555, Cathy Wilson, business owner on <
S. Old Woodward, Jodie Ikoff, commercial tenant of the 555, Michelle Russo, general manager of the 555, @
Blendi Suvaria, operating partner of the Birmingham Pub, and Paul Reagan, resident, expressed concerns
about the proposed removal of parking.

A9

Mr. Krausmann provided the Commission with a copy of his letter which outlined his concerns.

Mr. Brown and Ms. Barron also expressed concern about how the proposed location of the bus stop would
impact pedestrian safety.

0¢/61/C1 OSIN

Ms. Barron said that valet services would likely not ameliorate the parking issue during construction since b2
the majority of clients in the area visit for hourly classes, meaning the previous hour’s clients would all o
need to leave at once while the next hour’s clients are all arriving. U‘

vy

Michael Lane, area business owner, recommended that the City work with concerned S. Old Woodward —
business owners to see what accommodations could be made. %
John Gardner, business tenant of the 555, and Robert Ziegelman, also a business tenant of the 555,2

summarized their joint letter to the Commission.
Jack Reinhardt, management agent for the 555, summarized his letter to the Commission.

Rick Rattner, attorney at 380 N. Old Woodward, and a number of other speakers recommended the bus
stop remain at Bowers, with possible improvements, instead of being moved in front of the 555.

Mark Nickita, resident near S. Old Woodward, commended Staff and the consultants for the project’s public
engagement process and the design of the project. He said the project would immensely improve safety
and walkability in the S. Old Woodward area.

Stuart Sherman, resident, described the thoroughness of public engagement process and concurred with
Mr. Nickita’s comments that the project would improve safety and walkability.

Both Messrs. Nickita and Sherman noted that the design of the project had already been approved and
was not on the evening’s agenda. They both asked the Commission to move the suggested motion.

Cindy Rose, resident near S. Old Woodward, spoke in support of the project.
The Mayor invited Staff to provide clarifying information in reply to some of the concerns raised.

ACE Zielinski clarified that the bus stop would require the removal of two to three parking spaces, not the
six mentioned by some speakers. An additional three to four parking spaces at that intersection will have
to be removed for safety reasons, regardless of the bus stop’s ultimate location.

ACE Zielinski also said he studied parking in the area between 6 a.m. and 8 a.m., which was described by
a number of speakers as one of the two peak parking times. He explained that:
e The parking directly in front of the 555 closest to Frank St. is usually fully occupied during that
time, with the exception of the accessible parking space;
e The parking on the west side of S. Old Woodward closest to Frank is sometimes occupied during
those times, and sometimes not;
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e In front of the southern tower of the 555, 10 to 11 parking spaces are usually unoccupied during —
those times, and across the street from the southern tower of the 555 only one to two parking
spaces are usually occupied during those times; g

e After 8 a.m. 10 spots are usually open in front of the south part of the 555, and 10 spots are usuallyc.
open in front of the north part of the 555; and,

e There was limited-to-no use of the parking south of Haynes, and limited use of the parking on thez
west side of S. Old Woodward.

CM Markus said:
e The project was designed towards improving walkability and safety in the area;
The City will continue to work with businesses in the area to mitigate the impacts of construction;
The project’s design took into account the differences between N. and S. Old Woodward;
The bulk of the parking being removed is due to State and Federal safety standards;
The City continues to work with S. Old Woodward businesses to reduce double driveways to single
driveways which could allow the addition of further on-street parking; '
e Messrs. Nickita and Sherman were correct that this item was about awarding the contract, and not —
about the project’s design;
e The City could always make further changes to the area if necessary once construction is concluded; \O
e The Commission could also direct the City to conduct further study if they determine that there is =
some exceptional need after the contract is awarded; and,
e He recommended that the Commission advance the suggested motion.

MOTION: Motion by Commissioner Baller, seconded by MPT Boutros:
To approve the project budget and award the S. Old Woodward Phase 3 Paving Project #1-22 (P) as
presented in the Staff Report.

Commissioner Haig expressed regret that the item was not at a point where possible changes could still
be considered. He also noted that conversations occurred between the Multi-Modal Transportation Board,
consultants, and Staff about the proposed changes, and that the need for the removal of parking was
discussed with the MMTB at that time. He said that while he was not happy about the loss of parking, he
was happy about the significant improvements in safety for the area. He said the project would also result
in aesthetic improvements to the S. Old Woodward area. He stated that while some of the public would
likely appreciate the changes, others would seek to hold the Commission accountable for results they do
not appreciate. He stated that almost half of the current Commission was not yet elected during the design
process, and could not impact the design process as Commissioners. He said that at this point the
Commission had to move the project forward. He said that with the inclusion of his comments he would
support the motion.

Commissioner Baller shared his unreserved support for the project. He thanked the public for sharing their
opinions, expressed regret that they did not participate in the public engagement process earlier, and
stated that the City put immense effort into soliciting public feedback during the design phase. He said the
project would result in @ much improved S. Old Woodward area and that people would appreciate, and
adjust to, the changes. He suggested that the owners of the 555 consider making some of their parking
available to patrons visiting the 555’s commercial tenants.

Commissioner Host said he supported the motion because of the Commission’s charge to safeguard the

safety of the City’s residents. He stated that while there were some drawbacks to the design, the design
would make S. Old Woodward safer, and that the issue of safety remains paramount.

Continuous Page 174

4 SZOZ/6I/ZI OSIN £ ATADAY

6¢:



HOdd

Commissioner McLain concurred with Commissioner Host that safety remains paramount. She said that.—
she could not imagine that the designers did not consider the safety aspect of the project. She said she
imagined that there would continue to be conversations about how to improve the safety of the area.

ddA

MPT Boutros stated that there was a lengthy design phase, during which as much parking was retained asg
possible. He explained that the water and sewer infrastructure needs to be improved in the S. Old

Woodward area, and that it is appropriate to increase pedestrian safety and walkability as part of thatwn
project. He concurred with Commissioner Baller’s recommendation that the 555 consider offering parking
during the day for the patrons of their commercial tenants. MPT Boutros concluded by offering his support 73
for motion.

0c/61/

Commissioner Schafer concurred with Commissioner Host about the Commission’s responsibility for the 2
safety of Birmingham residents, and added that the Commission has a responsibility to those who visit o
Birmingham as well. She stated that she used to patronize one of the businesses at the 555 and had no "
issue parking south of Haynes and walking half a block. She said that most people will likely greatly- -
appreciate the improvements to the area. She also attested to the lengthy design and study process. She —
thanked the consultants and Staff for their work on the project. She concluded by stating her support for Lo
both the motion and the project as a whole.

Nd 6

Mayor Longe thanked the Commissioners and public for their comments and letters. She stated the
Commission believes it has done its due diligence. She said that while she understood the concerns about
the removal of parking, Mr. Nickita was correct in his comments from October 2021 that the water and
sewer infrastructure could not be replaced without also making changes to the surface of the street.
Consequently, the surface of the road has to be brought into compliance with current safety standards.
She noted that MKSK added 17 parking spaces back during the design phase of the project. She said she
was glad to hear that the City would continue to ask businesses with two driveways to consider removing
one in order to create additional on-street parking. She said she was also glad to hear that the Commission
could always raise additional discussion on the project at a future meeting if necessary. She concluded by
affirming that the motion on the floor is to approve the contract. She asked the Clerk to call the roll.

ROLL CALL VOTE: Ayes, MPT Boutros
Commissioner Host
Commissioner McLain
Commissioner Schafer
Mayor Longe
Commissioner Baller
Commissioner Haig

Nays, None

04-107-22 Request for Closed Session to Discuss a Periodic Personnel Evaluation of
the City Manager

(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.)

MOTION: Motion by Commissioner Host, seconded by MPT Boutros:
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To meet in closed session to discuss the personnel evaluation of the City Manager pursuant to Section 8(a)
of the Open Meetings Act.

ATHOHY
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ROLL CALL VOTE: Ayes, MPT Boutros g

Commissioner Host <

Commissioner McLain z

Commissioner Schafer n

Mayor Longe @

Commissioner Baller o

Commissioner Haig iy

\O

~

Nays, None g

N}

The Commission went into closed session at 10:30 p.m. :2

The Commission reconvened into open session at 11:28 p.m. ﬁ

(P

Commission Items for Future Discussion. A motion is required to bring up the item for future \©

discussion at the next reasonable agenda, no discussion on the topic will happen tonight. E
04-108-22 Further Discussion Regarding the Evening’s Workshop Topic

MOTION: Motion by Commissioner Baller, seconded by Commissioner Haig:

To have a brief discussion regarding the topic of the evening’s workshop.

VOICE VOTE: Ayes, MPT Boutros
Commissioner Host
Commissioner McLain
Commissioner Schafer
Mayor Longe
Commissioner Baller
Commissioner Haig

Nays, None
04-109-22 Downtown Parking
MOTION: Motion by Commissioner Host, seconded by Commissioner Haig:

To consider placing downtown parking on the agenda at the first available opportunity.

In reply to the Mayor, Commissioner Host explained he was looking to clarify what happens in the wake
of the parking assessment district.

Commissioner Baller said he was not supportive of the motion.

In reply to the Mayor, CA Kucharek confirmed that parking is prescribed through the City’s zoning. She
said that further discussion would be inappropriate while a motion was on the table.

VOICE VOTE: Ayes, MPT Boutros
Commissioner Host
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Commissioner Haig

Nays, Commissioner McLain
Commissioner Schafer
Mayor Longe

AQ QAAIADTYA

Commissioner Baller z
nn
Commission discussion on items from prior meeting @
)
| VIII. REMOVED FROM CONSENT AGENDA | =
9
[IX. COMMUNICATIONS =
¥
| X.  REPORTS S
A. Commissioner Reports ﬁ
1. Notice of Intention to Appoint to the Board of Building Trade Appeals R
B. Commissioner Comments \O
.
Commissioner Host said he would like the Commission to increase collaboration by having at least annual Z
joint workshops with the City’s other boards and committees.
Commissioner Host said he hopes noise from Woodward could be lessened as part of the City’s work with
MDOT to improve safety on Woodward.
C. Advisory Boards, Committees, Commissioners’ Reports and Agendas
D. Legislation
E. City Staff
1. 2021 Police Annual Report
The Mayor thanked the Police Department for their work.
INFORMATION ONLY
| XI.  ADJOURN

Mayor Longe adjourned the meeting at 11:28 p.m.

D ditd Byr~

Alexandria Bingham
City Clerk

/wm\/

Laura Eichenhorn
City Transcriptionist
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MEMORANDUM

Planning Division

i?'mmg/m,??z.
N Enrdendde € e mity

DATE: April 22", 2022

TO! Planning Board Members

FROM: Brooks Cowan, Senior Planner

APPROVED: Nicholas Dupuis, Planning Director

SUBIECT: 588 5. Old Woodward -~ Phoenicia — Special Land Use Permit

Amendment, Final Site Plan & Design Review

The subject site, 588 S. Old Woodward - Phoenicia, is currently a single story restaurant with a
Class C Retail — On Premises liquor license. Phoenicia has operated as a restaurant in Birmingham
since 1982. Restaurants operating with a Ciass C license do not have a cap on the amount of
indoor or outdoor seating.

The applicant has submitted a Special Land Use Amendment and Final Site Plan and Design
Review application proposing & 1,381 square foot addition to the rear of the building to
accommodate additional kitchen area and private dining. A new outdoor dining plan is also
proposed to accommodate the new sidewalk of the 5. Old Woodward Phase 3 construction, as
well as some minor changes to the on-site parking lot.

1.0 Land Use and Zoning

1. Existing Land Use — Single story Food & Drink establishment,

2. Zoning ~ B2-B (General Business} and B2 {Downtown Overlay)

3. Summary of Adjacent 1 and Use and Zoning -

MNorth South East West

Existing Land Use | Commercial Commercial Commercial Residential

. ar . R3 (Single
Existing Zoning | B2-B (General | B2-8 (General | 83 (Office - Fa(mih?
l'._)lStﬂCt - Business) - Business) Residential} Residential)
Overlay Zoning

Ds N/A
District D2 D2 /
/

INd 6€:L¥¥ STOT/61/CT DSIN Aq AGATIDH

Continuous Page 178



20

Setback and Height Requirements
there are currently no issues with bulk, height or placement with the Special Land Use
Permit, Final Site Plan/Design Review application submitted.

Screening and Landscaping

1,

Dumpster Screening — New dumpster screening is proposed at the southwest
corner of the proparty. The existing dumpster is a § yard dumpster that Is 7 feet
in helght which Is proposed to be screened by a 7 foot masonry screenwal that
will match the existing building, with painted metal posts and painted verticat
woad boards for the gates, satisfying requirements of Artile 4, Section
4.54{B}(8).

Parking Lot Screening — The parking ot is proposed to be screened from 8. Old
Woodward with 36 inch high Taxus Moon or Hatfield landscaping spaced 18
Inches on center. This is a change from the current masonry screenwall. Artide
4, Section 4.54(C)(3)(d) of the Zoning Ordinance enables the Planning Board to
approve the use of evergreen screening in place of a masonty wall The
Planning Division recomends the Planning Board approve of the
proposed evergreen screening.

The existing 6 foot masonry screenwall on the west side of the property will
continue to screen the parking lot from the residential zone, satisfying parking
lot screening requirements for parking lots adjacent to residential zones of Article
4, Secticn 4.54B){7).

Mechanical Equipment Screening — A new ground transformer is proposed in the
southwest corner of the property which Is screened by the building and the 6
foot rear screenwall. New rooftop mechanical units are proposed which are 10
feet from the southern edge of the roof and have a maximum height of 5.5 feet.
Rooftop mechanical units witl be screened by 8 feet tall painted metal panes to
match the grey stone building color,

Landscaping — The applicant has Indicated additional landscaping surrounding
the building and parking area. As pireviously mentioned, 36 inch high Taxus Moon
or Hatfields will be used to screen three rows of parking from S. Old Woodward.,
Each row of screening fandscaping along S. Old Woodward will be accompanied
With a Frontler Hybrid Elm canopy tree 3 to 3.5 inches in caliper.

The building will retain the northern elevation's existing hydrangea vines on the
wall trellises, The site plan also indicates expanded landscaping along the north
elevation buffering the parking from the building with 120 vinca groundcover
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that are 18 inches off center. A new greenspace is proposed in the northwest
corner of the property with 6 Limelight Hydrangea, $ magic carpet spirea, and a
Green Vase Zelkova canopy tree 3 inches in caliper.

The proposed landscaping species are not on Birmingham’s prohibited
species fist. Also, Article 4, Section 4.20{C)(1) Exceptions excludes properties
in the Downtown Overlay District from having to meet the parking lot
landscaping requirements of Section 4.20(F) and 4.20{F), therefore the
applicant Is not required to provide 5% total parking fot landscaping.

5, Streetscape — The applicant Is not proposing changes to the streetscape at this
time. The S. Old Woodward Phase 3 project provides a number of amenities in
front of the subject space including 2 street lights, 5 planter boxes and 7 new
trees. 3 new bike racks will be installed in the right-of-way at the noitheast
corner of the property.
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4.0 Parking, toading and Circulation

1. Parking — The applicant is proposing an additionat 1,381 square feet for a total
of 4,049 square feet, Food and drink uses in the B2-B zone require 1 parking
space for every 75 square foot, therefore the subject site requires 54
parking spaces,

Phoenicia is proposing 34 parking spaces on-site, therefore requiring an
additional 20 parking spaces. Atticle 4.45(G)(3) Methods of Providing Parking
Facilities enables the parking requirement to be met “ &y the collective provisions
of the required off-street parking for 2 or more buildings or uses, provided that
the total of such off-street parking areas shall not be less than the sum of the
requirements of the varous buildings or uses compurted separately, and the
location of such area meets the requiremnents of subsection (2} of this section,
except as provided in Section 4.45(G)4)...7

The applicant has Indicated a parking lease agreement with the 555 Building for
an additonal 20 parking spaces to satisfy the parking requirement. City staff
have verified that the 555 bullding has an excess of 20 parking spaces to share
which is provided in a parking analysis below. Parking lease agreements are not
required to be recorded on the land titles for all affected properties if there Is an
excess of required parking spaces to be shared.

The applicant has also demonstrated that the property is within 100 feet of the

property in which the parking lease agreement has been entered into upon,
satisfying proximity requirements of Article 4, Section 4.45(G)(2) of the Zoning
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Qrdinance. A breakdown of 555 S. Old Woodward's parking requirement, which
is zoned B3 Office-Residential, and the excess of 20 parking spaces for the
building s included below.

Article 4, Section 4.50(D) Office, Residential and Restaurant Parking enables
reductions from residential and restaurant requirements for properties in the B3
Office-Residential zone stating, “Where there is combined within a single
building, an office use, a residential use, and & commercial restaurant, up to
90% of the parking supplied to meet the requirement for office use may also be
used to meet the requirements for residential use and up to 30% of the
remaining parking requirement for office use may be used to meet the
requirement for the commercial restaurant.”

The residential and restaurant reduction values enabled by Article 4, Section
4.50(D) for the 555 building were calculated as follows:

Office and Reslidential Parking (40% Reduction)

Office Parking 128
Reduction 40%
Total 51* (residential reduction used in final calculations)

Office and Restaurant Parking (30% Reduction)

Remaining Office 77 {128 ~ 51%)
Reduction 30%
Total 23** {restaurant reduction used in final calculations)

The residential and restaurant reduction values for @ mixed use building were
incorporated Into the total parking calculations for the 555 building below:

Resldential

Unit Type Units space f unit Spaces Requlired

Studio 11 1 11

One-Bedroom 33 1 33

Twe-Bedroom 54 1.25 67.5

Total 98 ' 111.5 (112)

Total after shared office parking reduction {112-51*%} 61

Office SF Space / SF Spaces Required
38,250 SF 300 128
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Use SF / Chairs Parking Req., Spaces Required
Retail 21,191 SF 1/300 SF 71
Salons 24 Chairs 2/ chair 48
Fitness 6,392 SF 1/550 SF i2
Total 131
Restaurant SF Space / SF Spaces Required
4,400 SF 1 per 75 SF 5%
Total after shared office parking reduction (59-23**) 36
285 5. Old Woodward Parking Summary
Total Parking Required 356 Spaces
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Total Parking Provided 376 Spaces \O
.

Excess Parking Available 20 Spaces

A parking analysis of all uses in the 555 building incorporated with the parking
reduction due to mixed uses has indicated the site requires 356 parking spaces.
City staff have walked the 555 building’s parking structure and counted 357
parking spaces on-site on two different occasions within the past 12 months
while verifying the property’s parking provisions.

555 5. Old Woodward also gained approval from City Commission on February
11%, 2013 to count 36 on-street parking spaces towards their total requirement,
which currently totals 393 spaces. The S. Old Woodward Phase 3 project reduces
the on-street spaces in front of the 555 bullding to 19 parking spaces which is
the value staff have included in the building’s total provision of parking
calculation. :

City staff conducted site visits to the 555 parking structure on Wednesday
evening, April 20%, 2022 and again on Thursday afternoon, April 21%, 2022. Staff
courtted a total of 101 parked cars in the 555 structure on Wednesday evening
between 5:45 pm to 6:30 pm (28% usage). 120 parked cars were counted
Thursday afterncon between 12:40 pm to 1:00 pm (34% usage). The parking
counts Indicated 256 and 237 avallable parking spaces at these times. Staff
intends to conduct a third parking count during evening dinner hours the
weekend of April 21%-22%, 2022 and will provide count numbers during the
Planning Board meeting Wednesday April 27%, 2022.

The 555 S. Gld Woodward building has 98 residential units and over 30

commercial tenant spaces with a broad range of uses. The 555 building provides
357 parking spaces in its structure at the moment, nearly identical to the total
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amount of on-site parking required per the Zoning Ordinance total of all vses
(356 spaces).

Considering the excess of 20 total parking spaces at the 555 building,
the peak parking demands for Phoenicia, and the amount of available
parking spaces in the 555 building’s parking structure given recent
counts (256-237 spaces), the Planning Division recommends
the Planning Board and City Commission approve the parking
lease agreement between Phoenicia and the 555 building, The
applicant must provide the City with a signed shared parking
agreement for 20 parking spaces, or ohtain a parking varianoe from
the Board of Zoning Appeals,

2. Loading - The subject building is less that 5,000 square feet and therefore is not
required to provide an on-site loading space that Is 40" x 12/ x 14",

3. Vehicular Circulation and Access — Vehicular circulation and access involves a
one-way access drive through the parking lot. The proposed Ingress and egress
access points are proposed to be 10 feet wide and align with the S. Old
Woodward Phase 3 plans where thickened concrete will be provided where
vehicles must drive across,

4, Pedestrian Circulation and Access — A new door Is proposed facing north with an
extended walkway connecting the parking lot to the proposed private dining
area. The main access will remain facing east towards the new sidewalk on 5.
Old Woodward.,

Lighting

The photometric plan indicates 5 Bega LED wall sconce luminaires - four ocated along
the northern elevation and one on the south elevation near the rear door. The wall
sconces will be installed at a height of 12 feet and appear to be full cut-off lights. The
site plan indicates 5 lights on the north elevation wall which is ane more than on the
photometric plan — the applicant will be required to update the photometric plan with
all proposed lights.

Cne pole mounted, fullcut off luminaire at 13 feet in height in the NW comer of the
property is proposed to illuminate the parking lot. The new entrance facing north wiil
glso have a new recessed, 6" open wali wash LED light to illuminate the entrance.

The photometric plan indicates a circulation area of foot candles ranging from 0.1 to
9.5, Article 4.21(F)(2) & 4.21(F)(3) of the Zoning Ordinance requires circulation areas
to have a minimum foot candle level of 0.2 and may not exceed a maximum-to-minimum

oFd
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7.0

ratio of 20:1. The current ratio is 95:1, therefore the applicant must update their
photometric plan to satisfy the foot candie requirements for parking lot circulation areas.

The foot candle fevels along the property line abutting the single family zone to the west
range from 0.1 to 0.5 which is below the 0.6 maximum, therefore satisfying the Zoning
Ordinance requirement for illuminance levels.

The applicant must submit an updated photometric plan with minimum foot
candle levels of 0.2 and a minimum to maximum ratio of 20:1 foot candles for
the parking lot circulation area or obtain a variance from the Board of Zoning

Appeals.
Departmental Reports

1. Engineering Bivision — 5 foot dear sidewalk path must be maintained on sidewalk
between the building and outdoor patic.

2. Department of Public Services ~ Comments will be provided to the Planning
Board by April 27%, 2022,

3. fFire Department — See attachment for Fire Department Comments.

4, Police Department — The Police Depattment has ne concerns at this time.

5, Building Division — The Building Department has no concerns at this time, See
attachment for general comments from the Building Department,

6. Parking Manaqer — The Parking Manager has no concerns at this tima.

Design Review

The applicant is not proposing any changes to the front of the building facing S. Old
Woodward, the windows, planters. And current detailing will remain. All structural
changes are proposed in the rear of the building. The existing indoor seating
arrangement is proposed to have new seating along the southern portion of the
restaurant and have a total of 82 table seats-and 9 bar seats. 14 additional seats are
proposed in the new expansion with a linear skylight above the table. The private dining
area is proposed to be 494 square feet. Two additional indoor bathrooms, kitchen space,
and an employee locker room are proposed to modernize the back of house work area.
The rear expansicn appears to clean up what Is now an uncrganized and aestheticlly
unappealing rear storage area with unscreened dumpsters and a wooden shack in close

proximity to a residential area.

INd 6€:L¥¥ STOT/61/CT DSIN Aq (IE[AIE[C)H-'H
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The northem elevation facing the parking lot will maintain the existing treflises with ivy
and add a new door that connects to the private dining area. The new door s
emphasized with a grey Mankato stone surrounding. A new window is proposed for the
new addition of the private dining area which has a stone header.

The south elevation and west elevation are proposed to continue to be all brick and wil
be painted to match the existing brick color. A rear door will provide access from the
kitchen to dumpster In the back,

Article 4, Section 4,30(B) Window Standards requires building elevations on the ground
floor that do not face a frontage line but contain a public entrance to be no less than
30% dear glazing between 1 and 8 feet above grade. The northern elevation is proposed
to have a public entrance but very minimal glazing and does not appear to satisfy the
window standard requirements. As mentioned previously, the northern elevation is
proposed to maintain the existing hydrangea vines on the trellises for the majority of
the elevation. Artide 4, Section 4.90{E) enables fiexibiility In glazing requirements and
allows the glazing standards to be modified by a majority vote of the Planning Board if
the following conditions are met:

a. The subject property must be in @ zoning district that allows mixed uses;

b. The scale, color, design and quality of materials mut be consistent with the
building and site on which it is focated;

¢. The proposed development must not adversely affect other uses and buildings
in the neighborhood;

d. Glazing above the first story shali not exceed a maxdimum of 70% of the facade
area;

€. Windows shal! be verticle in proportion.

The Planning Division finds that the proposed site plan satisfies the
requirements of Article 4, Section 4.90(E)}(a) through 4.90(E){e) and
recammends that the Planning Board vote to allow Phoenicia’s northern
elevation with a public entrance to have less than 30% clear glazing between
1 and 8 feet,

Qutdoor Dining ) ' :
The applicant is proposing a 36-seat outdoor dining patio directly in front of the tenant

space. The design incorporates approved streetscape plans for the S, Old Woodward
Phase 3 update with an extended sidewalk. Phoenicia’s outdoor dining deck will no
longer be in the street on top of parking spaces across from an intersaction. The dining
area will be buffered from the street by a city planter box with three street trees.

H
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The patio is proposed to exist entirely on public property, therefore the applicant will be
expected to apply for an Outdoor Dining Permit annually and enter into a lease
agreement with the City for the use of public property as & part of that permit.

To define the space, the applicant Is proposing a 42 in. black aluminum perimeter railing
with dircular detailing around all sides with an opening on the west side. Four grey
aluminum planter boxes are proposed also proposed along the sidewalk on the west
side of the outdoor seating space to delineate the area. The specifications for the tables
and chairs indicate metal and wood as per the ordinance requirements. Two Tucci
umbrellas are also proposed above the center tables. One trash recepticie within the
outdoor dining area is proposed.

The applicant has also provided dimensions indicating that a 5 ft. clear path wili be
maintalned bebween the planters along the building frontage and the outdoor dining
area which includes the planter boxes.

Signage
No new signs are proposed, the applicant will maintain the existing sign next to the front
entrance reading “588 Phoenicia”,

Required Attachments

Submitted | Not Submitted | Not Required

Existing Conditions Plan

Detailed and Scaled Site Plan

Certified Land Survey

Interior Floor Plans

Landscape Plan

Photometric Plan

Colored Elevations

Material Specification Sheets

Materia! Samples

RiJRRRNO PR R
Oi® O 0i0|oiojo/nlo
Qi0|aD|0|®|o|ojo| g

Site & Aeria! Photographs

Approval Criteria
In accordance with Article 7, section 7.27 of the Zoning Ordinance, the proposed pians
for development must meet the following conditions:

(1) The location, size and height of the building, walls and fences shall be such that
there is adequate landscaped open space so as to provide light, air and access
to the persons occupying the structure,
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{2} The location, size and height of the building, walls and fences shall be such that
there will be no interference with adequate light, air and access to adjacent lands
and buildings.

{3) The location, size and height of the building, walls and fences shall be such that
they will not hinder the reasonable development of adjoining property nor
diminish the value thereof.

{4) The site plan, and its relation to streets, driveways and sidewalks, shall be such
as to not interfere with or he hazardous to vehicufar and pedestrian traffic.

(5) The proposed development will be compatible with other uses and buiidings in
the neighborhood and will not be contrary to the spirit and purpose of this
chapter,

{6) The location, shape and size of required landscaped open space Is such as to
provide adequate open space for the benefit of the inhabitants of the building
and the surrounding neighborhood.

In addition, Article 7, Section 7.26 requires applications for a Special Land Use Permit
to meet the following criteria;

(1} The use is consistent with and will promote the Intent and purpose of this
Zoning Ordinance.

{2} The use will be compatible with adjacent uses of land, the natural
environment, and the capabilities of public services and facilities affected by
the land use.

(3) The use is consistent with the public health, safety and welfare of the city.

{4) The use is in compliance with all other requirements of this Zoning
Ordinance.

{5} The use will rot be injuricus to the surrounding neighborhood.

{6) The use Is in compliance with state and federal statutes.

10.0 Recommendation
Based on a review of the site plan submitted, the Planning Division recommends that
the Planning Board recommend APPROVAL to the City Commission the Special Land
Use and Finaf Site Plan/Design Review application for 588 S. Old Woodward - Phoenicia
— with the following conditions:

1. The applicant submit a signed parking lease agreement for 20 parking spaces
or obtain a variance for required parking spaces from the Board of Zoning
Appeals;

2. The applicant submit an updated photometric plan that satisfies the foot candle
level requirements for parking lot circulation areas;

3. The Planning Board allow evergreen parking lot screening in place of a masoney
screen wall;

(0
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4. The Planning Board allow the glazing standards for the northern elevation with
2 public entrance to be modified; and
5. The applicant comply with the requests of all City Departments,

11.0 Sample Motion Language (Special Land Use Permit)
Motion to recommend APPROVAL to the City Commission the Spedial Land Use Permit
for 588 5. Old Woodward — Phoenicia - subject to the conditions of Finat Site Plan &
Design Review approval.

1. The applicant submit a signed parking lease agreement for 20 parking spaces
or obtain a variance for required parking spaces from the Board of Zoning
Appeals;

2. The applicant submit an updated photometric plan that satisfies the foot candle
level requirements for parking lot circulation areas;

3, The Planning Board allow evergreen parking ict screening in place of a masonry
streen wall;

4. The Planning Board aliow the glazing standards for the northem elevation with
a public entrance to be modified; and

5. The applicant camply with the requests of all City Departments.,

OR

Motion to POSTPONE the Special Land Use Permit for 588 S. Old Woodward ~
Pheoenida — pending receipt of the following:

L

3.

OR

Motion to recommend DENIAL to the City Commission the Special Land Use Permit for
588 S, Old Woodward - Phoenicia — for the foliowing reasons:

1.

3.

12.0 Sample Motion Language (Final Site Plan & Deslgn Review)

(l
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Mation to recommend APPROVAL to the City Commission the Final Site Plan & Design
Review for 288 S, Old Woodward — Phoenicia — with the fotlowing conditions:

1. The applicant submit a signed parking lease agreement for 20 parking spaces
or obtaln a variance for required parking spaces from the Board of Zoning
Appeals;

2. The appilicant submit an updated photometric plan that satisfies the foot candle
tevel requirements for parking lot circulation areas; _

3. The Planning Board allow evergreen parking fot screening in place of a masonry
screen wall;

4. The Planning Board allow the glazing standards for the northern elevation with
a public entrance to be modified; and

5. The applicant comply with the requests of all City Departments.

OR

Motion to POSTPONE the Final Site Plan & Design Review for 588 S. Old Woodward —
Phoenicia — pending receipt of the following:

1. Theapplicant submit a signed parking lease agreement for 20 parking spaces
or obtain a variance for required parking spaces from the Board of Zoning
Appeals;

2. The applicant submit an updated photometric plan that sabisfies the foot candie
level requirements for parking lot drcuiation areas;

3. The Planning Board allow evergreen parking lot screening in place of a masonry
screen wall;

4. The Planning Board allow the glazing standards for the northern elevation with
a public entrance to be rmodified; and

5. The applicant comply with the requests of all City Departments.,

OR

Motion to recommend the DENIAL to the City Commission the Final Site Plan & Design
Review for 588 S. Old Woodward - Phoenicia ~ for the following reasons:

1.
2.
3.
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CommerclalfIngussrisl Bullding/Section 1 of 1 Parcel Humbar: 09-19-35-21G-00% Frinted on 0641452022
fesc, of Bldg/Section: BLEG L SEC ) T Caleulatof Goit Computat lons 23333
Caleulatar Gocupancy! Resladrants Class; € Quslley: Aversge
Claysa: € ConsCruction Cost Storigs: ) Scory Helght: il Perimcter: ¥§0
Floor Area: 3,364 - Overall Gullding Height: 27
Grosa Bldg Acea: 6 218 High | |Ahove Ave . ! Ave, ]xll.ou
Stories Above Gro: 1 *r Fv Calgulator Cast Data "+ *= Bes= Race {or Upper Floora = 16%.8%
Average Sty Hght : il Quailty: Averaga
Bamnt Wali Hght Heatdl: Pachage Heating & Cooling 1g0| 1100 Weating system: Package Heating i Cooling Cost/iqfc: 1%.20 IRl
Hesth2: Mo Hesting or Cooling oy | Adjuated Squace Foot Coit {or Ypper Flooesr = 185 1%
Depe. Tawle — : 2% Ave. SQFT/Stocy: 3304
tlactive Age : & - 5gEt ¥i . 315
Efte 9 : AVe. Pagjaztes: 360 totel Floor Aren: 1,104 Baac Coat Mew of Upper Floors # 611,71
fhyalcal tGood: 61 Has Elsvators:
func. WGcod @ 0 3,307 $9.ft. of Sprinkiers & 5.1). Cost Haw = 16,965
Economis Good: 10O ser pasement Intfo *r-
017 [¥eat Butll Areo: Reproductlion/Replacesient Coast = £28, 700
Rempdeied Pecimeter: Eef. Age:® Phy, tGpod/Abnz . Phy. / func. /€con, fOversll 1Good: 8% FlOO/T6 /100/58.1
Type: Total Deprecletod Cosg = J65, 275
21|0verall Bldg Heat: Hot Water, Radlant Floor
Hefght ECF [£.L.F. Table CRY) 1.840 »> TCV of Bldg: ! = 672,105
Frrrtrn ares 1he + Merzaning Info * Replacement Coar/Flooc Areas= 150,28 E3t. TCW/Floor Ares= 141,42
L5Y FLOOA FUNCTIOMAL Type ,!:
A5 FOA LAYQUT Area 421
Type 02+
* Sprinkler Info *
Area: 1307
Type: Average P
11! Excavation/Site Prep: {1 Interior: {141 Elccrric &nd Lighting: {131 Hiscellanzous
{2} Foundatien: FogLlingy {8y Flumbing: i A i )
: rrures:
X |[Foured Conc I IB:I:HS(oMI IBI.ch: THany Average Few — .O_lft._i:.:- : 1
Above Ave. Typical Hone Few t Egw
Average H Averige
Toral Fistuxes Urinala Kany i Many
(31 Frame: I-flece Baths Wash Bowla Unfinizhad : uUntynished
Z-flace Bathy Water Henu;s Typhzal typleal
$howee Stalls Haah Tountaind
Joilees WaTsr SoftERers flex L{ondulc Incandascent
Rlgtd Conduit Tluorescent
4} floor STructure: Azmored Cabie Hercury 143) Exteclor Hall:
|#on-Hezatic Sgdiva Yapor -
19) Sprinkliers: I'B“’ buct .T"“,:-QW“ Thicknosa Bsmnt Insul.
(1)) Ronf SCCucture: Slope=Q
t4] Floor Cowver:

710} Heating and Cuoling:

Caa Coal Hand Slred
oil SCoker Bolifer

[{7] Ce-ili.nq:

*r* Infotoacion hernin

decmed relisble but not guaranteadt ™~

{1t} Roof Caver:
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Commecelalsindurceis! Gullding/Section 2 of I darcel Mumber: O4-1%-16+210-00% frinted on 051872021
Dexc. of Bjldg/Scction: DLOG L SEC 2 ceees Cnlcula:of Lost Computations EES 8]
Calculator QOccupsncy: Reitaursniy Clasa: C Quality: Awerage
Classt; £ CORSCEuUCLion Lot Storiez: | Seery Halghe: 11 Parirecert 192
Floor Area: 1,%4) - _ Querall Builglog Heighr: 27
Gross Bidg Ares: 6,230 IHiqh ] [Aoove Ave . I [ave. lx ILou
Storles Above Grg: 1 ++ vF rCalculator Cost Data *+ r= fsse Rate for Upper Floora = 1710.43
Averags Sty Hght : 11 Qualicy: Average
firrpt Hall Hght Heacll: Package Heating 1 Cooling 100| ¢19) Heastlng srystenm: Package Kesting & Cobilng Zostfiqfc: 19.86 100k
Heat#2: Ho Mestlng or Cooling oy Adjusced Sgquare Foor Coat f{or Uppar Flooga = 150,55
Depr. Tahle 2% Ava. SqFe/Stary: 1543
Eftectave Age @ 9 Ave. Peripeter: 192 Total Floor Ares: 1,543 Gase Cosr New of Uppar $loors = 91,019
Physlcal iGood: 83 Hay Elevators:
Fune. TGood 0 1,%47 5q.FL. of Sprinkliecs & 5.76. Cost Hew = 4,311
Econonlc 1Good: 100 tet Pasement [pfe "t
[ F014 [¥ear Bullt Area: fRepraduction/Replicoagny Cosc = 302,930
H |Repodeled ferinscer; Eil.Age: 3 Phy. 10ood/ADNT . Phy . /Func. fEcon, fOvecsl)l 1Good: 8] JlAG/70 f100/5%.1
L Tatal Deopreclated Sorp » 176, 003
! Overall 8ldg Heac: No Heating or Cogling
H Helght EZF (E.C.F. Tible QAs) 1,840 > TCV of Bldg: I = 323,044
— . . Replacement Coag/Floor Areas 195,33 Eat. TCV/Flonr Areaw 109.8¢
CormEnt s’ A . Hextanlne Info P
20 FLOOR. FUNCTIGMAL ,;;: "
0B85 FOR LAYOUT Aren 131
Type 12:
* Sprinklec [nfo ¢
Area: 1547
Type: Averaqge -
il Excavations/Sicte Prep; 17} Intarloe: 111} Electric and Lighting: 129} Miscellaneous:
{1} Foundatlon: l IE‘ootlnqs i8) Plumbling: = it Firtur
7 tlete: TR
X [eoured Canc J iﬁtack!S(one[ lalo:k Hany Avezage Tew utlets irta
el - Above Ave. Typical Hone Few Fev
Average Average
Totzl Flatuces Uzlnals Many Hany
{3 Frame: I-Piece Batha Hash Bowls untlnlshed untilntsned
2-Fieco Bathy Hatep Heatera Typlesl Typloel
Shower 5tslls Hash Fountalna N
Toflaty Water Sofbteners Flex Condullt Tntandestent
— Rigid Conduit Flyorascenc . . PO
{i Floor Sryugture; Arpazed Cable Hercury {40} Excerier Wall:
Hon-Hotalle Sogium Yapor T
19+ Sprlnklers: f Buz Bact Transtormar lTth*“°33 lBsant Tnaul.
I Ronf Sriuctuce:  Siope=8
131 Floot Coves:
119} Heating and Cooling:
Gas Cosl gand Fired e a e n
oL Stoker Boiler {14] Roaf {over
18] Celliing:

"+ Inforoation hegxelin desmed rellable but not QuaKanceed™"*
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Cocvezefal/industrlat Building/Section 3 of 3 Parcel Mumber: 08-15-16-210-00% frinted on e&/14s022
Deyz. of Bldglfhectlon: BLDG 1 SEC ) s Calculator Coar Computationy 23>
Calculator Occupiney: RayLsuranta Clasa: € QualLty: Average

Cizasn: ¢ Conacruct ton Colt Ut Srorides: 1 Stacy Height: 11 ferimatar: l62

Fioar hrea: 1,371
Girass Bldg Araa: 6,218
Stories Above Grd: i
Averzge Sty Hghr : 1)
Bamnt Hall Hght

t:ugh ' ]n.bove [XTH F Ihve‘ rKILou

=r *r Calculavor Cost Dats =% **
ualley: Average
Hastll: Package Heating & Couling L]
Heath2: Ko Heating of Cooling [}

Bepzr. Table 3]
Effactive Age &
Physical ¥Cood: 81
Func. tGood F] -}
Econonic tSood: 140

Ave. SqFu/story: 1371
Ave. Parimoter: 162
Has Clevatogs:

v pasement Info

Overall Building Heighet: 32
flase Rate Cor Upper Floors » 167.4%

(i) Heatling system: Package Heatlng & Coocilng Cost/SqFe: 19.49 1041
AdJusted Sguare Foot Cost far Uppee floory » 1%7.04

Toral Floor Agea: 1,371 Base Cost Hew of Upper Flogrs = 296,422
1,311 Sq.fc. of Sprinklers & 5.7E, Cost Hew = 1,897

Reproduction/Replacamont Cosz * 164,315

1

(5} Floor Cover:

7014 [Tear Bkt Area: : H s8.1
. £1{.Age:9 Bhy.iGasd Abnc, Fhy. /Func, fEcon. fOverall tGead: B) F100/30 /100750,
Raaodeled ;;;:Te“‘ Toral Depreclated Cost - 153,515
22|Ooverall Bldg Heat: Mo Heatlag or Coolin
Helght o ? ECY {E.C.F. Table {AS) 1,840 => TCV of dldg: 3 = 282,578
~ Mettanine [nfo * Repiscemene Costffioas Ares= 192.80 Est, TCV/Floor Aceaw 204.11
Commenty:
L :
FUNCTIOMAL 0BS FOR rea #1:
LAYOUT Typa 11:
hrea 12:
Type 122
* Sptrinkier [nle *
Arey: ¥
Type: hverage
i1} ExcavationsSlte Preps [7) Interlor: [LL} £lactric and ilghtlng: 119 Miscallaneous:
12} Foundation: Faotlings {8} Plumbing: ——
SGutlata: Firtures:
% |Pouzed Conc i F}l:kf&:one[ lalock Hany hverage Fow
Above Ave. Typleal Nong Feu Few
Average Average
tozal Fixtures Gcinals Hany Hany
{3} Frame: 3-Plece Biths Wash Bouls Untiniahed URELnd Shed
Zufloce Baths Water Heatels Typical Typical
Shower Stalls Hash Fountalins [_
Toklaty Water Softenecs Flar Conrduic Inzandescenc
Rigid Condult Fluarescent
' i ] Floor Struckurg: o Areared Cable Me oty (401 Exceclor Wall:
Hon=Metalle Sodiun Vapor -
T3T SprinFlerss Bus Dwct : transfornar !Thlckneu i Iaam: Tnaul.

11} Rool Structufe: Slope«d

{10} Heating and Cooling:

Gas Cosl
oL Stoker

16} Calling:

Hand Flced
Boiler

11¢] Roal Cover:

*+* [nforpation hetedn

doamad reliable byt not guarsmiesd'**
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't Information hercin deemed rellable but not guacanceed-n"

Patee]l Warbar: 0B8-19-)6-2)0-00] Jurfsdiction: Ciey of Blrimingham County: ORKLAND Priated on B6/1E52012
Grantor Grantes Sale Sale LT Tecms of Sale Libaz Frent
H Frice Date Type L Page Trany.
335 COMMERCIAL HEW 555 COMMERICAL = 10| 0271072011 | BB-CETATE B 6.0
595 COMMERCIAL BRARC Z(OT-CCS HCODWARD A 1, 150, 000] 1071974610 |OTH F4-T0 LENDING INSTITUTIO |425L8:9%9 0.0
Property Addrexs Class: COMMERCIAL-IMPRCY [Zonmg: B Builglng Farmitia Date [Hymber Statyd
[§§374 OLO WOODWARD AVE Eehool: BIRHINGHAM CLTY SCHOOL DIST Geher T T 0670772021 [BAFB2A-0412 Closed
P.R.5. OV Gehet 0572772023 [0BPE2L-0241 Tlosed
Owher’s Hime/hddreas Ttonly: 7057 Othez T5/13/7071 |0arEzi-0328  [Closed
;:: :E:L?iaiﬁﬁ":iﬁciﬁ’é e TOTF €3¢ 147 16, TAS. 665 TCW/TRA: €8.1d|ather T371172021 (0673210011 |Glosed
SERATUGHAN HT 4B009-E55H X [teproved J !Vacan: Land Valve Extimates foc Land:lbla COH_Land Table COMM Ind Land Rates 2
T T Pubile *+ Fectora
improvemancs peaczlpilon  Frontage Depth front Depth Rate WAdY. Resson Value
EYPTRC YL COMZIND RA Race 3 SBS. 05 4617¢ SgFc 6.03000 100 3,813,238
Taa Deseription Gravel Road 1.04 Togal Acres Tata) Eat, Land Value = 3.97), 180
T2H, RIOE, SEC 36 GAKLAND COUNTY aved Posd
CONDOMIMIUM PLAN NO 1955 THE 45 W !
jeoupo weiv 1 L Jssgqlr u; Eofog~2$1gl ® |, fstorn sever Lend Improvement Coac Eatimsces
209-004 x [sideualy Ocscription Rite Siza U Good Cash Valur
X (Warec Comptrclsl Logal Cost land Ioprovementls
Commencsfinfivences % {Sewex Dezcription Rate Size & Good Arch Mulg Cash Value
11714719 ~ B2 FIAE SOPRESSION « PEA BLOG |X |Flectric FC1-ConcietePaving 5.5 1510 30 100 5,791
GEPT, WORK IS COMPL. EST 1001 FIAC X (Gas Total Escimared Land {mprovements fruae Caan Valve = 5,791
SUPRESSIM AS ADJ 033 X |Curb
03=-19-2019 Reviewved LCF and | of IO S5treet Lighty
Unita Standard Utilitica
11722417 - B$ DEMG ~ REV'G LXT OF BLOG. underground Utlls.
$CR PRIOR HOTE ~ EXT WORK APPEARS TO BE
T L) £
COMPL. MO FURTHER CHGS TO RECORD. CP e e o
hazs b
1241716 KULTIPLE PERKITS - ) &P FOR sEW (X |Lewel
IEXERCISE $TUOIO ON LOMER LEVEL. 21 LL. fAalling
CLOSE THIS B KD CHG. I OYRER BPS FOR Low
ENTIRE REX FACAGE WOAK CNGOING. LEAVE High
THESE OFEM. CK FOA CONPL IN 2017 & TAKE Langscaped
MEW BECS 421 Swpmp
G4/2071% « BF « HEW BLOG. COCKTAIL LOUNGE Wooded
IS NOW 190% ADD SPRINKLERS, HEATING ANOD Pond
COOLING CP 173 Haterfront
12711714 HMEAS UNE BLDG, CALLSDN Comp, CH Ravine ~
2015 42} “:““d Tear Land Bul tding T Razeyscd Board of| Tribunal/ Taxable
10/15/14  AQDH UHOEA COHST, CE FIMAL PASS Flood flala Valne value valus Reviaw Othee value
2
3/3/18 HEW FACADE ON RETATL, HEW SF Who When What 2022 1.%96, 620 %, 196, 210 g, 337,830 3,197, 1100
ADDED TG FRONT OF BARKING, CK LAST PASS 1533 1170472018 Beiiningra]2021 1,549, 700 7,166,456 g, 715, 180 3,080, §60C
The Equalizex. Copyright [e] 139% « 700%.Jozs 09/20/2018 DeskSsierslggag 17924990 T.568,060 T¥. 912,550 - 3,007, 719¢C
L 2 To: M d, Hlch
leensed Toi County sl Oskier Shigsn  [923 11/22/2087 eutleingPe oy 17576 <0 5,840, 760] &, 965, 250 2.981,250¢
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Commercial /induacyial BPulldingfSectlon ! af 7 Farce] MNunbay: OB-19-36-210-001 Princed on LT TNEFI-FF
Deac. of Bldg/Sectlon: Building L, Secticn I P Laleuiator Coat Computations Fran>
Calculater Occupancy: Stores - Rctall Llasar ¢ Qualicy: Average
Claas: C Conatruction Cost 1 Stories: i Scory Hedgheo: 11 Faclmeter: E32
Floor krea: 19,818
Gross Bldy Area: 245,740 _ll(iqh I I‘“"“" Ave. i |-'“"“- Ix [ LoV | aase fiave Cor wpper Floses = BO.27
Storles Above Grd: | «+ rv calgulator Toac Data *Y v
huerage Sy Hghe : LL Quallcy: Average (101 Heaclng ayatem: Pagkage Hestlng & Cooling Coardsgfe: 1).684 1004
Bamnt Hall Hght HeatBl: Package Heatlng 4 Cooling 10| Adlurted Squarc Poot Cost far Uppac Floars = 94.21
Heatd?: Pickage Heatlng & Coalin o

Gepr. Table N Ave. SqFt/Story: 19816 v Tatal Floor Area: 19,816 Bass Coat MHew of Upper Tloorz » 1,669,149
:;::T::‘;e‘é'“d :‘:3 Ave. Perimeter: 692 O

sea: Hat Elew B 19,86 Sq.Ft. of Sprinklers @ (.09, Casg Hew = B, 12%
fyne. Viooad ] srators i )
Econonic Good; A ter Basement tofe brt fleproduccion/Replacement Gost = 1, %43, 6878

Eff Aga:s) Phy . 1Caad/Abae. Phy. FRuns JEcon. fOvesall AVGood: 40 FLO0/LO0/100/40.0

¥ ST0T/61/C1 DS AQ AATIDTI
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T Aroat
2818 ::;;;:T:ét ferimeter: Toral bepreciiced Cost 15,951
Type:
Ovazall Bldyg Heat: Hot Water, Radiantg Flooer Unit in Plyce ftems face Quanclicy Arch  idood fepr.Gost
Height ! STP ELEVATCR CAL PGLS7 L. 0% FI EL) 4,655
e - * Mairankne Info *
Comments: Area £1: ECF (£.0.F. tebole CAL) 1,504 => TCV of Blag: § = 1, L¥Y E%e
15T FLOOR {CAROEN Type 11: Replecement Cost/Floor Atess 58,89 Eag. TCW/iFloar Ageas 39,17
LEVEL} .
Ares ¥2:
Type #2:
* spranklec Info *
Aros: 159836
- T)’Pe; va“ve L e amm— s e Vrmm e r—— s
[l ExcevagionsSite Prep: {1y Intecior: {lL) Electrlc and Llghting (39} HMiscollanstus:
[*'I21 Foundatbon: I ]Foo:ings 181 #lunbing: S— . L
Qutlata: LEtures!:
KIPou:eﬁ Con:l {Brtcit-"scmel Inlo:t Hany Avazaqe Fow Lo et e
Abova Ava. Typlcal Hone Few Eow
Average AVarage
Total Flatuges Yrlnala Many Many
11 Frace: I-Plece Raths Uash Bowls untinishad Unfinlshed
2-Fiece Paths Wator Hoaters Typical Typieal
Shower Stalls Wash Fowntalng
Toilers Wslec Softensfs Flex Condult Incandercant
Rigid Condulil Fluoceacent
t4) Floor Structure: hrmored Cable Hegury 149} Euterior Wall:
Hon-Metalic sodium Yapor J— L —
151 Sprinkiers: Bus Duct fransformer |Tn1ckneu | [met Lraui.
[11} Roof Structudte: Slope=f
13} Figar Cover:
1101 Heating and Cooling:
Gay coal Hand Flred
L ———————e otl Stoker Beiler 114) Roof Cover:
[6} Ceiling:

*v¢ infereation hereln deemed Teliable Buk not guarantead *”
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Cammecclal/Indusepisl BulidingfSection 2 of 7 Farcel Humber: 08-19-36-210+L401 frinced an Ge/LESI022
Besc. of Bldg/Sectlon: Buildlag 1, Section 2 wodee telculator Coar Conputationa PETEES
Calculator Octupancy; Stored - Recall Clzze; © Qualicy: Average
Class: ¢ Conatruclian Cott Srocdea: 1 Story KMeigho: 1) Ferlmater: 704
Floor Aces: 17,21% :
Grasy Bidg lte;: 245,10 ]quh I ]iﬁove Ave. ] EA“Q‘ 1 K! Lov | nysq Rate for Uppor Floogs » §2,90
Stories Apove Grd: |} "r4v Caleulator Cost Dots *° °*
Average Sry Hght : Il Qualicy: Averaqge {10) Heating syszem: Package Heatlng # Cocling CoscsSqFt: i+.28 loeas
Samnt Hall Hght Heac?l: Packige Heating & Coollng 100 } Rdjusted Sgusre Foot Cose for Upper Floors = 97,18
Host#2: Package Heating & Coolln L1}
Depe. Table v Ave, SqFc/Stary: 17218 ¢ Total Flooy Area: 17,21% Bise Coxt MNew of Upper Floora = 1, §72,95%)
Eftective Age : 4] Ave. Perlmctez: D¢
fhyylcal tGaocd: 4o Has Elsvacors: 17,215 Sq.Ft. of Sprinkiers @ 4.09, Cost How = 1o, 409
Fune. ACped @ 100
Economic tGoed: 100 41 pasement bafo bee Reptogucc{onfAeplatenenc Cose = 1, Y41, 162
1578 [vesr Bullt Areas Ef{.Age:3]  Phy.NGood/Abnc, Phy. fFunc. fEcon, fOverall VGood: &0 /100/100/100/40.0
! |revodeled Paclmater: Tots! Reprecisced Coac = 637, 145
' Type:
. Cverall 8idg Hear: Hot Water, Radiant Floot ECF (£.C.F. Table CRLI 1.500 => TCV of Blag: 7 + 1,006,115
Helght Heplacemant Cost/Flaoe Acas= 101,21 £3t,. TCUSFlooc Acean §0_ A0
CoMmenty: __5 1 " Herzanine iafo -
24D FLOOR (GROUND pea 21
LEVEL] Type AL:
Ares 12:
Type 02:
" Sprinklec Info *
Area: L7215
Type: hvocdgs
{1] Excavation/Site Prep: 11 Interfor: {11] Eleccric and Lightling: [359] Hiszellanzous:
{I} foundatien: ; Irootinqs {8) Flumbing: rTEEe F
. Te: MCuses:
K |Paured Cong ] iB(lck!Stonei IBIock Hany AVELIgE Fow uele il
- Above Ave. Typlesl Hone Few Feu
AvVerage Average
Tot*l Fixtures Uclnals Many Hany
131 Frames i-Piezo Bathe Hash Bovls uUnflinlaned Untintahgd
1-Place Baths WaTer Heacers Typloal Typical
! Shousr Sralls Wash Founcalns ——— :
1 Toilaty Warer SofCeners Flax Conduie Incandescent i
Righkd Condult Flugcescent o
14! Floot Structure: Armoted Cable Hercury (40) Excerior Wail:
Hon-Hecalle |sodium Vapar
I 19 Sprinkless: Bus Buct Teanydocner inlctneaa l 1B3unt inaul,
]
} 113) Rool Scructuze:  Slopesd
TS Fleer Covar:
(10} Heatlag and Cavling:
Grs Coal Hangd Fired o
[+3'9] Stoker Baoiler 114} Roof Covai:
{el Celilng:

"¢ Information hezeln deamad reliable but not guaganceed®**
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Conmotchal/Industrial BuildingsSection 3 of 7 Patcel Hunber: 08-13-36-710-00) Printed on 08/LR72022
g::c'l"' a"g""s"““"_“cswq L SEC D coeee “fatculator Coat Computstions FESTL
] culdtaor Cocupancy: Garaged « Parking Levels ({ncermedlatefynder Clasa: © Traality: Avecage
Clana: € ConacrUetion Cost Seorlea: 1 Story Height: @ Perinerer: 907
Eloor Area: 10%, 7902 ¥ Hian T
Gross Bldg Acea: 245,740 ! 9 | I“h°v° Ave. L iAve. l‘ IL°“ Base Pate for Upper Floars = 531,18
Stoties Above Grd: 3 ** rr Calgulaker Cost Pata ' ~=*
Avérage Sty Wgho @ B Quallcy: Average 1L0] Heating aystem: Ventllation only, Dycts/Blowers Losc/igre:  3.57 oot
Bamnt Hall Hght Reatd}: Ventlilation only, bucts/Blow 100] Adjusted Squsce Foot Cost for Upper Floors o 56.70
Heatd2: Ho Heating or <oollng 1}
CGepr. Table T AvE. SqFC/Stoty: J5067 tocsl Floor Araa: 105,202 Base Cost Hew of Upper Fleors = 5, 864, %3]
Effective Aqe 1 Ave, Berlmecer: 902
fhysteal 1Good: 48 Wa2 Elevators: X 105,202 $q.Fc. of Sprinklecs € 1.2, Cort New = 145,061
func. Wood 100
£eaenpmic VGood: 100 vir Basomant Info "° heproduct lon/Aeplacanent Cosr = 6,310,016
Arwat ECe. Age:S)  Phy.VGoodsRbng, Phy./func, /Econ. /Cverall VGopd: 40 7100/100/100/40.0
1%14 [Yeac Bullc coral De - 1.524,008
Reacdeled :e:!ne:e:: Tora precisbed Cost \ B
[N ype:
Qverall Bldg Heat: Hoc Water, Radiasnt Floog ECF (E.C.F. Table CRL) 1508 =» TCV of Blda: ) = 1,786, 5)¢
Halgho Replacement Coat/Flooc Arcas 49.9F Eat. TCV/Floor Arca= JE.61
Commanta: Arer 11: * Merzanine lonfo »
3A6, ETH, & STH FLOORS Type 11
Ares E2:
Type #2,
* Sprinkiar Info *
Area: 169202
Type: hverage .
T1} ExCAvALLON/Eite Frep: {7) Interior: 111t Electric ind Lighting: 139} Hiscellaneaus:
{ 13 Foundscion: | [Footlngs 18) Plumbing: F
H A9 B
x]ﬂourcd Cone | IarickrStonel lBlock Hany Average Faw Outlets —_ LrioreT
Abave Ave. Typical fione Faw Few
Avorage Average
Total Flxturas Uzinals Hany Many
13} Frame: J-Piace Bachy ¥ash Bowis uatinished Untinished
2-floce Bathy Wates Hoaters Typlcal Typical
Shower Stalls Waah Founcains
Tolilets Water Sofceners fler Copdult Incandescent
Righd Candult Fluorescent
t4) floor SLepeluce: Atmazed Cable Hegpoury {40} Exterior wWall:
Hon-Herallc Sadium Vapor
i9) Speinklecs: oy Quct Tranafoemes Thlchnesa ‘ Iasmn: Insul.
(13 Roof Stiucture: Siope-0
15} Flaoc Cover:
{10) Heating and Cooling:
[ Gas Cosl Hang Fired [ —
oLl Scoker Boiler 1L4} Aoof Cover
| 16} Ceiling:
i
1
i S

rer Informaclon hegeln deemsd relliable Duc not guararceoed**’
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Comneeciai/Induaccisel Building/Sceccion 4 of 7

Parcel Huaber:

08-19-16-2i0-001

Frinced on Q671472022

{51 Floar Cover:

{6} Ceallng:

{10) Hesating sad Cooling:
Gaa Coal Hand Fired
oL SCoker Balite

Lesc, of Bldag/Secthon: Building i, Sectlen 4 £ECEE
Golculatar Occupancy: Gffice Bulldlngs ingsi € goaticy: avag:;:u“m‘ fosc Computatlons oD
Class: C© Censtroct lon Colt Storles: 3 Scory Melghe! 11 Perimerer: 635
Flooo Atea: 50,043
Gross Bldg Acea: 245, 40 —Tﬂwh F I‘“’"’“ Aue, g 1’“’“ r" [ Low | pase Rate for Upper Flooes = L6, 4L
Storiey Above Grd: 3 " ** Calculstor Coar bata ** -+
Average Sty Hght @ 5t Qualluy: Average FL3) Meatleg sysiem: Packige Heating & Cooling GCoscsSqFr: 21.4% 00t
Bamnt Hall Hght Hearkl; Package Heating § Coollng 100 | Adjusced Square oot Coat for bpper Floors = 117,90
& Heattl: Forced Alr Furnace o
epr. Table n Ave. SqFt/Storyt 16&81 fotal FPloor Aceda: 50,041 Base Coat Haw of Upper Flaors =  &,900, 930
::;:;:::‘.22:‘! :‘33 hve, Perimecer: 635 3
: : 50,043 5q.Ft. of Sprink W11 Goar Hew =
Font . AGand Lo Hay Elevators: X q P lega & ), 71 Coat He 18%, 650
Economle YGood: 100 *+r Bazement Tnfo **- Repraductlon/Replacement Cost v 1,086 330
1978 [rear Boilc —iAro4: ELF.Age:5]  Phy.¥Good/Abac. Phy. /Punc./ECan, /Overall 1Good: 48 fIB0/10G7100/740.¢
Remodeled Perimecer: focs! Depreclated Cost » } 83,816
Type:
Owverall Bldg Heat: Rot Watar, Radiant Flaog ECF (E.C.F. Table CRLI 1.59L =% Cv of Sldg: & = &, 154,723
Helghe Replacement Cost/Fiooc Afed= A41.61 Ext. TCV/Flaor Acea= BS. 07
Commenta: arca 21; * Merzanine Inte *
ETH, ITH., & ETH FLOGRS Type £1:
Araa 42
Type d2:
* Sprinklec Intfa *
hrcs: SOD4N
TyYpc: Average _
1) Excavatlons/Size Prop: 17 Intetrlor: tily Electzle ang Lighting: (39 Hiscellancous:
L2} Foundacioat i J_E‘oo:inqs t8) ?lumbling: -
Ourlecs: Fixtures:
¥ jPovred Cang } |5r!.ck.r5t.on|] ]_Mock Hany Averagn Few |,
Avave Ave, Typical Hone jrew Few
- |Average Average
Tota) Fistures Urlnala Many Hany
[ 31 Freme: =] J-Plece Bachs Hazh Bowls Unflnishes UntinLahed
2-Piece Bacha Jacar Heatsty Typical Typleal
Showar Stalls Wash Fountaloy L _— -
Toilecs Water Sofcenzry Fler Condulr TRcapdesgent
Rinid Condulec Fluarescont
i4) Fiowor Sreuctfufe:; hroored Cable Mercucy $40) Caverior Wull:
Hon-Metalic Sodea Vagor
T3y Sprinklers: fHus Ouct Transforaer It"’-“““’ -i !3“": Insul.
{137 Foof Stiscture: Siopas{}

{14 Rool Cover:

"+ faformatlen hereln deemed rellsble but ROt guacdnceeg***
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Commercial/Induscrial Building/Section S of 7 Parcel Number: O08-19-36-210-001 frinced on D6FLef2022
gticAlo( Bldg/Secclon: Building 2, Section 1 P GCalculator Coal GCopputeticns TS
sloviator Jccupshcy: Scored - Retsll Claas: © Cuality: Average
Clava: C Construction Cost Stories: | Story Meighe: 11 Perimater: £75
Floor Ares: 9,342
Gross Bidg Aces: 245,740 Iﬂlgh l Eﬁbove hve. I I“Ve~ ]X !Lou Bese Rate (or Upgee Flooca = §6.9%
Stocler Above Grd: i trooft calculator Coat Bata 1 4
Average Sty Hgho I Quality: Average 1107 Heackng syatem: Packaqe Heathng ¢ Cooling Coae/sqft: 1.%6 1004
8amnc Wall Hght Hoacdls Package Weating & Gooling 1007 Adjusted Squire Foor Cest for Upper Floors = 101,83
Heatd2: Package Heating ¢ Cacling at
Gepr. Table B Ave. SFC/Story: 9342 Total Fleor Area: 9, 342 Baze Coat How of Upper Fleors » 551,482
Effective Age : 5) Ave. Perlmeter: 476
fhyslcal Weaod: 40 Ha3 Elovators: 3. 542 §q.Ft. of Sprinkleca @ 4.%9, o3t Hew = 22, 80
fung. kGood 100
£oonsmic Loood: LOO e Basemant Info 444 Reproduction/Replacement Coxt = $94, 762
19718 |Year Bulilc Ares: Eff.Age:53 Phy . WGood/ADnr. Phy . FFunc, /Ecan. fOveral! Voood: 40 F100/100/100/40.0
fonode Led Pecluocer; Tota! Orpreciated Coal = 197, H4S
Type:
Owarall Bldg itaat: Hot Watec, Radiane Floor ECF [E.€.F. Tahlke CRDLY 1,501 «> TeV of Slag: § w 597.01%
Helght Aaplacemant Coat/Floor Area= 10644 Eac. TCV/Floog Araa= €3.9)
Commants: nces £1: * Hezzanina lafo
15T FLOOA [LOWER LEVEL! Type 11:
Ares $2:
Type ¥12:
' Spcinkler Infe ¢
Area: %342
Type: hverzge .
11} Excavetion/Site Prep: {7 Imteriocs ti1) Elegrric and Lightlng: {39} Misceltineous:
12! Foundacian: L lE‘aol‘.(ng: (81 Plumblag:
Qutlets: Fivtuces:
K[Pourcd Cont | 'Bricletonej__jalock Hany Aveage Faw
Above Ave, Typhcal Hone Feu Few
Rverags Avetage
i Toral Fixtures Uripals Many Hany
37 Fraee: T J-Plece Bachs Hagh Gowls Unéiaizhed Untinished
2-Fiece Baths Water Hea:e$: Typlcal TypLcal
Shawar 5Scalls Wash Fountaing
Toilecs Hater Softeness Flzx Conduit Incandescent
figia Condult Flugreacent
{4) Floor Scructure: hemored Cable Maroury (40G) Excerist Wall:
Hon=Heealic Sodiunm Vepor foe—,.
{3} Sprinklecs: Bus Duct Tranaformer Thickness l {h&uﬂt inaul.
— 113y Roof $tructure;  Slape=0
151 floor Cover:
{10} Heating and Cooling:
Gas Coal Hand Flred
DLl Stoker Boi lar {14} Ropl Cover:
16} Celling:

*rr ionfocroacion herein deemed feliable but not quaranteed "~
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Compeccial/Industrial Bullding/Secction & of ? Parcel MHymber: O08-19-34-210-001 feinged on 0671472022
Oesc. of 8ldg/Sectlon: Bullding 7, Section 2 €L Catgulactoe Cosc Computationa AT
Calgwlator Occupancy: Storea - Ketall Class: © Qunlity: Aversage
Clasa: € Contciuctinh Cost Scoriga: | Story Height: 1} Pacimetar: £34
Flooc Area: B, 54
Groia Bldg Acva: 155,740 b [Weove Ave " fave. TRTLow [ gase Rate for Hpper Fivors = 89.7%
Sractes - 1.3 " "4 Calculator Coac Baga 1Y ¢
Average ;:: :g:to :1 Quality: Average ¢ ¢ fil Heating sysgem: Package Heating § Caoling CostdGqFe: 15.46 ooy
Qimnt Hall Kgho Heacdl: Package Heatlng ¢ Cooling JO0 Agiyzred Square Foet Coac for Upper Tloogfs = 105.22
HeaC#2: X, H: n L
Depr. Table E3) a:QT :q?f:;::::: ;;:: 9 ¢ Cooting ¢ Total Flooc Area: 8,594 Base Cost How of Upper floors a 893,000
Effectlve Age 18 Ave. Potlmeter: 498
Physical idood: 40 Has Elovator:: 8,544 Sg.Ft, of Speinkiers @ 4.39. Cost Rew = 13,217
Func. Ydvoed 1 100
Economle LGood; 100 fav Basoment Info *r* Reproduction/RAeplasement Coat « 938,217
1974 [Year Builr Afear ECE.Age: 4§ Phy.tGooG/ADNL.Phy. /Fung, /ECon. /Overal) tGood: &0 /100/100/100/40.0
Remode Led Perimetar; Totbl Depreclicod Cort 375,287
Type:
Qvessll Blag Hizc: Hot Hiter, Radlant Ficor ECF {£.C.F. Tabis CRLY 1.501 &> TCV of Bldg: 6 = 463,103
Heighe Raplacement Cost/Flope Aces~ 10% 8} Ear. TCV/Floor Acess 6%.11
Fommencs: hcea BL: Hetzanlne Inlo
2HG FLOOR (GROURG i
LEVEL) Type Bi:
Area L2
Type ¥2:
! * Sprinkler Into *
Ares: 8548
I Typa: Average I
{l) Excavatlon/Slte Prep: {7 Inseriar: 114} Elccecic and Lighting: {39} Hiacallaneows:
(2} Foundation: foorings {8} Plumbing: — -
Qutlega: Flxtures:
X |Poured Conc Brick/scone Black Hany Averige Few Y )
Above Ave. Typleal Hone iFaw i Few
|Avacags Avesage
Total Fixtuees trinals Meny Hany
F {37 " Fraga: 3-frece Baths Haxh Bowla Unfiniahed Unfinished
I-Plece facha Warer Haatecs Typical Typical
Showee Stalls Hagh Founcainy
torlets Water Softeners Fiex Conduit Incandescent
fAigid Condiit Flyorescant
[4] Tleor Struckure: Atmored Cable Baccury {40) Ercerior Wall:
|fon-Metalic Sedlum Vapoc - 5 Treol
(8] Sprinkiers: Bua Duct Tronsformer ;Tnxckness I ! SRR insul.

T15) floor Cover:

TTU3 Reaf Structure: Slopesl

{10) Heating and Cosllng:

oLl Stoker

1€ Ceiling:

Gaa I Coal

Hang Fired
Boliec

[14) Roal Caver:

Infarmation hareln deemcd ralisblo but nat guirantegdt++
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Cormecclal/Indusceiel Buflding/Section 7 of 7 Parcel Hunber: O08-19-3§-210-001 Brlnged on D6/ 5442022
[Bese. of 8lag/Section: Aullding 7, Section 3 et Caleulator Cost Gompatatians S3357
Coleulator Qoigupsncy: Garages - Parking Levwels {Interpediate/Under Clas3y: € Quality: Average
Class: € Constructleon Coit Stories: 3 Story Haigho: 8 Perlonter: 233
Floot hred: 15,%%4 Wiah 5 Y » %I
Gross Bidg Area; 24%,740 i q f i Ve Ave. I I ve. I I UM | Base Rate foc Upper Floors = 55.09
Starles Above Grd: 3 “r vt Calculator Coyc Data cr 4
Avarage Sty Kght ; € QUality: Averaqe 141 Heating syatem: Ventilatlon oniy, Ducts/Blowvers Cosrstefe:  3.E% 100%
Binnt Wall Hght Hear#l: Ventilsclon only, Ducts/Biow 109 | Adjuated Squsere Foot Coat for Uppee Floors « $8.74
Heatd2: Ho Heiclng or Coolin o
Depr. Table F1} Ave. Sqve/Story: ?IOS) 9 Total Tloor Acea: 15,%56 Dase Cost Hew of Upper Flgors = 2,080,677
Elfcctive Age : 53 Ave. Perloecer: 457
Physicai YGaad: 40 Has Blevators: X 35.%%8 5g.Fu. of Spclmikieca B }.96, Cosc #ew o 140, 810
Func. 1Good 160G
Economte 1Good: 1¢¢ rer @agement Infe bet Reproguction/Replacamant Coyt & 3,118,487
TaFE T Eulle Area: Eff Age:5] $hy. WGood/Rone . Bhy . FPunc. /Econ. fOveral) tGood: 40 FL0G/100/100/540.0
R::;de‘:l‘ed[ Berinater: Tota) bepreclated Cost = B8L, 795
Type:
Overall Bidg Heat: Mot Water, Radisat Floor ECF (E.L.F. Table CRIY 1.50) => TCY of Bldg: * = },338 584
Height Replacenent Cosu/flooy Area= 62,10 €at. TCV/Floor aress §7.6%
CormEnLa s Arca 1: T Heprsnlne Inio *
1 JRD, 1TH, © 5TH FLOORS Type 913
| Ares A2:
! Type 2321
* Sprinklez lmio *
Area: 135558
Type: hverage . R N
1 {1} Excavatian/Site Prep: 17) Inteérior: {15} Etectrli¢ and Lighting: E33] Miscellaneous:
H
i 12 Foundation: f |Foor.lm;s 18} flumbing: .
T ™ Tutlers: Fixtures:
. X {Poured Conc I is:lckIStoneI [Biecx Hany Average fou "
— Above Ave. Typlcal Hane Feu i rFed
Avarage { Average
' Total Fixtures Ueinsla Hany I Hzny
TR Fremes - 3-Plece Bachi Wiah Bowls Ynfinished Untinizhed
i Z-Piece Batha witer Meaters Typlieai Typical
i Shower Stalls Wash Fowntains |l |
; toilets Hiter Softenezs Fler. Condult incacdescent
Rigld Conduwir Flupcoacent _
(4] Flocr Structure: Aroarcd Cable Mercury {40) Extertor Wall
Hop=-Mecalle Sodium Vapol - T
T9Y Speisklers: Bus Duet Tiansfotmer _JTthkness i |Esan: Insy
; TI9] Roof Structuze: Siope=0 -
E 3} Flaer Cover.
| L1%) Heaving and Cooling:
Gay Coal Hand Fired
- 241 SLoker Bedler {141 fool Cover:
iB] Ceiling:

r¢r Infarmation hersln deeaed rellanle bug nol guarangesd*-*
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of @ifrmz’ngha,m MEMORANDUM

I dtickheedele € bantirnnn, e

Treasurer’s Office

DATE: 4/11/2022
TO: Thomas M. Markus, City Manager
FROM: Jack Todd, Deputy Treasurer

Mark Gerber, Finance Director/Treasurer

SUBJECT: Resolution for Confirming S.A.D. #897
S. Old Woodward Sidewalk and Streetscape

INTRODUCTION:

A public hearing on the confirmation of the special assessment roll for streetscape and sidewalk
improvements on 5. Old Woodward from Brown Street to Landon Street is being held on April
11%, 2022, The special assessment will defray the costs to the City for public improvements made
to City streetscape and sidewalks on 5. Old Woodward from Brown Street to Landon Street. If
the City Commission confirms the roll, the property owners who proportionally benefit from these
improvements will be assessed for the cost of the improvements,

Due to an increase in cost between the engineers’ estimate presented at the Hearing of Necessity
and the bid result actual item prices, the City has revised the estimated costs associated with
S.A.D. #8397, Attached is both an updated estimate cost spreadsheet for the canfirmatlan of the
rofl for S.A.D. #897 and the spreadsheet for the estimated costs that was presented at the
Hearing of Necessity based on the engineers’ estimate for the project. Project items associated
with the streetscape work have increased approximately 25.1% in cost per linear foot of
assessabile street frontage between the engineers’ estimates to the as bld estimate.

Comments durlng the hearing of confirmation are limited to those questions or objections
submitted in writing or orally specifically addressing the assessment rolf pursuant to Section 94-

9 of the City Code.

BACKGROUND:

At the City Commission meeting held on March 14, 2022, the ity Commission determined the
necessity of the S, Old Woodward Sidewatk and Streetscape project and a Hesring of Confirmation
of the Special Assessment Roll was set for April 11%, 2022.

LEGAL REVIEW:

The purpose of this hearing ts to review and hear any objections, either in writing or orally, to
the special assessment roll. The speciat assessment roll is a listing of all of the properties and fots
to be assessed for the public improvements to the property. Pursuant to the City Code at Sec.
94-9, whenever a special assessment roll shall be confirmed by the Commission, it should be final

and conclusive.

1

7B
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FISCAL IMPACT: o

If confirmed, the City would collect $2,048,568.37 from the Sidewalk Streetscape SAD. Property
owners have ten (10) years to pay the special assessment.

PUBLIC COMMUNICATIONS:

Property owners were notified by first class mail of the public hearing dates. If the City
Commission confirms the special assessment rolls, the Treasurer’s office will notify the property
owners in the special assessment district of the confirmation and the lien on their property by
first class mail.

SUMMARY:
The Treasurer’s office recommends that the City Commission conduct the public hearing of

confirmation of special assessment district 897 and further to confirm the rolls as attached to this
memo.

ATTACHMENTS:
« Proposed Special Assessment Roll
o Pre-Bid Estimate for Proposed SAD
« Memorandum: Hearing of Necessity for S. Old Woodward Sidewalk and Streetscape SAD
« Memorandum: Clerk’s Office Confirmation of Public Hearing of Necessity and

Confirmation: Old Woodward Streewcape Special Assessment District
» Letter of Protest of Special Assessment from The New 555 Residential, LLC; The New
555 Commercial, LLC; and Manorwood Properties, LLC dated March 14, 2022

SUGGESTED COMMISSION ACTION:
Make a motion adopting a resolution confirming special assessment roll 897 as follows:

WHEREAS, Special Assessment Roll, designated Roll No. 897, has heretofore been estimated by
the City Engineer, and prepared for collection by the City Treasurer; and

WHEREAS, notice was given pursuant to Section 94-7 of the City Code, to each owner or
party-in-interest of property and lots to be assessed contained in this roll, by first class mail,
and by publication in the newspaper and generally circulated in the City; and

WHEREAS, at said hearing held on April 11, 2022, all those property owners and/or lot owners,
or their representatives have been given an opportunity to be heard for any objections to the roll
and costs thereof for said special assessment roll; and

WHEREAS, the Commission, after considering all objections before them, either orally or in
writing, to the special assessment roll, and having made such a record, the Commission
determines that it is satisfied with said special assessment roll; and

WHEREAS, the Commission, after hearing all objections and making a record, has deemed that
such assessments are in proportion to the benefits received; and
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WHEREAS, the Commission directs the City Manager to spread the various sums in amounts
appearing thereon as prepared by the City Engineer to be placed on the special assessment roll;
and

WHEREAS, the placement of the special assessment roll shall be on file in the City Clerk’s Office;
and

WHERERAS, the City Commission directs the City Clerk to attach his/her warrant to a certified
copy of the special assessment roll within ten (10} days; and

WHEREAS, the City Commission commands the Cily Treasurer to bill and collect the special
assessments to be due withln sixty (60) days of billing; and

WHEREAS, the City Commission further directs the Treasurer to give notice by first class mail to
each property owner on the special assessment roll that the roli has been confirmed on this date;
and

WHEREAS, the Treasurer is directed to notify by first class mail each property owner or lot owner
on the special assessment roll of thelr gbilgation to pay the amount assessed; and

WHEREAS, the Special Assessment Notice wiil inciude the amount to be paid, the time to be
pald, and any interest obligated for the Instaliment payments; and

WHEREAS, when the special assessment will be pald in Installments, the notice shall state the
due date of the first installment and the date from which interest will be charged on all future
installments.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that Special Assessment Roll No. 897 be in all things
ratified and confirmed, and that the City Clerk be and is hereby instructed to endorse said rofl,
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.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that speclal assessment 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 one-half percent {4.5%) on all unpaid instaliments.
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Streetscape Speclal Assessment §%7 Roll
Estimate Based on Bld
Parcel No. Property Address 5q Ft Total
I

08-19-36-204-027 300 ) OLD WOODWARD AVE S 65,160.93
(8-15.36-205-026 442 ) OLO WOCDWARD AVE S 55,386.79
08-15-36-205-041 444 S CLD WOODWARD AVE § 55,680.01
08-19-36-205%-043 400 5 OLD WOCDWARD AVE H100 s 85,425.98
08-19-36-208-01% 355 S CGLD WOODWARD AVE s 94,613.67
08-19-356-208-017 401 s OLD WOODWARD AVE 236,140 | § 103,714.52
(8-19-36-208-019 411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE #5001 753158 330.72
08-159-36-208-020 411 5 OLC WOODWARD AVE H#503 713 {8 313.16
DB-19-36-208-021 411 5 OLO WOCDWARD AVE H505 7135 313.16
08-19-16-208-022 411 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE #507 615 | S 270.11
(8-19-36-208-025 411 5 OLD WCOOWARD AVE 4515 51915 227.95
08-19-35-208-026 411 S 0L0 WOODWARD AVE #4317 5191 22785
0B-18-36-208-027 411 S OLE WOOGDWARD AVE #521 645 [ S 183.29
08-19-36-208-028 413 § OLD WOODWARD AVE #523 6895 307.01
08-19-356-208-029 411 S oLD WOODWARD AVE #3525 69915 g7.;m
(08-19-36-208-030 411 5 CLD WCCDWARD AVE H527 699 1§ 30701
(8-19-35-208-031 411 S OLD WCODWARD AVE #529 696 | S 307.01
08-19-36-208-032 411 5 QLD WOOOWARD AVE #531 702 |5 308.32
08-19-36-208-033 411 5 OLD WCODWARD AVE #530 BO4 15 353.1z2
08-19-36-208-034 411 5 CGLD WOODWARD AVE H528 1,120 $ 491.91
(8-19-36-208-035% 411 b OLD WCOCDWARD AVE H524 1,120 | § 491,91
08-1%9-36-208-036 411 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE 4522 1,454 15 638.61
08-19-36-208-037 411 s OLD WOODWARD AVE H518 1,860 ] 5 §16.93
(8-159-36-208-038 411 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE #514 793 | 5 348.29
08-19-36-208-039 411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE #512 825(5 362.35
08-19-35.208-040 411 S CLD WOODWARD AVE #4510 2,665 15 1,170.49
08-19-36-208-041 411 5 OLD WOGDWARD AVE #508 595§ 437.01
0B-19-36-208-043 411 S OLD WCODWARD AVE 8504 985 | § 43701
08-19-356-208-044 411 5 0LD WOODWARD AVE K502 9951 5 437.01
08-19-36-208-045 411 S OLD WOODDWARD AVE H500 935§ 437.01
08-19-36-208-046 411 s OLD WOODWARD AVE #6501 753§ 330.72
08-19-36-208-047 411 ) 0D WOODWARD AVE #5803 7131 5§ 31316
08-19-356-2(8-048 411 5 OLD WCODWARD AVE #605 71315 3i3.l6
08-15-36-208-049 411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE #5607 615 3% 270.11
08-19-36-208-054 411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 621 6451 5 283.29
0B-19-316-208-055 411 5 OLC WOODWARD AVE #623 699 | S 307.01
08-19-36-208-062 411 5 GLD WOODWARD AVE 624 1,120 [ S 481.91
018-19-36-208-063 411 S QLD WOODWARD AVE HE2? 1,454 {5 638.61
08-15-36-208-064 11 S QLD WOODWARD AVE #618 1,866 5 816,93
08-19-36-208-065 411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE #o14 78318 348.29
08-19-36-208-065 411 S 0L WOODWARD AVE H612 825]% 362.35
08-19-36-208-087 411 5 CLD WOODWARD AVE #610 2,66515 1,170.48
08-19-36-208-068 411 S CLD WOODWARD AVE #5608 995 [ $ 43701

¢f
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08-19-36-208-069 411 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE 604 985 S 437.01
08-19-36-208-070 411 'S OLD WOODWARD AVE #602 9951 $ 437.01
08-19-36-208-071 411 5 CLD WOODWARD AVE #600 995 | § 437,01
08-19-36-208-072 411 5 CLD WOODWARD AVE #7031 753 | § 330,72
08-19-36-208-073 411 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE #703 713 (5% 313.16
08-19-16-208-074 411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE #705 71315 313.16
08-19-36-208-075 411 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE #707 815 | S 270.11
0B-19-36-208-080 411 S OLD WODDWARD AVE H721 64518 283.2%
08-19-36-208-081 411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE H723 63915 307.01
08-19-36-208-086 411 5 OLO WOODWARD AVE #7130 BO4}S 353.12
08-19-36-208-087 411 5 CLD WOODWARD AVE H728 1,120 (3 451.91
08-19-36-208-088 411 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE H724 112018 491.91
08-19-356-208-089 411 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE H722 1,454 1 5 638.61
08-19-36-208-080 411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE n718 1,860 | 816.93
08-19-36-208-091 411 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE 4714 79315 348.29
08-19-36-208-092 411 S OLO WOODWARD AVE H712 82515 362,35
08-19-36-208-093 411 S CLD WOODWARD AVE H710 2,665 15 1,170.49
08-19-36-208-034 411 5 QLD WOODWARD AVE #708 995 | 8 437.01
08-19-36-208-096 411 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE #704 995 |5 437.01
08-19-36-208-097 411 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE #702 995 | 5 437.01
(B8-19-36-208-098 411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE #700 595 | § 437.01
08-15-36-208-099 411 S OLD WQODWARD AVE #801 7531 8§ 330.72
08-19-36-208-100 411 5 CLD WOODWARD AVE #803 71315 313.16
08-15.36-208-101 411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE H805 713 | S 313.15
08-19-36-208-102 411 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE H807 6151 S 270.11
£8-19-36-208-103 411 S QLD WOODWARD AVE #3811 51915 227.895
08-19-36-208-104 411 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE H813 519§ 227.95
08-19-36-208-105 aly 5 OLD WOCOWARD AVE #815 51915 227.95
08.19-36-208-106 411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE #817 519 ] 6 227.95
08-19-36-208-107 411 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE #821 645 S 283,29
08-19-36-208-108 411 3 OLO WOODWARD AVE #B823 699 | § 307.01
08-18-16-208-115 411 5 GLD WOODWARD AVE #824 1,120 5 491,91
08-19-36-208-116 411 5 QLD WOODWARD AVE H822 1,454 ¢ 5 638.61
08-15-36-208-117 411 5 GLO WOODWARD AVE #818 1,860 § 5 816.93
08-15-36-208-118 411 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE #3814 793§ 348.29
0B-18-36-208-119 411 3 OLD WO ODWARD AVE 4812 825|595 362.35
08-19-36-208-120 411 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE #8100 2,665 18 1,170.49
08-19-36-208-121 411 S QLD WOODWARD AVE H#808 " 895 |5 437.01
08-15-36-208-122 411 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE #B04 995 ! 5 437.0%1
08-15-36-208-123 411 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE {802 995 $ 437.01
08-19-36-208-124 411 S GLD WOQDWARD AVE #800 995 | 5 437.01
08-19-36-208-125 411 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE #901 75315 330.72
08-19-35-208-126 411 5 CLD WOOBWARD AVE #5903 713§ 313.16
08-19-36-208-127 411 5 OLD WCOODWARD AVE #9305 7135 313.16
08-19-36-208-128 411 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE H307 615 | § 270.11
08-19-36-208-128 413 5 0LD WOODWARD AVE #911 519§ 227.95
08-19-36-208-130 411 S QLD WOODWARD AVE #3913 519 | § 227.95
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08-19-36-.208-133 411 5 OL0 WOODWARD AVE H921 645! 5 283.29
08-19-36-208-134 411 ) OLD WOODWARD AVE #923 659 [ § 307.01
08-15-36-208-135 411 S QLD WOGQDWARD AVE #925 699 [ 5 307.01
08-19-36-208-136 411 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE #927 693 | § 307.01
(8-19-36-208-137 411 s OLD WOODWARD AVE #9239 689 |5 307.01
08-19-36-208-138 411 5 QLD WOOOWARD AVE #3931 70215 308.32
08-19-36-208-141 411 $ OLD WOODWARD AVE Ka24 112018 451.91
{8.19-36-208-142 411 ) OLD WOODWARD AVE 4522 1,454 [ § 63861
08-19-36-208-143 411 3 OLD WOODWARD AVE #918 186015 816,53
08-19-36-208-146 411 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE #510 2,665 | & 1,170.48
08-19-36-208-147 411 5 OLD WOCDWARD AVE #9038 995 | § 437.01
08-19-36-208-149 411 5 OLD WOOQDWARD AVE #904 995 | $ 43701
08-19-36-208-150 411 5 O WOODWARD AVE #5302 99515 437.01
08-19-36-208-151 411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE #9300 395 (5 43701
08-19-36-208-152 411 5 QLD WOODWARD AVE #1001 754 |8 331.16
08-18-36-208-153 411 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE 81003 714 15 313.5%
08-19-36-208-154 411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE H1005 71418 313.5%
()B-19-36-208-155 411 S 01D WOODWARD AVE £1007 616 | 5 270.55
08-19-36-208-156 411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE #1011 519 | S 227.95
08-15-36-208-157 411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE #1013 51915 227.95
08-19-36-208-168 411 S GL0D WOODWARD AVE 1024 1,120 |5 491.91
08-19-36-208-169 411 3 OLD WOOOWARD AVE #1022 1454 |5 £38.61
08-15-356-208-170 411 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE H1018 1,860} 5 816.53
08-19-36-208-171 411 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE #1014 793 15 348.29
08-19-36-208-172 411 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE #1012 826 S 362.79
08-19-36-208-173 411 S 0D WOODWARD AVE #1010 2,665 1 5 1,170.48
08-19-36-208-174 411 by LD WOODWARD AVE #1008 994 1 % 436.57
08-19-36-208-175 411 ) OLD WOODWARD AVE §1004 894 | S 436.57
08-18-36-208-176 411 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE #1002 954 | § 435.57
(:8-19-36-208-177 411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 81000 995 [ § 437.01
08-19-36-208-178 411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE #4711 1,065 | § 467.76
08-19-36-208-179 411 3 OLD WOODWARD AVE #725 1,428 | 5 627.19
0B-19-36-208-180 411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE H729 1,432 18 628.95
08-19-36-208-181 411 5 0OLD WCODOWARD AVE 4829 14325 628.95
08-18-36-208-182 411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE KB28 1,956 | 5 859.09
08-15-36-208-183 411 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE #1015 1,065[5% 467.76
08-19-36-208-184 411 S . |OLD WOODWARD AVE 41021 1,373 (& 603.03
08-19-36-208-185 411 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE #1029 1,432 5% 628.95
(8-19-36-208-186 411 S CLD WOODWARD AVE #511 1065] % 467.76
08-19-36-208-187 413 5 0LD WOODWARD AVE 8611 1,065} % 467.76
08-19-36-208-188 411 5 OLO WOCDWARD AVE #615 1,065] 5% 467.76
(8-18-36-208-1839 411 3 OLD WODDWARD AVE #715 1,065 15 467.76
08-19-36-208-180 411 5 01D WOODWARD AVE K912 1,648 |8 723.81
08-19-36-208-191 411 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE #1028 1,956 § B55.09
08-19-36-208-192 411 5 OLD WOCDWARD AVE #825 1,428 | 8 627.18
(8-19-36-208-193 411 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE 41025 1,428 | 5 627.19
08-19-36-208-194 411 $ QLD WOODWARD AVE H506 995 | S 437.01
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08-19-36-208-195 411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE #606 995 | 5 437.01
08-19-36-208-196 411 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE #706 895 | § 437.01
08-19-36-208-197 411 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE #806 995 | 5 437.01
08-14-36-208-198 411 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE #306 935} 5 437.01
08-19-36-208-199 411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE #1006 995§ % 437.01
08-19-36-208-200 411 S QLD WOOQDWARD AVE 630 1,856 | & 859.09
08-15-36-208-201 411 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE #915 1,065} 5 467.76
08-19-36-208-202 411 5 CLD WOODWARD AVE 4928 1,956 | § 854.08
(8-15-36-208-203 411 S QLD WOODWARD AVE #5625 1,428 1§ 627.19
08-19-36-208-205 411 S OtD WOODWARD AVE 4529 6595 | § 307.01
08-19-36-208-206 411 5 0OLD WOGBWARD AVE #631 70215 308.32
08-19-36-208-207 469/479 5 01D WOODWARD AVE S §2,493.64
08-19-36-210-001 555 s CLD WOQDWARD AVE $  371,391.23
08-15-36.-210-003 555 S CLD WOODWARD AVE $  42,354.60
08-19-36-210-005 555 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE $  4G,087.00
08-19-36-211-001 400 S OLD WOODWARD AVE #208 $ 8542598
08-19-36-253-02% 750 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE $  32,580.48
08-19-36-253-026 772 5 QLO WOODWARD AVE $  52,780,35
08-19-36-253-028 588 S OLD WOOBWARD AVE S §7,741.39
08-19-36-253-029 608 S OLD WOODWARD AVE $  65,160.,93
08-19-36-253-030 500 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE S 9543817
08-19-36-253-34 690 S OLD WOODWARD AVE S 97,741.3%
08-19-36-253-035 670 S OLD WOODWARD AVE $  97,741.39
(8-19-36-278-012 808 S QLD WOODWARD AVE S 62,424.17
DB-19-36-278-013 820 S OLD WOODWARD AVE $  372,580.46
08-19-36-278-014 832 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE S 3258046
08-19-36-278-017 850 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE $  97,741.39
08-19-36-278-018 88O 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE $  166,150.37

$ 2,048,568.37
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Streetsczpe Special Assessment 897

Parcel Mo, Praperty Address Sq kL SADAST Roll Pra-Bid Estlmate
08.19-36-204-027 300 S QLD WOOOWARD AVE $65,160.91 $52,076.20
08-19-36-205-026 442 3 QLD WOODWARD AVE 555,386.79 544,264.77
08-19-16-205-041 444 S GLD WOODWARD AVE £55,680.01 544,499.11
08-19-36-20%-041 400 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE H130 $85,42%.98 568,271.90
0R-1%-36-208-016 155 5 QLD WOODWARD AVE $94,613.67 $75,614.64
08-15-35-208-017 401 S QLD WOODWARD AVE 236,140 5103,714.52 $82,887.98
0B-19-35-208-019 411 S QLD WODDWARD AVE K501 753 $330.72 $264.31
0B-19-26-208-020 411 M OLD WOODWARD AVE H5G3 713 $313.16 $250.27
(8-19-36-208-021 411 5 OLD WOOOWARD AVE 505 713 $313.16 $230.27
08-19-36-208-022 411 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE H507 615 $270.1) 521587
(8-19-35-208-025 411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE #5158 519 §227.95 $182.18
08-19-35-208-026 411 5 QLD WODDWARD AVE H517 519 $227.95 $182.18
08-19-36-208-027 411 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE #521 645 $283.29 422640
08-19-36-208-028 411 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE #5231 699 $307.01 $245 36
08-19-356-208-029 411 S QLD WOODWARD AVE #525 699 $307.01 524536
08-19-36-208-030 411 S QLD WOOOWARD AVE HS27 689 $307.01 $245.36
08-19-36-208-03] 411 S OLD WOOQDWARD AVE 529 699 5307.01 $245.36
(8-19-36-208-032 411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE #531 702 $308.32 524641
08-19-36-208-0133 411 s OLD WOODWARD AVE H530 B4 $3531.12 5282.21
(8-19-36-208-034 411 M GLOD WOODWARD AVE #5228 1,120 $491.91 4393.13
08-19-316.208-035 41t S OLD WOODWARD AVE K524 1,120 $491.91 $393.13
(8-19-36-208-036 411 5 QLD WODRDWARD AVE H522 1,454 $638.61 551037
08-19-36-208-037 411 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE 518 1,860 5816,93 $652.88
08-19-35-208-038 411 5 OLO WOODWARD AVE K514 793 $348.29 5278.35
08-19-36-208-039 411 5 LD WOODWARD AVE K512 825 $362.3% 5289.58
08-19-36-208-040 411 £ OLD WOQUWARD AVE #510 2,665 $1,170.49 £935.45
08-19-36-208-041 411 5 QLD WOOCDWARD AVE #508 995 $437.01 $345.26
08-19-36-208-043 411 S QLD WOQODWARD AVE #504 955 $437.01 $343.16
08-19-36-208-044 411 5 QLD WOOQOWARD AVE #502 985 5437.01 $349.25
08-19-36-208-045 411 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE §500 995 5437.01 $349.26
08-19-35-208-046 411 S QLD WOODWARD AVE HED1 753 5330.72 $264.31
08-19-36-208-047 411 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE #603 713 $313.16 550,17
(8-19-36-308B-048 411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE k605 713 $313.16 $250.27
08-19-36-208-04% 411 s OLD WOODWARD AVE H607 35 £270.11 $215.87
08-19-36-208-054 411 ] OLD WOQDWARD AVE K621 645 $283.29 5226.4D
08-19-36-208-055% 431 5 OLD WOQDWARD AVE 623 699 $307.01 $745.36
08-19-36-208-062 411 S QLD WOODWARD AVE 8624 1,120 $491.91 539313
08-159-36-208-063 411 S OLO WOODWARD AVE #6222 1,454 $638.61 $510.37
0B-19-36.208-064 411 s OLD WOODWARD AVE H618 1,860 $B16.93 5652.88
08-19-36-208-065 411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE #5614 753 $348.29 $27B.35
08-19-36-208-066 411 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE 6312 825 $362.35 $289.58
08-19-.35-208-087 431 S OLD WOQDWARD AVE K610 2,665 $1,170.4% $915.45
08-19-36-208-068 411 S QL0 WQQDWARD AVE 608 995 5437.01 5349.26
08-19-36-208-069 4131 5 QLD WOODWARD AVE 604 295 $437.01 5343.26
08-149-356-208-070 411 5 QLD WOODWARD AVE 602 995 5437.01 $349.26
08-19-36-208-071 411 S QLD WOODWARD AVE {600 925 $437.01 $349.26
08-189-345-208-072 411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE H#701 753 5330.72 $264 31
08-19-36-208-073 411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 703 711 $313.16 5250.27
{18-1%-35-208-074 411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE #1705 713 $313.16 $250.27
08-19-36-208-075 411 S QLD WOODWARD AVE W17 615 $270.11 $215.87
(8~19-36-208-080 411 S OLD WOQUDWARD AVE #7121 645 $2823.29 522540
08-15-36-208-081 411 5 OLD WOQDWARD AVE #723 699 $307.01 5245.38
08-19-16-208-085 411 5 OLO WOODWARD AVE #730 B4 4353.12 5282.21
0B-19-35-208-087 411 5 OLO WOODWARD AVE #7128 1,120 $491.91 $393.13
(8-19-36-208-088 411 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE %724 1,120 $491.51 $393.13
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08-19-36-208-089 411 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE H722 1,454 5638.61 $510.37 .
08-19-36-208-090 411 5 QLD WOODWARD AVE H718 1,860 4816.83 565288
08-19-36-208-39] 411 5 OLD WOQDWARD AVE 714 793 5348,29 5278.3%
08-13-36-208-092 411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE #7132 825 $362.35% $289.58
08-19-36-208-093 413 5 OLD WOQDWARD AVE H710 2,665 $1,170.43 $935.45
0B-19-36-208-034 411 5 OLD WOQDWARD AVE H708 995 5437.01 $349.26
08-19-36-208-0%6 411 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE W04 9585 $437.05 $349.26
08-19-36-208-097 411 5 OLD WOQDWARD AVE K702 945 $437.01 534928
(58-19-36-208-098 413 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE H700 5395 $437.01 $349.26
08-19-36-106-099 4i1 5 OLO WOODWARD AVE HBO01 753 $330.72 526431
08-13-35-208-100 413 S OLD WOODWARD AVE #3803 713 $313.16 5250.27
08-19-36-208-101 41t 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE §B0S 713 5313.16 $250.27
08-19-36-208-102 411 5 QLD WOQDWARD AVE HBO7 615 $270.11 $215.87
08-19-36-208-103 411 5 QLD WOOOWARD AVE RE11 519 $227.55 $182.18
06+19-26-208-104 411 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE HE13 519 5227.9% $182.18
08-19-35-208-105 a1l 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE #5815 51% $327.55 $182.18
0B-19-36-208-106 411 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE #a17 519 4227,95 $18214
08-19-36-208.107 411 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE 1821 645 5283.29 522640
08-19-36-208-108 411 S CLD WOODWARD AVE Ha23 659 5302.01 $245.36
08-19-36-208-115 411 5 OLD WQODWARD AVE K824 1,120 $491.91 539313
08:19-36-208-116 411 § QLD WOQDWARD AVE #B822 1,454 $63B.61 $510.37
08-19-36-208-117 411 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE #818 1.B60 5816.93 $652.88
D#-18-36-208-118 41l 5 OL0 WOODWARD AVC ig14 7493 $348.25 $278.35
(8-19-36-208-119 431 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE #B12 825 5362.35 5289,58
08-19-36-208-120 411 s OLD WOODWARD AVE HBLO 2,665 £1,170.49 $935,45
08-19-36-208-121 411 5 OLD WOQOWARD AVE %808 535 $437.01 $343.26
08-19-26-208-122 411 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE a4 985 $437.01 5349.26
08-19-36-208-123 a1l 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE #8072 595 $437.01 $345.26
0B-19-36-208-124 ail S QLD WOODWARD AVE HAGD 995 5437.01 $345.26
08-19-36-208-125 a1l 5 OLD WODDWARD AVE 901 753 5330.72 $264.31
08-19-36-208-126 41t 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE 4903 713 $311.16 $250.27
08-19-36-208-127 411 5 QLD WOODWARD AVE 305 713 $313.16 $250.27
08-19-36-208-128 411 5 OLO WOODWARD AVE §907 515 $270.11 5215.87
08-19-36-208-129 411 5 OLD WODDWARD AVE 4911 519 522795 $182.18
08-19-36-208-130 411 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE #3913 519 $2217.95 4182.18
08.1%-36-208-133 411 s 0L WOOGWARD AVE #9721 645 5283.29 §226.40
08-19-36-208-134 411 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE #3923 695 $307.01 5245.36
08-19-36-208-13% 411 5 CLD WODDWARD AVE HI25 59 5307.01 $245.36
08-15-36-208-136 411 5 CLD WOODWARD AVE 27 639 S3G7.01 £245.36
08-19-35-208-137 411 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE #92% 699 $307.01 £245.36
08-19.36-208-138 411 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE #3931 702 $308.32 5246 .41
08-19-36-208-141 411 5 OLD WODDWARD AVE 524 1,120 549491 $393.13
08-19-36-208-142 41l b QLD WOODWARD AVE #9212 1,454 9638.61 £510.37
08-19-36-208-143 411 $ QLD WOODWARD AVE #9318 1,860 $816.593 465288
08-13-36-208-146 411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE §910 1,665 $1,170.49 5935.45
08-19-16-208-147 431 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE #9308 995 5432.01 $349,26
0B-19-35-208-149 411 - s OLD WOODWARD AVE #904 395 5437.01 $348.26
0E-19-36-208-150 411 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE #a02 995 $437.04 $345.26
08-19-36-208-151 411 5 0L WOODWARD AVE H900 955 5437.01 $349.26
08-19-36-208-152 413 S OL0 WOODWARD AVE #3001, 754 $331.16 5264 .66
D8-19-35-208-153 411 5 OL0 WOODWARD AVE #1003 714 $313.59 5250.62
08-19-36-208-154 411 5 QLD WOODWARD AVE #1005 714 5313.59 $250.62
(8-19-36-208-155 411 3 OLD WOGDWARD AVE #1007 616 $270.55 §216.22
08-19-26-208-156 411 S LD WOQDWARD AVE B101} 519 $227.95 $182.18
08-19-36-208-157 411 5 OLD WODDWARD AVE #1013 519 $227.495 5182.18
08-19-36-208-168 411 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE R1024 1,120 549191 $393.13
{8.19-36-208-169 411 H OLD WOODWARD AVE #1022 1,454 $538.61 $510.37
08-19-36-208-170 431 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE H1018 1,860 5816.93 $652.88
08-19-36-208-171 411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE K104 783 $348.29 $27B.35
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08-19-36.208-172 411 5 QLD WOODWARD AVE #1012 826 5362.79 $289.94
08-19-36-208-173 411 5 OLD WODDWARD AVE #1010 2,665 $1,170.49 5913545
08-19-36-208-174 411 s OLD WOODWARD AVE #1008 594 $436.57 $34891
(8-19-36-208-175% 4311 S OLD WOODWARD AVE #1004 994 $435.57 534891
0B-19-36-208-176 411 5 DLD WOODWARD AVE #1002 994 5436.57 $348.91
OR-19-36-208-177 411 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE 41000 995 543701 5349.26
0B-19-36-208-178 a1} 3 OLD WOODWARD AVE #7111 1,065 $467.76 537383
08-19-36- 208-179 411 5 0LD WOODWARD AVE #725 1,428 8627.19 $50L25
08-18-36-208-180 411 3 OLD WOODWARD AVE #729 1,432 $628.95 $502.65
08-19-36-208-181 411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE #B29 1,432 $628.95 550255
08-19-36-208-182 411 5 QLD WOODWARD AVE #8218 1,956 $859.09 $686.58
08-19-38-208-183 413 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE #1015 1,065 $457.76 437383
08-19-36-208.184 411 5 QL0 WODOWARD AVE #1021 1.373 $603,03 $481.94
08-19-36-208-185 411, 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE §1029 1,432 5628.95 $50L65
08-19-36-208-186 411 5 OLO WOODWARD AVE H511 1,065 5467.75 $373.83
08-19-35-208-187 411 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE H611 1,065 $467.76 $373.83
08-19-36-208-188 413 s OLD WOODWARD AVE 4615 1,065 $467.76 $373.83
0B-19-36-208-189 411 5 QLD WOODWARD AVE H715 1,065 $457.76 $373.83
0B-19-36-208-130 411 5 OLD WDODWARD AVE #3912 1,648 §723.81 $578.47
DB-1%-36-208-191 411 5 OLD WOODWARG AVE H1028 1,956 5859,09 $556.58
08-19-36-208-192 411 5 OLD WOOGDWARD AVE #8215 1,428 5627.19 $501.1%
08-19-36-208-193 411 s OLD WOODWARD AVE #1625 1,428 $627.19 $501.25
08-1%-36-208-194 411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE #5046 245 $437.01 $349.26
08-19-36-208-195 a11 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE HEO06 895 $437.01 £349.26
08-19-36-208-156 411 5 OLG WDODWARD AVE K706 995 $437.01 4314526
08-19-36-208-197 411 5 OLD WODDWARD AVE #5806 835 $437.01 534926
(B-19-36-208-198 411 5 OLD WODDWARD AVE #3906 835 $437.01 434916
08-19-38-208-199 411 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE #1006 CEES $437.01 $345.26
08-19-36-208-200 a1t S OLD WOODWARD AVE H630 1,958 $859.09 $686.58
08-19-36-208-201 411 [ OLD WOODWARD AVE H31S 1,055 $467.76 5373.83
08-15.36.208-202 411 3 OLO WOOOWARD AVE 1928 1,956 $859.09 $686.58
08-19-36-208-202 413 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE #6325 1,428 $627.19 $501.25
08-19-36-208-205 411 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE #629 699 $307.01 5345.36
08-15-36-208-206 411 5 OLO WODDWARD AVE #531 702 $308.32 $246.41
08-19-36-208-207 468/179 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE $52,493.64 $41,952.59
08-19-36-210-001 555 s OLD WOODWARD AVE £371,391.23 $296,812.50
08-15-36-210-003 55% 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE $42,354.60 $33,849,53
08-1%-36-210-005 555 S OLD WOODWARD AVE $40,087,00 532,037.28
0B-19-36-211-001 400 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE H208 $85,425.98 $68,271.90
08-19-36-253.025 750 5 OLD WODDWARD AVE $32,580,46 £26,038.10
08.19-36-253-026 772 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE $52,780,35 $42,181.72
{8-19-36-253-D28 588 5 OLD WOQDWARD AVE $97,741.39 $78,114.30
08-19-36-253-029 508 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE $65,160.93 $52,076.20
08-19-36-253-030 500 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE $96,438.17 §77,071.71
DB-19-36-253-034 690 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE $97,741.39 $78,114.30
08-19-36.253-035 §70 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE $97,741.39 578,114,30
D§-19-36-278-012 808 5 OLD WODDWARD AVE 362,424.17 $49,889.00
(8-19-36-278-013 820 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE $32,580.46 $26.038.10
08-19-36-278-014 832 3 OLD WOODWARD AVE $32,580.46 $26,038.10
08-19-35-278.017 850 S OLD WOODWARD AVE $97,741,39 478,114.30
08-19-36-278-018 880 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE $166,160.37 $132,794.31
$2,048,568.37 51,837,262.79
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(Engineering)

DATE; March 8, 2022

TO: Thomas M. Markus, City Manager

FROM: Scott D. Zielinski, Assistant City Engineer

SUBJECT: Hearing of Necessity for S. Old Woodward Sidewalk and

Streetscape SAD
M

INTRODUCTION;:

The city’s streetscape and sidewalks will be improved this summer as part of the Engineering
Department’s planned downtown area Phase 3 reconstruction project along South Old Woodward
between Brown Street and Landon Street. Work will be similar to previous phases of work
completed in 2018 for Phase 1 on Old Woodward from Oakland Avenue to Brown Street, and in
2020 for Phase 2 work completed on Maple Road from Southfield Road to Pierce Street, and from
Old Woodward Avenue to Woodward Avenue. The completed work included upgrades to all
streetscape features from building face to building face across the road. The Engineering
Department is recommending the Sidewalk and Streetscape Special Assessment District (SAD) be
set at this time.

BACKGROUND:

Phase 1 and Phase 2 portions of the downtown reconstruction projects (completed in 2018 and
2020), included complete replacement of the sidewalks, and provided certain landscape
enhancements and pedestrian-oriented amenities within the project areas. The costs to the city
for construction of these improvements in Phase 1 and Phase 2 were partially defrayed by way
of Special Assessment to the property owners adjoining that project area. In the same way, the
city intends to assess a portion of the costs for the streetscape improvements that are planned
to be constructed with the Phase 3 project.

The new streetscape will consist of an enhanced version of the downtown standard sawcut
concrete sidewalk with exposed aggregate sidewalk between the main pedestrian path and the
street curb. Elements of the new streetscape design to be included in this project include:

« All new concrete and exposed aégrégate sidewalks from the building face to the back of
curbs.

« Removal and replacement of all street trees, including excavation and replacement with
approximately 1,000 cubic feet of specially formulated soil designed to encourage tree

growth.
« Enlarged, raised planter beds around each new street tree, framed by a 6 inch high

exposed aggregate curb, with irrigation, and professionally designed landscaping.
"« Granite seating areas where space permits.

1

7B
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+ Installation of underground electrical system to provide new lighting opportunities for
trees along the sidewalk and in the proposed median. -

On previous projects of this nature, it has been the City’s policy to assess 75% of the streetscape
improvements to the properties that share frontage with the improvements. The cost per property
will be assessed as an average cost per linear foot of frontage for the improvements. The
properties with muitiple owners will share the cost of the frontage, and the amount will be based
on the square footage of building area owned. The City will bill one-tenth of the assessment, as
is standard on other special assessment districts, plus interest, on an annual basis, to make the
cost more manageable for the property owners. The attached map highlights property frontages
subject to a sidewalk streetscape assessment.

For purposes of the assessment district, the properties on the west side of South Old Woodward
from East Brown Street to Daines Street (the RH development property) have been included in
the district in case current development plans change and the City elects to proceed with
improvements in this area. However, if the development project begins as planned, about the
same time as the City's project (as the developer is currently indicating), then the cost for
streetscape improvements in this area will not be expended by the City, nor charged to the
property owner as they will be completed by the development.

The Engineering Department plans to provide a detailed spreadsheet with estimated assessment
values based off the engineer’s estimate at the Hearing of Necessity.

LEGAL REVIEW:

Chapter 94 — Special Assessments of the Birmingham City Code outlines the process by which a
special assessment is conducted in the City of Birmingham. This project will follow the prescribed
City Code procedures.

FISCAL IMPACT:

Revenue generated from the Sidewalk and Streetscape SAD for the Phase 3 Old Woodward
Reconstruction project will defray the costs incurred by the city for construction of these
improvements and has been considered as an integral part of the financial forecasting for the
General Fund in future years.

PUBLIC COMMUNICATIONS:

Notice for the Confirmation of Roll is to be distributed by the Clerk’s Office. The Engineering
Department has sent all property owners a letter explaining the associated work. The design
team held an informational meeting regarding the project on Monday, February 21, 2022 from
5:30-7:00 p.m. at City Hall in the Commission Room (a zoom link was also provided on the City
website for remote viewing). The team discussed the project overview, traffic access during
construction, Birmingham Shopping District initiatives during construction, and special
assessments related to the project. A recording of this meeting is available on the city’'s website
at www.bhamgov.org/oldwoodwardphase3.
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SUMMARY:

The Engineering Department recommends that the commission declare necessity and approve a
Special Assessment District for the improvement of sidewaltk and streetscape as part of the Phase
3 South Oid Woodward Reconstruction. Should the Commission form the Special Assessment
District, a Public Hearing for Confirmation of the Roll should be set on April 11, 2022.

ATTACHMENTS:

Map of proposed Special Assessment District

Spreadsheet of properties with estimated costs and associated tengths

Clerk’s Confirmation of Public Hearing Notice

SUGGESTED COMMISSION ACTION:

Make a motion adopting a resolution declaring necessity and approving a Special Assessment
District with special assessments levied in accordance with benefits against the properties within
such assessment district, The special assessment district shall include ail properties within the
following district of 165 parcels (listed below), and the City Commission will meet on Monday,
April 11, 2022 at 7:30 P.M. for the purpose of conducting the Public Hearing to Confirm the
Assessment Roll for the sidewalk and streetscape improvements adjacent to all properties within
the project area on South Old Woodward Avenue, between Brown Street and Landon Street.

Parcel Mo,

PFroperty Address

08-19-36-204-027

300

§

OLD WOODWARD AVE

08-19-36-20%-026

O WODDWARD AVE

08-19-36.205-041 444 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-205-043 400 5 OLD WOOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-016 355 5 OLO WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-017 401 SO0 WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-019 411 5 OLD WODDWARD AVE
08-19-16-208-020 411 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-021 411 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE
0B-19-36-208-022 411 5§ OWw wOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-02% 411 5 D WOODWARD AVE

08-19-36-208.026

LD WODOWARD AVE

08-19-36-208.027

OLD WOODWARD AVE

08-19-36-108-028

OLD WOODWARD AVE

£8-19.36-208-029

LD WODDWARD AVE

08-15-36-208-030

OLD WODDWARD AVE

08-19-35-208-031

OLD WODDWARD AVE

08-19-36-208-032

OLD WOODDWARD AVE
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08-19-36-208-033 11§ OLOWOODWARD AVE
08-19-35-208-034 411§ OLD WODDWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-035 41l 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-036 411 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-037 411 S OLO WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-038 4115 OLO WOOQDWARD AVE
06-19-36-208-039 411 5 DLO WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-040 4115 OLD WOODDWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-04] 411 5 OLDWOODWARD AVE
08-1%-36-208-043 411 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-044 211 5 OLD WOOQDWARD AVE
08-19:36-208-045 411§ OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-046 411 5 Ot WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-047 411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-048 411§  OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-13-36-208-04% 411 S DLD WODDWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-054 a1 _ 5 OLD WOOBWARD AVE
08-15-36-208-055 411 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-062 411§ QLD WOODWARD AVE
08-13-36-208-063 411 5 OLO WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-064 411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-065 411 3 OLD WOOBWARD AVE
08-15-36-208-066 411 S OLD WOUDWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-067 411 S  OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-058 4115  OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-069 a1 5 _OLD WOOQDWARD AVE
08.19-36-208-070 411§ _ O WOOOWARD AVE
08-19-6-208-071 411 S OLD WODDWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-072 411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-13-36-208-073 411 5§ OLD WODDWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-074 411 5 DLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-075 a1l OLDWOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-080 a1l _$  OLO WOOOWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-081 411§ OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-086 411 5 OLD WODDWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-087 411 S OLD WODDWARD AVE
08:15-36-208-088 411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-089 a1l 5 _OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-030 411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-091 411 5 OLD WODOWARD AVE
08:19-36-208-032 411 S__ OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-033 a1l S _OLD WOOBWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-034 a11 5 OLD WOOBWARD AVE
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08-19-36-208-096 a1l OLD WOOOWARD AVE
08-15-36-208-097 411 OLD WOUDWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-098 a11 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-35-208-099 411 OLG WOODWARD AVE
06-19-36-208-100 411 OLD WOCDWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-101 all OLD WODDWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-102 a11 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-15-36-208-103 a11 OLD WOODWARD AVE
0319-36-208-104 a1t OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-15-36-208-105 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-106 a11 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-107 a11 OLD WOQDWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-108 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208.115 a1 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-116 411 OLD WOQDWARD AVE
08-19-36-208.117 a11 OLD WOQDWARD AVE
08-13-36-208-118 a11 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-113 a1l OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-120 411 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-13-36-208-121 a11 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36.208-122 411 OLO WOODWARD AVE
0B-19-36-208-123 a11 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-124 413 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-18-36-208-125 ai1 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-126 411 OLD WOQDWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-127 a11 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-128 alx OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-129 411 OLO WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-130 a1l OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-35-208-133 a11 OLD WOODWARD AVE
03-19-36-208-134 a11 OLD WODDWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-135 a1t OLD WOOOWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-136 a1 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-137 a1l OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-138 a11 OLD WOQDWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-141 a11 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-142 a11 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-143 411 OLD WOOOWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-145 an OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-13-36-208-147 a11 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-149 a1 OLD WOQDWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-150 a11 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-13-36-208.151 a1 OLD WOODWARD AVE
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08-19-36-208.152 411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-153 411 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-154 411§ OLD WOODWARD AVE
05-19-36-208-155 4115 OO WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-156 411 5 OLD WOQDWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-157 411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE
0B-13-36-208-158 A1l S OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-169 411 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-170 411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208:171 a1l 5 O WODDWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-172 411 5 0D WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-173 411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-174 411 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-175 411 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-176 a1 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-177 a11 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-178 411 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-179 411 S OLD WODDWARD AVE
08-19-36.208-180 411 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-181 a1l S OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-182 311 S OLO WODDWARD AVE
08-19-36-208- 183 4115 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-184 a1l § OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-185 411 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-186 411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-187 411 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-188 4115 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-189 411 5 OLO WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-196 411 S OLD WOQDWARD AVE
0§-13-36-208-191 411 5 OLO WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-192 411 5 OLD WODOWARD AVE
08-15-36-208-193 a1) 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-194 413 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-15-36-208.195 ALl S OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-196 411 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-197 411 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-198 311 5 OLO WODDWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-199 411 5 O WOODWARD AVE
08-15-36-208-200 411 5 OLO WOODWARD AVE
08-13-36-208-201 411 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-202 411 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-208-203 411 S OLD WOQDWARD AVE
03-19-36-208-205 a1l S OLD WOODWARD AVE
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08-19-36- 208- 206 411 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19:36-208-207 | 469/479 _ 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-210-601 $$5 S OLD WOODWARD AVE
0B-19-36-210-003 §55 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE
| 08-19-36-210-00% 555 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-211-G01 900§ OLD WODOWARD AVE
0B-19-16-253-025 750 S OLG WOQDWARD AVE
08-19-36-253-026 7725 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-253-028 $88 S _OLD WOODWARD AVE
05-19-36-253-029 608 _ §  OLO WODDWARD AVE
08-19-36-253-030 S00 5 OLO WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-253-034 530 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-253-03% 670 S OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-278-012 0B S OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-278-013 820 S OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-13-36-278-014 832 S OLD WOOBWARD AVE
08-19-36-278-017 850 OLD WOODWARD AVE
08-19-36-278.018 880 § LG WOUDWARD AVE
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Proposed Streetscape Special Assessment Properties and Estimated Costs 2
g3
Property Address ] Unit | Parcel No. | Assessment Length ]_ Est U
, on
300 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE 08-19-36-204-027 100 $52,076.20 <
442 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE 08-19.36-205-026 45 $23,434.29 z
444 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE 08-19-36-205-041 8545 $43,499.11
400 5 OLO WOODWARD AVE 08-19-36-205-043 1311 $68,271.90 n
355 § OLD WOODWARD AVE 08-13-36-208-016 145.2 $75,614.64 @
401 § OLD WODDWARD AVE 08-19-36-208-017 532,887 98 —_
411 5 OLD WOQOWARD AVE sol 08-19-36-208-019 $264 31 N
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 503 08-19-36-208-020 $250.27 —_
411 § OLD WOODWARD AVE S0S 08-19-36-208-021 $250.27 o
411 5 OLO WOODWARD AVE 507 08-13-36-208-022 $215.87 )
411 5 OLD WODDWARD AVE 515 08-19-36-208-025 $152.18 -
4115 OLD WOOOWARD AVE 517 08-19-35-208-026 $18218 b
411 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE 521 08-19-36-208-027 $226.40 D
411 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE 523 08-19-36-208-028 $245.36 =
411 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE 525 08-19-36-208-029 $245.36 BN
111 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE 527 08-19-36-208-030 $245.36 ~l
411 5 OLD WOODWAKD AVE 529 08-19-36-208-031 $245.36 W)
411 S OLD WODDWARD AVE 531 08-19-36-208-032 $246.41 \O
115 OLD WODDWARD AVE $30 08-19-36-208-033 $282 21 v
411 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE 528 08-19-36-208-034 $393 13 z
411 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE 524 08-13-36-208-035 $393.13
411 5 QLG WOODWARD AVE S22 08-19-36-208-036 $510.37
411 5 QLD WODDWARD AVE 518 08-19-36-208-037 $652.88
411 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE 514 08-19-36-208-038 $278.35
411 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE 512 08-19-36-208-039 $289.58
4115 OLD WOODWARD AVE 510 08-19-36-208-040 $935.45
411 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE 508 08-19-36-208-041 $349.26
411 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE 504 08-19-36-208-043 $330.26
4115 OLD WOODWARD AVE 502 08-19-36-208-044 $349.26
911 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE 500 08-19-36-208-045 $349.26
411 § OLD WOODWARD AVE 501 08-19-36-208-046 $264.31
411 § OLD WOOOWARD AVE 603 08-19-26-208-057 $250.27
a1l 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE 605 08-19-36- 208048 $250.27
311 5 QLD WOODWARD AVE 607 08-19-36-208-049 $215.87
411 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE 621 08-19-36-208-054 $226.40
411 5 OLD WOODDWARD AVE 623 08-19-36-208-055 424536
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 624 08-19-36- 208-062 $393.13
411 § OLD WOODWARD AVE 622 08-19-36-208-063 $510.37
4115 OLD WOODWARD AVE 618 0B-19-36-208-064 $652.68
311 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 614 08-13-36- 208-065 $278.35
311 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 612 08-13-36-208-066 $289.58
4115 OLD WOODWARD AVE 610 08-19-36-208.067 $935.45
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 608 08-13-36-208-068 $349.26
311 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE 604 08-19-36-208-069 $349.26
311 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE 602 08-19-36-208.070 $349.26
411'S OLD WOODWARD AVE 500 0B-19-36-208-071 $349.26
411 § OLD WOODWARD AVE 701 08-19-36-208-072 §264.31
411 § OLD WOODWARD AVE 703 08-19-36-208-073 $250.27|
411 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE 705 08-19-36-208.074 525027
411 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE 707 08-19-36-208-075 $215.87
411 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE 721 08-19-36-108-080 $226.40
4115 OLD WOODWARD AVE 723 08-19-36-208-081 $245.36
411 § OLD WOODWARD AVE 730 08-19-36-208-086 $282.21
411 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE 728 08-19-36-208-087 $393.13
411 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE 724 08-19-36-208-088 $393.13
411 § OLD WOODWARD AVE 722 08-19-36-208-089 $510.37
411 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE 718 08-19-36-208-090 $652.84
411 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE 714 08-19-36- 208-091 $378.35
411 5 OLO WOODWARD AVE 712 0B-19-36-208-092 $289.58
4115 OLD WOODWARD AVE 710 08-19-36-208-093 $935.45
4115 OLD WOODDWARD AVE 708 08-13-36-208-094 $349.26
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Proposed Streetscape Special Assessment Properties and Estimated Costs

Proparty Address Unit l Parcel Neo. I Assessment Length l Est
411 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE 704 08-19-36-208-096 3349.26 -
411 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE 702 08-15-36-208.097 $349.26
411 5 QLD WOODWARD AVE 700 08-19-36-20%-098 $348,26
411 5§ OLD WOOOWARD AVE 801 08-19-36-208-099 $264.11
411 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE 803 08-19-36-208-180 5250.27
411 5 QL0 WOODWARD AVE 305 08-19-36-208-101 $250.27
411 5 QL0 WOODWARD AVE 807 08-19-36.208-102 $215.87
411 5 GLD WOOOWARD AVE 811 08-19-36-208-103 $182.18
411 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE 813 08-19-36-208-104 $182.18
411 5 QL0 WOODWARD AVE 815 08-19-36-208-108 5182.18
111 5 OLD WOOOWARD AVE 817 08-15-36-208-106 $182.18
411 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE 821 08-19-36-208-107 $226.40
411 5 QLD WOODWARD AVE 823 08-19-35-208-108 $245.35
411 3 OLD WOODWARD AVE 824 08-19-356-208-115 538313
411 5 OLD WOOOWARD AVE B22 (8-1%-36-208-116 $510.37
411 5 OO0 WOODWARD AVE 818 08-15-36-208-117 26917 6652.88
411 5 OLO WOODWARD AVE 814 0B-19-36-208-118 5278.35
411 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE 112 08-19-16-208-119 S289.58
411 5 OLWD WOODWARD AVE B10 08-19-36-208-120 5935.45
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 808 08-19-36-208-121 534926
411 5 OL0 WOODOWARD AVE 104 08-1%-36-208-122 534926
411 5 0D WOODWARD AVE BD2 08-19-36-208-123 $348.26
411 5 QLD WOODWARD AVE 840 08-19-36-208-124 $349.26
411 5 QLD WOODWARD AVE 901 08-19-36-208-125 $264.31
411 5 0D WOODWARD AVE 903 08-19-36.208-126 $250.27
411 5 0L WOODWARD AVE 905 08-1%-36-208-127 5250,27
411 5 QL0 WOODWARD AVE 907 08-19-35-208-128 5215.87
411 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE 911 08-19-36-208.129 $182.18
411 5 OLD WOODDWARD AVE 513 08-19.35-208-130 $182.18
411 5 QLD WOODWARD AVE 921 0B-19-36-208-133 $226.40
411 5 O WOOOWARD AVE 923 08-19-26-208-134 $245.36
411 5 OLD WODDWARD AVE 925 08-19-36-208-135 $245.36
411 5§ LD WOODWARD AVE 927 08-19-36-208-136 $245.36
411 § OLD WOODWARD AVE 9% 08-19-36-208-137 524536
411 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE 931 08-19-36-208-138 $246.41
411 5 OULD WOODWARD AVE 924 08-19-36-208-141 $393.13
411 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE 922 08-19-36.208-142 $510.37
411 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE 918 08-19-36-208-143 $652.88
411 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE 310 08-19-36-208.146 6935 45
411 5 LD WOODWARD AVE 208 08-19-36-208-147 $349.26
411 § QLD WOODWARD AVE 904 08-19-36-204-148 $349.26
411 5 O WOODDWARD AVE 902 08-1%-36-208-150 $349.25
411 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE 500 0B-19-36-208-151 $349.26
411 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE 1001 08-19-35-208-152 $264.66
411 § OLD WOODWARD AVE 1003 0B-19-36-208-153 $250.62
411 5 O WOODWARD AVE 1005 08-19-36-208-154 $250.62
411 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE 1007 03-19.36-208-15% $216.22
411 5 QLD WOODWARD AVE . 1011 08-19-35-208-156 $182.18
411 5 LD WOOOWARD AVE 1013 08-19-36-208.157 5182.18
411 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE 1024 08-19-36-208-168 $393.13
411 5§ OLD WOODWARD AVE 1022 08-19-36-208-169 $510.37
411§ OLD WOODWARD AVE 1018 08-19-356-208-170 $652.88
411 5 OO WOODWARD AVE 1014 0B-19-36-208-171 $278.35
411 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE 1012 08-19-16-208-172 52689.94
411 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE 1010 08-19-36-208.173 6935 45
411 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE 1008 0%-19-36-208.174 $348,91
411 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE 1604 08-19-36-208-175 $348.91
411 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE 1602 08-19-36-208-176 534891
411 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE 1000 08-19-36-208-177 $349.26
411 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE 711 08-19-36-208-178 $373.83
411 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE 725 (8-19-36-208-179 $501.25
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Proposed Streetscape Special Assessment Properties and Estimated Costs 2
e
Property Address } Unit ! Parcel No. | Assessment Length [ st U
411 5 OLO WOODWARD AVE 729 08-19-35-208-180 $502.65 '*g
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 829 0B-15.36-208- 181 $502.65
4115 OLD WOODWARD AVE 828 08-19-36-208-182 $686.58 z
411 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE 1015 {08-19-36-208-183 5373.83 n
4115 OLO WODDWARD AVE 1021 |oa-13-36-208-184 548194 @
411 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE 1029 [08-19-36-208-185 $502.65 —_
4115 OLD WOODWARD AVE 511 08-19-36-208-186 $373.83 Q
411 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE 611 08-19-36-208-187 $373.83 —_
4115 OLO WOODWARD AVE 615 08-19-36-208-188 $373.83 O
4115 OLD WOODWARD AVE 715 08-1%-36-208-189 $373.83 [\®)
411§ OLD WOODWARD AVE 312 08-15-36-208-190 $578.47 -
4115 OLD WOODWARD AVE 1028 ]08-19-36-208-191 $685.58 b
411 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE 825 08-19-36-208-192 $501.25 D
411 $ OLD WOODWARD AVE 1025 108-19-36-208-193 $501.25 =
411 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 506 08-19-36-208-194 $349.26 NS
411 S OLO WOODWARD AVE 606 08-19- 36-208-195 $349.26 ~l
411 5 OLD WODDWARD AVE 706 08-19-36-208-196 5349,26 W)
411 5 OLD WODDWARD AVE 806 08-19-36-208-197 $349 26 O
4115 OLO WOODWARD AVE 906 08-1%-36-208-198 5349.26 v
411 5 OLD WODDWARD AVE 1006 08-19-36-208-19% $34%.76 z
411 § OLD WOODWARD AVE 630 08-19-36-208.200 $636.58
411 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE 915 08-19-36-208-201 $373.83
411 5 OL0 WOODWARD AVE 328 0B-19-36-208-202 $686.58
411 5 OLD WODDWARD AVE 625 08-19-36-208-203 5501.25
411 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE 629 08-15-36-208-205 $245.36
411 5§ OLD WOODWARD AVE 631 08-19-36-208-206 $246.41
469/479 S OLD WODOWARD AVE 08-18-36-208-207 80.56 $41,952.59
$35 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE 08-19:36-210-G01 569.96 $296,813.50
555 5 OLO WOOOWARD AVE 03-19-36-210.003 65 $33,849.53
S55 5 OLD WODDWARD AVE 08-15-36-210-005 61.52 $32,087.28
400 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE 08-15-36-211-001 1311 $68,271.90
750 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE 08-19-36-253.025 50 $26,038.10
772 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 08-19.36-253-026 81 $42,181.72
S88 §_OLD WOODWARD AVE 08-19:36-253.028 150 $78,114.30
§08 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE 08-19-36-253-029 100 $52.076.20
500 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE 0B-19-36-253.030 148 $77,072.77
650 § OLD WOODWARD AVE 08-19-36-253.034 150 $78,114.20
670 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE 08-13-36-253-035 150 $78,114.30
808 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE G8-13-36-278-012 95.8 $49,889.00
820 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE 08-19.36.278.013 50 $26,038.10
832 § OLD WOODWARD AVE 08-19.36-278.014 . 50 $26,038.10
830 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE 08:19-36-278.017 150 $78,114.30
880 S OLD WOODWARD AVE 08-19-36-278-018 255 $132,794.31
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SPECIAL ASSESSMENT DISTRICTS

INd 6¢-LY-¥ $C0C/61,

» Sidewalk & Streetscape Amenities (75% ass

- includes concrete sidewalks, landscaping plante
plantings, benches, etc.
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PROJECT GOALS
e Complement Phase 1 & 2
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» Reduce vehicle speeds, improve pedestrian
safety

* Improve walkability and safety, intuitive
crossings

* Reduce pedestrian and vehicular conflicts
* Upgrade to be ADA compliant

* Add green space, seating areas, and dining

e Optimize parking, scooters and
bicycles

- Intormrata mroaon iInfraciriietiara
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@iﬂ mangham MEMORANDUM

{Engineering)

DATE: April 8, 2022

TO: Jack Reinhart

FROM: Scott Zielinski, P.E. — City of Birmingham Assistant City Engineer
SUBJECT: Response to items of concern related to S. Old Woodward project.

Per your request the City has looked into items associated with the planned 3 phase of the City's
downtown redevelopment project. The City is also providing a response to comments and
questions by your property manager and business tenants that you have brought to our attention.
Comments and questions addressed in this memo included the foilowing:

L.

An overlay comparison of City parking spaces in front of the 555 buiidings between Hazel
and Haynes both before and after the City project.

A count of City parking spaces being eliminated and the reasoning for this decision,
A final count of City parking spaces that will be available after construction.
Parking during construction including:

a. Construction Worker Parking, and
b. Tenant client parking.

. Construction occurring along the 555 building’s refaining walls.

Why the 555 buildings part of the SAD for sewer tead work.

The traffic plan for maintaining some traffic on 5. Old Weodard during construction why
it is southbound.

Explanation for placement of the bus stop on Old Woodward from Bowers and addressing
concerns that have been expressed regarding the new location.

The City has conducted review of these items and provides the following responses:

In response to item #1;

The City has appended the requested drawing. The provided drawing shows the City
parking spaces that are being eliminated based cn the current traffic safety standard
requirements of the Michigan Vehicle Code, the Michigan Manual on Uniform Traffic

1
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Control Devices, and the Americans with Disabilities Act, in addition to general industry
standard safety practices for general street parking, bus stop areas, in relation to
pedestrian crossings, and for handicap compliant spaces as designed by the City
Consulting professionals.

In response to items #2 and #3:

30 full-size City parking spaces exist currently in front of the 555 building’s between Hazel
and Haynes along the east side of S. Old Woodward. As required or recommended by the
current traffic safety standard requirements of the Michigan Vehicle Code, the Michigan
Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices, and the Americans with Disabilities Act, in
addition to general industry standard safety practices for general street parking, bus stop
areas, parking in relation to pedestrian crossings and for Handicap compliant spaces the
following number of spaces are planned in removal as follows:

o Two (2) City parking spaces are being removed as the City increases the size of
the City handicap parking spaces to provide adequate and legal spacing for ADA
compliant handicap parking spaces and ADA compliant access to the sidewalk.

o Seven (7) City parking spaces are being removed for traffic and pedestrian safety
measures (due to items such as proximity to intersections and to pedestrian
crossings)

o Three (3) City parking spaces are being removed due to the planned placement of
the bus stop.

As the City plans to construct nineteen (19) full-size parking spaces between Hazel and
Haynes [Two (2) of which are handicap parking spaces] this results in a net loss of eleven
(11) fuli-size parking spaces. The City also plans to install four (4) moped/motorcycle
parking spaces in this area in V2 size spaces.

In response to item #4:

o Item A: The contractor will have the ability to park within the closed section of the
work zone or will be required to park in a City structure (Pierce or Peabody
structures)

o Item B: BSD is working on concept ideas, and the City is hopeful during
construction that the ownership of the 555 would be willing to work on an
agreement with the City for the tenant business of the 555 to use the 555's decks
to help support them through the construction.

In response to item #5:

The City has reviewed the project items that relate to work adjacent to the 555 property’s
retaining wall. Originally the City was to remove the existing 30" sewer in the Right-of-
Way (ROW), the excavation was to be nearly 8ft deep. After consideration of concerns
brought forth by the 555 property in relation to the retaining wall, the City is evaluating
options for elimination of this work.

At this time the City only intends to replace streetscape items within 10 feet of the
retaining wall. Depths of work will be limited in the 10 ft area adjacent to the retaining
2
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wall. At this time the anticipated deepest excavation is less than 4 ft and will be limited in
occurrence. Work immediately adjacent to the retaining wall in the ROW will be held to
approximately 2 ft or less and is intended for sidewalk replacement activities.

In response to item #6:

As stated at the Public Hearing of Necessity for S Old Woodward Water and Sewer Special
Assessment District on March 14 the City had not been able to complete the inspection
of the 555 building’s sewer leads and therefore was required to include them in the
proposed special assessment district for sewer and water laterals. Based on the City’s
completion of inspection of the 555 building’s sewer leads, the City has been able to
determine the 555 buildings sewer leads do not meet the requirements for assessment
associated with the required criteria for; material type, quality or age. Therefore the 555
properties are not being included in the Confirmation of Roll associated with the special
assessment district for the sewer and water laterals. The 555 property will not be charged
for work associated with the sewer or water laterals in the Right-of-Way.

In response to item #7:

As previously discussed, the City intends to allow traffic to use one lane on the south
bound travel direction starting at Hazel. Frank and George will also be accessible to the
south bound travel lane. Logistically in order to limit outside traffic from the construction
zone we are limiting the entry to the area so vehicles only looking to reach businesses in
the construction zone will enter the area. The less traffic in the work zone the safer the
area will be,

In response to Item #8:

The City is looking to improve the safety of the bus stop location. The current area on
Bowers is poorly lit, and the location’s proximity to Woodward provides a risk of incident
with vehicles turning off of southbound Woodward onto eastbound Bowers St.

The location in front of the northern 555 building as determined by the City Engineering
Consultants, meets the design criteria related to the distance from an intersection while
maintaining the bus stop along SMART's current bus loop. Additional consideration was
given to parking locations along the entirety of Bowers to Brown for the daily utilization
rates as they compared to spaces where the City is required to remove to meet current
safety standards set forth by the Michigan Vehicle Code, the Michigan Manual on Uniform
Traffic Control Devices, and the Americans with Disabilities Act, in addition to general
industry standard safety practices for bus stop locations in regards to street intersections
and pedestrian crossings. In general the closer to Brown the higher the utilization is for
the street as a whole.

The 555 ownership management and business tenants have expressed concerns of the
bus stop in proximity to the cross walk that crosses Old Woodward on the north side of
Frank St. The planned bus shelter is approximately 85ft south of the planned crosswalk,
and as part of our project we are also planning to increase crosswalk lighting. The City
notes the concern from the 555 that people may violate traffic laws to drive around the
bus in the left turn lane, unfortunately the City does not have the ability to make drivers

3
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follow traffic laws through design. The City’s Police Department wifl enforce all appropriate
traffic laws,

The designed bus stop, crosswalks, and decisions to eliminate City parking spaces, were
all design items reviewed by the City's traffic engineering consultants and all necessary
changes are a safety improvement over the current condition of S. Old Woodward.
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Birmingham City Commission Minutes
March 14, 2022
Municipal Building, 151 Martin
7:30 p.m.

Vimeo Link: https://vimeo.com/683112653

l I. CALL TO ORDER AND PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE f

Therese Longe, Mayor, opened the meeting with the Pledge of Allegiance.

|II.  ROLL CALL |
Alexandria Bingham, City Clerk, called the roll.

Present: Mayor Longe
Mayor Pro Tem Boutros
Commissioner Baller
Commissioner Haig
Commissioner Host
Commissioner McLain
Commissioner Schafer

Absent: None

Administration: City Manager Markus, City Clerk Bingham, Assistant City Manager Ecker, City
Attorney Kucharek, Consuiting City Engineer Surhigh, Assistant City Engineer
Zielinski

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

Announcements

Michigan and Oakland County are at a substantial rate of COVID-19 community transmission. Per
Occupational Safety and Health Administration (OSHA) mask guidance for areas of high or substantial
community transmission levels, and to continue to protect essential government operations and functions,
the city requires masks in City Hall for all employees, and for board and commission members. Masks are
recommended for members of the public who attend city meetings. The City continues to provide KN-95
respirators for all in-person meeting attendees.

Happy Birthday Commissioner Baller
Mohmadyunes Patel - City Engineer Coming to Birmingham

Congresswoman Haley Stevens

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

A. Public Comment — Brad Coulter
a. Additional communication regarding this submitted public comment has been indluded.

1 March 14, 2022
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David Bloom expressed concerns regarding a number of Commissioners’ conduct during and since the 2021
Commission election campaign.

Brad Coulter summarized the content of his submitted written comments. He expressed support for the
pending code of conduct and asked that it include any persons and businesses that interact with the City
government.

Samuel Oh expressed concerns about recommended upzoning in the Triangle in the 2040 Master Plan
draft. He asked that the 2040 Plan maintain the zoning currently recommended for the Triangle in the
2007 Triangle Plan.

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.

03-069-22 Consent Agenda

The following items were pulled from the Consent Agenda:
Commissioner Haig: Item H -~ Advisory Parking Committee Resignation — Sarshar Nasserian

MOTION: Motion by Mayor Pro Tem Boutros, seconded by Commissioner Host:
To approve the Consent Agenda excluding Item H.

ROLL CALL VOTE: Ayes, Mayor Pro Tem Boutros
Commissioner Host
Commissioner MclLain
Commissioner Schafer
Mayor Longe
Commissioner Baller
Commissioner Haig

Nays, None
A. Resolution to approve the City Commission meeting revised minutes of February 14, 2022.
B. Resolution to approve the City Commission meeting minutes of February 28, 2022.

C. Resolution to approve the warrant list, including Automated Clearing House payments, dated March
2, 2022, in the amount of $283,691.17,

D. Resolution to approve the warrant list, including Automated Clearing House payments, dated March
9, 2022, in the amount of $1,671,096.82.

E. Resolution to approve a special event permit as requested by the Michigan Parkinson Foundation
to hold the 2022 Parkinson Walk on Saturday, June 18, 2022, 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 leading up to or at the time
of the event.

2 March 14, 2022
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Resolution to approve a special event permit as requested by the HDSA Michigan Chapter to hold
Yoga in the Park on Saturday, June 18, 2022, 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 leading up to or at the time of the event.

Resolution to accept the resignation of Erin Rodenhouse from the Board of Zoning appeals, to
thank her for her service and to direct the City Clerk to begin the process of filling the vacancy.

Resolution to accept the resignation of Pierre Yaldo from the Brownfield Redevelopment
Authority, thank him for his service, and to direct the City Clerk to begin the process of filling the
vacancy.

Resolution to accept the resignation of David Lurie from the Mutli-Modal Transportation Board,
thank him for his service, and to direct the City Clerk to begin the process of filling the vacancy.

Resolution approving a 2-year contract extension (through November 15, 2023) with Birmingham
Lawn for lawn maintenance services in an amount not to exceed $347,562. In addition, to authorize
the Mayor and City Clerk to sign the agreement on behalf of the City. Funding for this project has
been budgeted for using funds from the following other contractual services accounts: $193,854 in
Parks (101-751.000-811.0000), $55,490 in City Properties (101-441.003-811.0000), $13,156 in
Well Sites (591-537.002-811.0000), $15,274 in Local Streets (203-449.003-937.0400), $59,788 in
Major Streets (202-449.003-937.0400), and $10,000 in Grass/Noxious Weed Enforcement (101-
441.007-811.0000).

03-070-22 (Item H) Advisory Parking Committee Resignation — Sarshar
Nasserian

Commissioner Haig and MclLain noted it might be necessary to clarify for board applicants that virtual
attendance is no longer an option for counting as present, counting towards a quorum, or voting.

Mayor Longe asked that Staff make it clear to applicants that attendance in person is now required for
board participation.

MOTION: Motion by Commissioner Haig, seconded by Mayor Pro Tem Boutros:
To accept the resignation of Sarshar Nasserian from the Advisory Parking Committee, thank him for his
service, and to direct the City Clerk to begin the process of filling the vacancy.

VOICE VOTE: Ayes, Commissioner Haig

Mayor Pro Tem Boutros
Commissioner Host
Commissioner McLain
Commissioner Schafer
Mayor Longe
Commissioner Baller

Nays, None
[VI. UNFINISHED BUSINESS |
None.
[VII. NEW BUSINESS |
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03-071-22 S. Old Woodward Ph. 3 Estimated Project Cost Update
CCE Surhigh presented the item.

In reply to Commission inquiry, CM Markus noted that the geopolitical context often causes costs to diverge
from cost estimates. He said those changes do not give him pause in terms of scheduling a hearing of
necessity. He said the Commission’s decision regarding the viability of this project would come after bids
have been received and reviewed. He noted that the bids would inform Staff and the Commission about
how the project might impact the City’s budget, what changes budgetary changes might be required, and
what changes might need to be re-engineered within the project. He stated that the project needs to be
done, that the City always repairs sewer and water when such a project is done, and that it is appropriate
to address the streetscape at the same time.

Mayor Pro Tem Boutros noted that delaying the project would likely only increase the costs.

Commissioner McLain noted that the S. Old Woodward area is not Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA)
compliant, and so it is necessary to redo the street. She said she was glad to be having a transparent
conversation about the increase in costs but remained definite that the project must move forward. She
noted that a delay would also negatively impact the business owners in the area, who have to deal with
uncertainty until the project is complete.

Public Comment

Mr. Bloom recommended that the City undertake a re-engineering of the project now so the project would
not be further delayed if a re-engineering is needed once bids are received. He also asked whether Plante
Moran should revise the City’s five-year forecasts in light of the project’s estimated cost increases.

03-072-22 Public Hearing of Necessity for S. Old Woodward Sidewalk and
Streetscape Special Assessment District

Mayor Longe disclosed that her spouse’s landlord has a property in the proposed special assessment
district (SAD). She reported being advised by the City Attorney that fact did not represent a conflict
of interest.

CA Kucharek confirmed, and said she appreciated the Mayor’s transparency.

The Mayor opened the public hearing at 8:27 p.m.

ACE Zielinski presented the item.

The Mayor noted that the Commission received formal protest of this item on behalf of 555
Residential LLC, 555 Commercial LLC, and Manorwood Properties LLC.

The Mayor closed the public hearing at 8:32 p.m.

MOTION: Motion by Mayor Pro Tem Boutros, seconded by Commissioner Haig:

To adopt a resolution declaring the necessity of the improvement and of the Special Assessment District
with special assessments levied in accordance with benefits against the properties within such assessment
district which has been outlined by parcel number and included in the packet before the Commission on
pages three, four, five, six, and seven. To further approve the detailed plans and estimates of the costs
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prepared by the City Engineer as presented, to prescribe which portion of the costs of such improvements
will be paid by special assessment upon the property especially benefited, determining that the benefits
received by affected properties and what portion shall be paid by the City, which is 25% paid by the City
and 75% assessed against the properties. Furthermore, the delineating of boundaries of the special
assessment as defined by parcel numbers on pages three, four, five, six, and seven of the Commission
packet, and to determine the method or formula to be used in making the assessment as provided in the
Commission packet, in section 7B of the March 14, 2022 Commission packet, and furthermore by direction
the Manager to prepare a special assessment roll and to present the same to the Commission for
confirmation, which will be completed at the public hearing on April 11, 2022. Furthermore that the special
assessment district will include all properties within the following districts as stated, and that the City
Commission will meet on Monday, April 11, 2022 at 7:30 p.m. for the purpose of conducting the public
hearing to confirm the assessment roll for the sidewalk and street scape improvements adjacent to all
properties within the project area on South Old Woodward Avenue, between Brown Street and Landon
Street.

Public Comment

Jason Long, attorney, reiterated his letter on behalf of the 555 Commercial LLC and the 555 Residential
LLC protesting the proposed SAD.

Jack Reinhardt, managing partner of the 555 and representative for Manorwood Properties LLC, also spoke
against the proposed SAD and aspects of the S. Old Woodward project.

Mark Nickita summarized the lengthy review and study process that went into designing the S. Old
Woodward project and recommended the Commission move forward with both the proposed SAD and the
project as a whole.

Joe Vicari, owner of the Birmingham Pub, said that losing parking will negatively impact businesses in the
S. Old Woodward area and suggested that the Commission delay the project, opining that prices for the
project would likely decrease in a few years.

Mr. Bloom recommended that the City find a way to address Mr. Reinhardt’s concerns given Mr. Reinhardt’s
level of investment in the City.

Mayor Pro Tem Boutros and Commissioners Baller, Mclain, Host, and Haig conceded that the
reconstruction of S. Old Woodward would be uncomfortable for area businesses in the short-term but
would ultimately be beneficial to them in the long-term.

Commissioner Mclain noted that the impact of the construction on businesses and their parking was at
least partially mitigated during Phases One and Two of the project, and said those lessons in mitigation
could be replicated on S. Old Woodward in Phase Three.

Mayor Pro Tem Boutros echoed Mr. Nickita’s comments, and added that the City has already gone through
two previous phases in other areas of the City and seen positive results.

Commissioner Baller acknowledged that customers to the S. Old Woodward area may have to walk a bit
farther after the project’s completion, but concurred with Mr. Nickita and Mayor Pro Tem Boutros that the
improved streetscape would benefit both businesses in the area and the community as a whole.

Commissioner Haig said that while he believed the S. Old Woodward project would improve the area for
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businesses and the community, he wished fewer parking spaces could be removed from the S. Old
Woodward area. He said he was concerned both about the project potentially increasing parking in the
neighborhoods and the potential need to balance out the loss of parking with a new parking deck.

Commissioner Schafer summarized the experience of studying this item as a former Multi-Modal
Transportation Board member as far back as Summer 2021. She noted that the S. Old Woodward project
would improve the infrastructure, make the area aesthetically more pleasing, improve the area for
pedestrians, and improve the area in terms of accessibility. She agreed with Mayor Pro Tem Boutros and
Commissioners Baller, McLain, and Haig that those improvements would also benefit the businesses in the
area.

Commissioner Host offered his support for the S. Old Woodward project, noting the planned improvements
in terms of both safety and aesthetics.

Mayor Longe noted that this is not the final decision on this matter. She noted that the improvements in
infrastructure, pedestrian safety, and accessibility are important. She noted that while costs for the project
are high now, if more federal infrastructure funding becomes available then prices for the project would
only increase and may not level off for a decade.

ROLL CALL VOTE: Ayes, Mayor Pro Tem Boutros
Commissioner Haig
Commissioner Host
Commissioner MclLain
Commissioner Schafer
Mayor Longe
Commissioner Baller

Nays, None

03-073-22 Public Hearing of Necessity for S Old Woodward Water and Sewer
Special Assessment District

Mayor Longe reiterated her disclosure from the previous item. She opened the public hearing at 9:13
p.m.

ACE Zielinski presented the item.
The Mayor closed the public hearing at 9:15 p.m.

The Mayor noted that the Commission also received formal protest of this item on behalf of 555
Residential LLC, 555 Commercial LLC, and Manorwood Properties LLC.

MOTION: Motion by Mayor Pro Tem Boutros, seconded by Commissioner Schafer:

To declare the necessity to replace the water and sewer lateral for the 10 properties that have been listed
in the March 14, 2022 City Commission packet on pages two and three. Further, approving the detailed
plans and estimates of costs prepared by the City Engineer that can be found in the March 14, 2022 City
Commission packet, 7C, on page four. And further describing the scope of the properties that can be found
on pages four and five. Therefore, prescribing the portion of the costs to be paid by special assessment
will be 100% by the properties listed. Further direction to the Manager to prepare the special assessment
roll that will be completed on Monday, April 11, 2022 for the Commission’s confirmation on the roll.

6 March 14, 2022
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ROLL CALL VOTE; Ayes, Commissioner Haig
Mayor Pro Tem Boutros
Commissioner Host
Commissioner McLain
Commissioner Schafer
Mayor Longe
Commissioner Baller

Nays, None

Commission Items for Future Discussion. A motion is required to bring up the item for future
discussion at the next reasonable agenda, no discussion on the topic will happen tonight.

In reply to Commissioner Host, CM Markus said he would offer a suggested action on the topics of social
districts and food trucks to the Commission at its next meeting.

Commission discussion on items from prior meeting

INd 6€:L¥¥ STOT/61/C1 DSIN AqQ AIATADTY

[ VIII. REMOVED FROM CONSENT AGENDA ]

[IX. COMMUNICATIONS l
A. Eric Wolfe Regarding Rezoning Questions - Staff Responses and Related Communications

| X.  REPORTS ]

A. Commissioner Reports

Notice of intention to appoint Housing Board of Appeals

Notice of intention to appoint Brownfield Redevelopment Authority
Notice of intention to appoint Board of Zoning Appeals

Notice of intention to appoint Advisory Parking Committee

Notice of intention to appoint Multi-Modal Transportation Board
Notice of intention to appoint Architectural Review Committee

oA WN =

Mayor Longe noted that the number of positions available for appointment should indicate to the Michigan
Legislature that the inability for board members to attend board meetings virtually is an issue.

B. Commissioner Comments

Commissioner Haig expressed dismay regarding two fellow Commissioners’ conduct during and since the
2021 Commission election campaign. He admonished his fellow Commissioners to commit to adhering to
the pending code of conduct and to treating each other with respect.

Commissioner Haig then thanked the Police and Fire Departments for replying to him regarding an inquiry.
He noted he also received a clarification from ACM Ecker regarding a question he had asked about tax
increment financing, but that correspondence was not included in the agenda package. He concluded by
saying that all communications between Commissioners and Staff should be included in the agenda packet,
and not just certain communications.

7 March 14, 2022
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Commissioner McLain recommended that Birmingham residents over 50 years of age, who might have
restricted mobility in the case of an emergency, call the Birmingham Fire Department to learn more about
Knox Boxes.

Commissioner McLain then recommended the book “Conversations Worth Having: Using Appreciative
Inquiry to Fuel Productive and Meaningful Engagement”, by Jacqueline M. Stavros, Cheri Torres, David L.
Cooperrider, to help inform the Commission’s and the public’s discourse around developing a code of
conduct.

Commissioner Host spoke in favor of developing a code of conduct and of clarifying how conflicts of interest
are handled. He noted that the focus of each Commissioner should be addressing the issues affecting the
community.

Commissioner Host clarified that while the City funds Birmingham Public Schools, the operations and
governance of the school system are completely separate from the Commission.

Commissioner Baller noted that Michigan campaign finance laws make election financing transparent to
the community. He continued the Birmingham community includes more than just the City’s residents, that
those non-resident community members should not be referred to as ‘outsiders’, and said those non-
resident community members deserve the wider community’s respect. He noted also that residents have
votes in the City, whereas non-residents do not.

Commissioner Host noted that Mr. Coulter apologized for his statement referencing ‘outsiders’.
Commissioner Host then asked whether it was appropriate to be uncivil to residents, since itis inappropriate
to be uncivil to non-residents.

The Mayor expressed appreciation for all the Commissioner comments, and noted that cross-talk was
discouraged during Commissioner comments.

Commissioner Haig asked if he could make an additional comment since Commissioner Host was permitted
an additional comment.

The Mayor allowed Commissioner Haig to speak again on the basis that the Commissioner said his comment
would be brief,

Commissioner Haig agreed with Commissioner Baller that the perspectives of non-resident community
members are important. He noted that while he and Commissioner Baller have points of disagreement, he
also agrees with Commissioner Baller on many points.

Mayor Longe briefly summarized the meeting she, CM Markus, and ATCM Fairbairn had with General
Counsel Shindo from the Japanese Consulate in Detroit.

Commissioner McLain advised her colleagues to try and handle their disagreements quietly and outside of
Commission time, so that the focus during Commission meetings can be getting the people’s business
done.

C. Advisory Boards, Committees, Commissions’ Reports and Agendas
D. Legislation
E. City Staff

1. 2021 Annual Golf Report

8 March 14, 2022
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The Mayor commended DPSD Wood and GOCM Brito on the performance of the City’s golf courses.

2. City Manager Annual Performance Update

CM Markus summarized the item and said he would schedule his performance review for the first
Commission meeting in April.

In reply to Commission inquiry, CM Markus confirmed that the review would be held in closed session and
that his term with the City is scheduled to last through the end of June 2023.

INFORMATION ONLY

xIl

ADJOURN

Mayor Longe adjourned the meeting at 9:37 p.m.

Diyoditd B~

Alexandria Bingham
City Clerk
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Laura Eichenhorn
City Transcriptionist
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Statement of John 1. Reinhart

Date: Apri} 6, 2022

OBJECTIONS TGO MAJOR ISSUES REGARDING THE SOUTH OLD WOODWARD
DEVELOPMENT BASED ON SIGNIFICANT SAFETY ISSUES, ELIMINATION OF
PARKING IN FRONT OF THE 555 BUILDING, ADA ISSUES AND THE NEED FOR A
CROSSWALK AT BOWER STREET. OBJECTIONS ALSO WITH RESPECT TO THE
SPECIAL ASSESMENT DISTRICT FOR THE CERTAIN COST OF THE SOUTH OLD
WOODWARD DEVELOPMENT

My name is Jack Reinhart T amn the owner of Manorwood Properties LLC the real csiate where
Birmingham Pub resides. I am also the genetal partoer and responsible for the day-to-day
management of the $55Building complex.

Iwas on the city zoom call on February 217 2022, that was the first time that T ever heard of the
climination of 6O parking spots on Old Woodward, At that imeeting, there was no mention of the
relocation of the bus stop {rom in front of Birmingham Place down to the 555 Building, in front
of possibly the most dangerous pedestrian crossing in the city.

I also attended the meeting on March 14" 2022. | spoke at in that meeting quite extensively. [
raised many tssues having 1o do with safety, the loss of the parking spots in {ront of 555,
ablected to the special assessment district and still did not know about the bus stop being
refocated so | did not speat about that particular issue.

When | completed my presentation, | asked if there were any questions fully expecting a number
of questions., The cotmmissioners had no questions for me whatsoever. What happened
immedialety after was somewhat shacking 1o me. The cities consultants got up basically
realfirmed everything i their plan no onc addressing the comments and concerns of any of the
citizens and business owners like Joe Vicari, who owns the Birmingham Pub. ‘Then each or most
members the coimmissioner made very positive statements for the record saying how important
this was for the city and the City had to get it done now and basically gave no consideration to
any of the issues thai [ raised and many of the other citizens of the Cily of Birmingham raised.
Summarizing their statements on the record it was basically “Come hell or high water this is

gelting done™ .

The City Commissioners have a duty to ook into realistic issues, thal arc raised especially ifthey
deal with the safety of the citizens of the City especially pedestrians polential ADA issues, and
the City’s invitees to their City.

P osending my revised statements now that | know much more, directly (o ail the
commissioners so they 'l have plenty ol lime 1o review what concerns 555 and Manorwood
Propertics, prior to the meeting on Apeil 11 2022, Perhaps this may generate some questions.

Last week I met with Sean Kammer and Scott Zielinski the City Engineer and another city
official. I have asked for an overlay so that [ know exactly what spots 555 is going to lose. I also

Continuous Page 248

INd 6€:L¥¥ STOT/61/C1 DSIN AqQ AIATADTY



Statement of John ), Reinhant

objected vehemenily to locating and moving the bus stop in front of Birmingham Place to the
[roni of 555 due 1o extreme safcly concerns, At that meeting, I told him that was totally
unacceptable to me and | would never agree to it, Sean Kammer said they would look into
moving the bus stop and get back to me.

| have at least three phone calls into Scott Ziclinski and he has yet to call me back on thesc
important matters. [ also left a voicemaii for Sean Krammer.

Frecognize that there’s a functional requirement and that the city water and sewage drainage
syslem needs 10 be replaced because itis in excess of 50 years old, However, much of this
includes the beautitication of the city with additional landscaping and s center median strip. All
very nice, jooks beautiful but from my perspective does not justily some of the reductions in
functionality and costs for adjacent property owners, that have no interest in paying for the
beautification of the city for which the entire city and all of its residence and visitors benefit.

This is & very important project to the City of Binningham. They planned this for several years.
Phase | and Phase 2 are complcted north of South Old Woodward.

I would submit to the Commission that as important as this is to the City, it is every bit as
importiani, even much more imporfant to the ienants and the building owners and the residenis on
Ann Street andd to CV S, The lenants, the property owners as well as the neighbors on Aun Siceet,
which will take the overflow and CVS which is already taking the overtlow will be significantly
and diamatically adversely alfected.

For the past two vears the enants o) 855, especially the lifestyie tenants, have gotten their
businesses ruined and destroyed because of COVID-19. Even today we do not know whether or
not COVID-19 is over with or will continue to adversely affect these businesses. [n fact, China
shut down the entire city of Shanghai and many others due to Covid just last week.

As I said this will be more important to the tenants of the 555 building and adjacent building
owners because this represents their livelikood and their life biood and possibly even the
existence of these businesses which are stitl struggling because of COVID-19.

From my perspective, a signilicant project such as this to be successful and be i harmony with
the City wd the Community il requires communication. Personally, [ must admit I am
disappoeinted with the communication of the city and the Conimission has had with the tenaats
and property owners in in South-old Woodwarid,

No one has talked to me no one has called mic on the phone I've checked with my tenants no one
has talked with any of them. In fact, some of them have sent ematils to the cily the city ‘s
response we will get back o you and they never do.

Sure we've all seen a lot of this in the newspaper and heard aboutat. However, T know that no
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Statement of John J. Reinhart

one has ever sat down and met with me (ace-to-face or even so much just calicd me on the phorne
to discuss this. T find it very difficull so many of these decisions ave being made without dealing
with those (hat are divectly aflected and have the diveet pragmatic and practical undeestandings of
the logistics that all of this is going to cost. Let alone the hardship on these businesses. This does
not represent goad government community cooperation,

Itappears that this is ull been done by outside consuiting firms | know there’s heen some
informal meetings, But [rom my perspective nobody s got their boots on the ground and kicked
the tires of what's reafly going to happen and how are they are going to affect the economics of
the City and the redevelopment of South old Woodward so that the tenants of and property
owners of the City remain viable.

NOTICE:

First and foremost, [ object to the entire plan that effects the $55 Residence, LLC in that
never did we get any format notices, never did anyone meet with the 555 residences owners
or its employees, no one even called the 555 on the phone. This plan has a very significant
reduction on the value of the 555 Buiiding and its tenants. The $55 Builling was entitled to
be given FORMAL NOTICE if you intended to materially decrease the value of building
and decrcased the vatue of the 555 tenants’ business. The 555 Building that has been here
in Birmingham for 48 ycars and we just invested at the insistence of the City over
$30,800,000.00 in this property.

PARKING:

Altheugh it is nowhere in the written presentation of February 21% 2022, 1 now understand that
there are 60 street parking spofs south of Brown that are proposed to be eliminated.

This is ceally quite incredible cspecially since the ¢ity openly acknowicdges they have a major
parking problem within the city, where it is my understanding that a separate study inclicales the
city needs more than 3,000 parking spots. The most valuable parking spots in the City especially
to support a viable retail community and restaurants are its streel parking.

I ask, “Why was this nof in the written presentation on February 2% 202277

The presentation nmakes a big point that this is being done because ol ADA requirements that
have 1o be miet, 1 have looked at the plan and there may be a few ADA requirements, bui
nowhere would ADA requirements require the elimination of 60 streel parking spots. 1 also
believe there may be some grandfathering arguments allow us to meet some of those
requitements but possibly not all of them,

One matier that 1s not dealt with at all in the study is that due to the nature of the lifestyle tenants
that focus on exercise, physical therapy, and rehabilitation, The strect parking at the 553
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Statement of John I. Reinhart

Building is pavamount for the citizens of the City of Birmingham to foltow their doctors®
dircelions {0 usc aliernative methods to inercase their mobility such as Pilates, yoga and
supervised physical exercise. The alteraative to physical therapy in many cases is very high-risk
sucgery.

by myseli have ihiee fractured lumbar veriebrac, Plus, 1 have one fractured thoracic vertebra. The
head of neurological surgery at Providence Hospital Dr. Tech Soo, has advised me to go to
Pilates twice a week and other physical exercise in order to prevent high risk back surgery. |
have been going to Pilates four (4) years and Birmingham Ultimate Fitness for eleven (11) years
bascd on Dr. Sou's advice. Literally i { don't go to this physical therapy, I would not be able to
walk upright.

I'am not the only ene that goes to Pilates, yoga and Birmingham Ultimate Fitness and Justin
Anderson’s fitness to assist ime in maintaining my mobitity without major high-risk surgery.
There are many others, and they depend on sireet parking 1o go rehabilitation because of their
Himited mobility, surprisingly the propased plan ituivinates all of the streel parking in front of
these nants and substitutes a bus stop. The only way this could happen is that whoever put the
study together never talked to the lifestyle tenants or investigated who [requents the building and
how imporiant straight parking is to these residents of the City of Birmingham.

In tatking with Pilates, Yoga, Justin Anderson and Birmingham Ultimate Fitness, they cstiiate
that on some days well over 400 people patronize these establishments on a daily basis and
literally 1,000s on a weekly bass,

BUS STOP:

The bus stop relocation from Birmingham Place 10 the 555 was never mentioned in the
presentation on February 21% 2022,

| have never heard of it being talked about in meetings before the commission. The first | becaine
awire of it was when [ discovered it ou (he last page of the February 215 2022, presentation
materials.

The 555 Building has Deen probably the most iconic buitding in the City of Birmingham {or over
48 years. Years back (he city constantly vrged and cajoled 555 to spend significant money to
rehabilitate and re-develop the 5335 Building. At the time some ol the City fathers referred to it as
“The Pigsty of Birmingham”.

in 2614, 355 commenced a complete redevelopment of the property. We replaced the cuitain
walls of the residence and in the commercial building, We put over $3 miflion into the parking
structure. We redesigned and updated all of the interior space hallways and common arcas. On
top of thal we vedid all the hard scape on the upper and tower fevels of the retail. 355 invested
over $30 million in this redevelopment. We are extremely pleased on how it came out and how
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Statement of John 1. Reinhart

well it’s been received by the community.-

Now tor the City of Birmingham 1o now propese putting a bus stop in front of The 555 Building
and to climinate 36% of the 555 street parking is totally anaceeptable to us, ‘Vhis will have a
material significant decrease in the value of the 333 Building and our tenants’ busincsses which
the cily urged and cajoled us and insisted thal we redevelop, How is that fair?

I can assure you the partnets of 555 will not accept this unequivocally.

However, much more important than the effects that this can have on the valuc and the financial
matiers and the leasing of the 555 Building, let me assuve you placing the bus stop where it is
proposed causes significant and 1 mean very significant pedestrian salely risks and significant
lability risks to the City of Birmingham.

Hazel and Frank Street on Old Woodward crosswalks ave perhaps the most dangesous in the
entire City ol Birmingham. They are not symmetical, and cars constantly lale a diagonal route
from Frank to getto big Woodward from Hazel o get to Frank so they can go to the CVS store
ortake a shorteul over (o Southtield Road in order to avoid the congestion in the heart of the City
of Birmingham,

One of Molly Bavan’s patrons got hit by a car at (hat cross-section. She will speak to that, Ontop
of that many people have told me that they have abimosl gotten hit by cars at that crosswalk,

Now the City proposes (o block the visibiliy site lines down South Old Woodward where
currently cars go 35 1o 45 miles an hour. 1 know his plan is intending (o slow down northbound
traffic. AHT can say is don't count on it. More importantly, the bus stop takes owt the northbound
fane. There is now anly a lefi tum lane when the bes is there, Let me assure you when the bus is
there car traffic will po around the bus violating the feft turn lane with no abilily to see any
pedestrians crossing Old Woodward ul Mazel, let alone the diagonal traffic coming from Frank to
Hazel.

WHO PAYS FOR IT?

I"'m not geing to spend a lot of time on alj the issues that are there with respect to who should
pay for these improvements. We do not believe that this would qualify as a special assessment
district due the signiticant detrimental loss of value due to the taking of 60 street parking spots.
On top of that at a nvinimum the city should talk 10 the property owners and (he tenants thai
waould be asked to pay Tor this, | can assure you they will all 1el! you if' they have o pay lor if
they don’Cwant it This beautification project benefits the calive City, Thisis the pateway to the
City of Birmingham all residents patrons and visitors benehit from this. [1 this is what The City
wanis (o do then the City of Bumingham’s property taxes should pay for.

LOGISTICS:
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Statement of John 1. Relinhan

Al the meeling on February 219 20220 a number of properly owners or tenants expressed deep
concern over the logistics as planned by the city having a divect ¢ilect on their businesses. Some
of them reccive lreight daily. semi-trucks and there was no provision what's the plan on how to
make surc that thesc businesses can continue to reeeive these deliveries necessary for lo keep
them in business or to operate during this construction period.

My undersianding is that ihe only traffic on Old Woodward will be southbound on the west side
ol Old Woodward. How is (liis fuir to all the tenants on the east side of old Woodward? 555 has
18 retail tenants on the east side of old Woodward more than any other building on Gld
Woodward. I was told that the only crosswalk would be at Brown. This is so unfair tn so many of
the tenants will not be capable walking a quarter of a mile north to get to the east side of
Woodward at Brown Sheet.

This should be solved by having an elevated crosswalk at Bower Street which is midway from
Brown Street down to the South end of old Woodward. If this cannot be accomplished, it wili be
discrimination against the east side tenants of Old Woodward including the Birmingham Pub
which is a restaurant, This would be totally discriminatory,

Ancther concern | have thal was not discussed to date at the meetings are whalt is The City going
to do with the snow in the winter. Right now when we have even a relatively small snow it ends
up exactly where the proposed median sirip is supposed to be with your proposed new
developments. [ don't know how they re going to be able to put il there without ruining the
landscaping, busting up the concrete and curbs.

} hope they don’t pian on pushing it into the remaining parking spots that ihey have left which
would create more and further signilicant hardship and parking problems tor all South
Woodward businesses and tenants!

In a very significant snow it would create monumental problems not having the ability to push
the snow (o the center of old Woodward. Logistically I have no idea how they would deal with

this.

Currently they push it to the center of'the street, and it stays there for a couple days until they can
get the front loaders 10 remove 1t This problem is getting compounded throughout the city
because they now have to remove the snow throughout the city with front loaders. The problem |
have here though is there’s no place to put the snow 1n the intertm. From the initiaj plowing of
the street unlil the front loaders get around to moving it.

Perhaps the City has figure this out, but it has never been discussed and it’s not in the
presentation and when ! asked Scott Zielinski about it he said well we will deal with it, we'l
figure out how to deal with it later. [ belicve this issue must be deait with before proceeding.
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Statement of John J. Reinhart

STRUCTURAL:

My understanding is that all the sidewalks are going to be torn up and replaced. With respect to
the 555 Building, this is within 2 feet of a major retaining wall of the building.

The 555 has hired cngineers to evaluate the structural integrity of our retaining wall that runs the
entire length of our property, Measurements are being made and will be delivered to the city so
that if any damage is caused by the cxcavation so close to our retaining wal] clearly it will be the
responsibility of the ¢ity.

We had to hire two sets of engineers to get a baseline to protect the integrity of the 555 from this
construction. We have given the City the names of our engineers and hopefully they have
reached out and contacted them so they can work together on this.

The 555 expects the city will pay for all these professional expenses because but for the
construction of this project none of this would ever have taken place and there would be no
concerns to the 555 building and the existence of our retaining wall.

As I mentioned in the beginning, this is a very important project for the City of Birmingham.
Additionally, hivst and foremost [ am dearly concerncd about the safety of the pedestrians,
especially moving perfectly safe bus stop to a very high-risk {ocation with significant {ederal
ADA ramifications and possibly lawsuits by patrons of the lifestyle center. I believe it is much
more important for the property owners and the lenants on 8. Qld Woodward Ave. The existence
of the lifestyle center and lifestyle tenants is what has allowed 555 to lease up over 90% of the

retail space which was 60% vacant {or over 20 years.

1f the City really does want the City to develop to the south end of Old Woodward. I do not think
you want to take away al} the street parking, put a bus stop there that creates significant safety
hazards for pedestrians and then on top of it thake these small businesses pay tor a major part of
the Beautification and redevelopment. That benefits the entire city.

Very Truly Yours,

(’30 n J. Retaliart
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4/8/22, 4:35 PM City of Birmingham M! Mail - Questions for Phase 3 meeting 4/11

%G"J’szgmi"”’g"‘mf” Scott Zielinski <szielinski@bhamgov.org>
Questions for Phase 3 meeting 4/11
1 message

molly baran <mollypilales@att.net> Wed, Apr 6, 2022 al 8:24 PM
Reply-To: maolly baran <moliypilates@att.net>
To: Scolt Zietinski <szielinski@bhamgov.org>

Hello Scott,

I am resending my questions and conserns for the meeting on Maonday 4/11.

| am the owner of Studic M Pilates in the 555 Building. My business is on the jower level North End, | have been
here for over 13 years. | attended the last meeting for the Phase 3 project. { will be attending the next meeting
Monday 4/11. | have listed below some concerns and questions. | thought it would be good to send them on {o
you before the meeting.

Thank you for your time

INd 6€:L¥¥ STOT/61/C1 DSIN AqQ AIATADTY

Parking Before and After Construction,

The businesses in my building on the lower level are mostly Fitness based. Pilates Studio, Yoga and 2 separate
Personat group fraining Studios. We all have group classes from approximately 5:50am through 1:00pm and
again 3:30pm through 9pm.

Between all businesses we could be 40-60 cars needing parking all at the same time on the hour As the
second wave of cars is leaving another comes. Alf at the same time, double. Add to that the other businesses
that have customers. This is going to be a a problem especially during construction. Parking in our structure is
not an option at $6.50 and hour.

Birmingham Shopping District said they will provide Valel Parking. That is not going to work with volume of 60
cars alt at once. How are they planning on handling thal for us? Clients wili not come if it is a hassle to get here
on time for a class/session.

CVS is on alert 1o our customers parking in their lot and wiill Tow cars. They have warned our clients,

Where will the Construction workers be parking? Will that be monitored?

Handicapped Access

My Studio has some post rehab and Elderiy clients needing Handicapped access. How is that going to be
handied during construction? Parking in my building parking structure is not an option for a client with limited
mobility issues. They have to pass through 3 Doors that are not automatic, negotiate the one Elevator that goes

to the botiom floor, then walk a distance to the end where my Studio is. The cost to park in the structure is aiso
$6.50 hour,

Crossover

At the last meeting it was stated that clients and customers of buisnesses can park in the west neighborhood on
Ann elc. It was mentioned the only crossover from the East side is at Brown St. This is not a practical solution.
We need another crossover midway.

Post Construction

Bus Stop - i you ook at the view of the Neorth End of our building, you will see the rendering for a Bus Stop on

the corner at Hazel. |t is piaced at the crosswalk toward CVS. It shows a left hand turn lane to Frank. Cars will
use that lane lo pass the bus. Dangerous! Cars drive across from Frank to Hazel to get to Woodward not
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stopping or looking. it is illegal to cross at an angle like that. It is a very dangerous crosswalk aiready. | have had
a client get hit by a car there, Having a bus there with cars passing it with low visibility is dangerous. The City
use to have an orange pylon there that got driven over so many times they just removed it. There is a
tremendous amount of fool traffic at that crosswalk to go to CVS. Probably the busiest at this end because of
CVS. The Bus stop should not be placed there. it is an accident waiting to happen.

Where is handicapped parking for our building? 1 see a space for a motorcycle. That should be a Handicapped
space.

Will there still be parallel parking on Hazel and Frank?

Itis imperative that parking is addressed now so [ can prepare my clients, If we make parking easy and clear for
all we can get through the construction. If | loose money again over this summer { will have to close after having
a thriving buisiness in Birmingham for 13 years. | was shut down for 6 months just 18 months ago. My business
has just started to make money again. [ am a reascnable person and understand it needs to be done. We need
a soiid pfan for our unigue businesses in this area,

Thank you!

Molly Baran
N N AT
245/721-0033
http:/fstudio-m-pilates. com
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Statement of Nicole Ashley regarding Safety Issues: elimination of parking: creation of the bus
stop and cost to businesses.

Date April 7, 2022

I, Nicole Ashley make the statement being as foliows:

Fam the co-owner of blo blow dry bar located at the 8. Old Woodward in the 555 Building and
have been a business tenant at this address since 2016,

[ have reviewed in detail the City’s plans for the redevelopment of South Old Woodward. In my
opinion, this plan is first and foremost highly unsafe to pedestrians and adds a bus stop that
makes the Frank Strect and Ann Street crossing much more dangerous than it already is.

The plan unnecessarily removes parking that is critical to the survival of my business as well as
the other lifestyle tenants of Birmingham. This is the area that is zoned for Lifestyle Tenants.

The 555 building was chosen by my pariner Amanda Fraifog! and myself specificaily because of
the parking located directly in frout of owr store front. This is critical to ouy business. Our clients
ate generally m and out within an hour. We have wedding partics. Ladies preparing for special
events, prom and hamecoming clients...none of which will be interested in hiking 3 blocks up
the street i the rain, snow or humidity,

Perhaps if the city would like to subsidize the 555 building for parking, a solution may be
obtainable, as there are many free city parking areas (hat would otherwise suffice for our
clientele if they were not so far away. As s, we are desperate to hang on to these few spots.

Furthermore, businesses such as mine are barely scraping by. We have all been decimated by
Covid and to suggest any type of assessment {or landscaping is ludicrous and may very well be
the straw that breaks the camel’s back. If we must pay for it, we unequivocally do not want it.
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Lastly, we implore you to keep one side of S. old Woodward traffic moving during this
construction phasc. I recall what happened to Birmingham during the last construction. It became
a ghost town. People purposely stayed away. [t was a joke to all who did not have businesses
affected during that time. And under the current supply chain shortages this closwre could last 2x
or even 3x longer than the previous phases. Businesses were forced to close as 1 fear ours may be
if you don’t revamp your plans and find a belter way o support your business residents.

Cordialty,

Nicoie Ashley
Co-owner

Blo Blow Dry Bar
( 586) 764-5406cel!
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Statement of Daniel Brown regarding major Safety issues elimination of parking creation of the

bus stop and the need for cross over at Bowers
Clerks Otiice
City of Birmingham, Mi

Date April 6, 2022
APR - § 2022

I Dantel Brown make the statement being as follows: 233
: RECEIWVED I'Z.M

T amn the maintenance supervisor for the 555 Building and have held this position for the last
three years,

[ am on the 555 property and the sintounding area every day by approximately 8:00am to
5:00pm on an average tive to six days a week.

1 have reviewed in detail the Cily's plans lor the redevelopment of South Old Woodward. In my
option, this plan is first and foremost highly unsafe to pedestrians and adds a bus stop that makes
the Frank Slreet and Ann Street cross overatt much more dangerous than it already is. Lastly it
unnecessarily removes parking that is critical to the survival of lifestyle tenants of Birminghan.
This is the area that is zoned for Lifestyle Tenants. The loss of the parking alone, based on my
estimated eftects over 1000 Lifestyle Tenants. Furtherimore, these tenants witl be driven into the
CVS parking lot and Ann Street to park on,

Upsetting those city residents. They will have nowhete else place (o park.

The City has relied on the parking meters for #s parking utilization study. The parking meters are
not picking up the utitization fram 6:00am until 9:00am. This is the peak time for utilization of
the street parking. Accordingly, any parking study utilizing the parking meters is inherently
defective. On top of thal most of the parking spots south of Hayes are barely used at all, Scott
Zickinski City engineer told Jack Reinhart and Michelie Russo that there is only 40% of
utitization of parking South of Brown. This study is fallacious and flawed from inception based
on basic common sense. There are 95 parking spots south of Hayes that are vacant most of (he
time. This along with not metering the parking (rom 6:00am-9:00 skews the utilization sludy
making it totally unreliable and cannot be used to eliminate parking spots where all the lifestyle
tenands depend on them for the viabiliy ol their business, Furthermore, the study give no
consideration to peak parking times that currently drives the overflow from the Lifestyle tenants
into CVS private lot and the street parking of the residents on Aan Street.

At 8:00am, all the street parking is fully utilized duc to Our Lifestyle Center tenants. We have
tenants such as:

+ 555 Fituess Center
»  Birmingham Ultimate Fitness
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¢ Justin Anderson's fitness
*  Pilates

s  Cominunity Yoga

s Beauty Fusion

» Eyedolize & Massages

‘The patrons of these tenants begin using the street parking as early as 5:00am, the spaces are
fully occupied between 6:00am and 11:00am.

Again, starting approximately 4:00pm, the street parking again is fully utilized until
approximately 8:00pm.

[ frequently visit CVS on Old Woodward, just north of Hazel Street, on the west side of the Cld
Woodward on 2 daily basis, I cross at the crosswalk at Old Woodward and [Hazel. I can attest that
on many occasions, at least four, to my immediate recoltection, I have almost gotten hit by cars
al the crosswalk. There is very poor visibility here without the bus stop, it wili get much much
worst with the bus stop.

The reason why it is so dangerous is the cars going eastbound on Frank Street cross diagonally
to FHazel to get to Big Woodward. Correspondingly, cars going westbound on Iazel again cross
diagonally to get to Frank Street, where the CVS parking lot is or it is a shorteut 1o Southficld
Road, rather than (o go through ihe center of town,

{ have locked at the City's plans und have observed, they are placing a bus stop right in front of
the 555 Building. Considering the insanity that goes on at the erosswalk at Hazel Strect and Old
Woodward and Frank Street and Old Woodward. This bus stop will further significantly
complicate not only the tratfic but most importantly the safely of The City ol Birmingham
pedestrians.

Like | said I've almost got hit at least four times at the crosswalk and now the bus stop is going
to block the visibility of the pedestrian being able to look southbound on Old Woodward. [n my
opinion this is creating a much, much higher risk for pedestrians and is unnecessarily inherently
dangerous. In short, in my opinion, this is an accident waiting to happen,

Knowing Bivmingham, 1 am aware that there is a bus stop directly north in front of Bitmingham
Place. It's been there for years. {tis in a much safer localion, I measured how far north it is and it
is only 360 feet north of the proposed new bus stop. That bus stop is in the heart of Cily where
most of people that use the bus work. The current location is clearly in a much safer {ocation for
the pedestiians of the City of Birmingham.

As parl of the community, I can only question why would the city move the bus stop in front of
the 555 Building and take out six or seven parking spots, when these parking spets are so critical
to the viability of the tenants of the 555 Buiiding. These parking spots are lhe liteline and fife

2
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blood of these simall business.

L also did measure the distance from where construction is commencing at Brown Street down to
where the construction ends on Lincoln Street. It is a total of 2640 feet in each direction for a
total of 5280 total feet the 555 building is 450 linear feet on Old Woodward. Based on the linear
feet the 555 should only lose a maximum of 4 parking spots (computed as follows 450/5280 =
8% and 8% x G0spots= 4.8 parking spots). The City study shows the 555 Josing 11 parking spots.
The loss of 11 parking spots in front of 555 is inherently unfair and totally unequitable.
Fspecially since the 95 parking spots Soully of Hayes are hardly used at all. In my opinion, based
on the special vecreationat zoning and handicap issue and the important of the Lifestyle Center of
Birnnngham and the impoitant 1o the citizens of Birmingham, the 555 should lose no parking
spots. Take them from South of Hayes on North of Hazel,

As important as this project is to the City wd its business and lenants, no one has interviewed e
o access my ntimate daily knowledge of South Old Woodward, or 0 my knowicdge of any
South Old Woodward Business owners oy tenants Ut 1 talk with every day.

Very Truly Yous,

T T e
e

Daniel Brown
555 Maintenance Supervisor Lincar
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Statement of Danie! Brown regarding major Safety Issues elimination of parking creation ot' the
bus stop and the need for cross over at Bowers

Date April 6, 2022

t Danie! Brown make the statement being as follows:

I am the maintenance supervisor for the 555 Building and have held this position for the last
three years.

I am on the 555 property and the surrounding area every day by approximately 8:00am to
5:00pm on an average five to six days a week.

I have reviewed in detail the City’s plans for the redevelopment of South Old Woodward. In my
option, this plan is first and foremost highly unsate to pedestrians and adds a bus stop that makes
the Frank Street and Ann Street cross overall much more dangerous than il already is. Lastly it
unnecessarily removes parking that is critical to the survival of lifestyle tenants of Birminghant.
This is the area that is zoned for Lifestyle Tenants. The loss of the parking alone, based on my
estimated effects over 1000 Lifestyle Tenants, Furthermore, these tenants will be driven into the
CVS parking lot and Ann Street to park on.

Upsetting those city residents. They will have nowhere elsc place to park.

The Cily has relied on the parking meters for its parking utilization study. The parking meters are
not picking up the utilization from 6:00am until 9:00anx. This is the peak time for utilization of
the street parking. Accordingly, any parking study utilizing the parking meters is inherently
defective. On top of that most of the parking spots south of Hayes are barely used at all. Scott
Zielinski City engineer told Jack Reinhart and Michelle Russo that there is only 40% of
utilizatior of parking South of Browa. This study is fallacious and flawed from inception based
on basic common sense. There are 95 parking spots south of Hayes that are vacant most of the
time. This along with not metering the parking {rom 6:00am-9:00 skews the utilization study
making it totally unreliable and cannot be used to eliminate parking spots where all the lifestyle
tenants depend on then for the viabilily of their business. Furthermore, thie study give no
consideration to peak parking times that cusrently drives the overflow trom the Lifestyle tenants
into CVS private lot and the street paking of the residents on Ann Street,

At 8:00am, all the street parking is fully utilized due to Our Lifestyle Center tenants, We have
tenants such as;

s 555 Fitness Center
» Birmingham Ultimate Fitness
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» Justin Anderson’s fitness
¢ Pilates

+ Communily Yoga

¢ Beauty Fusion

¢ Lyedolize & Massages

The patrons of these tenaats begin using the street parking as early as 5:00am, the spaces are
fully vccupied between 6:00am and 11:00an:.

Again, starling approximately 4:00pm, the street parking again is {ully utilized unti
approximately 8:00pm,

I frequently visit CVS on Otd Woodward, just nosth of Hazel Street, on the west side of the Old
Woodward on a daily basis. I cross at the crosswalk at Old Woedward and Hazel, I can attest that
on many occasions, af least four, to my immediate revoliection, | have almost gotten hit by cars
at the crosswallt. There is very poor visibility here without the bus stop, it will get much much
worst with the bus stop.

The reason why it is so dangerous is the cars going eastbound on Frank Street cross diagonaily
o Hazel to get to Big Woodward. Correspondingly, cars going westbound on Hazel again cross
diagonally to get to Frank Street, where the CVS parking lot is or it is a shorteut to Southficld
Road, rather than lo go through the center of town.

I have looked at the City's plans and have observed, they are piacing a bus stop right in front of
the 555 Building. Considering the insanity that goes on at the crosswalk at Hazel Street and Old
Woodward and Frank Street and Old Woodward. This bus stop will further significantly
complicate not only the trafitc but most importantly the safety of The City of Binningham
pedestrians,

Like [ said I’ve almost got hit at least four times at the crosswalk and now the bus stop is going
to block the visibility of the pedestrian being able to look southbound on Old Woodward. In my
opinion this is ereating a much, much higher risk for pedestrians and is unnecessatily inherently
dangerous. In short, in my opinion, this is an accident wailing to happen.

Knowing Birmingham, { am aware that there is a bus stop directly notth in front of Birmingham
Place. It's been there for years. It is in a much safer location. I measured how far norlh it is and it
is only 360 feet north of the proposed new bus stop. That bus stop is in the heatt of City where
most of people that use the bus work. The current location is clearly in a much safer Jocation for
the pedestrians of the City of Birmingham,

As part of the community, [ can only question why would the city move the bus stop in front of
the 555 Building and take out six or seven parking spots, when these parking spots are so critical
to the viability of the tenants of the 555 Building. These parking spots are the lifeline and life

2
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blood of these small business.

1 also did measure the distance from where construction is commencing at Brown Street down to
where the construction ends on Lincoln Street. It is a total of 2640 feet in each direction for a
total of 5280 total feet the 555 building is 450 linear feet on Old Woodward. Based on the linear
feet the 555 should only lose a maximum of 4 parking spots (computed as follows 450/5280 =
8% and 8% x 60spots= 4.8 parking spots). The City study shows the 555 losing }1 parking spots.
The loss of 11 parking spots in tront of 555 is inherently unfair and totally unequitable.
Especially since the 95 parking spots South of Hayes are hardly used at all. In my opinion, based
on the special recrealional zoning and handicap issue and the important of the Lifestyle Center of
Birmingham and the important to the citizens of Birmingham, the 555 should lose no parking
spots. Take them from South of [Hayes on North of Hazel.

As important as this project is to the Cily and its business and tenants, no one has interviewed me
to access my intimate daily knowledge of South Old Woodward, or to my knowledge of any
South Old Woodward Business owners or tenants that I talk with every day.

Very Truly Yours,

e [P

=T

Daniel Brown
555 Maintenance Supervisor Linear
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417422, 4:06 PM Gmall - Fwd: Phase 3 Old Woodward Project

G Ma ” Jack Reinhart <jlreinhant@gmail.com>

Fwd: Phase 3 Old Woodward Provjé.c;t— I

1 message
molly baran <mollypilaies@att.net> Wed, Apr 8, 2022 at 3:54 PM
To: Jack Reinhart <jireinhan@gmail.com>, Scott Zielinski <sziefinskl@bhamgov.org>

See my below emails from February,

Thank you

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:
From: molly baran <moliypilates@att.net>
Date: March 11, 2022 at 7:.02:04 PM EST
To: Jim Surhigh <cilyengineer@bhamgov.org>

Subject: Re: Phase 3 Old Woodward Project
Reply-To: molly baran <mollypilales@alt.net>

Thank you Jim.

All the Businesses up in this corridor appreciate consideration to the other issues.
Molly Batran

24B/721-0033

htlp://studio-m-pilates.com

On friday, March 11, 2022, 05:30:21 PM EST, Jim Surhigh <cilyengineer@bhamgov.org> wrole:

Moaily,
You're message has been received, and sorry that we haven't responded yet. We don't have answers to afl
of your guestions yel aboul use of properties that lhe Cily does not own, but please note hat there will not
be any public street parking allowed in the work zone during construction,

Sincerely,

JHm Surhigh, PE.

Consuiting City Engineer

On Fri, Mar 11, 2022 at 5:04 PM molly baran <mollypilatesgdailnel> wrote:
Please confirm you recieved my email below? | have no response from anyone,

" Thank YOu,
Moly Baran

248/721-0033
hitp://studio-m-pilates.com

titlps:/fmal.poogle.comimailfuf 1/ 7ik =cd288 1dMls5&view=pt&search=ali&permihig=thread-1%3A 1729390076 2587941 98&simpi=msg-{%3A 17203000762, .. 112
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#7722, 406 PM Gmall - Fed: Phase 3 Old Woodward Projsct

On Tuesday, February 22, 2022, 09:56:46 AM EST, molly baran <moliypilales@datl.net> wrote:

Good Morning,

i am the owner of Studio M Pilates in the 555 building. 1 am located at the North/West
- corner lower level. | attended the informational meeting last evening. Some thoughts
- regarding parking during and after the project. As discussed we are in a very different
retail dynamic on the East side of the street.

- My Pilates Studio has small group classes through the morning and evening hours.
We may have 8-10 cars (clients) coming in at the same time for a class starting on
the hour. The Yoga Studio has the same scenario with larger numbers, maybe 15-20.
Valet can not handie that number all at once at our corner. Between Community Yoga
and our Pilates Studio we can have a total of 40 cars needing parking all at once, if
participants can't in on time they will go elsewhere.

- Valet works well for shoppers, not groups coming in and out all at once.
| am planning on getting them to park in our building. The cost for parking in the 555

is expensive. 1 should not have to absorb the cost. The structure capacity may also
- be a problem since it is already filied with residents and employees in the building.

- -Could the empty Bank building on Hazel be used for parking?

-Where will the construction workers park? It was pointed out parking available west
on Ann etc. that wilt not work if the construction workers are taking spaces.

There is an ongoing problem with constructions workers taking up spaces all along
Old Woodward. 1 was frustrated Jast week at 9am not able to find a space North of
Brown because of trucks taking up spaces. My clients complain now about trucks
taking parking spaces.

ts Parking enforcement going to take control of that? We will also be deafing with the
New construction of Restoration hardware.

Thank your for your consideration. | realize the project needs o be completed and we
all need to work together.

- Molly Baran

248/721-0033
htip://studio-m-pitates. com

hltps: /mall google com/maiiful {1/ 7k =cd 286 1 dfoSbview=ptEsaarch=ali&perminid=ihread-[% 3A 1729380076 258794 108 &slmpi=msg-I%3A 17 283000762.., 272
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Statement of Michelle Russo:

Major Safety Issues, Elimination of Parking, Creation of the Bus Stop
Clerk's Otfice
City ot Birmingham, M|
Date April 6, 2022
APR - 0 022

et

I Michelle Russo make the statement being as follows: RECEWED

Famn the General Manager of the 555 Property and have held the position since 2006.

When [ stated on the 555 property, it was struggling to fill its retail spaces. My professional point
of view of this was due to the overall lack of business in the area ovevall and any interest in the
South End of Old Woodward. I have atways found this very odd, after all, it is the Gateway to
Birmingham. The ouly business on a daily bases that use the majority of the street parking in this
area at that time was The Center of Yoga. Now many years later, the parking spaces have
become even significant. This is mainly due to the Lifestyle Center of Birmingharn and the
interest in the South End.

The Landlords had a vision back then to creale something that not only would sustain new
Tenants of the 555 Property but would bring more traffic to the south end of Old Woodward.
Through this vision they created The Lifestyle Center of Birmingham which today is flourishing.

In the 16 years that [ have managed the property, the Landiotds, the Lifestyle Tenants successes,
and their client base have helped create more traffic and interest in the South End of Old
Woodward than anything else [ have witnessed.

This plan unnecessarily removes street parking that is critical to the survival of Lifestyle
Tenants, Furthermore, the area is zoned for Lifestyle Tenants and the loss of the street parking
alone, based on the 555 Staff findings is estimated to effect over 2000 Lifestyle Tenants Client
Base weekly. As well-known as they are “The Lifestyle Tenants” for their services, they are as
equally known for the relief they give to those who use their services because injury and or
illness.

There is a large amount of these patrons that utilize the services of the Lifestyle Tenants just to
stay healthy however, due to illness and or injury there are those that do because of relief they
get because of these services/therapy/workouts, they receive that are cructal to their health and
well-being. These very same people walk with canes and or need the help from another’s to
move about and cannot walk the distances that will be required once the street parking is taken
away. Being able to walk the short distance will mean the difference between being able to
continue with their therapy or not, with the peopie they have work with for years in many cases.

It is not unusual at [ any on the 535 propeity and the surrounding area by 6am and leave as late as
8:30/9am. Al these early hours all the street parking especially in front of the Commercial
Building, where the Bus Stop is planned, the street parking spots are fully utitized due to Our
Lifestyle Center tenants,
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These are the Tenants:

¢ 555 Filness Center

+ Birmingham Ultimate Fitness
¢ Justin Anderson’s fitness

+ Pilates

s  Community Yoga

s Beauty Fusion

» Eyedolize & Massages

The patrons of thesc Tenants begin using the street parking as early as 6:00am and the spaces are
fully occupied, There can be as many as 40-60 cars needing parking all at the same time on the
hour as the second wave of cars is leaving another comes. AN af the same time. The Fitness
related businesses have groups of people from approximately 6am -11:00 and again 4:00 through
as late as 9:00 every day. After 9am those street parking is utilized by all of the other Retail
Tenants, Howard Hanna, Nails 07, Mainstreet Design, Oakland Blo, Willoughby Architects, and
Ziegelman and Garduer Associates. After 11am adding to the list is the Birmingham Pub and
Phoenicia Restaurant,

The City has relied on the parking meters for iis parking utilization study. The parking meters are
not picking up the utilization from 6:00am until 9:00am. This is the peak time for utilization of
the street parking by the 555 Tenants patrons. Accordingly, any parking study utilizing the
parking meters is inherently defective. On top of that most of the parking spots south of Hayes
arc barely used at all. Scott Ziclinski City engineer told Jack Reinharl and me that there is only
40% of utilization of parking South of Brown, This study is flawed. There are 95 parking spots
south of Hayes that are vacant most of the time. This skews the utilization study making it totally
unreliable and cannot be used to eliminate parking spots where all the lifestyle tenants and the
other Tenants depend on them for the sustainability of their business.

I have reviewed in detail the Cily’s plans for the redevelopment of South Old Woodward. It is
my opinion, this plan is first and foremost highly unsafe to pedestrians by adding a bus stop that
makes the Frank Street and Ann Street cross overall much more dangerous than it already is.
Like many of us at the 555 [ frequently visit CVS. Crossing at the crosswatk at Old Woodward
and Hazel. | can confirm that [ am not the only one on many occasions have alinost gotien hit by
a car at the crosswalk. There is very poot visibility here without the bus stop. Seeing the insauity
that goes on going eastbound on Frank Strect cross diagonally to Hazel to get to Big Woodward,
Correspondingly, cars going westbound on Hazel again cross diagonally to get to Frank Street,
where the CVS parking lot or shorteuting to Southtield Road, rather than to go through Lhe center
of town is crazy! This bus stop will significantly complicate not only the traffic but most
importantly the safety of The City of Birmingham pedestrians,

The placement of a bus stop right in front of the 555 Building will create a much, much higher
visk for pedestrians and is without cause, fundamentally dangerous.

1 am aware that there is a bus stop directly north in front of Birmingham Place and in a much
safer Jocation. We measured how far north it is and it is only 360 feet north of the proposed new
bus stop. That bus stop is closer to the heart of City where most of people that use the bus work.
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The current location is clearly in a much safer location for the pedestrians of the City of
Birmingham.

Based on the linear feet the 555 should only lose 2 maximum of 4 parking spots. The City study
shows the 355 losing !'{ parking spots. The loss of 11 parking spots in front of 555 is inherentiy
one-sided and totally unequitable. Especially since the street parking South of Hayes are hardly
used at all. Based on the zoning, the significant of the Lifestyle Center of Birmingham, and the
impoxtance to the citizens of Birmingham, the 555 should not tose any street parking spots. Take
them from South of Hayes,

The vibrancy of the Tenants makes the City, if we lose these 355 Tenants the City will have a
hard time developing south of Frank Street,

I question why would the city move the bus stop in front of the 555 Buitding and take out the
street parking when these parking spots are as criticel to the viability of the Tenants of the 555
Building, especially the Lifestytes Center of Birmingham Tenants, and just as crucial to the
suirounding Buginesses,

Sincerely.

7
yy A

Michelle Russo

General Manager

The New535 Commercial LLC
Then New 555 Residential LLC
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Statement of Michelle Russo:

Major Safely lssues, Elimination of Parking, Cyeation of the Bus Stop

Date April 6, 2022

I Michelle Russo make the statement being as follows:
[ arn the General Manager of the 555 Property and have held the position since 2006.

When [ stated on the 555 property, it was struggling to fill its retail spaces. My professional point
of view of this was due to the overali lack of busincss in the area overall and any interest in the
South End of Old Woodward. I have always found this very odd, after all, it is the Gateway to
Birmingham. The only business on a daily bases that use the majority of the street parking in this
area at that time was The Center of Yoga. Now many years later, the parking spaces have
become even significant. This is mainly due to the Lifestyle Center of Birminghara and the
interest in the South End.

INd 6€:L¥¥ STOT/61/C1 DSIN AqQ AIATADTY

The Landlords had a vision back then to create something that not only would sustain new
Tenants of the 555 Property but would bring more traffic to the south end of Old Woodward.
Thyough this vision they created The Lifestyle Center of Birmingham which today is flourishing.

In the 16 years that I have managed the property, the Landlords, the Lifestyle Tenants successes,
and their client base have helped create more traffic and interest in the South End of Old
Woodward than anything else T have witnessed,

This plan unnecessarily removes street parking that is critical to the survival of Lifestyle
Tenants. Furthermore, the area is zoned for Lifestyle Tenants and the loss of the street parking
alone, based on the 555 Staff findings is estimated to effect over 2000 Lifesiyle Tenants Client
Base weekly. As well-known as they are “The Lifestyle Tenants” for their services, they are as
equally known for the relief they give to those who use their services because injury and or
illness.

There 1s a large amount of these patrons that utilize the services of the Lifestyle Tenants just to
stay healthy however, due to iliness and or injury there are those that do because of relief they
get because of these services/therapy/workouts, they receive that are crucial to their health and
well-being. These very same people walk with canes and or need the help from another’s to
move about and cannot walk the distances (hat will be required once the street parking is taken
away. Being able to walk the short distance will mean the difference between being able to
continue with their therapy or not, with the people they have work with for years in many cases.

It is not unusual at | am on the 555 property and the sumounding area by 6am and leave as late as
8:30/9am. Al these early hours all the street parking especially in front of the Commercial
Building, where the Bus Stop is planned, the street parking spots are fully utilized due to Cur
Lifestyle Center tenants,
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These are the Tenants:

# 555 Fitness Center

+ Birmingham Ultimate Fitness
« Justin Anderson’s fitness

» Pilates

»  (Community Yoga

s DBeauty Fusion

= Eyedolize & Massages

The patrons of these Tenants begin using the street parking as carly as 6:00aim and the spaces are
fully occupied. There can be as many as 40-60 cars needing parking atl at the same time on the
hour as the second wave of cars is leaving another comes. AN af the same time. The Fitness
related businesses have groups of people from approximately 6am -11:00 and again 4:00 through
as late as 9:00 every day. After Sam those street parking is utilized by all of the other Retail
Tenants, Howard Hanna, Nails 07, Mainstreet Design, Oakland Blo, Willoughby Architects, and
Ziegelman and Gardner Associates. After 11am adding to the list is the Birmingham Pub and
Phoenicia Restaurant.

The City has relied on the parking meters for its parking utilization study. The parking meters are
not picking up the utilization from 6:60am until 9:00am. This is the peak time for utilization of
the street parking by the 555 Tenants patrons. Accordingly, any parking study utifizing the
parking meters is inherently defective. On top of that most of the parking spots south of Hayes
are barely used at all. Scott Zielinski City engineer told Jack Reinhart and me that there is only
40% of utilization of parking South of Brown. This study 15 flawed. There are 95 parking spots
south of Hayes that are vacant most of the time. This skews the utilization study making it totally
uneeliable and cannot be used to eliminate parking spots where all the lifestyle tenants and the
other Tenanis depend on them for the sustainability of their business.

I have reviewed in detail the City’s plans for the redevelopment of South Old Woodward. [tis
my opinion, this plan is first and foremost highly unsafe to pedestrians by adding a bus stop that
makes the Frank Street and Ann Street cross overall much more dangerous than it alveady is.
Like many of us at the 555 I frequently visit CVS. Crossing at the crosswalk at Old Woodward
and Hazel. I can confinm that 1 am not the only one on many occasions have almost gotten hit by
a car at the crosswalk. There is very poor visibility here without the bus stop. Seeing the insanity
that goes on going eastbound on Frank Street cross diagonally to Hazel to get to Big Woodward,
Correspondingly, cars going westbound on Hazel again cross diagonally to get to Frank Street,
where the CVS parking lot or short cuting to Southfield Road, rather than to go through the
center of town is crazy! This bus stop will significantly complicate not only the traffic but most
importantly the safety of The City of Birmingham pedestrians.

The placement of a bus stop right in front of the 553 Building will create a much, much higher
risk for pedestrians and is without cause, fundaimentally dangerous,

1 am aware that there is a bus stop directly north in front of Birmingham Place and in a much
safer location. We measured how far north it is and it is only 360 feet noith of the proposed new
bus stop. That bus stop is closer to the heart of City where most of people that use the bus work,
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The current location is clearly in a much safer localion for the pedestrians of the City of
Birmingham.

Based on the linear feet the 555 should only lose a maximum of 4 parking spots, The City study
shows the 555 losing 1] parking spots. The loss of 11 parking spots in front of 555 is inherently
one-sided and totally unequitable. Especially since the street parking South of Hayes are hardly
used at all. Based on the zoning, the significant of the Lifestyle Center of Birmingham, and the
importance to the citizens of Birmingham, the 555 should not lose any street parking spots. Take
them fromn South of Hayes.

The vibrancy of the Tenants makes the City, if we lose these 555 Tenants the City will have a
hard time develaping south of Frank Street.

[ question why would the city move the bus stop in front of the 555 Building and take oul the
street pavking when these parking spots are as critical to the viability of the Tenants of the 555
Building, especially the Lifestyles Center of Bivmingham Tenants, and just as crucial to the
surrounding Businesses.

Sincerely.

///I///é@//

Michelle Russo

General Manager

The New555 Commercial LLC
Then New 555 Residential LLC
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Clerk's Office

S [ G N AT U R E One Towne Square, Suite 1200 {248} D40 9000 Clty of Birmingham, MI
AS S OC l AT ES Southiiald, ML 43076 signatureaseoclales.com
APR -8 202
RECEIVED | 2:35
April 7, 2022 G

My name is Dan Morrow, I'm with Signature Associates in Southfield, and | represent
ownership of 555 South Old Woodward regarding the leasing of their retail and office
space. | have been at the building several times a week since taking over listing
responsipililies in January 2020. | am also a Birmingham resident.

When reviewing the pian for the South Old Woodward portion of the redesign project, |
have several concerns about the design as presenied.

« Pedestrian safety
+ Immediate parking needs
= tong term parking needs

Pedesliian salety

According to the presentation from February 21, 2022, one of the primary goals of the
project is to "Reduce vehicle speeds, improve pedestrian safety”. | feel the plan as
presented will not accomplish this goal,

Adding a bus stop to the northern portion of the block between Bowers and Hazet will make
this already perifous intersection even more so. The meeting of 3 streets in one smalt area,
which | understand cannot be changed, is dangerous enough. This bus stop will obstruct
the view of aii parties, making it even more dangerous.

Surely there must a way to move this bus stop to an area where pedesirians won't have lo
contend with vehicles coming from a variety of blind angles.

immediate parking needs

It's well documenled that slreet parking in Birmingham is at a premium. The pian will
eliminate over 60 spaces from this area of South Old Woodward, many of those coming at
the expense of parking in front of the 556 Building for the bus stop.

Retail in this section of Old Woodward is not fike that north of Brown. This is very much
destination retail, such as salons, yoga, Pilates, and personal trainers, all of which are
tenants at 555. Since this portion of South Old Woodwarg isn't a walkable retail area,
customers can park their cars, run in for their hour-long workout or beauty appointment,
then be on their way. Further, our trainers, Pitates and yoga tenants often work with clients
who are in need of physical therapy, nursing injuries, or even disabilities, making the
accessibility of street parking essential. Street parking has also been insfrumental in our
success leasing relail space at the 555 Building.

If we are 10 keep retail tenants' best interest in mind, accessible parking in front of the
building is what's best for these small business owners.

Long lerm parking needs

SOUTHFIELD / DETRCIT / LANSING / GRANDRAPIDS / MUSKEGON / KALAMAZOO [ HOLLAND / TOLEDOC
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SIGNATURE
ASSOCIATES

As we've seen with the exciting RH development, oider single- and two-story buildings wilt
be torn down to accommiodate larger scale development. In addition {o these types of
buildings, there are alsc privately owned surface parking lots in this section of Old
Woodward, which it's safe to say will be facing a similar transformation in the coming yeats,

The redeveiopment of the former Mountain King site illustrates the challenge this
aggressive parking reduction will present. Mixed use developments with ground fioor retail
will need parking. Where will customers park, if not at metered spaces?

This is not a short-term decision — the existing street has been in place for over 50 years.
Accommodating future development needs te be factored into the decision-making procass,
which at this point does not seem fo be the case.

INd 6€:L¥¥ STOZ/61/C1 DSIN AqQ AIATIDTI

Thank you for your time.

7

Dan Morrow
Signature Associates
amorrow@signatureassociates.com

SOUTHFELD 7 DETROIT / LANSING [ GRANDRAPIDS [/ MUSKEGON [ KALAMAZOQ ( HCLLAND [ TOLEDCD -
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Staterment of Dustin Wenzel regarding major Safety Issucs, elimination of parking by the
creation of the bus stop and the effect on the small businesses ol the 555 Building
Clerk's Office
City of Blrmingham, M
Datc Apnil 7, 2022

APR -8 202

1 Dustin Wenzel make the statement being as follows:
RECEIVER 11359 ‘

[am the Owner of Birmingham Ultimate Fitness Located in vesidential side of 555 Building and
have been al this location for almost 12 years.

I have reviewed in detail the City’s plans for the redevelopment of South Old Woodward, With 4
great amount of atiention being paid 1o the recently released plans {or phase three of the project.
First and foremost, I would like to express a strong concern for the timing of this project. The
Covid-19 Virus has hurt many small businesses over the last two yeurs Birmingham Ultimate
Fitness and [’m sure other tenants of the 555-lifestyle center were not Imunune, My [ssue is that
many of us are only recently geiting back ou our feet and 1 have great concerns that the timing of
this project is going to disrupt much needed and continued growth tor recovery. Considerations
necd to be made for the survival of many of the small business effected by Phase Three.

Lln addition [ have concerns for pedestrians that make the Frank Suweet and Ann Street cross a
much more dangerous roule to travel because of “in my opinion”™ a very poorly placed Bus
station, This also raises additional concerns as it unuccessarily removes packing that is critical to
the lifestyle tenants of Birmingham.

Birmingham Ultimate Fitness apens at $/6 am, street parking is fully u(ilized at this time and
remains utilized by all Birmingham Ultimate Fitness Clients until and atier Yam, With some of
our heaviest times being between 4:00pm and 8:00pm. T have been informed that the City has
relied on the parking meters for its parking utilization study. The parking mclers are not picking
up the utilization from 5:00am until 9:00am. This is the peak time for utilization of the street
parking. Accordingly, any parking study utilizing the parking melers is inherently defective, On
lop ot that most of the parking spols south of Hayes are barely used at all. This skews the
utilization study making it totally wucliable and cannot be used to eliminate parking spots wheic
all the hfcstyle tenants depend on them for the viability of their business,

[ used to walk (o the CVS on Old Woodward, just north of [Hazel Street, on the west side of the
Old Woodward. T crossed at the crosswalk st Old Woodward and Hazel. [ have sincerely losl
count how many times I have almost been hil by car crossing bhere. After two very scary almaost
accidents I have decide to drive ever since. My Concern after looking at the City’s plans and
after what | have experienced, they are placing a bus stop right in front of the 555 Building.
Considering the insanity that goes on at the crosswalk at Hazei Sireet and Old Woodward and
Frank Steet and Old Woodward. This bus stop will further significantly complicate not only the
traffic but most importanily the safety of The City of Birmingham pedestrians,
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“You are essentially putting a blind spot in front of a crosswalk that is atready dangerous.”

In regard to the construction and parking. Some of the clients of Birmingham Ultimate Fitness
have physical and mobility timitations. Some require walking suppoit ot can anly walk short
distances. This project would eliminate the ability for these specialized clientele to continue with
us. While the City is looking at parking, I believe the handicap parking spots at the South of 555
should be move to the North side of the apartment building divectly in front of Birmingham
Ultimate Fitness,

To Close, I would like to express that [ understand that there are certain infrastructural needs that
need to be done. Dut | sincerely don’t believe that a proper amount of research has gone into the
effect it is going to have on the small businesses, specifically to the 555 Lifestyle Ctr
INCLUDING Birmingham Ultimate Fitness. ‘The timing of this project, (he placement of the bus
stop, and the loss of parking spots immediately adjacent to the 555 building, show a
disheartening lack of concern not only for the businesses but fov the citizens of the city of
Birmingham.

Very Truly Yours, /

—e /_’.L.i.'{,-\--//{}

- Pughin Wengll
Owner
Brrmingham Ultimate Fitness
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Birmingham City Commission Minutes
April 11, 2022
Municipal Building, 151 Martin
7:30 p.m.
Vimeo Link: https://vimeo.com/693372436

| L

CALL TO ORDER AND PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE J

Therese Longe, Mayor, opened the meeting with the Pledge of Allegiance.

| 1L

ROLL CALL [

Alexandria Bingham, City Clerk, called the roll.

Present: Mayor Longe
Mayor Pro Tem Boutros
Commissioner Baller
Commissioner Haig
Commissioner Host
Commissioner MclLain
Commissioner Schafer

Absent: None
Administration: City Manager Markus, City Clerk Bingham, Assistant City Manager Ecker, City

Attorney Kucharek, Consulting City Engineer Surhigh, Deputy Treasurer Todd,
Parking Manager Weingartz, Assistant City Engineer Zielinski

III.
RESIGNATIONS AND CONFIRMATIONS, ADMINISTRATION OF OATHS, INTRODUCTION OF
GUESTS AND ANNOUNCEMENTS.

PROCLAMATIONS, CONGRATULATORY RESOLUTIONS, AWARDS, APPOINTMENTS,

Announcements

Per the CDC, COVID-19 Community Level for Oakland County is currently Low. The City continues to
recommend the public wear masks while attending city meetings. These precautions are recommended
while risks for COVID-19 transmission remain from new variants. All City employees, commissioners and
board members must wear a mask while indoors when 6-feet of social distancing cannot be
maintained. The City continues to provide KN-95 respirators for all in-person meeting attendees.

As a reminder, the community is encouraged to submit non-emergency concerns or questions to the city
via the new GovAlert mobile app. The free app is fast and user-friendly. Simply download the app, available
for both i0S and Android devices, and follow the prompts. A short video that explains how to use the app
is available at www.bhamgov.org/govalert.

Happy Birthday Commissioner Schafer

Proclamation Recognizing Armenian Genocide Remembrance Day

Proclamation Condemning Violence and Discrimination
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The City of Birmingham received a grant through Oakland County Parks and Recreation Grant Program
made possible by the Mileage that was passed by voters in November 2020. The Oakland County Parks
and Recreation (OCPR) Grant Programs were created to assist local communities with planning, preliminary
engineering/design, and construction costs directly related to park improvement and trail projects located
in Oakland County. The City received the maximum award of $100,000 for the Adams Park Development
Project.

The Historic Greenwood Cemetery was added to the National Parks Service’s National Underground
Railroad to Freedom Network.

04-100-22 To Limit Public Comment to Four Minutes Per Comment

Due to the public’s interest in speaking on the S. Old Woodward topic, Mayor Longe recommended limiting
public comment to four minutes per speaker, for the present meeting only, in order to make sure every
speaker had a chance to be heard. She asked whether her fellow Commissioners concurred.

Both MPT Boutros and Commissioner Host concurred. There was no further Commissioner comment,

MOTION: Motion by MPT Boutros, seconded by Commissioner Host:
To limit public comment, for the sake of the evening’s agenda, to four minutes per speaker per comment.

VOICE VOTE: Ayes, MPT Boutros
Commissioner Host
Commissioner McLain
Commissioner Schafer
Mayor Longe
Commissioner Haig
Commissioner Baller

Nays, None

Mayor Longe asked CC Bingham to keep time for comments, and to raise her hand when a speaker had
30 seconds remaining.

OPEN TO THE PUBLIC FOR MATTERS NOT ON THE AGENDA l

State Senator Marshall Bullock introduced himself and stated that due to state redistricting he would now
be Birmingham's representative in the State Senate. He described his assignments in the senate, his
familiarity with Birmingham, and his commitment to advocating for Birmingham’s interests.

Oakland County Commissioner Chuck Moss updated the Commission about current events at the county
level.

Dan Marsh, Executive Director of the Birmingham YMCA, updated the Commission on current Birmingham
YMCA programming.

V.

All items listed on the consent agenda are considered to be routine and will be enacted by one motion

CONSENT AGENDA
and approved by a roll call vote. There will be no separate discussion of the items unless a

2 Aprit 11, 2022
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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.

04-101-22 Consent Agenda

The following items were pulled from the Consent Agenda:
Commissioners Haig and Schafer:
Item A — City Commission Minutes of March 28, 2022
Commissioner Haig: Item I — Peabody Street Parking Structure — Emergency Shoring,
Additional Column Investigation and Repair

MOTION: Motion by Commissioner Baller, seconded by MPT Boutros:
To approve the Consent Agenda excluding Items A and I, and with Mayor Longe recusing from voting on
Item G.

ROLL CALL VOTE: Ayes, Commissioner Baller
MPT Boutros
Commissioner Host
Commissioner McLain
Commissioner Schafer
Mayor Longe
Commissioner Haig

Nays, None

B. Resolution to approve the warrant list, including Automated Clearing House payments, dated March
30, 2022, in the amount of $489,197.83,

C. Resolution to approve the warrant list, including Automated Clearing House payments, dated April
6, 2022, in the amount of $583,776.59.

D. Resolution approving the contract with KLM Landscape for the purchase and planting of 162 trees
for the "2022 Spring Tree Purchase and Plant,"” for a total project cost not to exceed $70,800.00.
Further, to authorize the Mayor and City Clerk to sign the agreement on behalf of the City. Funds
are available from the following accounts: $17,785.75 from the Local Streets Fund-Forestry Service
Contract account #203-449.005-819.0000, $17,785.75 from the Major Streets Fund-Forestry
Service Contract account #202-449.005-819.0000, $18,614.25 from the Local Streets Fund-
Operating Supplies account #203-449.005-729.0000, and $16,614.25 from the Major Streets Fund-
Operating Supplies account #202-449.005-729.0000 for these services.

E. Resolution to approve the purchase of the larvicide material from Clarke Mosquito Control in the
amount not to exceed $10,772.40. Further, to waive the normal bidding requirements based on the
government regulated pricing for this type of material. Funds for this purchase will come from the
Sewer Fund-Operating Supplies Account #590-536.002-729.0000.

F. Resolution to set a public hearing date of May 9, 2022 to consider the Special Land Use Permit
Amendment, Final Site Plan and Design Review application for 2225 E. 14 Mile — Our Shepherd —
to allow new parking lot landscaping, signage and new covered entries at an existing religious
institution in the R2 zoning district.

3 April 11, 2022
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G. Resolution to set a public hearing date of May 9, 2022 to consider the Special Land Use Permit
Amendment, Final Site Plan and Design Review application for 220 Merrill — 220 Restaurant — to
allow the addition of a new outdoor dining platform in the Merrill St. right-of-way.

H. Resolution authorizing the Request for Qualifications for a professional facilitator to
comprehensively guide the City’s strategic planning process and complete the final strategic plan
document.

04-102-22 (Item A) City Commission Minutes of March 28, 2022

Commissioner Schafer stated that it was she, not Commissioner Host, who nominated Mr. Peard to the
Multi-Modal Transportation Board.

Commissioner Haig asked that ‘code enforcement’ be changed to ‘establishments’ at the bottom of page
16.

MOTION: Motion by Commissioner Haig, seconded by Commissioner Schafer:
To approve the City Commission minutes of March 28, 2022.

VOICE VOTE: Ayes, Commissioner Haig
Commissioner Schafer
Mayor Longe
Commissioner Baller
MPT Boutros
Commissioner Host
Commissioner MclLain

Nays, None

04-103-22 (Item I) Peabody Street Parking Structure — Emergency
Shoring, Additional Column Investigation and Repair

In reply to Commissioner Haig, CM Markus and PM Weingartz confirmed that six additional columns in the
Peabody Structure were inspected for defects. The six additional columns did not have the same issues as
the two that needed to be repaired.

CM Markus stated that this work would extend the life of the Peabody Structure.

MOTION: Motion by Commissioner Haig, seconded by Commissioner Host:

To confirm the City Manager’s authorization for the emergency expenditure related to the repair of the
Peabody Street Structure Emergency Shoring, Additional Column Investigation and Repair by Puliman SST
Inc. for a cost not to exceed $235,000.00 to be charged to the Automobile Parking System Fund, Peabody
Parking Structure Capital Outlay Building account #585-538.004-977.0000.

ROLL CALL VOTE: Ayes, Commissioner Haig
Commissioner Host
Commissioner McLain
Commissioner Schafer
Mayor Longe
Commissioner Baller

4 April 11, 2022
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MPT Boutros

Nays, None

l VI. UNFINISHED BUSINESS ]
None.

| VII. NEW BUSINESS |

The Mayor and CA Kucharek summarized for the public the purposes of Items 04-104-22 and 04-105-22.
Mayor Longe also noted that her spouse’s landiord has an additional property, at which her spouse is not
a tenant, within the proposed special assessment district. Upon consultation with the City Attorney, it was
determined that this dynamic did not represent a conflict of interest.

CA Kucharek concurred with the Mayor.

04-104-22 Resolution for Confirming S.A.D. #897S and S.A.D. #897W - S, Old
Woodward Water & Sewer Lateral Special Assessment

INd 6€:L¥¥ STOT/61/C1 DSIN AqQ AIATADTY

Mayor Longe opened the public hearing at 8:02 p.m.
DT Todd presented the item.

Rick Rattner said a report found that the lateral sewer leads to 555 S. Old Woodward were investigated
and found not to be a part of this assessment. He asked for confirmation from the City.

CM Markus said it was his understanding that Mr. Rattner’s statement was correct, and that the roll would
have to be amended to remove that item.

ACE Zijelinski confirmed that the lateral sewer leads to 555 S. Old Woodward were not included in the roll.
The Mayor closed the public hearing at 8:04 p.m.

MOTION: Motion by MPT Boutros, seconded by Commissioner Schafer:
To confirm Special Assessment Rolls 897S and 897W as indicated in the Staff Report.

ROLL CALL VOTE: Ayes, MPT Boutros
Commissioner Schafer
Mayor Longe
Commissioner Baller
Commissioner Haig
Commissioner Host
Commissioner Mclain

Nays, None

04-105-22 Public Hearing Confirming SAD #897 — S. Old Woodward Sidewalk and
Streetscape, Phase 3 Project Area

5 April 11, 2022
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The Mayor opened the public hearing at 8:05 p.m.
DT Todd presented the item.
The Mayor closed the public hearing at 8:06 p.m.

MOTION: Motion by MPT Boutros, seconded by Commissioner Schafer:
To confirm Special Assessment Roll 897 as indicated in the Staff Report.

ROLL CALL VOTE: Ayes, MPT Boutros
Commissioner Schafer
Mayor Longe
Commissioner Baller
Commissioner Haig
Commissioner Host
Commissioner McLain

Nays, None

04-106-22 South Old Woodward Phase 3 Paving Project — Contract #1-22 (P)
Contract Award

Mayor Longe stated that the Commission received a number of communications regarding this item. She
listed the communications received and stated that those communications were included in the public
record.

ACE Zielinski, ACM Ecker, Brad Strader of MKSK, and Paul Tulikangas of Nowak & Fraus Engineers
presented the item.

CCE Surhigh and ACE Zielinski described the water and sewer updates that occurred in the first two phases
of the project and the water and sewer updates that would occur as part of Phase Three.

In reply to Commissioner Host, ACE Zielinski confirmed that the bidder selected for Phase Three also
completed Phases One and Two.

It was confirmed for Commissioner McLain that both Phases One and Two were completed early.

In reply to MPT Boutros, Mr. Strader confirmed that the lessons learned from Phases One and Two were
being applied in Phase Three.

In reply to Commissioner Haig, Mr. Strader confirmed that the current proposal was the best option for
retaining as many parking spaces as possible. He noted that spaces were also retained by adding the
infrastructure for electric vehicles (EV) without dedicating any spaces to EV charging at this time.

In reply to the Mayor, Mr. Strader confirmed that 17 parking spaces which would have been lost in previous
proposals were added back into the current proposal.

Public Comment
Mayor Longe reminded the public of the four minute limit per speaker per topic.

6 April 11, 2022
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Bob Krausmann, resident of and realtor for the 555, Daniel Brown, superintendent of the 555, Daniel
Morrow, realtor for the 555, Molly Barron, commercial tenant of the 555, Cathy Wilson, business owner on
S. Old Woodward, Jodie Ikoff, commercial tenant of the 555, Michelle Russo, general manager of the 555,
Blendi Suvaria, operating partner of the Birmingham Pub, and Paul Reagan, resident, expressed concerns
about the proposed removal of parking.

Mr. Krausmann provided the Commission with a copy of his letter which outlined his concerns.

Mr. Brown and Ms. Barron also expressed concern about how the proposed location of the bus stop would
impact pedestrian safety.

Ms. Barron said that valet services would likely not ameliorate the parking issue during construction since
the majority of clients in the area visit for hourly classes, meaning the previous hour’s clients would all
need to leave at once while the next hour’s clients are all arriving.

Michael Lane, area business owner, recommended that the City work with concerned S. Old Woodward
business owners to see what accommodations could be made.

John Gardner, business tenant of the 555, and Robert Ziegelman, also a business tenant of the 555,
summarized their joint letter to the Commission.

Jack Reinhardt, management agent for the 555, summarized his letter to the Commission.

Rick Rattner, attorney at 380 N. Old Woodward, and a number of other speakers recommended the bus
stop remain at Bowers, with possible improvements, instead of being moved in front of the 555.

Mark Nickita, resident near S. Old Woodward, commended Staff and the consultants for the project’s public
engagement process and the design of the project. He said the project would immensely improve safety
and walkability in the S. Old Woodward area.

Stuart Sherman, resident, described the thoroughness of public engagement process and concurred with
Mr. Nickita’'s comments that the project would improve safety and walkability.

Both Messrs. Nickita and Sherman noted that the design of the project had already been approved and
was not on the evening’s agenda. They both asked the Commission to move the suggested motion.

Cindy Rose, resident near S. Old Woodward, spoke in support of the project.
The Mayor invited Staff to provide clarifying information in reply to some of the concerns raised.

ACE Zielinski clarified that the bus stop would require the removal of two to three parking spaces, not the
six mentioned by some speakers. An additional three to four parking spaces at that intersection will have
to be removed for safety reasons, regardless of the bus stop’s ultimate location.

ACE Zielinski also said he studied parking in the area between 6 a.m. and 8 a.m., which was described by
a number of speakers as one of the two peak parking times. He explained that:
e The parking directly in front of the 555 closest to Frank St. is usually fully occupied during that
time, with the exception of the accessible parking space;
e The parking on the west side of S. Old Woodward closest to Frank is sometimes occupied during

those times, and sometimes not;
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o In front of the southern tower of the 555, 10 to 11 parking spaces are usually unoccupied during
those times, and across the street from the southern tower of the 555 only one to two parking
spaces are usually occupied during those times;

e After 8 a.m. 10 spots are usually open in front of the south part of the 555, and 10 spots are usually
open in front of the north part of the 555; and,

¢ There was limited-to-no use of the parking south of Haynes, and limited use of the parking on the
west side of S. Old Woodward.

CM Markus said:
¢ The project was designed towards improving walkability and safety in the area;

The City will continue to work with businesses in the area to mitigate the impacts of construction;

The project’s design took into account the differences between N. and S. Old Woodward;

The bulk of the parking being removed is due to State and Federal safety standards;

The City continues to work with S. Old Woodward businesses to reduce double driveways to single

driveways which could allow the addition of further on-street parking;

e Messrs. Nickita and Sherman were correct that this item was about awarding the contract, and not
about the project’s design;
The City could always make further changes to the area if necessary once construction is concluded;
The Commission could also direct the City to conduct further study if they determine that there is
some exceptional need after the contract is awarded; and,

e He recommended that the Commission advance the suggested motion.

MOTION: Motion by Commissioner Baller, seconded by MPT Boutros:
To approve the project budget and award the S. Old Woodward Phase 3 Paving Project #1-22 (P) as
presented in the Staff Report.

Commissioner Haig expressed regret that the item was not at a point where possible changes could still
be considered. He also noted that conversations occurred between the Multi-Modal Transportation Board,
consultants, and Staff about the proposed changes, and that the need for the removal of parking was
discussed with the MMTB at that time. He said that while he was not happy about the loss of parking, he
was happy about the significant improvements in safety for the area. He said the project would also result
in aesthetic improvements to the S. Old Woodward area. He stated that while some of the public would
likely appreciate the changes, others would seek to hold the Commission accountable for results they do
not appreciate. He stated that almost half of the current Commission was not yet elected during the design
process, and could not impact the design process as Commissioners. He said that at this point the
Commission had to move the project forward. He said that with the inclusion of his comments he would
support the motion.

Commissioner Baller shared his unreserved support for the project. He thanked the public for sharing their
opinions, expressed regret that they did not participate in the public engagement process earlier, and
stated that the City put immense effort into soliciting public feedback during the design phase. He said the
project would result in a much improved S. Old Woodward area and that people would appreciate, and
adjust to, the changes. He suggested that the owners of the 555 consider making some of their parking
available to patrons visiting the 555’s commercial tenants.

Commissioner Host said he supported the motion because of the Commission’s charge to safeguard the
safety of the City’s residents. He stated that while there were some drawbacks to the design, the design
would make S. Old Woodward safer, and that the issue of safety remains paramount.
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Commissioner Mclain concurred with Commissioner Host that safety remains paramount. She said that
she could not imagine that the designers did not consider the safety aspect of the project. She said she
imagined that there would continue to be conversations about how to improve the safety of the area.

MPT Boutros stated that there was a lengthy design phase, during which as much parking was retained as
possible. He explained that the water and sewer infrastructure needs to be improved in the S. Old
Woodward area, and that it is appropriate to increase pedestrian safety and walkability as part of that
project. He concurred with Commissioner Baller’s recommendation that the 555 consider offering parking
during the day for the patrons of their commercial tenants. MPT Boutros concluded by offering his support
for motion.

Commissioner Schafer concurred with Commissioner Host about the Commission’s responsibility for the
safety of Birmingham residents, and added that the Commission has a responsibility to those who visit
Birmingham as well. She stated that she used to patronize one of the businesses at the 555 and had no
issue parking south of Haynes and walking half a block. She said that most people will likely greatly
appreciate the improvements to the area. She also attested to the lengthy design and study process. She
thanked the consultants and Staff for their work on the project. She concluded by stating her support for
both the motion and the project as a whole.

Mayor Longe thanked the Commissioners and public for their comments and letters. She stated the
Commission believes it has done its due diligence. She said that while she understood the concerns about
the removal of parking, Mr. Nickita was correct in his comments from October 2021 that the water and
sewer infrastructure could not be replaced without also making changes to the surface of the street.
Consequently, the surface of the road has to be brought into compliance with current safety standards.
She noted that MKSK added 17 parking spaces back during the design phase of the project. She said she
was glad to hear that the City would continue to ask businesses with two driveways to consider removing
one in order to create additional on-street parking. She said she was also glad to hear that the Commission
could always raise additional discussion on the project at a future meeting if necessary. She concluded by
affirming that the motion on the floor is to approve the contract. She asked the Clerk to call the roll.

ROLL CALL VOTE: Ayes, MPT Boutros
Commissioner Host
Commissioner Mclain
Commissioner Schafer
Mayor Longe
Commissioner Baller
Commissioner Haig

Nays, None

04-107-22 Request for Closed Session to Discuss a Periodic Personnel Evaluation of
the City Manager

(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.)

MOTION: Motion by Commissioner Host, seconded by MPT Boutros:

9 April 11, 2022
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To meet in closed session to discuss the personnel evaluation of the City Manager pursuant to Section 8(a)
of the Open Meetings Act.

ROLL CALL VOTE: Ayes, MPT Boutros
Commissioner Host
Commissioner McLain
Commissioner Schafer
Mayor Longe
Commissioner Baller
Commissioner Haig

Nays, None
The Commission went into closed session at 10:30 p.m.
The Commission reconvened into open session at 11:28 p.m.

Commission Items for Future Discussion. A motion is required to bring up the item for future
discussion at the next reasonable agenda, no discussion on the topic will happen tonight.

INd 6€:L¥¥ STOT/61/C1 DSIN AqQ AIATADTY

04-108-22 Further Discussion Regarding the Evening’s Workshop Topic

MOTION: Motion by Commissioner Baller, seconded by Commissioner Haig:
To have a brief discussion regarding the topic of the evening’s workshop.

VOICE VOTE: Ayes, MPT Boutros
Commissioner Host
Commissioner McLain
Commissioner Schafer
Mayor Longe
Commissioner Baller
Commissioner Haig

Nays, None
04-109-22 Downtown Parking
MOTION: Motion by Commissioner Host, seconded by Commissioner Haig:

To consider placing downtown parking on the agenda at the first available opportunity.

In reply to the Mayor, Commissioner Host explained he was looking to clarify what happens in the wake
of the parking assessment district.

Commissioner Baller said he was not supportive of the motion.

In reply to the Mayor, CA Kucharek confirmed that parking is prescribed through the City’s zoning. She
said that further discussion would be inappropriate while a motion was on the table.

VOICE VOTE: Ayes, MPT Boutros

Commissioner Host

10 April 11, 2022
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Nays,

Commission discussion on items from prior meeting

Commissioner Haig

Commissioner Mclain
Commissioner Schafer
Mayor Longe
Commissicner Baller

| VIII. REMOVED FROM CONSENT AGENDA |

| IX.

COMMUNICATIONS

| .

REPORTS

A. Commissioner Reports

1. Notice of Intention to Appoint to the Board of Building Trade Appeals
B. Commissicner Comments

INd 6€:L¥¥ STOT/61/C1 DSIN AqQ AIATADTY

Commissioner Host said he would like the Commission to increase collaboration by having at least annuat
joint workshops with the City’s other boards and committees.

Commissioner Host said he hopes noise from Woodward could be lessened as part of the City's work with
MDQOT to improve safety on Woodward,

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

D. Legislation
E. City Staff

1. 2021 Police Annual Report

The Mayor thanked the Police

INFORMATION ONLY

Department for their work,

| XI.

ADIOURN

Mayor Longe adjourned the meeting at 11:28 p.m.

Dtgoditd Bl

Alexandria Bingham
City Clerk

%/»f\\_,

Laura Eichenhorn
City Transcriptionist

11 April 11, 2022
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STATE OF MICHIGAN
DEPARTMENT OF LICENSING & REGULATORY AFFAIRS
MICHIGAN ADMINISTRATIVE HEARING SYSTEM
MICHIGAN TAX TRIBUNAL

THE NEW 555 COMMERCIAL, LLC,
THE NEW 555 RESIDENTIAL, LLC,
MANORWOOD PROPERTIES, LLC, and
ASSOCIATES OF 555, LP,
Docket No. 22-

Petitioners, Parcel Nos. 08-19-36-210-001
08-19-36-210-003
v. 08-18-36-210-005
CITY OF BIRMINGHAM,
Respondent.

Jason C. Long (P59244)

WILLIAMS, WILLIAMS, RATTNER
& PLUNKETT, PC

380 N. Old Woodward Ave., Ste. 300
Birmingham, MI 48009

{248) 642-0333

Attorneys for Petitioners

Entire Tribunal Special Assessment Petition

Petitioners The New 555 Commercial, LLC, The New 555 Residential, LLC,
Manorwood Properties, LLC, and Associates of 555, LP, by and through their
attornevs, Williams Williams Rattner & Plunkett, PC, state as follows for their

Entire Tribunal Special Assessment Petition.

01387683
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The Parties

1. Petitioner The New 555 Commercial, LLC, is a Michigan limited
liability company with its registered offices located at 555 S. Old Woodward
Avenue, Suite 705, Birmingham, Michigan 48009.

2. Petitioner The New 555 Residential, LLC, is a Michigan limited
liability company with its registered offices located at 555 S. Old Woodward
Avenue, Suite 705, Birmingham, Michigan 48009.

3. Petitioner Manorwood Properties, LL.C, is a Michigan limited liability
company with its registered offices located at 555 S. Old Woodward Avenue, Suite
705, Birmingham, Michigan 48009.

4. Petitioner Associates of 555, LP, is a Michigan limited partnership
with its registered offices located at 555 S. Old Woodward Avenue, Suite 705,
Birmingham, Michigan 48009.

5. Petitioners are legal entities that are in common control, all of which
have John “Jack “ Reinhart as a principal.

6. Respondent City of Birmingham is a Michigan municipal corporation
with its offices located at 151 Martin Street, Birmingham, Michigan 48009.

The Subject Properties

7. Petitioners The New 555 Commercial, LLC, and The New 555
Residential, LLC, are the parties in interest in property commonly known as 555 S.
Old Woodward Avenue, Birmingham, Michigan, and identified as Parcel No. 08-19-

36-210-001 (the “Main Building”).

[R\]
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8. Petitioner Manorwood Properties, LLC, is the party in interest in
property commonly known as 555 S. Old Woodward Avenue, Suite 100,
Birmingham, Michigan, and identified as Parcel No. 08-19-36-210-005 f(the
“Birmingham Pub Building”).

9. Petitioner Associates of 555, LP, is the party in interest in property
consisting of vacant land on S. Old Woodward Avenue, Birmingham, Michigan,
which adjoins the southerly side of the Main Building, and is identified as Parcel
No. 08-19-36-210-003 (the “Vacant Parcel”).

10. The Main Building, the Birmingham Pub Building, and the Vacant
Parcel (collectively, the “555 Complex”) are all contiguous.

11. The parcels comprising the 555 Complex are all classified as
commercial real property.

12.  The parcels comprising the 555 Complex are all located within the
Birmingham public school district, the Oakland County intermediate school district,
and the Oakland County community college district.

The Special Assessment

13. On March 14, 2022, the Birmingham City Commission held a hearing
to discuss a proposed special assessment district to fund the reconstruction of the S.
Old Woodward Avenue streetscape.

14.  Petitioners’ principal Mr. Reinhart, along with other persons,
personally appeared at the March 14, 2022 hearing to protest the proposed special

assessment district.

01587683
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15. On April 11, 2022, the Birmingham City Commission held a hearing to
confirm a special assessment roll identified as special assessment #897 (the “Special
Assessment”).

16. Respondent intends to use the Special Assessment to fund the
reconstruction of the S. Old Woodward Avenue streetscape, which entails
eliminating 64 of approximately 180 parking spaces within the project area,
including eliminating approximately 11 of 30 parking spaces that adjoin the 555
Complex. The elimination of parking spaces adjoining the 555 Complex will render
the 555 Complex a nonconforming property because the zoning approvals for the
Birmingham Pub Building were based on the presence of 36 adjacent street parking
spaces. Respondent’s S. Old Woodward streetscape reconstruction plan would
eliminate parking spaces that were the basis for the zoning approvals.

17.  Petitioners’ principal Mr. Reinhart personally appeared at the April
11, 2022 hearing to protest the proposed Special Assessment. At that hearing, the
Birmingham City Commission limited each speaker to four minutes regardless of
the number of properties that the speaker represented.

18. A number of other persons also appeared at the April 11, 2022 hearing
to protest the proposed Special Assessment, including without limitation residents
of the 555 ‘Cor‘n‘plex, commercial tenants of the 555 Complex, and brokers that
represent Petitioners in marketing tenant suites in the 555 Complex, along with
other business owners.

19. In advance of the April 11, 2022 hearing, Mr. Reinhart also submitted

a letter in protest of the proposed Special Assessment, which addressed the

4
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negative effects of the proposed Special Assessment and S. Old Woodward Avenue
streetscape rcconstruction on the 555 Complex, including the devastating effect of
the loss of adjacent parking, the significant cost imposed on the 555 Complex, and
other factors.

20. The Birmingham City Commission did not grant any relief and instead
confirmed the Special Assessment on April 11, 2022.

21.  Petitioners received notices from Respondent on April 20, 2022,
advising that Respondent had confirmed the Special Assessment and that the

following amounts would be assessed against the 555 Complex:

The Main Building ........ccoccoeeiviiiiiiii e $371,391.23
The Birmingham Pub Building .................ccooocviiiiiii. $42,354.60
The Vacant Parcel...........ccccoooiiviiiiii e $40,087.00
TOtal .. e $453,832.83

Copies of the notices are attached as Exhibit A.

22. Respondent’s notices advised that the total amount of the assessment
1s due immediately, or that the amount of the assessment may be paid over 10
annual installments with interest at 4.5% on all unpaid amounts. See Exhibit A.

The Special Assessment is Invalid

23. The reconstruction of the. S Old Woodward Avenue streetscape that is
the subject of the Special Assessment does not confer a benefit on the 555 Complex.

24. The proposed reconstruction of the S. Old Woodward Avenue
streetscape originated with Respondent’s desire to replace sewer and water lines

located within right-of-way along S. Old Woodward Avenue.
5
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25. Respondent’s desire to reconstruct S. Old Woodward Avenue in a
manner that eliminates parking and, in Respondent’s view, beautifies the right-of-
way, does not confer any special benefit on the 555 Complex. There is no public
parking structure located in the S. Old Woodward area, so there is no place for
business patrons to park vehicles at peak business hours. Respondent’s proposed
elimination of spaces will result in businesses leaving the S. Old Woodward area
due to a lack of parking. The 555 Complex will suffer a significant loss of value
from the elimination of 64 parking spaces in the S. Old Woodward area and
specifically the loss of 11 of 30 parking spaces adjoining the 555 Complex.

26. The proposed S. Old Woodward reconstruction plans call for a bus stop
directly in front of the entrance to the 555 Complex, whereby the view of the 555
directly Complex is blocked. Furthermore, the bus stop is located exactly where
disabled patients visiting Dr. Jon Anderson, whose medical offices are located in the
555 Complex, park their handicapped vehicles so the patients may enter and exit
the 555 Complex; those patients travel in handicapped vehicles that are too tall to
enter the 555 Complex’s parking deck. This has a discriminatory effect on disabled
patients that require emergency oral surgery at Dr. Anderson’s offices.

27. The proposed beautification, and restoration of streets and sidewalks
after replacement of sewer and water lines, is directed to the City of Birmingham as
a whole and to all its residents and visitors, such that a special assessment to fund
beautification and restoration is invalid under Michigan law. The 555 Complex
receilves no special benefit from the proposed reconstruction of S. Old Woodward

Avenue.
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28.  Moreover, Respondent’s planning board during recently concluded that
the 555 Complex’s parking structure, which is the only parking structure located in
the S. Old Woodward Avenue area, is at full capacity. The elimination of 64
parking spaces that would result from the proposed reconstruction of the S. Old
Woodward Avenue will therefore prevent any further development on S. Old
Woodward Avenue, thereby further decreasing the value of the 5565 Complex.

29. The amount of the Special Assessment on the Main Building is not
reasonably proportionate to any benefit that could possibly be derived from the
reconstruction of the S. Old Woodward Avenue streetscape.

30. The amount of the Special Assessment on the Birmingham Pub
Building is not reasonably proportionate to any benefit that could possibly be
derived from the reconstruction of the S. Old Woodward Avenue streetscape.

31. The amount of the Special Assessment on the Vacant Parcel is not
reasonably proportionate to any benefit that could possibly be derived from the
reconstruction of the S. Old Woodward Avenue streetscape.

32. The Vacant Parcel itself is not independently developable because of
the impact of the Woodward Avenue right-of-way and the applicable setbacks under
Respondent’s zoning ordinance, such that the amount of the proposed Special
Assessment is particularly disproportionate as to the Vacant Parcel.

33. The amounts of the Special Assessment on each of the Main Building,
the Birmingham Pub Building, and the Vacant Parcel, are also disproportionate to
objective measures of the amount of the Special Assessment that could lawfully be

charged to each of them.

01587683

Continuous Page 294

INd 6€:L¥¥ STOT/61/C1 DSIN AqQ AIATADTY



34. The market values of the parcels comprising the 555 Complex
collectively and individually are not increased and in fact are decreased as a result
of the proposed reconstruction of the S. Old Woodward Avenue streetscape, which
will result in the elimination of 64 parking spaces including 11 of 30 adjacent to the
555 Complex.

35. The Special Assessment is invalid because it (a) violates Michigan law,
(b) is based on erroneous principles and information, (c¢) is based on the
misapplication of valuation principles, and (d) otherwise violates Petitioners’ rights.

36. Petitioners contend that valid special assessments for the 555 Complex

cannot exceed the following amounts:

The Main Building ......cccoooiiiiiiiiiiiiii e $0
The Birmingham Pub Building ...............coooooii $0
The Vacant Parcel..........ccoiiiiiiiiiic e $0
TOtaL e e e 30

37. The amounts in dispute are therefore as follows:

The Main Bullding .....cccocvmiiiiiiiiiieiee e $371,391.23
The Birmingham Pub Building ......ccccc.ccooviiiieiniiii $42,354.60
The Vacant Parcel........ccoooooiiriiimei e ee e $40,087.00
TOtaAl.coeieii e $453,832.83

Conclusion and Request for Relief
Wherefore, Petitioners respectfully request that this honorable Tribunal
enter Judgment finding that the Special Assessment is invalid, finding that there is

no special assessment amount due for the reconstruction of the S. Old Woodward

8
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Avenue streetscape from Petitioners, and granting Petitioners all other relief to

which they are entitled under Michigan law.

Dated: May 10, 2022

01587683

Respectfully Submitted,

WILLIAMS WILLIAMS RATTNER
& PLUNKETT PC

By:_ fs! Jagonw C. Long
dason C. Long (P59244)
Attorneys for Petitioners
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April 19, 2022

THE NEW 555 COMMERCIAL LiLC
555 S OLD WOODWARD AVE
BIRMINGHAM, MI 480309-6658

RE: Special Assessment District #897
S. Old Woodward Streetscape

On Aprit 11th, 2022 the Birmingham City Commission confirmed the above
referenced special assessment. This letter shall serve as notification that from
the date of confirmation all special assessments shail constitute a fien on the
respective lots or parcels assessed.

The amount of the special assessment for 555 S OLD WOODWARD AVE , Parcel
Number 08-19-36-210-001 is $ 371,391.23. The total due may be payable over
10 annual installments. Payments are due within 60 days of billing. Please note,
if you choose to pay in instaliments, the interest rate will be 4.5% on the
unbilled balance.

Please Note; This is not a bill.

Section 94.9(h) of the City Code provides that;

"Such special assessments and all proceedings upon which special assessments
are based shall be incontestable, unfess an appeal to the Michigan Tax Tribunal
is instituted within 30 days after the date of confirmation of such special
assessment rolf.”

If you have any questions regarding billing, please feel free to contact me at
248-530-1833. If you have questions regarding the project, please contact the
Department of Engineering at 248-530-1840.

Sincerely,
9;&’(/4/ :}:W

Jack Todd
Deputy Treasurer
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APR 2 ¢ 2002

Aprit 19, 2022

ASSOCIATES OF 555 LTD PARTNERSHIP
555 S OLD WOODWARD AVE
BIRMINGHAM, ML 48009-6658

RE: Special Assessment District #897
S. Old Woodward Streetscape

INd 6€:L¥¥ STOT/61/C1 DSIN AqQ AIATADTY

On April 11th, 2022 the Birmingham City Commission confirmed the above
referenced special assessment. This letter shall serve as notification that from
the date of confirmation all special assessments shall constitute a lien on the
respective lots or parcels assessed.

The amount of the special assessment for 555 S OLD WOODWARD AVE , Parcel
Number (8-19-36-210-003 is $ 42,354.60. The total due may be payable over
10 annuat instaliments. Payments are due within 60 days of billing. Please note,
if you choose to pay in instaliments, the interest rate will be 4.5% on the
unbiited balance.

Please Note: This is not a bill.

Sectign 94.9(h) of the City Code provides that:

"Such special assessments and all proceedings upon which special assessments
are based shall be incontestable, uniess an appea! to the Michigan Tax Tribunal
is instituted within 30 days after the date of confirmation of such special
assessment roit.”

If you have any questions regarding billing, please feel free to contact me at
248-530-1833. If you have questions regarding the project, please contact the
Department of Engineering at 248-530-1840.

Sincerely,

%«»@:M&

Jack Todd
Deputy Treasurer
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Aprit 19, 2022

MANORWOOD PROPERTIES LLC
555 5 OLD WOODWARD AVE STE 705
BIRMINGHAM, MI 48009-6618

RE: Special Assessment District #897
S. Old Woodward Streetscape

On April 11th, 2022 the Birmingham City Commission confirmed the above
referenced special assessment. This letter shall serve as notification that from
the date of confirmation ali special assessments shall constitute a lien on the
respective lots or parcels assessed.

The amount of the special assessment for 555 S OLD WOODWARD AVE #705,
Parcel Number 08-19-36-210-005 is $ 40,087. The total due may be payable
over 10 annual installments. Payments are due within 60 days of billing. Please
note, if you choose to pay in instaliments, the interest rate will be 4.5% on the
unbilled balance.

Piease Note: This is not a biil.

Section 94.9(h} of the City Code provides that:

“Such special assessments and all proceedings upon which special assessments
are based shall be incontestable, uniess an appeal to the Michigan Tax Tribunal
is instituted within 30 days after the date of confirmation of such special
assessment roll.” '

If you have any questions regarding billing, please feel free to contact me at
248-530-1833. If you have questions regarding the project, please contact the
Department of Engineering at 248-530-1840.

Sincerely,

G

Jack Todd
Deputy Treasurer
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STATE OF MICHIGAN

DEPARTMENT OF LICENSING & REGULATORY AFFAIRS
MICHIEGAN ADMINISTRATIVE HEARING SYSTEM

MICHIGAN TAX TRIBUNAL

THE NEW 555 COMMERCIAL, LLC,
THE NEW 555 RESIDENTIAL, LLC,
MANORWOQOD PROPERTIES, LLC, and
ASSOCITES OF 555, LP,

Petitioners,
v

CITY OF BIRMINGHAM,

Respondent.

Docket No. 22-000772

Property Nos.

08-19-36-210-001
08-19-36-210-003
08-19-36-210-005

Williams, Williams, Rattner & Plunkett, P.C.

Jason C. Long (P59244)

Attorneys for Petitioners

380 N. Old Woodward Ave., Ste. 300
Birmingham, MI 48009

(248) 642-0333

Hongldwwrplaw.com

Beier Howlett, P.C.

Peter Gojcaj (P6BBER)
Monika Koleci (P85371)
Attorneys for Respondent
3001 W. Big Beaver Rd.,
Troy, MI 48084

Ste. 600

248-282-1063 / 248-645-9344 fax

peojcai@bhlaw.us.com
mkoleci@bhlaw.us.com

AFFIBAVIT OF SCOTT ZIELINSKI

STATE OF MICHIGAN )
JSS.
COUNTY OF OAKLAND)

Scott Zielinski, being duly swom, deposes and says:

1. I make this Affidavit on behalf of Respondent in my capacity as the Assistant City

Engineer for the City of Birmingham’s (“City™).

2. I make these statements set forth in this Affidavit based on my review of the City’s

records and from personal knowledge, and if called to testify would be able to do so.
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3. The City embarked upon an infrastructure improvement project including road
construction, sewer, watermain and ADA sidewalk improvements for its downtown area, which
was to be completed in three phases.

4. The entire three phases of the Project are designed to make changes to the roadways
of Maple and Old Woodward in the downtown area in order to reduce vehicular speeds, calm and
improve traffic, improve pedestrian safety, and walkability while improving the City’s
infrastructure.

5. As the entire Project also upgrades underground assets and replace an old
infrastructure: sewers, utilities, lead service lines, water lines, road pavements and more (for the
entire Old Woodward Road, from E. Brown St to Landon St), the instant petition only deals with
a small portion of the entire Project. The City could have issued special assessments for the entire
Project (which cost in excess of $10,000,000), it is only the portion from the curb/sidewalk (not
the roadway) to the property owners’ buildings that the City issued the subject Special Assessment.
This Special Assessment is considered the “Streetscape.”.

6. Phase 1 (which is the area north of the subject matter concerning this lawsuit) was
completed in 2018 and includes Old Woodward Avenue from Brown Street to Oakland Street.

7. Phase 2 involving Maple Road (which is north of the area of concern and stretches
from east to west, crossing Old Woodward Avenue from Maple Road, from Chester to Woodward
Avenue), was completed in 2020.

8. Phase 3, which concerns this Petition, began in May of 2022 and has been
substantially completed.

9. The Project is a well-thought out design, planned by top-notch engineers, architects

and other planners.
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10.  Both the City Engineer and I prepared two reports (dated March 10, 2022, and
March 8, 2022, respectively) providing the City Commission information on the proposed special
benefits, the nature of it, the improvement, the costs, the benefit derived therefrom, and the
reasonable proportionality of assessing the special assessment against the affected property
owners.

11. By way of background, concerning phases 2 and 3 the City had special assessments
against the affected property owners that included the same type of improvements in this case (ie,
the Streetscape): mainly replacement of sidewalks, and landscape enhancements.

12. Returning to the current issue, I prepared my report explaining the nature and scope
of the project, recommended approach, estimates of cost, life of the improvement, a description of
the proposed assessment district(s), and such other pertinent.

13, My report provides the new streetscape will consist of an enhanced version of the
downtown standard saw cut concrete sidewalk with an exposed aggregate sidewalk between the
main pedestrian path and the street curb. Elements of the new streetscape design to be included
in this project include:

* All new concrete and exposed aggregate sidewalks from the building face to the
back of the curbs.

* Removal and replacement of all street trees, including excavation and replacement
with approximately 1,000 cubic feet of specially formulated soil designed to
encourage tree growth.

« Enlarged, raised planter beds around each new street tree, framed by a 6-inch
high exposed aggregate curb, with irrigation, and professionally designed
landscaping.

* Granite seating areas where space permits.

+ Installation of an underground electrical system to provide new lighting

opportunities for trees along the sidewalk and in the proposed median
+ Installation of sprinkler systems to maintain new plant life
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14. My report explains that the cost per property will be assessed as an average cost per
linear foot of frontage for the improvements. The properties with multiple owners will share the
cost of the frontage, and the amount will be based on the square footage of the building area owned.
The City will bill one-tenth of the assessment, as is standard on other special assessment districts,
plus interest, on an annual basis, to make the cost more manageable for the property owners.

15.  Irecommended to the City Commission (before the City Commission decision) that
the Special Assessment be approved because the improvements to the affected properties

(including Petitioners’) would increase in value.

16. 1 prepared the attached spreadsheet depicted in Exhibit 5, which illustrates that the
Special Assessment allocated to the effective property owners, including Petitioners, includes
electrical, construction equipment, construction costs for irrigation, sidewalk pavement
construction costs, landscaping construction costs, that total approximately $2,481,888.55 (the
Streetscape Amount). The total amount charged to the benefitted properties is equal to 75% of the
Streetscape Amount of the project. The remaining 25% ($827,296.18) would be allocated directly
to the City. Of the 75%, which is $2,481,888.55, Petitioners’ responsible portion is approximately
$453,000.00. As noted in response to interrogatory no. 3, the City calculated these amounts for the
entire streetscape (streetscape costs include but are not limited to sidewalks, planters, utilities,
underground utilities, construction, sprinkler, concrete pavement, concrete sidewalk removal,
installation, concrete curb, soil, boulders, landscaping, and all other elements that can be
categorized in the sidewalk area of the project). This total streetscape amount was then divided by
the total linear feet for the project, then further multiplied by the linear feet of the subject

properties.

Continuous Page 304

INd 6€:L¥¥ STOT/61/C1 DSIN AqQ AIATADTY



I7. It is and was my opinion that the special assessment was proportionate to the
increase in value of all of the properties, including Petitioners’.

18.  The City Commission took all of the information, my report, my spreadsheet, Mr.
Surhigh’s Report (City Engineer at the time), and other pertinent information, and formulated its
decision based upon these reports and our recommendation.

19.  This Affidavit is based on personal knowledge.

20.  IHf'swom as a witness [ can testify competently to the facts stated in this Affidavit.

= ﬂe[)ﬂéb

Scott Zielinski

Further, Affiant sayeth not.

On Decembenq, , 2022,, before me personally appeared Scott Zielinski as Assistant City Engineer
for the City of Birmingham who acknowledged that with authority to do so he signed this Affidavit

on behalf of the City of Birmingham.
WA op N en \[\.\t.w.,(\n_ﬂ..bk_h_#

Notary Public, uxu LA0E: County, Michigan

Acting in _(a dand] County, Michigan
My Commission Expires: 2,33 - 207244
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CHAPTER X. - SPECIAL ASSESSMENTS

Section 1. - [Authority to impose; resolution.]

The commission shall have the power to determine that the whole or any part of the expense of any
public improvement shall be defrayed by special assessments upon the property specially benefited or
which may be specially benefited in the future and shall so declare by resolution. Such resolution shall state
the estimated cost of the improvement, what proportion of the cost thereof shall be paid by special
assessments, and what proportion, if any, shall be a general obligation of the city, the number of
installments in which assessments may be paid, and shall designate the districts or land and premises upon
which special assessments shall or may be levied. Such resolution may provide that specified development
or improvement of property will benefit from a public improvement and establish assessments against such

property to be collected if and after such improvement or development of property is undertaken.
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(Amend. of 4-4-83)

State Law reference— Permissible that Charter provide for assessing costs of public improvements, MCL
117.4d, MSA 5.2077.

Section 2. - [Establishment of procedure.]

The commission shall prescribe by general ordinance complete special assessment procedure concerning
plans and specifications, estimate of costs, the making of the assessment roll and correction of errors, the
notice and conduct of hearings on the necessity of a public improvement and the confirmation of the special
assessment roll, the collection of and interest to be borne by special assessments and any other matters

concerning the making of improvements by the special assessment method.

(Amend. of 4-4-83)

Section 3. - [Imposition of lien.]

From the date of confirmation of any roll levying any special assessment, the full amount of the
assessment and all interest thereon shall constitute a lien on the property subject thereto and that amount
shall also be a debt of the person to whom assessed until paid and, in case of delinquency, may be collected

as delinquent city property taxes.

(Amend. of 4-4-83)

Section 4. - [Collection.]

Continuous Page 306



No action of any kind may be instituted for the purpose of contesting or enjoining the collection of any
special assessment (a) unless, within 30 days after the confirmation of the special assessment roll, written
notice is given to the commission indicating an intention to file such an action and stating the grounds on
which it is claimed that the assessment is illegal and (b) unless that action shall be commenced within 60

days after the confirmation of the roll.

(Amend. of 4-4-83)

Section 5. - [Reassessment.]

Whenever the commission deems any special assessment invalid or defective, or whenever a court
adjudges an assessment to be illegal in whole or in part, the commission may cause a new assessment to be
levied for the same purpose, whether or not the improvement or any part thereof has been completed, or
any part of the special assessment collected. In reassessment proceedings hereunder, it shall not be

necessary for the commission to redetermine the necessity of the improvement or to hold a hearing
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thereon. If any portion of the original assessment is collected and not refunded, it shall be applied upon the
reassessment, and the reassessment shall to that extent, be deemed satisfied. If more than the amount

reassessed is collected, the balance shall be refunded to the person making such payment.

(Amend. of 4-4-83)
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Chapter 94 - SPECIAL ASSESSMENTS

Footnotes:

—(1) —

Editor's note— Ordinance No. 1637, adopted March, 24, 1997, repealed §§ 94-1—94-26 and replaced with §§ 94-1—94-18.
Formerly, such sections pertained to similar provisions and derived from §§ 1.500—1.525 of the 1963 Code.

Charter reference— Special assessments, ch. X.

Cross reference— Administration, ch. 2; streets, sidewalks and other public places, ch. 98.

State Law reference— Powers re assessments, MCL 117.4a, 117.4b, 117.4d, 117.5; notices and hearings, MCL 211.741 et

seq.

Sec. 94-1. - Purpose.

This chapter is adopted to comply with Chapter X of the Charter for the city to provide by ordinance for a

complete special assessment procedure concerning the initiation of projects, plans and specifications,
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estimates of cost, notice and conduct of hearings, making and confirming of assessment rolls, correction of
errors, contested assessments, financing of improvements made by special assessment, collection of special
assessments and interest thereon, deferral of payments due to hardship, and all other matters concerning

special assessments.

(Ord. No. 1637, 3-24-97)

Sec. 94-2. - Definitions.

The following words, terms and phrases, when used in this article, shall have the meanings ascribed to

them in this section, except where the context clearly indicates a different meaning:

Applicant means an owner and the owner's spouse, if any, who files an application for deferral under this

chapter.

Cost, when referring to the cost of any public improvement, shall mean the cost of surveys, plans, rights-
of-way, spreading of rolls, notices, advertising, financing, construction, legal fees, administrative expense,
condemnation and all other costs incidental to the making of such improvement, the special assessments

therefor and the financing thereof.
Engineer means the director of the department of engineering and public services.

Homestead means a dwelling owned and occupied as a home by the owner thereof, including all

contiguous unoccupied real property owned by the person.

Household means a housing unit consisting of related persons residing in a homestead who are age 18

or older and are not claimed as dependents on the owner's state or federal income tax returns.
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Household income means all income received by all members of a household in a tax year, while
members of the household. If any household member has become unemployed or has resigned from
employment within the six-month period prior to the application date, the household income shall be

computed at the rate of pay immediately prior to the termination or resignation from employment with the

following exceptions:

(1) The household member has permanently retired.

(2) The household member has received a permanent medical leave due to total disability.

Improvement means a public improvement of such a nature as to specially benefit any real property, any
part of the cost of which is to be assessed against one or more lots or parcels of land, in proportion to the

benefit derived therefrom.

Income means the sum of federal adjusted gross income, as defined in 26 U.S.C. 1, et seq., of the Internal
Revenue Code, as amended, plus all income specifically excluded or exempt from the computations of the

federal adjusted gross income.
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(1) The term does not include the first $300.00 of gifts in cash or kind from nongovernmental
sources or the first $300.00 received from awards, prizes, lottery, bingo, or other gambling
winnings.

(2) Income does not include surplus foods, relief in kind supplied by a governmental agency,
payments or credits under this chapter, any governmental grant which has to be used by the
claimant for rehabilitation of the homestead, amounts deducted from monthly Social Security
or Railroad Retirement Benefits for Medicare premiums, or contributions by an employer to

life, accident, or health insurance plans.
(3) Income does not include energy assistance grants and energy assistance tax credits.

Manager means the city manager or his designee.

Net worth means the total value of assets owned less total liabilities. For purposes of this chapter, net
worth shall not include the value of the homestead and file value of any one automobile registered in the

name of the owner of the homestead.

Owner means a person who holds solely or concurrently with others a fee interest in a parcel of real

property, or who is purchasing a parcel of real property under a mortgage or land contract.

Street means a public street, avenue, highway, road, path, boulevard, right-of-way, or alley or other

access used for travel by the public.

(Ord. No. 1637, 3-24-97; Ord. No. 1962, 4-21-08)

Sec. 94-3. - Commission authority.
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The city commission shall have the power and authority to determine that the whole or any part of the
cost of any public improvement shall be defrayed by special assessments upon the property especially

benefitted, consistent with the procedures set forth in this chapter.

(Ord. No. 1637, 3-24-97)

Sec. 94-4. - Initiation of improvement by commission.

(a) Proceedings for making public improvements within the city may be commenced by resolution of
the city commission, on its own initiative, making the improvement and special assessment

mandatory.

(b) In order to ascertain what level of support exists among property owners to be assessed for a
special improvement, the city commission may choose to direct staff to circulate an expression of

interest form.
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(c) The commission shall carefully consider any petition or expression of interest forms received, but
both petitions and expression of interest forms shall be advisory only. Petitions or expression of

interest forms shall in no event be mandatory upon the commission.

(Ord. No. 1637, 3-24-97; Ord. No. 2499, 10-25-21)

Editor's note— Ord. No. 2499, adopted October 25, 2021, changed the title of section 94-4 from "Initiation
of improvement" to "Initiation of improvement by commission." The historical notation has been preserved

for reference purposes.

Sec. 94-5. - Property owners may petition for an improvement.

(a) All property-owner initiated petitions shall be circulated and signed on forms furnished by the city
engineer. Such petitions shall contain, in addition to the signature of the owner(s), a brief

description of the property owned.

(b) Petitions shall be verified by the affidavit(s) of the petition circulator(s) attesting that signatures

on the petition are genuine and that the persons signing are owners of the described properties.
(c) Petitions shall be filed with the city engineer.

(d) All petitions shall be referred by the city engineer to the city manager and city clerk. The city clerk
shall verify the petitions and signatures determining whether they conform to the foregoing

requirements and shall report the city clerk's findings to the city engineer and city manager.

(Ord. No. 1637, 3-24-97; Ord. No. 1962, 4-21-08; Ord. No. 2499, 10-25-21)
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Editor's note— Ord. No. 2499, adopted October 25, 2021, changed the title of section 94-5 from "Petitions"
to "Property owners may petition for an improvement." The historical notation has been preserved for

reference purposes.
Sec. 94-6. - City engineer's report.

(a) Before the commission shall decide on making any public improvements, whether initiated by
commission or property owners through the petition process, the city engineer shall prepare and
submit a preliminary report to the city commission which shall include a general description of
the nature and scope of the project, a recommended approach to the project including
coordination of other city projects and funding sources, preliminary estimates of cost, an
estimate of the life of the improvement, a description of the proposed assessment district(s), and
such other pertinent information as may enable the commission to determine the cost, scope,
extent and necessity of the proposed improvement and whether any portion of the cost should

be paid by the city at large. A copy of the city engineer's report shall also be filed with the city
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clerk for public examination.

(b) Whenever any property interest is acquired by condemnation or otherwise for the purpose of any
public improvement, the cost thereof and of the proceedings required to acquire such property

interest may be added to the cost of such public improvement.

(Ord. No. 1637, 3-24-97; Ord. No. 2499, 10-25-21)

Sec. 94-7. - Notice of public hearing.

(a) After the filing of the city engineer's report under section 94-6, above, a public hearing before the
city commission on the advisability of proceeding to establish a special assessment district for the
making of the public improvement shall be set, which hearing shall be held not less than ten days
after notice thereof has been both published in a newspaper published or generally circulated in
the city, and sent by first-class mail to all property owners in the proposed special assessment
district as shown by the current property tax roll of the city. The notice shall include a statement
that appearance and protest at the public hearing is required in order to appeal the special
assessment to the Michigan Tax Tribunal, and that an owner or interested party, or his or her
agent, may appear and protest in person or by letter, if received by the commission prior to the
public hearing. The hearing required by this section may be held at any regular or special meeting

of the commission.

(b) Atthe public hearing on the proposed improvement, all persons interested shall be given an

opportunity to be heard.
(Ord. No. 1637, 3-24-97; Ord. No. 2499, 10-25-21)

Sec. 94-8. - Determination of necessity by commission. Continuous Page 311
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(a)

(c)

Following the hearing, the commission may determine whether it is necessary to continue to
proceed, or to modify the scope of the public improvement, if necessary, in such a manner as it
deems to be in the best interest of the city, provided that if the amount of work is increased or
properties are added to the district, then another public hearing shall be held pursuant to notice
as prescribed in section 94-7.

If the commission determines to continue to proceed with the improvement, the commission

shall adopt a resolution:
(1) Determining the necessity of the improvement;
(2) Approving the detailed plans and estimates of cost prepared by the city engineer;

(3) Prescribing what portion of the cost of such improvement shall be paid by special assessment
upon the property especially benefited, determining what benefits will be received by affected

properties and what portion, if any, of the cost shall be paid by the city;
(4) Delineating the boundaries of the special assessment district;
(5) Determining the method or formula to be used in making the assessment; and

(6) Directing the city manager to prepare a special assessment roll and present the same to the

commission for confirmation (unless the special assessment roll was previously prepared).

The commission may modify the resolution to proceed that was adopted pursuant to subsection
(b) at any time, but if any modification will increase the cost or scope of the improvement or add
properties to the assessment district, a further public hearing shall be held and notice given as

prescribed in section 94-7.

(Ord. No. 1637, 3-24-97; Ord. No. 2499, 10-25-21)

Sec. 94-9. - Special assessment roll.

(@)

(b)

(0)

(d)

No construction contract or expenditure, except for the cost of preparing necessary plans,
specifications and estimates of costs, for any public improvement to be financed in whole or part
by special assessment shall be made before the confirmation of the special assessment roll for

such improvement.

The manager shall make a special assessment roll of all lots and parcels of land within the
designated district to be benefited by the proposed improvement and assess to each lot or parcel
of land the amount benefited thereby. The amount spread in each case shall be based upon the

cost estimate of the city engineer.

After the manager completes the assessment roll, it shall be filed with the clerk for public

examination and presentation to the commission for review and confirmation by it.
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The commission shall fix the time and place at which the commission will meet to review the special

assessment roll and to give interested persons an opportunity to be heard; which meeting shall not be less

than ten days after notice thereof has been both published in a newspaper published or generally

circulated in the city and sent by first-class mail to all property owners in the proposed special assessment

district as shown by the current property tax roll of the city. The meeting required by this section may be

held at any regular or special meeting of the commission.

(e) The commission shall meet at the time and place scheduled for review of the special assessment

roll.

(1)

(2)

(3)

At such, meeting, the commission shall consider all objections to the special assessment roll
submitted in writing or orally at the meeting;

The commission may correct the roll as to any special assessment or description of any lot or
parcel of land or other errors appearing therein; or

The commission may, by resolution, annul the assessment roll and direct that a new roll be

prepared, following the same procedures applicable to the making of the original roll.

If, after hearing all objections and making a record of such changes as the commission deems

justified, the commission determines that it is satisfied with said special assessment roll, and that

assessments are in proportion to benefits received, it shall thereupon pass a resolution making

such determination and confirming the roll. The resolution shall also:

(1)

(2)

Direct the manager to spread the various sums and amounts appearing thereon on a special

assessment roll;

Order placement of the roll on file in the city clerk's office and direct the clerk to attach his or

her warrant to a certified copy within ten days;

Command the city treasurer to bill and collect the special assessments or installments as
provided in this chapter, to be due within 60 days of billing, unless a later date for billing and

collecting is established by the commission in accordance with the following paragraph;

If the commission determines construction of part or all of the improvement will not occur
immediately after the confirmation of the roll, and if the commission also deems it
unnecessary to collect the assessment forthwith, the resolution shall provide for the billing
and collection of the assessment at the time of the construction of the improvement; and
Direct the treasurer to give notice by first-class mail to each property owner on the special
assessment roll that the roll has been confirmed, and further containing the information set

forth in subsections (h) and 94-10(b).

Whenever a special assessment roll shall be confirmed by the commission, it shall be final and

conclusive. Such roll shall have the date of confirmation endorsed thereon and shall from that

date be final and conclusive for the purpose of the improvement to which it applies, subject only
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to adjustment to conform to the actual cost of the improvement, or as otherwise provided in section 94-13.

(h) Such special assessments and all proceedings upon which such special assessments are based
shall be incontestable, unless an appeal to the Michigan Tax Tribunal is instituted within 30 days

after the date of confirmation of such special assessment roll.

(i) Failure on the part of the city or any official or employee thereof to give or mail any notice
required to be given or mailed by this chapter, or failure by any property owner to receive any

such notice shall not invalidate any special assessment or special assessment roll.

(j) Where deemed appropriate, the commission may authorize the public hearing on necessity of
proceeding with the public improvement and on confirmation of the special assessment roll to be

combined provided that all public notice requirements of this chapter are fulfilled.

(Ord. No. 1637, 3-24-97; Ord. No. 1833, 4-19-04; Ord. No. 1962, 4-21-08)
Sec. 94-10. - Payments.

(@) All special assessments shall be payable in such number of approximately equal installments, not
to exceed ten, as the commission may determine. The first installment of a special assessment
shall be due and payable within 60 days of billing, or such later date as the commission may
establish closer to the time of construction, and one installment shall be due and payable each
year thereafter on the anniversary of such due date, with annual interest upon all unpaid
installments to be fixed by the commission at a rate not to exceed 12 percent per annum,
provided that no interest shall be charged upon any amount paid within 60 days of billing of the
first installment. The whole assessment, both primary and deferred, against any lot or parcel of
land may be paid to the city treasurer at any time in full with accrued interest and penalties
thereon. If any special assessment or any installment of a special assessment is not paid when
due, then such assessment or installment shall be deemed to be delinquent and there shall be, in
addition to interest, a penalty added at the rate of one percent for each month or fraction thereof
that the same remains unpaid before being reported to the commission for the purpose of being

reassessed upon the city tax roll.

(b) After the commission has directed the billing and collection of the assessment, the treasurer shall
notify by first-class mail each property owner on the special assessment roll of the obligation to

pay the amount assessed and:

(1) When the special assessment is not payable in installments, the time within which it may be

paid without interest, or penalty.

(2) When the special assessment is payable in installments, the notice shall state the due date of

the first installment and the date from which interest will be charged on future installments.

(0
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If any lots or lands are divided in compliance with city ordinance after a special assessment thereon has
been confirmed and before the collection of all installments, the manager shall apportion the uncollected
amounts upon the several parts of lots and lands so divided, and all assessments thereafter made upon

such lots or lands shall be according to such apportionment.

(Ord. No. 1637, 3-24-97; Ord. No. 1962, 4-21-08)

Sec. 94-11. - Accounts.

Funds raised by special assessment to pay the cost of any public improvement shall be held in a special
fund to pay such cost or to repay money borrowed therefor. Each special assessment account must be used
only for the improvement project for which the assessment was levied. If there is a surplus, the surplus shall

be refunded pro rata, without interest, as follows: Where the assessment has been paid in full, by a refund
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in cash to the owner of the premises at the time the refund was ordered, and where the assessment has not

been paid in full, by credit on the assessment roll. No refund of $20.00 or less shall be required.

(Ord. No. 1637, 3-24-97)

INd 6¢-LY

Sec. 94-12. - Lien until paid.

(a) 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.

(b) The city treasurer shall annually, on May 1, certify any delinquent special assessment, or any part
thereof, together with all accrued interest and penalty, to the commission; and, it shall be
transferred and reassessed, with an additional 15 percent penalty, on the next annual city tax roll.

Such charges so assessed shall be collected in the same manner as general city taxes.

(Ord. No. 1637, 3-24-97; Ord. No. 1834, 4-19-04)

Sec. 94-13. - Adjustments and corrections.

(a) Excessive assessments.

(1) The excess by which any special assessment proves larger than the actual cost of the
improvement and expenses incidental thereto may be placed in the general fund of the city if

such excess is five percent or less of the assessment.

(2) Should the assessment prove larger than necessary by more than five percent, the entire
excess shall be refunded on a pro rata basis according to assessments to the owners of the
property assessed as shown by the current assessment roll of the city, provided, however, no
refunds shall be made of less than $20.00.

a.
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Such refund shall be made by credit against future unpaid installments to the extent any installments are

remaining, and the balance, if any, of such refund shall be in cash.

b. No refunds may be made which contravene the provisions of any outstanding evidence of

indebtedness secured in whole or in part by such special assessment.

(b) Additional pro rata assessments may be made when any special assessment roll proves
insufficient to pay for the actual cost of the improvement for which it was levied and the
expenses incident thereto, provided that the additional pro rata assessment shall not exceed 25
percent of the total assessment originally confirmed unless a public hearing before the
commission is first held to review and confirm such additional assessment, for which hearing
notices shall be published and mailed as provided in the case of review of the original special

assessment roll.
(c) Invalid assessments.

(1) whenever any special assessment shall, in the opinion of the commission, be incorrect or

invalid by reason of any irregularity or informality in the proceedings, or if any court or
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tribunal of competent jurisdiction shall adjudge the assessment to be illegal, the commission
may, regardless of whether the improvement has been made or not, or whether any part of
the assessment has been paid or not, cause a new assessment to be made for the same

purpose for which the former assessment was made.

(2) All proceedings on such reassessment and for the collection thereof shall be conducted in the

same manner as provided for the original assessment.

(3) Whenever any sum or part thereof levied upon any property under the assessment so set
aside has been paid and not refunded, the payment so made shall be applied upon the
reassessment or if the payments exceed the amount of the reassessment, refunds shall be

made.

(4) No judgment or decree nor any act of the commission vacating a special assessment shall
destroy or impair the lien of the city upon the premises assessed for such amount of the
assessment as may be equitably charged against the same or as by regular mode of

proceeding might have been lawfully assessed thereupon.

(Ord. No. 1637, 3-24-97)

Sec. 94-14. - Assessment against single lot.

When any expense shall be incurred by the city upon or in respect to any separate or single lot or parcel
of land which, by the provisions of this chapter, the city commission is authorized to charge and collect as a
special assessment, and not being of that class of special assessments required to be made pro rata upon
several lots or parcels of land in a special assessment district, an account of the labor, materials, or services
for which such expense was incurred and the name and address of the owner or person chargeable
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therewith, if known, shall be reported to the commission in such manner as it may prescribe. The provisions
of this chapter with reference to special assessments generally, and the proceedings necessary before
making the improvements, shall not apply to assessments to cover the expense incurred in respect to that

class of improvements contemplated in this section.

(1) No improvement or expense shall be subject to special assessment under this section unless
the owner of or party in interest in the property to be so assessed shall receive ten days'
notice by mail of any meeting at which commission action on such an improvement, expense,
or special assessment is to be considered, with such notice to be provided in accordance with

the requirements and procedures set forth in this chapter.

(2) The commission shall determine what amount or part of every expense is to be assessed and
the person, if known, against whom such expense shall be charged, and the lot upon which
the same shall be levied as a special assessment; and as often as the commission shall deem
it expedient, it shall require all of the several amounts so reported and determined, and the

several lots or parcels of land and person chargeable therewith, respectively, to be reported
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by the treasurer to the manager for assessment.

(3) Upon receiving the commission's report, the manager shall make a special assessment roll,
and levy as a special assessment upon each lot so reported to him and against the persons
chargeable therewith, if known, the whole amount of all the charges so directed to be levied
upon each lot or parcel of land respectively, together with a penalty of ten percent, and when
completed, the manager shall report the assessment to the commission and thereupon the
same proceeding shall be had as provided in this chapter for special assessments in other
cases, except the commission may require that the same be paid in one or any other number
of installments not to exceed five; provided that the notice of the filing of the special
assessment roll in such cases, and of the reviewing of the same, may be given by sending
such notice by registered mail to the persons named in such roll at their last known address,
instead of giving notice by publication. If such notice is given by publication, the commission
may order the cost thereof to be added to the roll and distributed pro rata according to the
amount of the special assessments therein. It shall not be necessary to make a separate roll
for each lot or parcel of land against which such an assessment may be made, but

assessments against several lots or parcels of land may be included in one roll.

(Ord. No. 1637, 3-24-97; Ord. No. 1962, 4-21-08)

Sec. 94-15. - Assessments for off-street parking.

When the proposed public improvement is a facility to provide public off-street parking, the commission
may determine that any lot within the proposed assessment district which is developed to a floor area ratio

of less than 1.0 will be additionally benefited if at some time in the future additional floor area is
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constructed on such property. In such instances, a resolution adopted pursuant to section 94-8 shall direct
the manager to prepare the assessment roll by including therein a deferred assessment benefit, to be

calculated as follows:

(1) The manager shall compute the estimated benefit to the lot to be assessed using the actual
square footage of land and building at the time of such assessment, to achieve the primary

assessment figure.

(2) The manager shall compute for each lot in the district the maximum additional square
footage of building which could be added to the property under the current zoning ordinance
without providing additional square footage of building which could be added to the property
under the current zoning ordinance without providing additional on-site parking. If such
property has, at the time of assessment, a floor area ratio of 1.0 or greater, no deferred off-
street parking assessment shall be entered against such property. whether the lot or parcel is
not being utilized at the time of assessment at the maximum floor area ratio of 1.0, the

manager shall compute a deferred off-street parking assessment based on the additional
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allowable potential building area computed above and shall enter such amount on the roll as

the deferred off-street parking assessment on such property.

(3) Such deferred off-street parking assessments shall be canceled at the time of development if
the building constructed or enlarged is residential in character. Primarily residential buildings
shall be defined as any building with two or more stories in which the first floor or any portion
thereof is occupied by a commercial or business use and all additional stories are utilized for

residential purposes.

(Ord. No. 1637, 3-24-97; Ord. No. 1962, 4-21-08)
Sec. 94-16. - Deferred off-street parking assessments.

(@) The manager shall enter the amount of any deferred off-street parking assessment upon the roll
at the time of its preparation. Such assessment shall not be due as to any lot against which a
deferred off-street parking assessment has been made until it shall be developed so as to
increase the floor area existing at the time of the assessment by five percent or more or increase
the floor area ratio to 1.0. Upon the issuance of a building permit authorizing such an increase in
floor area, the city commission shall, by resolution, confirm the making of the deferred off-street
parking assessment and it shall be due and payable in full within 30 days. Failure to pay a
deferred off-street parking assessment within the above-stated time period shall be grounds for

issuance of a stop-work order on the subject property by the building official.

(b) Deferred off-street parking assessments may be paid in full at the owner's option, at any time
after the roll of primary assessments has been confirmed. A building owner may elect to finance a
deferred off-street parking assessment with the primary assessment if such an election is made

in writing and filed with the city treasurer within 14 months after confirmatign of th g)ggmgry
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assessment roll. Interest on a deferred off-street parking assessment shall not start to accrue until 60 days

after such deferred off-street parking assessment was confirmed by the commission.

(Ord. No. 1637, 3-24-97; Ord. No. 1962, 4-21-08)

Sec. 94-17. - Time limitation.

No deferred off-street parking assessment shall be confirmed by the city commission unless such
confirmation takes place within 20 years from the date on which the original roll was confirmed. As to any
deferred off-street parking assessment not confirmed within such 20-year period, it shall no longer be
considered a potential assessment against a lot. Any deferred off-street parking assessment which has been

paid in advance shall not be refunded even though not confirmed within the 20-year period.

(Ord. No. 1637, 3-24-97)
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Sec. 94-18. - Deferred payments of special assessments based on hardship.

(@) The city may grant deferrals of special assessment payments of persons who, in the opinion of
the city commission, by reason of hardship are unable to contribute toward the cost thereof, in

accordance with the provisions of this section.

(b) An owner may apply for deferment of any or all installment payments of special assessments due
in a particular year on the owner's homestead. The application shall be made upon an affidavit

form available from the city treasurer.
(1) The affidavit form shall contain the following:
a. The name, or names if owned jointly, and social security number of the applicant.
b. The homestead address and sidewall number.
¢. The home and business telephone number of the applicant.
d. The length of ownership of the homestead by the applicant.

e. Total household income for the past calendar year. The applicant shall attach copies of
the most recently filed federal and state income tax forms of all members of the

household, including all schedules, to the application.

f. Current place of employment. If the applicant is unemployed, the date of termination or

resignation from employment shall be stated.
g. A statement of the net worth of all household members as of the date of the application.

h. The number of dependents, as defined in 26 U.S.C. 1, et seq., of the Internal Revenue

Code, as amended, residing with the applicant at the homestead.

Continuous Page 319



If the applicant is over 65 years of age or totally and permanently disabled, the applicant shall attach a copy

of the notice from the treasurer denying deferment of special assessment under MCL 211.765, as

amended, to the application.

(2)

j. The amount of the special assessment installment payment for which deferment is

requested and the date such installment comes or was due.

k. A statement located immediately above the applicant's signature: "It is understood that if

this deferment is authorized, the City will place a lien on your property."

|. The form shall be signed by the applicant and notarized. If the homestead is owned jointly

by husband and wife, both shall sign and file the affidavit.

In addition to the above, copies of the following documents shall be attached to the

application:
a. Recorded deed and land contract or mortgage for the homestead property.

b. The cover page of the current homeowners or hazard insurance policy covering the

homestead.
c. A death certificate or divorce decree, if such document affects the title to the homestead
property.

d. Any other document that the city may require to process the application for deferment.

(c) Application for deferment of an installment payment of a special assessment must be made no

later than 30 days after the due date of a special assessment or installment for which deferment

is requested.

(d) To qualify for a deferment of an installment payment, the applicant must meet all of the following

requirements:

(1)

Total household income attributed to the applicant in the past calendar year cannot exceed
the level adopted by the state for its special assessment deferral program, plus an additional
amount equal to the deduction allowed by state income tax law for each dependent residing

with the applicant at the homestead,;

Total net worth of all members of the household cannot exceed $10,000.00;

The homestead must be the primary residence of the applicant;

The homestead must have been owned and occupied by the applicant for at least three years;

The applicant cannot be eligible for deferment of special assessment under MCL 211.761, et

seq., as amended,;

The amount of the installment payments to be deferred on special assessments exceeds
$300.00 per year;

Property taxes on the homestead property should not be more than two years delinquent.

Continuous Page 320

INd 6€:L¥¥ STOT/61/C1 DSIN AqQ AIATADTY



Immediately upon receipt of the affidavit form, the treasurer shall stamp the application with the time and

date of receipt. The treasurer shall promptly examine the application to determine if the applicant meets

the requirements of this chapter.

(1) The treasurer shall request the Manager to make an inspection of the property and property
records and conduct an investigation and survey as the treasurer deems necessary. An
applicant shall not be compelled to supply information not reasonably necessary to a proper
determination of the eligibility of the owner and the homestead for the relief provided under
this section.

(2) The treasurer shall promptly make a decision and shall notify the applicant of this decision
not later than 30 days after the receipt of the application by the treasurer. The decision of the
treasurer shall be final.

The payment of any installment payment on a special assessment due and payable on a

homestead in a year in which the owner meets all the eligibility requirements of this section shall

be deferred until the occurrence of the first of the following events:

(1) The homestead or any part of the homestead is conveyed or transferred to another, provided

however, that:

a. The original applicant for the deferral may convey or transfer an interest in the
homestead to another person jointly with the applicant provided that the original

applicant continues to reside at the homestead, or

b. An owner who owns the property jointly with another may convey or transfer that interest
to the original applicant for the deferral provided that the original applicant to whom the

property is conveyed continues to reside at the homestead;
(2) Aland contract selling the homestead is entered into;

(3) The owner fails to maintain adequate homeowners and hazard insurance as required herein;

or

(4) One year after the original applicant's death, subject to further order of the probate court;
however, the death of a spouse shall not terminate the deferments of special assessments for

a household owned by husband and wife as long as the spouse does not remarry.
Payment of deferred amounts.
(1) Any special assessment deferred under this section may be paid at anytime.

(2) Upon the occurrence of any one of the events terminating a deferment of an installment
payment under subsection 94-18(f), above, the deferred amount plus interest shall be paid in
full.

3)
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If the owner fails to make such payment when the deferment is terminated, the provisions of this chapter

regarding the collection of special assessments shall again apply to the deferred payment as if no

deferment had been granted and the city may enforce the lien upon the property in any manner permitted

by law.
(h)

(i)

(m)

Interest shall accrue on deferred installment payments at the monthly rate provided for

nondeferred installment payments within the special assessment district.

The treasurer shall send to the owner, by first-class mail, a yearly statement showing the amounts

of deferred assessments on the homestead and the interest outstanding thereon.
Notice of lien.

(1) Upon grant of a deferment or grant of the initial deferment if deferments are granted in
subsequent years, the city shall record a notice of lien in its favor at the Oakland County
Register of Deeds stating that there exists a lien upon such property for deferred special

assessments. The lien created shall include the amount of interest provided hereunder.

(2) The owner shall sign all documents necessary for the filing of such lien as a condition to

receiving a deferral.

(3) If subsequent deferments are granted, the treasurer shall ascertain whether the notice of the
previously filed with the register of deeds is still in effect. If it is not, a new notice of lien shall

be filed against the property with the register of deeds.

For the duration of the deferment, the owner shall maintain homeowners and hazard insurance
on the homestead in an amount not less than the amount of the deferred assessment(s) and
accrued interest plus the balance of any mortgage or other lien or encumbrance superior to the
city's lien. On or before June 1st of each year for the duration of the deferment, the owner shall
provide the treasurer with proof of such homeowners and hazard insurance in the form of a
certificate of insurance, and such certificate of insurance shall show the city as an additional
insured and shall further contain a clause requiring the insurance company to give the city 30

days advance notice of cancellation, termination or material change in the insurance coverage.

All deferments made under this section apply only to the installment payment for the year
granted and for the specific special assessment district for which the deferment has been
granted. An owner can apply for further deferments in any given year that installments are due if

the eligibility requirements are met and this chapter remains in effect.

Nothing in this chapter shall give any person a vested right to receive a deferment or in the

standards to be applied in granting such a deferment.

(1) The city commission may change, modify, or delete any of the terms and conditions of this
section or repeal it in its entirety at any time without notice to any applicant or recipient of a

deferment.

(2)
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However, once a deferment is granted, it cannot be revoked and payment be required prior to the time set

forth in this section.
(n) Penalties.

(1) In addition to all other penalties imposed by this chapter, if any person shall make a false or
misleading statement on an application for deferment under this section, such person shall

be guilty of a misdemeanor and all amounts deferred shall be immediately due and payable.

(2) Failure to pay such deferrals within 30 days of receiving notice from the treasurer shall result

in the foreclosure of the liens placed upon the subject property pursuant to this section.

(Ord. No. 1637, 3-24-97; Ord. No. 1962, 4-21-08)
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