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TO:   The Honorable Mayor and City Council 
   Troy, Michigan 
 
FROM:  Michael W. Culpepper, Acting City Manager 
 
SUBJECT:  Background Information and Reports 
 
Ladies and Gentlemen: 
 
This booklet provides a summary of the many reports, 
communications and recommendations that accompany your 
agenda.  Also included are suggested or requested resolutions 
and/or ordinances for your consideration and possible adoption. 
 
Supporting materials transmitted with this Agenda have been 
prepared by department directors and staff members.  I am 
indebted to them for their efforts to provide insight and professional 
advice for your consideration. 
 
As always, we are happy to provide such added information as 
your deliberations may require. 
 
Respectfully submitted, 
 
 
 
Michael W. Culpepper, Acting City Manager 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

 

 

 
VISION: 
To honor the legacy of the past and build a strong, vibrant future and be an 
attractive place to live, work, and grow a business. 
 
GOALS: 
Provide a safe, clean, and livable city 
 Practice good stewardship of infrastructure  
 Maintain high quality professional community oriented police and fire protection 
 Conserve resources in an environmentally responsible manner 
 Encourage development toward a walkable, livable community 
 
Provide effective and efficient local government 
 Demonstrate excellence in community services 
 Maintain fiscally sustainable government 
 Attract and support a committed and innovative workforce 
 Develop and maintain efficiencies with internal and external partners 
 Conduct city business and engage in public policy formation in a clear and 

transparent manner 
 
Build a sense of community 
 Communicate internally and externally in a timely and accurate manner 
 Develop platforms for transparent, deliberative and meaningful community 

conversations 
 Involve all stakeholders in communication and engagement activities 
 Encourage volunteerism and new methods for community involvement 
 Implement the connectedness of community outlines in the Master Plan 2008 
 
Attract and retain business investment 
 Clearly articulate an economic development plan 
 Create an inclusive, entrepreneurial culture internally and externally 
 Clarify, reduce and streamline investment hurdles 
 Consistently enhance the synergy between existing businesses and growing 

economic sectors 
 Market the advantages of living and working in Troy through partnerships 
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CITY COUNCIL 

AGENDA 
October 8, 2012 – 7:30 PM 

Council Chambers 
City Hall - 500 West Big Beaver 

Troy, Michigan 48084 
(248) 524-3317 

INVOCATION: Pastor David Lomasney – Zion Christian Church 1 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE: 1 

A. CALL TO ORDER: 1 

B. ROLL CALL: 1 

C. CERTIFICATES OF RECOGNITION AND SPECIAL PRESENTATIONS: 1 

C-1 No Certificates of Recognition and Special Presentations 1 

D. CARRYOVER ITEMS: 1 

D-1 No Carryover Items 1 

E. PUBLIC HEARINGS: 1 

E-1 Public Hearing - Conditional Rezoning Application (File Number CR 006) – 
Proposed Troy Plaza Development, West Side of Crooks, North Side of New King 
(5550 New King), Section 8, From PUD (Planned Unit Development) to OM 
(Office Mixed Use) and CB (Community Business) Districts 1 



 

 

F. PUBLIC COMMENT FOR ITEMS ON THE AGENDA: 2 

G. CITY COUNCIL/CITY ADMINISTRATION RESPONSE/REPLY TO PUBLIC 
COMMENT: 4 

H. POSTPONED ITEMS: 4 

H-1  No Postponed Items 4 

I. REGULAR BUSINESS: 4 

I-1 Board and Committee Appointments: a) Mayoral Appointments – None; b) City 
Council Appointments – None 4 

I-2 Board and Committee Nominations: a) Mayoral Nominations – Downtown 
Development Authority; b) City Council Nominations – None 4 

I-3 No Request for Closed Session 6 

J. CONSENT AGENDA: 6 

J-1a Approval of “J” Items NOT Removed for Discussion 6 

J-1b  Address of “J” Items Removed for Discussion by City Council 6 

J-2  Approval of City Council Minutes 6 

a) Regular City Council Meeting – September 24, 2012 ........................................... 7 

J-3 Proposed City of Troy Proclamations: None Proposed 7 

J-4 Standard Purchasing Resolutions: 7 

a) Standard Purchasing Resolution 4: US Communities Government Purchasing 
Alliance Program – Empire Today, LLC ............................................................... 7 

b) Standard Purchasing Resolution 3: Exercise Renewal Option – Snow 
Removal Services, Home Chore Program and Public Sidewalks ......................... 7 

c) Standard Purchasing Resolution 2: Bid Award – Sole Bidder – Bare Root 
Street Tree Planting ............................................................................................. 8 

J-5  Request for Acceptance of Two Permanent Easements – Old Dominion Freight 
Line, Inc. – Sidwell #88-20-26-126-012 & 018 8 



 

 

J-6  Request for Acceptance of a Warranty Deed – Hidden Forest Site Condominium  
– Sidwell #88-20-22-101-030 8 

J-7  Traffic Committee Recommendations and Minutes – September 19, 2012 8 

J-8  Private Agreement – Oak Forest Site Condominiums Phase I Project No. 04.943.3 9 

J-9  Interlocal Agreement for the Major Case Assistance Team 9 

J-10  Contract Extension – Uniform Rental Services 10 

K. MEMORANDUMS AND FUTURE COUNCIL AGENDA ITEMS: 10 

K-1 Announcement of Public Hearings: 10 

a) Announcement of Public Hearing for October 22, 2012 – Community 
Development Block Grant (CDBG) 2013 Application ......................................... 10 

K-2 Memorandums (Items submitted to City Council that may require consideration at  
some future point in time): None Submitted 11 

L. PUBLIC COMMENT FOR ITEMS NOT ON THE AGENDA: 11 

M. COUNCIL REFERRALS: 11 

M-1  No Council Referrals Advanced 11 

N. COUNCIL COMMENTS: 11 

N-1   No Council Comments Advanced 11 

O. REPORTS: 11 

O-1 Minutes – Boards and Committees: 11 

a) Animal Control Appeal Board-Final-February 22, 2012 ...................................... 11 
b) Parks and Recreation Advisory Board-Final-April 19, 2012 ............................... 11 
c) Traffic Committee-Final-May 16, 2012 ............................................................... 11 
d) Election Commission-Final-June 28, 2012 ......................................................... 11 
e) Building Code Board of Appeals-Final-September 5, 2012 ................................ 11 
f) Planning Commission-Draft-September 11, 2012 .............................................. 11 



 

 

g) Planning Commission-Final-September 11, 2012 .............................................. 11 
h) Election Commission-Draft-September 27, 2012 ............................................... 11 

O-2 Department Reports: 11 

a) Final Reporting – Chuck Cryderman & Associates – Auction Services – July, 
2012 ................................................................................................................... 11 

b) Building Department Activity Report – August, 2012 .......................................... 11 
c) Final Reporting – Online Surplus Auction Sales – Police Department ............... 11 
d) Additional Tri-Party Funds – City to Schedule More Work on County Roads ..... 11 
e) 2012 Third Quarter Litigation Report .................................................................. 11 

O-3  Letters of Appreciation: 12 

a) Letter of Appreciation to Brent Savidant and Gary Bowers from Angela Keto 
Thanking Them for Assistance With a Safety Concern ...................................... 12 

b) Letter of Appreciation to Mayor Daniels from Stephanie Holland of The 
Leukemia & Lymphoma Society Thanking Her and the Troy Police 
Department for Support During the Light the Night Walk ................................... 12 

c) Letter of Appreciation to Aileen Bittner and Cheryl Stewart from Pam Brady of 
the League of Women Voters Thanking Them for Assistance During National 
Voter Registration Day ....................................................................................... 12 

d) Letter of Appreciation to Mayor Daniels from Doug Ruffley Regarding the 
State of the City Address .................................................................................... 12 

e) Letter of Appreciation to Mike Culpepper from Dan and Mary Ann Bernardi 
Thanking the Police Department and Fire Department for Assistance ............... 12 

f) Certificate of Appreciation to Mayor Daniels from Faith Apostolic Church of 
Troy .................................................................................................................... 12 

g) Certificate of Appreciation to the Troy Police Department from Faith Apostolic 
Church of Troy .................................................................................................... 12 

h) Certificate of Appreciation to the Troy Fire Department from Faith Apostolic 
Church of Troy .................................................................................................... 12 

O-4  Proposed Proclamations/Resolutions from Other Organizations: None Proposed 12 

O-5  Notice of Hearing for the Customers of the Detroit Edison Company Case No. U-
16964 12 

O-6  Letter to State Treasurer Andy Dillon Regarding the Troy Downtown Development 
Authority 12 

O-7  SEMCOG Regional Update – September 24, 2012 12 

O-8  Letter from Lawrence and Carole Carey Regarding Proposed 7-Eleven at Crooks 
and Wattles 12 

O-9  Update on Library Strategic Planning Process – Community Survey 12 



 

 

P. STUDY ITEMS: 12 

P-1  Distracted Driving Ordinance 12 

Q. CLOSED SESSION: 12 

Q-1  Closed Session 12 

R. ADJOURNMENT: 12 

FUTURE CITY COUNCIL PUBLIC HEARINGS: 13 

Monday, October 22, 2012 - Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) 2013 
Application .......................................................................................................... 13 

SCHEDULED REGULAR CITY COUNCIL MEETINGS: 13 

Monday, October 22, 2012 Regular Meeting ......................................................... 13 
Monday, November 12, 2012 Regular Meeting ..................................................... 13 
Monday, November 26, 2012 Regular Meeting ..................................................... 13 
Monday, December 3, 2012 Regular Meeting ....................................................... 13 
Monday, December 17, 2012 Regular Meeting ..................................................... 13 

SCHEDULED SPECIAL CITY COUNCIL MEETINGS: 13 
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INVOCATION: Pastor David Lomasney – Zion Christian Church 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE:  

A. CALL TO ORDER: 

B. ROLL CALL: 
a)  Mayor Janice Daniels 

Jim Campbell 
Wade Fleming 
Dave Henderson 
Maureen McGinnis 
Dane Slater 
Doug Tietz 

 
b) Excuse Absent Council Members: 

 
Suggested Resolution 
Resolution #2012-10-      
Moved by       
Seconded by       
 
RESOLVED, That Troy City Council hereby EXCUSES the absence of       at the Regular 
City Council Meeting of October 8, 2012, due to      . 
 
Yes:       
No:       
 

C. CERTIFICATES OF RECOGNITION AND SPECIAL PRESENTATIONS:  
C-1 No Certificates of Recognition and Special Presentations 
 

D. CARRYOVER ITEMS: 
D-1 No Carryover Items  
 

E. PUBLIC HEARINGS: 
E-1 Public Hearing - Conditional Rezoning Application (File Number CR 006) – 

Proposed Troy Plaza Development, West Side of Crooks, North Side of New King 
(5550 New King), Section 8, From PUD (Planned Unit Development) to OM (Office 
Mixed Use) and CB (Community Business) Districts 
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Suggested Resolution 
Resolution #2012-10-      
Moved by       
Seconded by       
 
WHEREAS, The City is in receipt of a proposed rezoning request from PUD (Planned Unit 
Development) to OM (Office Mixed Use) and CB (Community Business) Districts; and 
 
WHEREAS, The applicant voluntarily offered a number of conditions, as described in the 
Conditional Rezoning Agreement and related attachments, as per Section 16.04 of the City of 
Troy Zoning Ordinance; and 
 
WHEREAS, The subject property, located on the west side of Crooks, north side of New King 
(5500 New King), parcel 88-20-08-276-002, being approximately 6 acres in size, is described 
and illustrated on the attached legal description drawing; and 
 
WHEREAS, The conditional rezoning was recommended for approval by the Planning 
Commission; and 
 
WHEREAS, The proposed rezoning is supported by the Master Plan and advances the general 
and specific development policies of the Master Plan; and 
 
WHEREAS, The proposed rezoning would be consistent and non-disruptive to the surrounding 
land use pattern; and 
 
WHEREAS, The proposed rezoning will facilitate redevelopment of the site. 
 
THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, City Council hereby RESCINDS and ABANDONS the Troy 
Plaza Planned Unit Development and related plans and agreements. 
 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, City Council hereby APPROVES the PUD to OM and CB 
Rezoning, including the Conditional Rezoning Agreement and related attachments. 
 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, City Council hereby APPROVES the Preliminary Site Plan and 
GRANTS Special Use Approval for the two proposed drive-throughs. 
 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, City Council AUTHORIZES the Mayor and City Clerk to sign the 
Conditional Rezoning Agreement on behalf of the City of Troy. 
 
BE IT FINALLY RESOLVED, The City of Troy Zoning District Map is hereby AMENDED. 
 
Yes: 
No: 
 

F. PUBLIC COMMENT FOR ITEMS ON THE AGENDA: 
In accordance with the Rules of Procedure for the City Council, Article 17 – Members of 
the Public and Visitors: 
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Any person not a member of the City Council may address the Council with recognition of the 
Chair, after clearly stating the nature of his/her inquiry or comment. City Council requests that if 
you do have a question or concern, to bring it to the attention of the appropriate department(s) 
whenever possible. If you feel that the matter has not been resolved satisfactorily, you are 
encouraged to bring it to the attention of the City Manager, and if still not resolved satisfactorily, to 
the Mayor and Council. 

• Petitioners shall be given a fifteen (15) minute presentation time that may be extended with 
the majority consent of City Council. 

• Any member of the public, not a petitioner of an item, shall be allowed to speak for up to 
three (3) minutes to address any Public Hearing item. 

• Any member of the public, not a petitioner of an item, shall be allowed to speak for up to 
three (3) minutes total to address Postponed, Regular Business, Consent Agenda or Study 
items or any other item on the Agenda as permitted under the Open Meetings Act during the 
Public Comment for Items On the Agenda portion of the Agenda. 

• Any member of the public, not a petitioner of an item, shall be allowed to speak for up to 
three (3) minutes to address any topic not on the Agenda as permitted under the Open 
Meetings Act during the Public Comment for Items Not on the Agenda portion of the 
Agenda. 

• All members of the public who wish to address the Council at a meeting shall be allowed to 
speak only if they have signed up to speak within thirty minutes before or within fifteen 
minutes after the meeting’s start time. Signing up to speak requires each speaker provide 
his or her name and residency status (Troy resident, non-resident, or Troy business owner). 
If the speaker is addressing an Item (or Items) that appear on the pre-printed agenda, then 
the speaker shall also identify each such agenda item number(s) to be addressed. 

• City Council may waive the requirements of this section by a majority vote of the City 
Council members. 

• Agenda items that are related to topics where there is significant public input anticipated 
should initiate the scheduling of a Special meeting for that specific purpose. 

 
The following has been approved by Troy City Council as a statement of the rules of decorum for 
City Council meetings. The Mayor will also provide a verbal notification of these rules prior to 
Public Comment: 
 

The audience should be aware that all comments are to be directed to the Council rather 
than to City Administration or the audience. Anyone who wishes to address the Council is 
required to sign up to speak within thirty minutes before or within fifteen minutes of the start 
of the meeting. There are two Public Comment portions of the Agenda. For Items On the 
Agenda, speakers can sign up to address Postponed, Regular Business, Consent Agenda, 
or Study items or any other item on the Agenda. Speakers can sign up to address all other 
topics under Items Not on the Agenda.  Also, there is a timer on the City Council table in 
front of the Mayor that turns yellow when there is one minute of speaker time remaining, and 
turns red when the speaker's time is up.    
 
 In order to make the meeting more orderly and out of respect, please do not clap during the 
meeting, and please do not use expletives or make derogatory or disparaging comments 
about any one person or group.  If you do so, then there may be immediate consequences, 
including having the microphone turned off, being asked to leave the meeting, and/or the 
deletion of speaker comments for any re-broadcast of the meeting.  Speakers should also be 
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careful to avoid saying anything that would subject them to civil liability, such as slander and 
defamation.   
 
 Please avoid these consequences and voluntarily assist us in maintaining the decorum 
befitting this great City. 
 

G. CITY COUNCIL/CITY ADMINISTRATION RESPONSE/REPLY TO PUBLIC 
COMMENT: 

H. POSTPONED ITEMS: 
H-1  No Postponed Items  
 

I. REGULAR BUSINESS: 
I-1 Board and Committee Appointments: a) Mayoral Appointments – None; b) City 

Council Appointments – None 
 
a) Mayoral Appointments - None 
 
b) City Council Appointments - None 
 
I-2 Board and Committee Nominations: a) Mayoral Nominations – Downtown 

Development Authority; b) City Council Nominations – None 
 
a) Mayoral Nominations  
 
Suggested Resolution 
Resolution #2012-10- 
Moved by 
Seconded by 
 
RESOLVED, That the Mayor of the City of Troy hereby FORWARDS the following nominated 
person(s) to serve on the Boards and Committees as indicated to the next Regular City 
Council Meeting for action:  
 

Downtown Development Authority 
Appointed by Mayor 
13 Regular Members 

4 Year Term 
 

Current Members: 

Last Name First Name App Resume 
Expire 

Appointment 
Expire Notes 1 Notes 3 

Carnago Gregory 2/1/2014 9/30/2012 In District Requests 
Reappointment 

Daniels Janice  11/03/2015 Mayor  



CITY COUNCIL AGENDA October 8, 2012 
 

- 5 - 

Hay David R. 11/16/2013 9/30/2015 In District  

Hodges Michele 6/14/2014 9/30/2013 In District Requests 
Reappointment 

Keisling Laurence 5/25/2014 9/30/2012 At large Requests 
Reappointment 

Kiriluk Alan M. 11/18/2013 9/30/2012 In District  

Knight P. Terry 1/4/2014 9/30/2015 At Large Personnel Bd exp 
4/30/2015 

MacLeish Daniel 5/26/2014 9/30/2012 In District Requests 
Reappointment 

Randol Ward Jr. 10/12/2013 9/30/2014 In District  
Reschke Ernest C. 9/21/2012 9/30/2014 At large  
Schroeder Douglas J. 9/30/2012 9/30/2014 At large  
Van Dyke Earle 1/31/2014 9/30/2015 In District  
Weiss Harvey 8/6/2011 9/30/2012 In district  

 

 
Nominations to the Downtown Development Authority: 
 
Term Expires:  9/30/2016  (In District) 
 Term currently held by: Gregory Carnago 
 
Term Expires:  9/30/2016  (At Large) 
 Term currently held by: Laurence Keisling 
 
Term Expires:  9/30/2016  (In District) 
 Term currently held by: Alan Kiriluk 
 
Term Expires:  9/30/2016  (In District) 
 Term currently held by: Daniel MacLeish 
 
Term Expires:  9/30/2016  (In District) 
 Term currently held by: Harvey Weiss 
 
Interested Applicants: 
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Last Name First Name App Resume 
Expire Notes 2 

Chambers Barbara A. 2/9/2013  
Hoef Paul V. 11/21/2013 EDC exp. 4/30/2015 
Howrylak Frank 2/1/2014  
Kempen Edward 2/1/2014 Planning Commission 
Knight Barbara 1/4/2014 EDC exp. 4/30/2015 
Kornacki Rosemary 11/15/2013 Brownfield Redev Authority exp 4/30/2014 
Mallin Aaron 10/10/2013  
Sawyer Jr. Thomas G. 2/3/2014 Municipal Bldg. Authority exp. 01/31/2013 
Schultz Robert M. 11/11/2013  
Swartz Robert D. 7/25/2013 Brownfield exp 4/30/2014; EDC exp 4/30/2018 
Vassallo Joseph J. 12/6/2013 Brownfield Redev. Auth. exp 4/30/2015 
Wilberding Bruce J. 2/8/2014 Brownfield Redev. Auth. exp 4/30/2013 

 

 
 

Yes: 
No: 
 
b) City Council Nominations - None 

 
I-3 No Request for Closed Session 
 

J. CONSENT AGENDA: 
J-1a Approval of “J” Items NOT Removed for Discussion 
 
Suggested Resolution 
Resolution #2012-10-      
Moved by       
Seconded by       
 
RESOLVED, That Troy City Council hereby APPROVES all items on the Consent Agenda as 
presented with the exception of Item(s)  ______________      , which SHALL BE 
CONSIDERED after Consent Agenda (J) items, as printed. 
 
Yes:       
No:       
 
J-1b  Address of “J” Items Removed for Discussion by City Council  
 
J-2  Approval of City Council Minutes 
 
Suggested Resolution 
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Resolution #2012-10-      
 
RESOLVED, That Troy City Council hereby APPROVES the following Minutes as submitted:  
a) Regular City Council Meeting – September 24, 2012 
 
J-3 Proposed City of Troy Proclamations: None Proposed 
 
J-4 Standard Purchasing Resolutions:  
 
a) Standard Purchasing Resolution 4: US Communities Government Purchasing 

Alliance Program – Empire Today, LLC 
 
Suggested Resolution 
Resolution #2012-10-      
 
RESOLVED, That Troy City Council hereby APPROVES a contract to purchase carpet tiles for 
the 52-4 District Court under the US Communities Government Purchasing Alliance Program 
competitively bid by the City of Seattle, Washington through Contract #0000002865 with 
Empire Today LLC for an estimated total cost of $12,226.00, as detailed in the estimate dated 
9/19/2012, a copy of which shall be ATTACHED to the original Minutes of this meeting.  
 
b) Standard Purchasing Resolution 3: Exercise Renewal Option – Snow Removal 

Services, Home Chore Program and Public Sidewalks 
 
Suggested Resolution 
Resolution #2012-10-      
 
WHEREAS, On November 21, 2011, Troy City Council awarded contracts to provide seasonal 
requirements of snow removal services for the City’s municipal sidewalks, code enforcement 
tasks, and Home Chore Program with an option to renew for one (1) additional season to the 
low total bidder, MVP Environmental, LLC of Troy as the primary contractor for all three (3) 
proposals; and Brantley Development LLC of Westland, as secondary contractor for code 
enforcement and the Home Chore Program, to be used in the event the primary contractor is 
unable to provide the services as needed, all at unit prices contained in the bid tabulation 
opened November 11, 2011 (Resolution #2011-11-267-J4b); and 
 
WHEREAS, Both vendors have agreed to exercise their option to renew for one additional 
season under the same pricing, terms and conditions as their original contracts; 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, That Troy City Council hereby determines it to be in 
the City’s best interest to EXERCISE the option to renew the contracts to provide seasonal 
requirements of snow removal services with MVP Environmental LLC as the primary contractor 
for municipal sidewalks, code enforcement tasks, and Home Chore Program; and Brantley 
Development LLC as secondary contractor for code enforcement and the Home Chore 
Program under the same pricing, terms and conditions expiring April 30, 2013, CONTINGENT 
upon contractors’ submission of properly executed insurance certificates and all other specified 
requirements. 
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c) Standard Purchasing Resolution 2: Bid Award – Sole Bidder – Bare Root Street 
Tree Planting 

 
Suggested Resolution 
Resolution #2012-10-      
 
RESOLVED, That Troy City Council hereby AWARDS a contract to provide and install bare 
root ROW trees for the 2012 Fall planting season to the sole bidder, Marine City Nursery of 
Marine City, MI, at $120.00 per tree installation for an estimated total cost not to exceed 
budgetary limitations, in accordance with the bid tabulation opened September 26, 2012, a 
copy of which shall be ATTACHED to the original Minutes of this meeting.  
 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That the award is CONTINGENT UPON contractor’s 
submission of properly executed bid and contract documents, including insurance certificates 
and all other specified requirements.  
  
J-5  Request for Acceptance of Two Permanent Easements – Old Dominion Freight 

Line, Inc. – Sidwell #88-20-26-126-012 & 018  
 
Suggested Resolution 
Resolution #2012-10-      
 
RESOLVED, That City Council hereby ACCEPTS two permanent easements for water main 
from Old Dominion Freight Line, Inc., owners of the properties having Sidwell #88-20-26-126-
012 & 018, and 
 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That the City Clerk is hereby DIRECTED to record the 
permanent easements with the Oakland County Register of Deeds, a copy of which shall be 
ATTACHED to the original Minutes of this meeting. 
 
J-6  Request for Acceptance of a Warranty Deed – Hidden Forest Site Condominium  – 

Sidwell #88-20-22-101-030 
 
Suggested Resolution 
Resolution #2012-10-      
  
RESOLVED, That City Council hereby ACCEPTS a warranty deed for detention purposes from 
Hidden Development, LLC, owner of the property having Sidwell #88-20-22-101-030, and 
 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That the City Clerk is hereby DIRECTED to record warranty 
deed with the Oakland County Register of Deeds, a copy of which shall be ATTACHED to the 
original Minutes of this meeting. 
 
J-7  Traffic Committee Recommendations and Minutes – September 19, 2012 
 
Suggested Resolution 
Resolution #2012-10-      
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Item #3 – Request for Traffic Control – Columbia at Rhode Island 
 

RESOLVED, That the intersection control at Columbia and Rhode Island be MODIFIED from 
“no traffic control” to a YIELD sign on the Rhode Island northbound approach to the 
intersection. 
 
Item #4 – Request to Revise No Stopping, Standing, Parking Zone Hours – Barnard 
Elementary 
 
RESOLVED, That the No Stopping, Standing, Parking signs on Anvil and Forge, near Barnard 
Elementary, be REVISED to prohibit stopping, standing, parking between the hours of 7:30 
a.m. to 8:30 a.m. and 3:30 p.m. to 4:30 p.m. SCHOOL DAYS ONLY.   
 
Item #5 – Request to Revise No Stopping, Standing, Parking Zone Hours – Hill 
Elementary 
 
RESOLVED, That the No Stopping, Standing, Parking signs on Quincy and Mill Pond, near Hill 
Elementary, be REVISED to prohibit stopping, standing, parking between the hours of 8:00 
a.m. to 9:00 a.m. and 3:00 p.m. to 4:00 p.m. SCHOOL DAYS ONLY. 
 
Item #6 – Establish Fire Lanes at 550 Oliver 
 
RESOLVED, That fire lanes be ESTABLISHED at 550 Oliver. 
 
Item #7 – Establish Fire Lanes at 2873 – 2897 W. Maple 
 
RESOLVED, That fire lanes be ESTABLISHED at 2873 – 2897 W. Maple. 
 
Item #8 – Request for No Parking Zone – Kenyon at Jamaica 

 
RESOLVED, That a NO PARKING zone be ESTABLISHED between Kenyon and the start of 
the cul-de-sac to the east. 
  
J-8  Private Agreement – Oak Forest Site Condominiums Phase I Project No. 04.943.3 
 
Suggested Resolution 
Resolution #2012-10-      
  
RESOLVED, That the Contract for the installation of Municipal Improvements (Private 
Agreement) between the City of Troy and Ladd’s Inc., is hereby APPROVED for the installation 
of sanitary sewer, storm sewer, detention, water main, paving, sidewalks, wetland mitigation, 
landscaping, and soil erosion on the site and in the adjacent right-of- way, and the Mayor and 
City Clerk are AUTHORIZED to execute the documents, a copy of which shall be ATTACHED 
to the original Minutes of this meeting. 
 
J-9  Interlocal Agreement for the Major Case Assistance Team 
 
Suggested Resolution 
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Resolution #2012-10-      
  
WHEREAS, The Major Case Assistance Team (MCAT) is a collaborative initiative aimed at 
resolving complex criminal cases through the provision of additional trained personnel and 
equipment to member agencies involved in major criminal investigations; and   
 
WHEREAS, In order to participate in MCAT, approval of the Interlocal agreement between the 
City of Troy and Oakland County is required.   
 
NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, That the attached Interlocal Agreement for the Major 
Case Assistance Team between the City of Troy and Oakland County is hereby APPROVED.   
 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That the Chief of Police is AUTHORIZED to sign the Interlocal 
Agreement on behalf of the City of Troy.           
 
J-10  Contract Extension – Uniform Rental Services 
 
Suggested Resolution 
Resolution #2012-10-      
  
WHEREAS, On November 24, 2008, Troy City Council approved a two-year contract to provide 
uniform rental services for various City of Troy union employees with an option to renew for two 
additional years to Unifirst Corporation of Auburn Hills, MI, the highest rated respondent as a 
result of a best value process in cooperation with Oakland County {Resolution #2008-11-351-F-
4c}; and 
 
WHEREAS, The option to renew was exercised and approved by Troy City Council on August 
9, 2010 {Resolution #2010-08-168-J-4c}; and 
 
WHEREAS, Unifirst Corporation has agreed to extend the contract for two-years under the 
same pricing, terms and conditions as the original contract; 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, That Troy City Council hereby WAIVES formal 
bidding procedures and EXTENDS the cooperatively bid contract with Oakland County to 
Unifirst Corporation of Auburn Hills, MI, for uniform rental services at unit prices as contained in 
the bid tabulation opened September 3, 2008, with the contract expiring October 31, 2014. 
 
K. MEMORANDUMS AND FUTURE COUNCIL AGENDA ITEMS: 
K-1 Announcement of Public Hearings:  
a) Announcement of Public Hearing for October 22, 2012 – Community Development Block 

Grant (CDBG) 2013 Application 
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K-2 Memorandums (Items submitted to City Council that may require consideration at 
 some future point in time): None Submitted 

L. PUBLIC COMMENT FOR ITEMS NOT ON THE AGENDA: 

M. COUNCIL REFERRALS:  
Items Advanced to the City Manager by Individual City Council Members for 
Placement on the Agenda 

M-1  No Council Referrals Advanced  

N. COUNCIL COMMENTS: 
N-1   No Council Comments Advanced 
 

O. REPORTS: 
O-1 Minutes – Boards and Committees:  
a) Animal Control Appeal Board-Final-February 22, 2012 
b) Parks and Recreation Advisory Board-Final-April 19, 2012 
c) Traffic Committee-Final-May 16, 2012  
d) Election Commission-Final-June 28, 2012  
e) Building Code Board of Appeals-Final-September 5, 2012 
f) Planning Commission-Draft-September 11, 2012 
g) Planning Commission-Final-September 11, 2012 
h) Election Commission-Draft-September 27, 2012 
 
O-2 Department Reports:  
a) Final Reporting – Chuck Cryderman & Associates – Auction Services – July, 2012 
b) Building Department Activity Report – August, 2012  
c) Final Reporting – Online Surplus Auction Sales – Police Department  
d) Additional Tri-Party Funds – City to Schedule More Work on County Roads  
e) 2012 Third Quarter Litigation Report 
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O-3  Letters of Appreciation:  
a) Letter of Appreciation to Brent Savidant and Gary Bowers from Angela Keto Thanking 

Them for Assistance With a Safety Concern 
b) Letter of Appreciation to Mayor Daniels from Stephanie Holland of The Leukemia & 

Lymphoma Society Thanking Her and the Troy Police Department for Support During 
the Light the Night Walk  

c) Letter of Appreciation to Aileen Bittner and Cheryl Stewart from Pam Brady of the 
League of Women Voters Thanking Them for Assistance During National Voter 
Registration Day  

d) Letter of Appreciation to Mayor Daniels from Doug Ruffley Regarding the State of the 
City Address  

e) Letter of Appreciation to Mike Culpepper from Dan and Mary Ann Bernardi Thanking the 
Police Department and Fire Department for Assistance  

f) Certificate of Appreciation to Mayor Daniels from Faith Apostolic Church of Troy 
g) Certificate of Appreciation to the Troy Police Department from Faith Apostolic Church of 

Troy  
h) Certificate of Appreciation to the Troy Fire Department from Faith Apostolic Church of 

Troy 
 
O-4  Proposed Proclamations/Resolutions from Other Organizations: None Proposed 
 
O-5  Notice of Hearing for the Customers of the Detroit Edison Company Case No. U-

16964 
 
O-6  Letter to State Treasurer Andy Dillon Regarding the Troy Downtown Development 

Authority 
 
O-7  SEMCOG Regional Update – September 24, 2012 
 
O-8  Letter from Lawrence and Carole Carey Regarding Proposed 7-Eleven at Crooks 

and Wattles 
 
O-9  Update on Library Strategic Planning Process – Community Survey 
 

P. STUDY ITEMS: 
P-1  Distracted Driving Ordinance 
 

Q. CLOSED SESSION:  

Q-1  Closed Session 
 

R. ADJOURNMENT: 
 
Respectfully submitted, 
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Michael W. Culpepper, Acting City Manager 
 
 
 

FUTURE CITY COUNCIL PUBLIC HEARINGS: 
Monday, October 22, 2012 - Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) 2013 Application 
 
 

SCHEDULED REGULAR CITY COUNCIL MEETINGS: 
Monday, October 22, 2012 .............................................................................. Regular Meeting 
Monday, November 12, 2012 ........................................................................... Regular Meeting 
Monday, November 26, 2012 ........................................................................... Regular Meeting 
Monday, December 3, 2012 ............................................................................. Regular Meeting 
Monday, December 17, 2012 ........................................................................... Regular Meeting 
 

 
 

SCHEDULED SPECIAL CITY COUNCIL MEETINGS: 
 
 



 

 
CCIITTYY  CCOOUUNNCCIILL  AAGGEENNDDAA  IITTEEMM  
 

 
 
Date: October 2, 2012 
 
To:  Mike Culpepper, Interim City Manager 
 
From: Mark F. Miller, Director of Economic & Community Development 
 R. Brent Savidant, Planning Director 
 

Subject: PUBLIC HEARING - CONDITIONAL REZONING APPLICATION (File Number CR 006) – 
Proposed Troy Plaza Development, West side of Crooks, North side of New King (5500 
New King), Section 8, From PUD (Planned Unit Development) to OM (Office Mixed Use) 
and CB (Community Business) Districts 

 
 
Background: 
 
The applicant, Moiseev/Gordon Associates, Inc., seeks a Conditional Rezoning of the subject parcel 
from Planned Unit Development to OM (Office Mixed Use) and CB (Community Business) districts.  
Proposed uses for the CB site include a McDonald’s restaurant with drive thru, a two story mixed 
use retail/office building with drive thru and a restaurant.  Proposed uses for the OM site include a 
hotel or office building.  The conditions volunteered by the applicant include the following: 
 

 Preliminary Site Plan as submitted. 
 The development of the first two buildings of Phase I (that portion zoned CB district), 

within six (6) months of obtaining building permits by applicant. 
 The Future Restaurant building of Phase I will not be marketed to a bank, a chain drug 

store or any other vehicular intensive use. 
 The details of the Future Restaurant building and pad shall be subject to Planning 

Department approval and be modified by administrative approval within their jurisdiction. 
 Phase II of the development (that portion zoned OM district) will only be marketed as 

either an office building or a hotel, as presented in the application. 
 Prior to the development of Phase II, Developer shall provide the City with traffic and 

parking study analysis. 
 
The Master Plan classifies this area as Northfield.  A description of this classification is attached. 
 
The attached report prepared by Carlisle/Wortman Associates, Inc. (CWA), the City’s Planning 
Consultant, summarizes the rezoning request. 
 

bittnera
Text Box
E-01



 

 
CCIITTYY  CCOOUUNNCCIILL  AAGGEENNDDAA  IITTEEMM  
 

 
The Planning Commission considered this item at a number of meetings.  The Planning 
Commission held a public hearing for this item on July 10, 2012, and recommended approval of the 
item. 
 
Recommendation: 
 
The rezoning application is consistent with the City of Troy Master Plan.  The proposed zoning 
districts are compatible with adjacent zoning districts and uses.  The conditions volunteered by the 
applicant reduce potential impacts of the proposed rezoning on adjacent properties. 
 
City Management recommends approval of the conditional rezoning application. 
 
 
 
 
_____________________________________ _________________________ 
City Attorney’s Review as to Form and Legality Date 
 
 
 
Attachments: 

1. Maps 
2. Report prepared by Carlisle/Wortman Associates, Inc. 
3. City of Troy Master Plan (excerpt) 
4. Planning Commission minutes (excerpts from 4 meetings) 
5. Conditional Rezoning Agreement 

 
G:\Conditional Rezoning\CR-006  Troy Plaza  Sec 8\CC Memo Public Hearing CR-006 10 08 2012.doc 
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 Date: September 4, 2012 
 

Conditional Rezoning, Special Use Permit and 
Preliminary Site Plan Review 

For 
City of Troy, Michigan 

 

GENERAL INFORMATION 
 
Applicant Moiseev / Gordon Associates, Inc 
 
Project Name: Troy Plaza  
 
Plan Date: July 16, 2012 
 
Location: Northwest corner of Crooks Road and Corporate Drive 
 
Zoning: PUD  
 
Action Requested: Planning Commission review and recommendation to the City Council 

for Conditional Rezoning, Special Use Permit, and Preliminary Site Plan.   
 
Required Information:          Deficiencies noted. 
 
 

SUMMARY OF DEVELOPMENT AND PROCEDURE 
 
We recently received a site plan and accompanying documents for a Conditional Rezoning for the parcel 
bounded by Crooks Road to the east, Corporate Drive to the south, and New King Street to the west. 
The applicant proposes to conditional rezone the site from PUD to Community Business (CM) for the 
portion of the site that fronts on Crooks Road and Office Mixed Use (OM) for the back end of the 
property that fronts on New King Drive.    
 
After multiple conceptual reviews by the Planning Commission and revisions, the applicant has 
submitted a conditional rezoning to be developed in multiple phases.  The first phase is the 
development of the front part of the site that is adjacent to Crooks Road, which includes a drive-
through McDonalds, a mixed use building with a drive-through, and a restaurant building.  The back part 
of the site which fronts on New King Street will be phase 2 of the development.  The future use of this 
site has not been determined and will require full-site plan review prior to that approval.   
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The proposed development requires the following:  
1. Conditional rezoning from PUD to CB zoning for front part of site that fronts on Crooks Road.  

Conditions provided by the applicant include:  
o Site Plan as submitted 
o The immediate development of the first two buildings of Phase I, (CB District), once permits 

are obtained.  
o The corner building of Phase I will not be marketed to a bank, a chain drug store or any 

other vehicular intensive use.  
o  The details of the corner building shall be subject to planning approval and be modified by 

administrative approval with-in their jurisdiction.  
o The second drive-thru location in Phase I will run only with the first tenant occupancy and 

will expire when the first tenant surrenders the space.  
2. Conditional rezoning from PUD to OM for the rear part of the site that fronts on New King Street.  

Conditions provided by the applicant include:  
o The OM parcel (designated as Phase II) will only be marketed as either an office building or 

a hotel as presented in the approval package.  
o Prior to the development of Phase II, Developer shall provide the City with a traffic and 

parking study analysis. 
3. Preliminary Site Plan approval for CB zoned portion of the site. 
4. Special Use for McDonalds drive-through.  
5. Special Use for retail building drive-through. 
 
Though we have tried to be as succinct as possible, we recognize that this review is rather lengthy.  As a 
result we have divided it into four sections: 1). Conditional Rezoning Analysis; 2). Site Plan Review; 3) 
Standards for Approval for Special Uses; and 4). Summary of Recommendations.  
 

PART 1: CONDTIONAL REZONING 
 
SUMMARY OF CONDITIONS 
 
 
The site is currently zoned Planned 
Unit Development.  Conditions 
offered by the applicant include:   
 
1. Site Plan as submitted for the CB 

zoned portion of development 
2. The immediate development of 

the first two buildings of Phase I, 
(CB District), once permits are 
obtained.  

3. The corner building of Phase I 
will not be marketed to a bank, a 
chain drug store or any other 
vehicular intensive use.  

4.  The details of the corner 
building shall be subject to 
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planning approval and be modified by administrative approval with-in their jurisdiction.  
5. The OM parcel (designated as Phase II) will only be marketed as either an office building or a hotel 

as presented in the approval package.  
6. Prior to the development of Phase II, Developer shall provide the City with a traffic and parking 

study analysis. 
 
Three issues for applicant clarification:  
 

1. In regards to condition #2, does the immediate development of the first two buildings of Phase 
1 include the parking, drive-aisles, and building pad for the corner building?  

2. In regards to condition #3, on the site plan and other documents the applicant notes that the 
corner building is intended for restaurant use.  Is the applicant proposing the use of this building 
for restaurant use only or is the applicant proposing that if restaurant use is not marketable, 
any other use is permitted in the CB district other than bank or drug store?  

3. In regards to condition #5, the applicant should clarify if this condition limits the future 
development of OM portion to office or hotel use only or if it permits all uses allowed in the 
OM district. 

 
We support the proposed conditions, contingent upon clarification of the condition #2, #3 and #5, and 
the applicant addressing certain site planning issues (see site plan review section for more details).   
 
Items to be Addressed:  1). Clarify if condition #2 requires the development of the parking, drive-aisles, 
and building pad for the corner building as part of Phase 1; 2). Clarify if condition #3 limits the future 
building to restaurant use only or any other use permitted in the CB district other than bank or drug 
store; 3). Clarify if condition #5 limits the future development of OM portion to office or hotel use only or 
if it permits all uses allowed in the OM district.; and 4). Address enclosed site plan issues. 
 
SECTION 16.04.C.3 
 
The Zoning Ordinance identifies five (5) findings that the Plan Commission should evaluate when 
considering a Conditional Rezoning petition (Section 16.04.C).  A Conditional Rezoning may only be 
approved upon a finding and determination that all of the following are satisfied: 
 

a) The conditions, proposed development, and/or proposed use of the land are designed or 
proposed for public health, safety, and welfare purposes. 
 
Provided clarification and specific site plan issues are addressed, the applicant has offered 
conditions which protect public health, safety, and welfare.  The specific uses, and 
development as a whole will greatly enhance the area and provide alternative uses to the 
office oriented market.  Congregating complementary uses will allow for reduction in 
automobile dependence, which increases public health, safety, and welfare.   

 
b) The conditions, proposed development and/or proposed use are not in material conflict with 

the Master Plan, or, if there is material conflict with the Master Plan, such conflict is due to one 
of the following: 

I. A change in City policy since the Master Plan was adopted. 
II. A change in conditions since the Master Plan was adopted. 

III. An error in the Master Plan. 
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The proposed development is not in material conflict and is consistent with the Master Plan.  
The Master Plan recognizes that a significant area of the City has been devoted to uses that 
may be conductive to be redeveloped to other uses.  This site is located in the Northfield area 
of the Master Plan, which calls for “…other uses primarily relating to the support of workers 
and activities in Northfield, such as supporting commercial uses, will also be considered on a 
limited basis.”  Medical, professional, general, service-related office uses, and research–based 
uses are the primary focus in Northfield. However understanding the changing nature of the 
office market, a lack of commercial and dining amenities in the immediate area, proximity to 
I-75, and a renewed focus on providing a mix of land uses, the proposed additional use types 
are appropriate for this area.  The applicant has chosen OM and CB zoning districts in due to 
the applicant’s desired uses, consideration of the surrounding zoning, and consideration of 
the Master Plan.  The proposed uses will fully support and compliment the surrounding office 
uses in the surrounding area.   

 
c) The conditions, proposed development and/or proposed use are in accordance with all terms 

and provisions of the zoning district to which the land is to be rezoned, except as otherwise 
allowed in the Conditional Rezoning Agreement. 

 
The proposed conditions are in accordance with all terms of the CB and OM zoning districts.   
 

d) Public services and facilities affected by a proposed development will be capable of 
accommodating service and facility loads caused by use of the development.  
 
All necessary public services, utilities, and facilities already adequately serve this site. Any 
permitted uses and development within the CB and OM district would not require any 
additional public services and facilities; however private utilities including water will be 
reviewed as part of the building permit process.      

 
e) The conditions, proposed development and/or proposed use shall insure compatibility with 

adjacent uses of land. 
 

The site is surrounded by RC, Research Center and OM, Office Mixed Use zoning, and in 
proximity to CB, Community Business and O, Office zoning.  The applicant has chosen OM and 
CB zoning districts in due to the applicant’s desired uses, consideration of the surrounding 
zoning, and consideration of the Master Plan.  The proposed uses will fully support and 
compliment the surrounding office uses in the surrounding area.   

 
Items to be Addressed:  none. 
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PART 2: SITE PLAN 
 
We have only conducted a site plan review for the CB zoned portion of the development.  A condition 
of the rezoning offered by the applicant states that a site plan review, including a traffic and parking 
analysis study, will be conducted at a future date for the OM portion of the development.   
 
BUILDING ORIENTATION AND OVERALL SITE LAYOUT 
 
We compliment the applicant in providing a variety of uses on the site including office, retail, fast-food, 
and restaurant.  In addition, we support the applicant including a second story on the retail building.  
This adds a sense of desired scale and presence to the site.   We note that this is a very tough site to 
develop due to curb cut issues and a parcel that fronts on three streets.  However large parcels such as 
this present an opportunity to provide building integration and connectivity.   We find this site to be an 
opportunity to develop a well-integrated site, with a mix of varied uses that support each other and 
neighboring properties.  In prior reviews we had expressed concerns regarding a lack of site integration, 
circulation issues particularly due to retail drive-through, and a lack of pedestrian amenities.  However, 
based on the revised site plan, we compliment the applicant addressing our concerns.   The applicant 
has made the following changes to the site plan to greatly increase site connectivity and provide for 
better and safer circulation:  

• Rearranged internal curbing and drive-aisles, specifically around the retail drive-through. 
• Provided sufficient and safe stacking for the retail drive-through.  
• Removed parking in front of the retail building and replaced with large outdoor seating/plaza 

area.  This outdoor seating area is more attractive and inviting. 
• Provided outdoor dining at McDonalds. 
• Provided better pedestrian access and circulation, including a walk that runs the length of the 

entire site and bisects it north and south. 
• Compartmentalized parking areas with curbing and landscaping to provide better site 

circulation.  
• Consolidated trash and loading areas. 

 
Due to changes in the site plan including revised parking and drive-aisle orientation, overall we find that 
the site provides greater integration and cohesiveness.  
 
Items to be Addressed:  none. 
 
SITE PARKING 
 
The applicant is providing a total of 221 spaces including a proposed landbanking of 11 spaces.  After 
site buildout, if parking is determined to be an issue, the City can require these 11 spaces be 
development in accordance with City standards.   
 
 
 Required Provided 
McDonalds: 
1 space per 70 net sq/ft 

(4,200 sq.ft / 70) = 60 spaces 210 spaces + 11 land 
banked spaces  
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Retail Mixed Use Building: 
 1 space per 250 gross sq/ft  
 

(16,600 sq.ft / 250) = 66 spaces 

Corner Restaurant: 
1 space for each 2 seats, based 
on maximum seating capacity as 
determined by the building code 
in effect in the City 
 

TBD but based on remaining 
spaces the restaurant can have a 
maximum of 190 seats.   

   
Barrier Free 7 8 
Bicycle Parking 2 4 
Loading 0 2 
Total 220 automobile + 2 bicycle 210 spaces + 11 land 

banked + 4 bicycle 
 
As noted in the conditions provided by the applicant, we are seeking clarification on future use of the 
corner building.  Restaurant uses are the highest intensity uses in regards to parking.  Though the final 
user of the future standalone restaurant has yet to be determined, based on the parking allocated for 
the McDonalds and retail building, there is sufficient parking to accommodate a restaurant up to 190 
seats.   Based on the provided site plan we find parking to be sufficient for the CB portion of the 
development.   
 
The applicant has shown bicycle parking adjacent to the McDonalds and to the rear of the mixed use 
retail building.   
 
Items to be Addressed:  Confirmation from applicant regarding the potential user and potential number 
of seats for the corner restaurant. 
 
AREA BULK AND DENSITY-CB Parcel  
 
Zoning standards for the CB parcel as outlined below:  
 

 
The site complies with all setback and bulk regulations.   

  Required: Provided: Compliance: 

Front 10 foot setback 65 foot setback 
(McDonalds and Retail) 
 
10 foot setback (Corner 
Restaurant) 

Complies 

Rear 30 foot setback Not Applicable Not applicable 

Side 20 foot setback 75 foot setback Complies 

Maximum Height 30 feet, 2.0 story 2 stories, 28 feet Complies 
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Items to be Addressed: none 
 
 
SITE ACCESS AND CIRCULATION 
 
Vehicular access and Circulation: 
 
The site provides points of access off Crooks Road, Corporate Drive, and New King Street.  While it is 
likely that most vehicular access will utilize Crooks Road, providing access via three points will 
adequately distribute traffic.   
 
The applicant recently met with staff and Steve Dearing, the City’s traffic consultant, to address site 
circulation issues.  The applicant has addressed these concerns.  There are clear north/south and 
east/west circulation patterns.  Furthermore, the access to and circulation from the drive-through for 
the retail building has been redesigned to provide safe and efficient site circulation.   We find site 
circulation sufficient.   
 
Pedestrian access:  
 
There is an existing 8-foot wide sidewalk along Crooks Road and 5-foot wide sidewalk along Corporate 
Drive and New King Street.  The applicant is providing crossswalks from Crooks Road to the McDonalds 
and the retail building.   In addition, the applicant is providing an internal sidewalk that runs the entire 
length of the development and bisects the development north/south.   Pedestrian access is sufficient.  
 
Items to be Addressed: none    
 
LANDSCAPING 
 
The application includes a detailed landscape plan.  The plan includes a mix of deciduous and evergreen 
trees, and shrubs.   All proposed species fall within Troy regulations and are not prohibited.  The plan 
includes a detailed planting schedule and detailed calculations regarding landscaping requirements.   
 
 
 Required: Provided: Compliance: 

Parking Lot Planting (1 
tree per 8 spaces) 

210 spaces = 26 trees 65 trees Complies 

Frontage Screening (1 
tree for every 30 lineal 
feet)  
 
 

Crooks: 490 feet = 16 
trees 

14 trees Short by 2 trees; 
however applicant 
greatly exceeds 
greenbelt planting 
along Corporate and 
New King.   

Corporate: 590 feet = 
20 

27 trees  Complies 

New King: 350 feet = 12 14 trees Complies 
Site Landscaping (20 % 53,645 sq/ft 115,960 sq/ft (43%) Complies 
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of site) 
 
While the applicant is short by two (2) trees along Crooks Road, the applicant greatly exceeds the 
landscape requirements along Corporate Drive, New King Road, parking lot planting, and overall site 
landscaping.     
 
Items to be Addressed: none 
 
LIGHTING 
 
The proposed site lighting consists of twenty-four (24) pole mounted lights.  The applicant has provided 
a lighting (photometric) plan.   
 
Photometrics 
The applicant meets all photometric requirements as outlined Article 13.   
 
Parking Lot Lighting:  
The proposed parking lot fixtures meet ordinance requirements; however the applicant has not 
indicated pole height.  Pole height shall not exceed thirty (30) feet.  The applicant shall turn-off or 
reduce lighting between the hours of 11:00 p.m. and sunrise.   
 
Building Lighting: 
The applicant has not indicated any building lighting.  If building lighting is proposed, fixtures should be 
provided.  
 
Items to be Addressed: 1). Indicate lighting pole height; 2). Lights shall be turned-off or reduced 
between the hours of 11:00 p.m. and sunrise; and 3). Indicate if any building lights are proposed.  If so, 
submit cut sheets.   
 
SIGNS 
 
The applicant has shown four (4) ground signs and one (1) development signage on the site plan.  In 
addition, each building will have wall signage.  Detailed signage is not required until final site plan 
review.    
 
Items to be Addressed:  none 
 
FLOOR PLAN AND ELEVATIONS 
 
Floor plans, elevations, and sample material photos have been provided for the McDonalds, retail 
building, and restaurant building.   The architecture complies with the Supplemental Design standards 
including the use of material changes, projection, façade articulation and fenestration to provide 
architectural detail and the use of windows as well as changes in horizontal and vertical scaling, 
variations in material, pattern, and color, to provide ground story activation.  See supplemental design 
standards below for more information.   
 
Items to be Addressed:  none 
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SUPPLEMENTAL DESIGN STANDARDS 
 
Section 4.13.D outlines supplemental design standards:   
 

 
Modification to Setback Requirements 

a. In CB Districts, no building shall be closer than seventy-five (75) feet from the boundary of any 
single-family residential zoning district.  Not Applicable  

 
b. No side yards are required along the interior side lot lines of the District or along side lot lines in 

common with any non-residential district, provided all related conditions of this Ordinance are 
met.  If walls or structures facing such interior or common side lot lines contain windows, or 
other openings, side yards of not less than ten (10) feet shall be provided. The proposed site 
plan complies with this requirement.  

 

 
Façade Variation 

a. The maximum length of an uninterrupted building façade facing public streets and/or parks 
shall be thirty (30) feet. Façade articulation or architectural design variations for building walls 
facing the street are required to ensure that the building is not monotonous in appearance. 
Building wall offsets (projections and recesses); cornices, varying building materials or pilasters 
shall be used to break up the mass of a single building. 

 
McDonalds.  The proposed façade match the current corporate design for McDonalds.  The 
McDonalds building complies with this requirement. 

 
Retail Building. Through the use of varied materials, façade articulations and projections the 
retail building complies with this requirement.   

 
Restaurant Building. Through the use of varied materials, façade articulations and projections 
the restaurant building complies with this requirement.   

 
 

 
Pedestrian Access / Entrance 

a. Primary Entrance. The primary building entrance shall be clearly identifiable and useable and 
located facing the right-of-way.  All entrances are clearly identifiable and facing the right-of-
way 

 
b. Pedestrian Connection. A pedestrian connection shall provide a clear, obvious, publicly-

accessible connection between the primary street upon which the building fronts and the 
building. The pedestrian connection shall comply with the following: 
I. Fully paved and maintained surface not less than five (5) feet in width. 

II. Unit pavers or concrete distinct from the surrounding parking and drive lane surface. 
III. Located either within a raised median or between wheel stops to protect pedestrians 

from vehicle overhangs where parking is adjacent. 
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The applicant is providing crossswalks from Crooks Road to the McDonalds, and the retail 
building.   In addition, the applicant is providing an internal sidewalk that runs the entire 
length of the development and bisects the development north/south.   Pedestrian access is 
sufficient. 

 

 
Off-Street Parking Location 

a. Parking shall not be located in the front yard. Complies  
 

b. No more than fifty (50) percent of the total site’s linear feet along the front building line shall be 
occupied by parking lot. Complies  

 
c. For a corner lot, the cumulative total of the site’s linear feet along any building line facing a 

right-of-way occupied by parking shall be no more than sixty (60) percent, and the building shall 
be located in the corner of the lot adjacent to the intersection. Complies 

 
Items to be Addressed: None 
 
PART 3: STANDARDS  
 
 
This section is broken into two parts:  

1. Use Standards and Special Use Standards for McDonalds Drive-Through 
2. Use Standards and Special Use Standards for Retail Building Drive-Through 

 
McDonalds Drive-Through 
 
Use Standards 
 
Section 6.10 provides specific use requirements for drive-through facilities.  All standards outlined in 
Section 6.10 have been met.  
 

A. Ingress and egress to drive-through facilities shall be part of the internal circulation of the site 
and integrated with the overall site design.  Clear identification and delineation between the 
drive-through facility and the parking lot shall be provided. Drive-through facilities shall be 
designed in a manner which promotes pedestrian and vehicular safety.  The ingress and egress 
for the drive-through is clearly intergraded into the overall site design.  There is clear 
identification and delineation between the drive-through facility and the parking lot.  

 
B. Single-lane drive-throughs may be located at the side of a building. Multiple-lane drive-throughs 

shall be located in a manner that will be the least visible from a public thoroughfare. Canopy 
design shall be compatible with the design of the principal building and incorporate similar 
materials and architectural elements.  The single-lane drive-through is located to the side of 
the building.   
 

C.  Each drive-through facility shall provide stacking space meeting the following standards: 
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1. Each stacking lane shall be one-way, and each stacking lane space shall be a minimum 
of twelve (12) feet in width and twenty (20) feet in length. 

2.  If proposed, an escape lane shall be a minimum of twelve (12) feet in width to allow 
other vehicles to pass those waiting to be served. 

3. The number of stacking spaces per service lane shall be provided for the uses listed 
below. When a use is not specifically mentioned, the requirements for off-street 
stacking space for the use with similar needs, as determined at the discretion of the 
Zoning Administration, shall apply. 

 
 Table 6.10 
Use Stacking Space Per Service Lane 
Banks, Pharmacy, Photo Service, and Dry Cleaning 4 
Restaurants with Drive-Through 10 
Auto Washes (Self-Service) 
   Entry 2 
   Exit 1 
Auto Washes (Automatic) 
   Entry 8 
   Exit 2 

 
The applicant meets all drive-through standards. 

 
Special Use Standards of Approval 
 
In the CB District, restaurants with drive-through service are permitted as a special use. For any special 
use, according to Section 9.02.D, the Planning Commission shall “…review the request, supplementary 
materials either in support or opposition thereto, as well as the Planning Department’s report, at a 
Public Hearing established for that purpose, and shall either grant or deny the request, table action on 
the request, or grant the request subject to specific conditions.”  Section 9.03 states that before 
approving any requests for Special Use Approval, the Planning Commission shall consider: 
 
1. Compatibility with Adjacent Uses. The Special Use shall be designed and constructed in a manner 

harmonious with the character of adjacent property and the surrounding area. In determining 
whether a Special Use will be harmonious and not create a significant detrimental impact, as 
compared to the impacts of permitted uses. The proposed use is located in an area intended for 
high traffic with similar auto-oriented uses.  The proposed use will not have any detrimental 
impact and will add a valuable service to the area. 

 
2. Compatibility with the Master Plan. The proposed Special Use shall be compatible and in accordance 

with the goals and objectives of the City of Troy Master Plan and any associated sub-area and 
corridor plans. The use is common to a regional commercial area, and complies with the Master 
Plan. 

 
3. Traffic Impact. The proposed Special Use shall be located and designed in a manner which will 

minimize the impact of traffic, taking into consideration: pedestrian access and safety; vehicle trip 
generation (i.e. volumes); types of traffic, access location, and design, circulation and parking design; 
street and bridge capacity and, traffic operations at nearby intersections and access points. Efforts 
shall be made to ensure that multiple transportation modes are safely and effectively 
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accommodated in an effort to provide alternate modes of access and alleviate vehicular traffic 
congestion. The proposed site plan has adequate circulation for a drive-through use with accessory 
trash pickup and loading area and which does not cause any traffic conflicts.   With the nature of 
the use as one that does not have acute peak traffic times for very large populations, and which is 
located in a high-intensity area, this condition is satisfied. 

 
4. Impact on Public Services. The proposed Special Use shall be adequately served by essential public 

facilities and services, such as: streets, pedestrian or bicycle facilities, police and fire protection, 
drainage systems, refuse disposal, water and sewage facilities, and schools. Such services shall be 
provided and accommodated without an unreasonable public burden. The proposed use should not 
produce any additional impact on other public services, such as police or utilities, beyond what 
would normally be experienced for other uses in the district.  

 
5. Compliance with Zoning Ordinance Standards. The proposed Special Use shall be designed, 

constructed, operated and maintained to meet the stated intent of the zoning districts and shall 
comply with all applicable ordinance standards. The applicant has addressed all applicable 
ordinance standards. 

 
The Planning Commission is also required to generally consider the following for any special use 
application:  
 
1. The nature and character of the activities, processes, materials, equipment, or conditions of 

operation; either specifically or typically associated with the use. The proposed use is located in an 
area intended for auto-oriented uses.  The proposed use will not have any detrimental impact and 
will add a valuable service to the area.  The proposed use is appropriate for the character and 
nature of the areas.  

 
2. Vehicular circulation and parking areas. The proposed site plan has adequate circulation for a drive-

through use, which does not cause any traffic conflicts.    
 
3. Outdoor activity, storage and work areas. The proposed use does not include any outdoor activity, 

storage, or work areas, thus this standard is not applicable.   
 
4. Hours of operation. The proposed use is in an area where similar uses provide service from early 

morning to evening.  This is a high-intensity area and potential impact of the purposed uses is 
similar to those in the surrounding area.   

 
5. Production of traffic, noise vibration, smoke, fumes odors, dust, glare and light. There are no 

anticipated secondary impacts after initial construction in this regard. 
 
Items to be addressed: None 
 
Retail Building Drive-Through 
 
Use Standards 
 
Section 6.10 provides specific use requirements for drive-through facilities.  All standards outlined in 
Section 6.10 have been met.  
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A. Ingress and egress to drive-through facilities shall be part of the internal circulation of the site 

and integrated with the overall site design. Clear identification and delineation between the 
drive-through facility and the parking lot shall be provided. Drive-through facilities shall be 
designed in a manner which promotes pedestrian and vehicular safety. The applicant has 
designed the site so that the retail building drive-through is clearly intergraded with the 
overall site design.  Through the use of curbing, there is clear identification and delineation 
between the drive-through facility and the parking lot.  

 
B. Single-lane drive-throughs may be located at the side of a building. Multiple-lane drive-throughs 

shall be located in a manner that will be the least visible from a public thoroughfare. Canopy 
design shall be compatible with the design of the principal building and incorporate similar 
materials and architectural elements. The single-lane drive-through is located to the side of 
the building.   

 
C.  Each drive-through facility shall provide stacking space meeting the following standards: 

 
1. Each stacking lane shall be one-way, and each stacking lane space shall be a minimum 

of twelve (12) feet in width and twenty (20) feet in length. 
2.  If proposed, an escape lane shall be a minimum of twelve (12) feet in width to allow 

other vehicles to pass those waiting to be served. 
3. The number of stacking spaces per service lane shall be provided for the uses listed 

below. When a use is not specifically mentioned, the requirements for off-street 
stacking space for the use with similar needs, as determined at the discretion of the 
Zoning Administration, shall apply. 

 
 Table 6.10 
Use Stacking Space Per Service Lane 
Banks, Pharmacy, Photo Service, and Dry Cleaning 4 
Restaurants with Drive-Through 10 
Auto Washes (Self-Service) 
   Entry 2 
   Exit 1 
Auto Washes (Automatic) 
   Entry 8 
   Exit 2 

 
The applicant meets all drive-through standards. 

 
Special Use Standards of Approval 
 
In the CB District, restaurants with drive-through service are permitted as a special use. For any special 
use, according to Section 9.02.D, the Planning Commission shall “…review the request, supplementary 
materials either in support or opposition thereto, as well as the Planning Department’s report, at a 
Public Hearing established for that purpose, and shall either grant or deny the request, table action on 
the request, or grant the request subject to specific conditions.”  Section 9.03 states that before 
approving any requests for Special Use Approval, the Planning Commission shall consider: 
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1. Compatibility with Adjacent Uses. The Special Use shall be designed and constructed in a manner 
harmonious with the character of adjacent property and the surrounding area. In determining 
whether a Special Use will be harmonious and not create a significant detrimental impact, as 
compared to the impacts of permitted uses. The proposed use is located in an area intended for 
high traffic with similar auto-oriented uses.  The proposed use will not have any detrimental 
impact and will add a valuable service to the area. 

 
2. Compatibility with the Master Plan. The proposed Special Use shall be compatible and in accordance 

with the goals and objectives of the City of Troy Master Plan and any associated sub-area and 
corridor plans. The use is common to a regional commercial area, and complies with the Master 
Plan. 

 
3. Traffic Impact. The proposed Special Use shall be located and designed in a manner which will 

minimize the impact of traffic, taking into consideration: pedestrian access and safety; vehicle trip 
generation (i.e. volumes); types of traffic, access location, and design, circulation and parking design; 
street and bridge capacity and, traffic operations at nearby intersections and access points. Efforts 
shall be made to ensure that multiple transportation modes are safely and effectively 
accommodated in an effort to provide alternate modes of access and alleviate vehicular traffic 
congestion. The proposed site plan has adequate circulation for a drive-through use and which 
does not cause any traffic conflicts.   With the nature of the use as one that does not have acute 
peak traffic times for very large populations, and which is located in a high-intensity area, this 
condition is satisfied. 

 
4. Impact on Public Services. The proposed Special Use shall be adequately served by essential public 

facilities and services, such as: streets, pedestrian or bicycle facilities, police and fire protection, 
drainage systems, refuse disposal, water and sewage facilities, and schools. Such services shall be 
provided and accommodated without an unreasonable public burden. The proposed use should not 
produce any additional impact on other public services, such as police or utilities, beyond what 
would normally be experienced for other uses in the district.  

 
5. Compliance with Zoning Ordinance Standards. The proposed Special Use shall be designed, 

constructed, operated and maintained to meet the stated intent of the zoning districts and shall 
comply with all applicable ordinance standards. The applicant has addressed all applicable 
ordinance standards. 

 
The Planning Commission is also required to generally consider the following for any special use 
application:  
 
1. The nature and character of the activities, processes, materials, equipment, or conditions of 

operation; either specifically or typically associated with the use. The proposed use is located in an 
area intended for high traffic with similar auto-oriented uses.  The proposed use will not have any 
detrimental impact and will add a valuable service to the area.  The proposed use is appropriate 
for the character and nature of the areas.  

 
2. Vehicular circulation and parking areas. The proposed site plan has adequate circulation for a drive-

through use with accessory trash pickup and loading area and which does not cause any traffic 
conflicts.   Provided further clarification from the applicant regarding the corner building use, 
parking is sufficient.   
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3. Outdoor activity, storage and work areas. The proposed use does not include any outdoor activity, 

storage, or work areas, thus this standard is not applicable.   
 
4. Hours of operation. The proposed use is in an area where similar uses provide service to regional 

commercial customers from early morning to evening.  This is a high-intensity area and 
automobile service uses are common in such areas. 

 
5. Production of traffic, noise vibration, smoke, fumes odors, dust, glare and light. There are no 

anticipated secondary impacts after initial construction in this regard. 
 
 
PART 4: SUMMARY   
 
 
We compliment the applicant in providing a variety of uses on the site including office, retail, fast-food, 
and restaurant.  In addition, we support the applicant including a second story on the retail building.  
This adds a sense of desired scale and presence to the site.   Based on the revised site plan, we 
compliment the applicant addressing our concerns.   The applicant has made the following changes to 
the site plan to greatly increase site connectivity and provide for better and safer circulation.  Due to 
changes in the site plan including building orientation and parking and drive-aisle orientation, overall we 
find that the site provides greater cohesiveness.   
 
We support the proposed project and believe the project does meets requirements.  The remaining 
items can be handled administratively.  As such, we recommend the Planning Commission recommend 
to the City Council approval for the Conditional Rezoning, and grant approval for Special Use for the 
retail building drive-through, Special use for the McDonalds drive-through, and preliminary site plan 
conditioned on the applicant satisfying the following requirements for final site plan approval: 

1. Clarify if condition #2 requires the development of the parking, drive-aisles, and building pad for 
the corner building as part of Phase 1;  

2. Clarify if condition #3 limits the future building to restaurant use only or any other use permitted 
in the CB district other than bank or drug store;  

3. Clarify if condition #5 limits the future development of OM portion to office or hotel use only or if 
it permits all uses allowed in the OM district; 

4. Indicate lighting pole height;  
5. Lights shall be turned-off or reduced between the hours of 11:00 p.m. and sunrise; and 
6. Indicate if any building lights are proposed.  If so, submit cut sheets.   

 
Please contact me if you have any questions.   
 
 
 
 
 
CARLISLE/WORTMAN ASSOCIATES, INC. 
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CITY OF TROY MASTER PLAN

CHAPTER 9: LAND PATTERNS

Northfi eld: 

A Focus On Innovation

A complement to the Smart Zone, but with • 
an even broader mix of uses
Outlot development to provide services to • 
workers in the area
Consistent site design throughout the • 
District to create a unique identity

The Master Plan identifi es two primary 
districts for the encouragement of 21st Century, 
Knowledge Economy business development.  
The Smart Zone is situated along Big Beaver 
Road and an area to the south, along Interstate 
75.  Northfi eld, the second offi  ce and research 

area, is similar to the Smart Zone in its 

makeup, but will refl ect its own unique style of 

development.

In terms of use, the emphasis in Northfi eld 
will be placed on offi  ce and planned research-
offi  ce uses.  Other uses primarily relating to the 
support of workers and activities in Northfi eld, 
such as supporting commercial uses, will also 
be considered on a limited basis.  Residential 
uses, traditional industrial uses, and regional 
commercial uses will be encouraged within 
mixed-use developments only when they are 

designed to support the primary function of the 
Northfi eld area.

Medical, professional, general, service-related 
offi  ce uses, and research –based uses, especially 
those planned in a campus or park-like setting, 
will be the primary focus in Northfi eld.  These 
uses are intended to be enclosed within a 
building, and in the case of research and 
development uses, external eff ects are not to be 
experienced beyond their property boundaries.

NORTHFIELD
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DESIGN CONCEPT

The contemporary architectural image • 
should be continued.

Infi ll construction will provide a physical link • 
between semi-isolated towers.  

Demarcated crosswalks, an internal and • 
external walk system and plazas/pocket 
parks will support physical linkages.

Higher-density housing of twenty units per • 
acre will be encouraged at the immediate 
periphery.

Streets will be framed and the public right-• 
of-way space will be delineated.

SITE DESIGN ATTRIBUTES

Primary parking areas will be within rear • 
or interior side yards and separated into 
modest-sized components by storm water 
management and landscaping.

Walks will connect businesses, adjacent • 
developments and public sidewalks.

Storm water detention should be captured in • 
pedestrian friendly landscape designs.

Outdoor cafes, plazas, pocket parks and • 
similar pedestrian amenities will be key 
features.

Mass transit stops should be accommodated • 
(see page 115).

BUILDING DESIGN ATTRIBUTES

Ground level story should have a minimum • 
height of twelve feet from fi nished fl oor to 
fi nished ceiling.  

Facades should be half transparent glass. • 

Entries should be well-defi ned.   • 

Fenestration on the ground level should be • 
highlighted through the use of awnings, 
overhangs or trim detailing.

Successful infill development providng services to office developments in Northfield; Photo by Brent Savidant
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CONDITIONAL REZONING REQUEST 
 
6. CONDITIONAL REZONING APPLICATION (File Number CR 006) – Proposed Troy 

Plaza, West side of Crooks, South of Square Lake (5500 New King), Section 8, From PUD 
13 (Planned Unit Development 13) to CB (Community Business) and OM (Office Mixed 
Use) Districts 
 
Mr. Carlisle reviewed the recent revisions and multiple phases to the proposed Conditional 
Rezoning application.  In summary, Mr. Carlisle said the application meets Zoning 
Ordinance requirements and the intent of the Master Plan.  He recommended approval 
to the City Council for the Conditional Rezoning; further recommended approval for the 
Special Use for the retail building drive-through and McDonald’s restaurant drive-through 
and Preliminary Site Plan approval conditioned on satisfying requirements upon Final 
Site Plan approval as specified in his report dated September 4, 2012. 
 
Mr. Savidant reported the petitioner and staff met and had a productive meeting.  He 
commended the petitioner on the revised plan. 
 
The petitioner, Mike Gordon of Moiseev/Gordon Associates, was present.  Mr. Gordon 
expressed confidence that he would be back before the Planning Commission for site 
plan approval on the second phase before the end of the year. 
 
There was discussion on the following: 
• Setbacks to the south, along Corporate Drive. 
• Internal circulation. 
• Landscaping; i.e., plant list (boxwood), saving trees. 
• Retention pond. 
• Photometric plan; i.e., shielding, intensity, pole height. 
• Condition “C” as stated in petitioner letter, dated ‘revised September 11, 2012’, in 

relation to building, building footprint and parking lot design.  
 
Resolution # PC-2012-09   -  
Moved by: Schultz 
 
RESOLVED, That the Planning Commission hereby recommends to the City Council 
that the PUD to OM and CB Conditional Rezoning request, as per Section 16.04 of 
the City of Troy Zoning Ordinance, located on the west side of Crooks, north side of 
New King (5500 New King), in Section 8, being approximately 6 acres in size, be 
granted, for the following reasons:  
 
1. The application is consistent with the Master Plan. 
2. The application is compatible with existing zoning districts and land uses. 
3. The applicant has proposed conditions that reduce potential impacts of the 

proposed CB and OM districts on abutting properties. 
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Discussion. 
 
Mr. Tagle asked that the Resolution make reference to the petitioner’s 
correspondence dated “Revised September 11, 2012”, with respect to Condition “C”, 
and to clarify future restaurant building pad parameters; i.e., details of the building 
pad including building pad outdoor plaza. 
 
Mr. Savidant assured the Board that planning and administrative approval would be 
clarified in the Conditional Rezoning Agreement and would be documented by the 
petitioner’s correspondence and the Board’s Resolution. 
 
Discussion continued on the lighting with respect to shielding and quality.   
 
Chair Tagle noted the photometric plan complies with the requirements of the Zoning 
Ordinance. 
 
Ms. Lancaster reminded the Board that only the petitioner can offer conditions to a 
proposed Conditional Rezoning and that the Board cannot require conditions. 
 
The following motion was supported and subsequently voted on. 
 
Resolution # PC-2012-09-064 
Moved by: Schultz 
Seconded by: Edmunds 
 
RESOLVED, That the Planning Commission hereby recommends to the City Council 
that the PUD to OM and CB Conditional Rezoning request, as per Section 16.04 of 
the City of Troy Zoning Ordinance, located on the west side of Crooks, north side of 
New King (5500 New King), in Section 8, being approximately 6 acres in size, be 
granted, for the following reasons:  
 
1. The application is consistent with the Master Plan. 
2. The application is compatible with existing zoning districts and land uses. 
3. The applicant has proposed conditions that reduce potential impacts of the 

proposed CB and OM districts on abutting properties. 
 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That the Planning Commission recommends the 
following condition: 
 
1. The details of the building pad including the building and outdoor plaza as 

represented in the petitioner’s correspondence dated “Revised September 11, 
2012” shall be subject to planning approval and be modified by administrative 
approval within their jurisdiction. 

 
Yes: All present (8) 
Absent: Schepke 
 
MOTION CARRIED 
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CONDITIONAL REZONING REQUEST 
 

10. CONDITIONAL REZONING APPLICATION (File Number CR 006) – Proposed 
Troy Plaza Development, West side of Crooks, North side of New King (5500 
New King), Section 8, From PUD (Planned Unit Development) to OM (Office 
Mixed Use) and CB (Community Business) Districts 
 
Mr. Carlisle gave a review on the conditional rezoning application.  He noted the 
applicant is asking for flexibility with the two proposed buildings that face New 
King.  Mr. Carlisle said the concept and uses of the application are agreeable but 
there are concerns with the site plan, as noted in his report dated July 20, 2012.  
He stated the applicant understands the Planning Department’s position and is 
amenable to working with the department toward a solution. 
 
The petitioner, Michael Gordon of MGA Architects, was present.  He indicated a 
need for flexibility with the proposed restaurant and hotel to accommodate the 
various standards set forth with different restaurant chains and hotel flagships.  
Mr. Gordon said the two front buildings facing Crooks are locked-in as a 
McDonald’s restaurant and a mixed retail/office use. 
 
Resolution # PC-2012-07-052 
Moved by: Edmunds 
Seconded by: Strat 
 
RESOLVED, That the Planning Commission postpones consideration of the 
proposed conditional rezoning application until such time that the applicant 
submits a site plan that complies with the Zoning Ordinance, and meets with staff 
to discuss the issues listed in the Planning Commission report. 
 
Yes: All present (9) 
 
MOTION CARRIED 
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CONDITIONAL REZONING REQUEST 
 

6. PUBLIC HEARING – CONDITIONAL REZONING APPLICATION (File Number 
CR 006) – Proposed Troy Plaza, West side of Crooks, South of Square Lake 
(5500 New King), Section 8, From PUD 13 (Planned Unit Development 13) to CB 
(Community Business) and OM (Office Mixed Use) Districts 
 
Mr. Savidant said the petitioner submitted revised plans yesterday.  Mr. Savidant 
recommended to go forward with the Public Hearing but to postpone the item to a 
future date to allow time for internal departmental review and time for the 
Planning Consultant to prepare a report on the revised plans.  He advised the 
petitioner that the application must meet the conditional rezoning agreement and 
briefly addressed the petitioner’s request for flexibility with respect to the 
proposed hotel or office building. 
 
Mr. Hutson clarified his position with conditional rezoning applications and said 
he is not in favor of this application at this point in time because the petitioner is 
asking for flexibility with the project and is not providing a clear-cut plan. 
 
Mr. Krent briefly addressed the internal traffic flow with respect to getting to the 
McDonald’s restaurant from the proposed hotel or office. 
 
Mr. Savidant suggested the possibility of submitting two complete site plans for 
approval; Option A for the proposed hotel and Option B for the proposed office 
building. 
 
The petitioner, Michael Gordon of Moiseev/Gordon Associates, was present.  He 
stated they are conscientiously working with the landscape architect to provide 
more green space. 
 
PUBLIC HEARING OPENED 
 
No one was present to speak. 
 
PUBLIC HEARING CLOSED 
 
Resolution # PC-2012-07-046 
Moved by: Hutson 
Seconded by: Schepke 
 
RESOLVED, That the Planning Commission postpone the item to the July 24, 
2012 Special/Study meeting. 
 
Yes: All present (5) 
Absent: Schultz, Strat, Tagle 
 
MOTION CARRIED 



PLANNING COMMISSION SPECIAL/STUDY MEETING – FINAL JUNE 26, 2012 
  
 
 

CONDITIONAL REZONING 
 

10. CONDITIONAL REZONING APPLICATION (File Number CR 006) – Proposed Troy 
Plaza Development, West side of Crooks, North side of New King (5500 New King), 
Section 8, From PUD (Planned Unit Development) to OM (Office Mixed Use) and CB 
(Community Business) Districts  
 
Mr. Savidant announced the petitioner submitted three color renderings shown in the 
Board’s digital presentation this evening but were not available at the time the agenda 
packet was distributed. 
 
Mr. Carlisle gave a brief report on the proposed conditional rezoning.  Mr. Carlisle 
addressed site planning revisions to assist in creating a more cohesive and integrated 
site. 
 
The petitioner, Michael Gordon of Moiseev/Gordon Associates, was present.  Mr. 
Gordon addressed the reason for submitting a rezoning application versus a PUD 
development.  He indicated the proposed development would be constructed in phases; 
first phase, McDonald’s restaurant; second phase, two-story office/retail building; third 
phase, free standing restaurant; and final phase, hotel. 
 
There was general discussion on the following: 
• Drive throughs; location, future uses. 
• Position of buildings; closer to Crooks. 
• Pedestrian traffic; walkability. 
• Retention; stormwater management.  
• Viability of hotel. 
• Elimination of parking; provide additional green space. 
• Internal directional signage. 
• Outdoor restaurant seating. 
 
Tom Geigich, real estate manager for McDonald’s corporate offices, was also present.  
Mr. Geigich addressed the restaurant customer base, internal directional signage 
relating to the restaurant entrance and drive through, and outdoor seating. 
 
The Board gave a general nod of approval of the proposed conditional rezoning 
application. 
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STATE OF MICHIGAN 
COUNTY OF OAKLAND 

CITY OF TROY 

CONDITIONAL REZONING AGREEMENT 
 
  This Development Agreement (“Agreement”), dated  ____________, 2012 
is entered into by and between Tinelle Properties, LLC, a Michigan Limited Liability 
Company, whose address is 29850 Northwestern Hwy., Suite 200, Southfield, MI 48034 
(“Developer”), and the City of Troy, a Michigan municipal corporation, having its 
principal offices at 500 W. Big Beaver Road, Troy, Michigan 48084 (“City”). 
 

R E C I T A L S: 
 
  A. Developer is the owner of certain real property located in the City of 
Troy, Oakland County, Michigan, containing approximately 6.157 acres, as more 
particularly described on Exhibit A attached hereto (the “Property”). 
 
  B. Developer has applied for Conditional Rezoning pursuant to Troy’s 
Zoning Ordinance, Chapter 39, Section 16.04 from Planned Unit Development (“PUD”) 
district to one section, designated as Phase I in the attached Exhibit B, as a Community 
Business (“CB”) district and one section, designated Phase II in the attached Exhibit B, 
as a Office Mixed Use (“OM”),.  (See attached Exhibit B for details of split.)  That 
Ordinance requires that an applicant for conditional rezoning prepare a Conditional 
Rezoning Agreement (“Agreement”) which requires that specific provisions be included 
in the Agreement. 

 
C. As part of approval of this Agreement, which will result in a 

rezoning of the Property from PUD district to an CB and a OM district, Developer has 
offered and agrees to make the improvements, proceed with the project and comply 
with any document submission dates and/or project completion dates, as described in 
this Agreement and any incorporated documents. Any conditions, representations or 
promises included in the Agreement have been voluntarily offered by the Developer to 
induce the City to rezone the land to the proposed classifications.  The Developer and 
the City agree that the rezoning and the terms of this Agreement provides for:  (i) the 
promotion of the public health, safety and welfare; (ii) compatibility with the Master Plan; 
(iii) compliance with all terms and conditions of the zoning district to which the land is to 
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 be rezoned, except as otherwise allowed in the Agreement; (iv) the accommodation of 
service and facility loads for public services and facilities affected by the proposed 
development; (v) compatibility with adjacent uses of land; and (vi) other legitimate 
objectives authorized under the Michigan Municipal Planning Act, MCL 125.3101, et. 
seq. and Chapter 39, Section 16.04 of the City of Troy Zoning Ordinance. The burden of 
the conditions on the Developer is roughly proportionate to the burdens being created 
by the development, and to the benefit which will accrue to Property as a result of the 
requirements represented in the project and/or development. 

 
  D. For the purpose of confirming the rights, obligations and restrictions 
in connection with the improvements and development to be undertaken on the 
Property, the parties have entered into this Agreement.  The rezoning of the Property to 
CB and OM district shall become effective as set out in Section 3.1 of this Agreement. 
Once this Agreement is approved by the Troy City Council, it shall be binding upon the 
City, the Developer, the owner, the owner of units within the Development, any owners 
associations, and their agents, successors and assigns.  The City’s Zoning District Map 
shall be updated to reflect the amendment to the Zoning Ordinance and the District Map 
within a reasonable period of time after the effective date of the rezoning. 
 
  NOW, THEREFORE, the Developer and the City, for the good and 
valuable consideration outlined in this Agreement, the receipt and sufficiency of which 
are hereby acknowledged, agree as follows: 
 
 

ARTICLE I 
 

GENERAL TERMS 
 
 

  1.1 This Agreement, including all incorporated documents, shall run 
with the land. The land is the Property described in the attached Exhibit A.  Reference 
to “Developer” in this Agreement, and/or any incorporated documents, shall include the 
owner of the Property, Developer’s agents, successors and assigns. It is the intent of 
Developer and the City to put all future owners of the Property, all future leaseholders 
and/or all parties in interest on notice of the rights, obligations and restrictions contained 
herein by recording this Agreement, including the site plan(s), if any, and any 
incorporated documents with the Oakland County Register of Deeds. If the project or 
development plan includes any type of condominium element, any termination of any 
condominium community or association shall not nullify or void this Agreement.  As part 
of this Agreement and pursuant to State statute, if a Master Deed is not controlling for 
all or any portion of a condominium project, the terms and conditions of this Agreement 
shall be considered “Deed Restrictions” for any successors or assigns of the Property.  
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   1.2 The Property shall be developed and improved in accordance with 
the following which shall be referred to herein as the “Conditional Rezoning Agreement 
Documents”: 
 

A. Chapter 39, Section 16.04 of the City’s Zoning Ordinance, 
and amendments, if any. 

 
B. This Conditional Rezoning Agreement. 
 
C. Chapter 39, Section 4.13, which set out the requirements 

for development in a CB district classification, and Chapter 
39, Section 4.17 which sets out the requirements for 
development in a OM district classification, unless those 
requirements are amended by the Conditional Rezoning 
Agreement. 

 
D. Any other documents that are incorporated into this 

Agreement as Exhibit C. 
 
E. The site plan, as approved by the Planning Commission, 

attached as Exhibit D, is incorporated herein by reference.   
 

1.3 The Ordinance amendment granting the conditional rezoning 
reclassifies the zoning of the Property to CB and OM districts and constitutes the land 
use authorization for the Property, and all use improvement of the Property shall be in 
substantial conformity with the provisions of the Zoning Ordinance applicable to the 
zoning district and this Agreement. 

 
 
                           ARTICLE II 
 

CONDITIONS FOR REZONING 
 

2.1 In consideration for the City’s rezoning of the Property from its 
current classification of PUD district to a future classifications of CB and OM districts, 
the Developer agrees to be bound by the following conditions: 
 

A. The development of the first two buildings of Phase I, (CB 
district), within six (6) months of obtaining building permits; 
including the parking, drive-aisles and building pad for corner 
building. 

 
B.   The Future Restaurant Building Pad of Phase I will not be 

marketed to a bank, a chain drug store or any other vehicular 
intensive use; but will be considered for all uses permitted in 
a CB district. 
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C. The details of the Future Restaurant Building Pad of Phase I  

shall be subject to planning approval and be modified by 
administrative approval with-in their jurisdiction; 

 
D. The OM parcel (designated as Phase II) will be limited to and 

developed as either an office building or a hotel as presented 
in the approval package; 

 
E. Prior to the development of Phase II, Developer shall provide 

the City with a traffic and parking study analysis. 
 

F. The 25’0” high standard light poles will be turned off and/or 
reduced after 11:00 p.m. until sunrise.  As to Phase I, no 
additional lighting is proposed to be building mounted to 
illuminate the site. 

 
  2.2 Developer represents and confirms that the Property shall not be 
used or developed in a manner that is inconsistent with conditions placed on rezoning 
as set out in this Agreement. 
 

2.3 Developer shall be subject to the expiration provisions of 
Section16.04. E.of the Zoning Ordinance and Section 5.2 of this Agreement. 
 
 

ARTICLE III 
 

REZONING 
 
  3.1 Directly after approval of this Agreement, City Council shall pass a 
Resolution rezoning the Property from PUD district zoning classification to an CB and a 
OM district classifications.  That Resolution shall also state that the Zoning Map shall be 
amended to reflect a new zoning classification.  The Planning Director shall take 
necessary action to amend the Zoning Map to the new classification along with a 
relevant designation that will provide reasonable notice of the Conditional Rezoning 
Agreement. The Conditional Rezoning Approval and the amendment to Zoning Map 
shall not become effective until the Conditional Rezoning Agreement is recorded with 
the Oakland County Register of Deeds and a certified copy of the Agreement is filed 
with the City Clerk. 
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 ARTICLE IV 
    

DEVELOPER’S RIGHTS, OBLIGATIONS AND PROPERTY RESTRICTIONS 
   
  4.1 Developer shall have the right to develop the Property in 
accordance with the Conditional Rezoning Agreement Documents and shall receive 
Preliminary and Final approval in accordance with the City’s Zoning Ordinance and this 
Agreement. If development and/or actions are undertaken on or with respect to the 
Property in violation of the Conditional Rezoning Agreement, such development and/or 
actions shall constitute a violation of the City of Troy Code of Ordinances and deemed a 
nuisance per se.  In such cases the City may issue a stop work order relative to the 
property and seek any other lawful remedies.  Until curative action is taken to bring the 
Property into compliance with the Conditional Rezoning Agreement, the City may 
withhold, or, following notice and an opportunity to be heard revoke permits and 
certificates, in addition to or in lieu of such other lawful action to achieve compliance. 
  
  4.2   All development, use, and improvement of the Property shall be 
subject to and in accordance with this Agreement, the Conditional Rezoning Agreement 
Documents, all applicable City Ordinances, and shall also be subject to and in 
accordance with all other approvals and permits required under applicable City 
Ordinances and State law.      
     
  4.3 Developer shall comply with the City Code of Ordinances, make 
any necessary application for permits and obtain any necessary permits for the 
development of the property including signage. 

 
 

ARTICLE V 
 

THE CITY’S RIGHTS AND OBLIGATIONS 
 

5.1 The action of the City in entering into this Conditional Rezoning 
Agreement is based upon the understanding that the intent and spirit of the police 
power objectives of the City relative to the Property are embodied in the Conditional 
Rezoning Agreement Documents and those powers are assured based upon the 
development and/or undertakings on the Property. The City is thus achieving its police 
power objective and has not, by this Agreement, bargained away or otherwise 
compromised any of its police power objectives.  

 
5.2 Conditional Rezoning Approval shall expire following a period of 

two (2) years from the effective date of the rezoning as set out above unless progress 
has been diligently pursued and substantial completion has occurred in accordance with 
permits issued by the City. The City shall have the sole discretion to determine if 
progress has been diligently pursued by the Developer of the Property. The City, 
through its employees and agents, shall at all times be allowed to enter onto the 
Property to determine if the progress of the development.  
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  5.3 The City may initiate legal action for the enforcement of any of the 
provisions, requirements, and obligations set forth in the Conditional Rezoning 
Agreement. In the event the City obtains any relief as a result of such litigation, 
Developer shall pay all court costs and attorney fees incurred by the City in connection 
with such suit; 

 
   5.4 If the Developer is developing the Property in non-compliance with 
the Conditional Rezoning Agreement, the City may issue a stop work order as to any or 
all aspects of the Development, may deny the issuance of any requested building permit 
or certificate of occupancy within any part or all of the Development regardless of 
whether the Developer is the named applicant for such permit or certificate of 
occupancy, and may suspend further inspections of any or all aspects of the 
Development. 
 
  5.5 To the extent the Conditional Rezoning Agreement Documents 
deviate from the City of Troy Development Standards, Zoning Ordinance or other City 
ordinances, or any amendments thereto, the Conditional Rezoning Agreement 
Documents shall control.  All improvements constructed in accordance with the 
Conditional Rezoning Agreement Documents shall be deemed to be conforming under 
the Zoning Ordinance and in compliance with all ordinances of the City. 
 

 
ARTICLE VI 

 
MISCELLANEOUS PROVISIONS 

 
  6.1 This Agreement may not be modified, replaced, amended or 
terminated except as provided for in this Agreement. 
 

6.2 This Agreement shall be governed by and construed in accordance 
with the laws of the State of Michigan. 

 
  6.3 If there is a conflict between the terms of any of the Conditional 
Rezoning Agreement Documents, such documents shall control in the following order:  
(a) Chapter 39, Section 16.04 of the City’s Zoning Ordinance, and amendments, if any 
(b) this Agreement and any Conditional Rezoning Agreement Documents. Where there 
is a question with regard to applicable regulations for a particular aspect of the 
Development, or with regard to clarification, interpretation, or definition of terms or 
regulations, and there are no apparent express provisions of the Conditional Rezoning 
Agreement Documents which apply, the City in the reasonable exercise of its discretion, 
shall determine the regulations of the City’s Zoning Ordinance, as that Ordinance may 
have been amended, or other Ordinances which shall be applicable provided such  
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EXHIBIT A 

 
LEGAL DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPERTY 
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 EXHIBIT B 

 

DESIGNATIONS OF PHASE I and PHASE II   
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 EXHIBIT C 
 

ALL CONDITIONS AS REQUIRED BY CHAPTER 39, SECTION 16.04 OF THE 
ZONING ORDINANCE AND THE CITY OF TROY 

 
 
A. The development of the first two buildings of Phase I, (CB district), within six (6) 
months of obtaining building permits; including the parking, drive-aisles and building pad 
for corner building. 
 
B. The Future Restaurant Building Pad of Phase I will not be marketed to a bank, a 
chain drug store or any other vehicular intensive use; but will be considered for all uses 
permitted in a CB district. 
 
C. The details of the Future Restaurant Building Pad of Phase I shall be subject to 
Planning Department approval and be modified by administrative approval with-in their 
jurisdiction; 
 
D. The OM parcel (designated as Phase II) will be limited to and developed as 
either an office building or a hotel as presented in the approval package; 
 
E. Prior to the development of Phase II, Developer shall provide the City with a 
traffic and parking study analysis. 
 
F. The 25’0” high standard light poles will be turned off and/or reduced after 11:00 
p.m. until sunrise.  As to phase I, no additional lighting is proposed to be building 
mounted to illuminate the site. 
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EXHIBIT D 

 

 

SITE PLAN APPROVED BY CITY OF TROY PLANNING COMMISSION 
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Mr. Fred Betcher from Troy Assembly of God performed the Invocation.  The Pledge of 
Allegiance to the Flag was given. 
 
A. CALL TO ORDER: 

A Regular Meeting of the Troy City Council was held Monday, September 24, 2012, at City 
Hall, 500 W. Big Beaver Road.  Mayor Daniels called the meeting to order at 7:33 PM. 
 

B. ROLL CALL: 

Mayor Janice Daniels 
Jim Campbell 
Wade Fleming 
Dave Henderson 
Maureen McGinnis 
Dane Slater 
Doug Tietz 

 

C. CERTIFICATES OF RECOGNITION AND SPECIAL PRESENTATIONS:  

C-1 No Certificates of Recognition and Special Presentations 
 
State Representative Marty Knollenberg announced a Senior Salute event collaborated with 
Senator John Pappageorge and Chuck Moss to be held on Monday, October 1, 2012 from 9:00 
AM – 1:00 PM at the Royal Oak Farmers Market, 316 E. 11 Mile Road, in Royal Oak.  The 
event is sponsored by American House and offers a free lunch, free flu shots (bring your 
healthcare insurance card), door prizes, etc. No registration is necessary.  For more 
information, pleases call (248) 227-1058 or email seniorsalute@gmail.com.   
 
State Representative Marty Knollenberg recognized Fire Chief William Nelson as the recipient 
of the 2012 Fire Chief of the Year Award by the Michigan Association of Fire Chiefs (MAFC).   
 
State Representative Marty Knollenberg provided updates on state legislation:  House Bill 
5220, which pertains to the tax tribunal and House Bill 5839, which pertains to the collection of 
delinquent taxes by the county treasurer.   
 

D. CARRYOVER ITEMS: 

D-1 No Carryover Items  
 

E. PUBLIC HEARINGS: 

E-1 Public Hearing for the Establishment of an Industrial Development District (IDD) 

for Alternative Automotive Technologies – 1225 E. Maple 
 
The Mayor OPENED the Public Hearing.   
The Mayor CLOSED the Public Hearing after receiving no public comment. 
 

mailto:seniorsalute@gmail.com�
bittnera
Text Box
J-02a
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Resolution #2012-09-181 
Moved by Slater 
Seconded by Campbell 
 
WHEREAS, Pursuant to PA 198 of 1974, as amended, the Troy City Council has the authority 
to establish Industrial Development Districts (IDD’s) within the City of Troy; and 
 
WHEREAS, Alternative Automotive Technologies has petitioned the Troy City Council to 
establish an Industrial Development District (IDD) on its property located in the City of Troy, 
hereinafter described; and 
 
WHEREAS, Construction, acquisition, alteration, or installation of a proposed facility had not 
commenced at the time of filing the request to establish the district; and  
 
WHEREAS, Written notice was given by mail to all owners of real property located within the 
district, and to the public by newspaper advertisement in the newspaper of record, and public 
posting of the hearing on the establishment of the district; and 
 
WHEREAS, On September 24, 2012, a public hearing was held at which all owners of real 
property within the proposed Industrial Development District (IDD) and all residents and 
taxpayers of the City of Troy were afforded an opportunity to be heard thereon; and 
 
WHEREAS, The Troy City Council deems it to be in the public interest of the City of Troy to 
establish the Industrial Development District (IDD) as proposed. 
 
THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, That Troy City Council hereby ESTABLISHES an Industrial 
Development District (IDD) for property known as 1225 E. Maple, Troy, MI 48083, Parcel #88-
20-26-351-024, in accordance with City Council Policy Resolution #2010-08-173; and 
 
BE IT FINALLY RESOLVED, That Troy City Council hereby DIRECTS the City Clerk to forward 
a certified copy of this resolution to the State Tax Commission, Treasury Building, P.O. Box 
30471, Lansing, MI 48909-7971. 
 
Yes: Campbell, Fleming, Henderson, McGinnis, Slater 
No: Daniels, Tietz  
 
MOTION CARRIED 

 
E-2 Public Hearing for the Granting of an Industrial Facilities Exemption Certificate 

(IFEC) for Alternative Automotive Technologies – 1225 E. Maple 
 
The Mayor OPENED the Public Hearing.  The Mayor CLOSED the Public Hearing after 
receiving no public comment. 
 
Resolution #2012-09-182 
Moved by Slater  
Seconded by McGinnis  
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WHEREAS, After due notice and proper hearing, the City Council of the City of Troy on 
September 24, 2012, established an Industrial Development District (IDD) for property known 
as 1225 E. Maple, Troy, MI 48083, Parcel # 88-20-26-351-024; and 
 
WHEREAS, An Application has been submitted by Alternative Automotive Technologies for an 
Industrial Facilities Exemption Certificate (IFEC) for personal property at 1225 E. Maple, Troy, 
MI 48083 for nine (9) years; and 
 
WHEREAS, After due and proper notice by the City Clerk, the City Council, on September 24, 
2012, held a Public Hearing giving opportunity for comment by all taxing units as to the 
possibility that the granting of an Industrial Facilities Exemption Certificate (IFEC) for 
Alternative Automotive Technologies at 1225 E. Maple, Troy, MI 48083, may have the effect of 
substantially impeding the operation of the taxing unit, or impairing the financial soundness of 
the taxing unit; and 
 
WHEREAS, The aggregate SEV of real and personal property exempt from ad valorem taxes 
within the City of Troy, after granting this certificate will not exceed 5% of an amount equal to 
the sum of the SEV of the City of Troy, plus the SEV of real and personal property thus 
exempted. 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, That Troy City Council has FOUND THAT THE 

GRANTING of an Industrial Facilities Exemption Certificate (IFEC) for Alternative Automotive 
Technologies at 1225 E. Maple, Troy, MI 48083 shall not substantially impede the operation of 
the City of Troy or the other taxing units, NOR HAS IT BEEN FOUND THAT THE GRANTING 
of the Industrial Facilities Exemption Certificate (IFEC) will impair the financial soundness of the 
City of Troy or the other taxing units which levy taxes on said property; and 
 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That Troy City Council hereby APPROVES the application for 
an Industrial Facilities Exemption Certificate (IFEC) for Alternative Automotive Technologies at 
1225 E. Maple, Troy, MI 48083, Parcel # 88-20-26-351-024, for personal property for a term of 
nine (9) years, after completion, CONTINGENT UPON the execution of a Letter of Agreement 
between the City of Troy and Alternative Automotive Technologies, and the payment of the 
fees in accordance with Public Act 198 of 1974, as amended; and 
 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That the Mayor and City Clerk are AUTHORIZED TO 

EXECUTE the Letter of Agreement between the City of Troy and Alternative Automotive 
Technologies, a copy of which shall be ATTACHED to the original Minutes of this meeting; and 
 
BE IT FINALLY RESOLVED, That the City Clerk is hereby AUTHORIZED TO COMPLETE the 
Application and TRANSMIT same to the State Tax Commission, Treasury Building, P.O. Box 
30471, Lansing, MI 48909-7971. 
 
Yes: Campbell, Fleming, Henderson, McGinnis, Slater  
No: Tietz, Daniels  
 
MOTION CARRIED 
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F. PUBLIC COMMENT FOR ITEMS ON THE AGENDA: 

Stine, Jeanne Spoke about traffic concerns relating to Item H-1 PUD – Big Beaver Center. 
Krent, Tom Spoke about traffic concerns relating to Item H-1 PUD – Big Beaver Center. 
Savage, James Spoke about traffic concerns relating to Item H-1 PUD – Big Beaver Center. 
 

G. CITY COUNCIL/CITY ADMINISTRATION RESPONSE/REPLY TO PUBLIC 

COMMENT: 

H. POSTPONED ITEMS: 

H-1  Planned Unit Development (File Number PUD 004) – Big Beaver Center (Formerly 

“The Monarch”) PUD, North Side of Big Beaver Road Between Alpine and McClure, 

Section 20, Currently Zoned PUD 004 and R-1B (One Family Residential) Districts  
 
Resolution #2012-09-183 
Moved by Fleming  
Seconded by Tietz  
 
WHEREAS, AF Jonna Development has requested Concept Development Plan approval and 
Preliminary Development Plan approval concurrently, pursuant to Article 11 of the City of Troy 
Zoning Ordinance, for Big Beaver Center Planned Unit Development (PUD 4), located on the 
north side of Big Beaver Road between Alpine and McClure, in Section 20, currently zoned PUD 
004 and R-1B (One Family Residential) Districts, being approximately 7.5 acres in size; and 
 
WHEREAS, The proposed Big Beaver Center Planned Unit Development includes a 24,000 
square foot retail building and a 3,500 square foot bank branch along Big Beaver Road, with 16 
single family residential units to the north; and 
 

WHEREAS, The application is consistent with the City of Troy Master Plan; and 
 
WHEREAS, The commercial component along Big Beaver achieves many of the goals of the 
Big Beaver Corridor Study; and 
 
WHEREAS, The pedestrian amenities proposed by the applicant along Big Beaver provide a 
significant public benefit by offering a pedestrian style and scale building that can be an 
example to be emulated along the Big Beaver corridor; and 
 

WHEREAS, The residential component serves as a suitable transition between the commercial 
component and the existing residential neighborhood to the north; and 
 
WHEREAS, The application is compatible with adjacent properties and uses; and 
 
WHEREAS, The proposed PUD meets the Standards for Approval set forth in Section 11.03 of 
the Zoning Ordinance; and  
 
WHEREAS, The Planning Commission recommended approval of the proposed PUD on 
August 14, 2012; and 
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WHEREAS, The proposed Planned Unit Development includes parcels 1 through 10 as 
described in the following legal descriptions and illustrated on the attached Topographic Survey 
drawing: 
 
Land situated in the County of Oakland, City of Troy, State of Michigan, is described as follows: 
 
PARCEL 1: 
Lot 90, EXCEPT the South 42 feet, of MUER’S GARDEN FARMS, according to the plat thereof 
as recorded in Liber 15 of Plats, page 45, Oakland County Records (Tax ID No. 20-20-402-
055).  
 
PARCEL 2: 
Lot 91, also the East 26 feet of the North 140 feet of the South 182 feet of Lot 92 and Lot 93, 
EXCEPT the North 91 feet of the West 120 feet, of MUER’S GARDEN FARMS, according to 
the plat thereof as recorded in Liber 15 of Plats, page 45, Oakland County Records (Tax ID No. 
20-20-402-053).  
 
PARCEL 3: 
Lot 92, EXCEPT the South 42 feet also EXCEPT the East 26 feet of the North 140 feet of the 
South 182 feet, of MUER’S GARDEN FARMS, according to the plat thereof as recorded in 
Liber 15 of Plats, page 45, Oakland County Records (Tax ID No. 20-20-402-054). 
  
PARCEL 4: 
The North 91 feet of the West 120 feet of Lot 93, of MUER’S GARDEN FARMS, according to 
the plat thereof as recorded in Liber 15 of Plats, page 45, Oakland County Records (Tax ID No. 
20-20-402-052).  
 
PARCEL 5: 
Lot 94, of MUER’S GARDEN FARMS, according to the plat thereof as recorded in Liber 15 of 
Plats, page 45, Oakland County Records (Tax ID No. 20-20-402-018).  
 
PARCEL 6: 
Lot 95, of MUER’S GARDEN FARMS, according to the plat thereof as recorded in Liber 15 of 
Plats, page 45, Oakland County Records (Tax ID No. 20-20-402-017).  
 
PARCEL 7: 
Lot 96, of MUER’S GARDEN FARMS, according to the plat thereof as recorded in Liber 15 of 
Plats, page 45, Oakland County Records (Tax ID No. 20-20-402-016).  
 
PARCEL 8: 
Lot 122, of MUER’S GARDEN FARMS, according to the plat thereof as recorded in Liber 15 of 
Plats, page 45, Oakland County Records (Tax ID No. 20-20-402-030).  
 
PARCEL 9: 
Lot 123, of MUER’S GARDEN FARMS, according to the plat thereof as recorded in Liber 15 of 
Plats, page 45, Oakland County Records (Tax ID No. 20-20-402-031).  
 
PARCEL 10:  
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Lot 124, of MUER’S GARDEN FARMS, according to the plat thereof as recorded in Liber 15 of 
Plats, page 45, Oakland County Records (Tax ID No. 20-20-402-032).  
 
THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, City Council hereby DECLARES the former Monarch 
Planned Unit Development, including all approved agreements, site plans and drawings, to be 
abandoned and rescinded; the subject property retains the PUD-004 zoning designation; and 
 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, City Council hereby APPROVES rezoning of the northern two 
parcels (Parcel 7, 3128 Alpine, and Parcel 8, 3141 McClure) from R-1B (One Family Residential 
District) to PUD-004 and APPROVES the inclusion of the two parcels into PUD-004; and 
 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That Troy City Council hereby AUTHORIZES the Planning 
Director and City Clerk to take whatever actions are necessary pursuant to the City Ordinance 
to effect the rezoning of the Parcel 7 and Parcel 8 to PUD-004; and 
 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That Troy City Council hereby AMENDS the Zoning District Map 
of the City of Troy Zoning Ordinance to delineate Parcel 7 and Parcel 8 as PUD-004; and 
 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That Troy City Council hereby APPROVES the attached 
Planned Unit Development Agreement and the Mayor and City Clerk are hereby AUTHORIZED 

TO EXECUTE the Planned Unit Development Agreement for Big Beaver Center Planned Unit 
Development on behalf of the City; a copy shall be ATTACHED to the original Minutes of this 
meeting; and  
 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, City Council hereby APPROVES the Concept Development 
Plan (CDP) and Preliminary Development Plan (PDP) for Big Beaver Center PUD; and 
 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That Troy City Council hereby AUTHORIZES the RECORDING 
of the executed Big Beaver Center Planned Unit Development Agreement with the Oakland 
County Register of Deeds; and 
 

BE IT FINALLY RESOLVED, That Troy City Council hereby APPROVES the Concept 
Development Plan for Big Beaver Center Planned Unit Development and the petitioner is 
hereby permitted to seek Final Site Plan Approval. 
 
Yes: Fleming, Henderson, McGinnis, Slater, Tietz, Daniels  
No: Campbell  
 
MOTION CARRIED 
 

I. REGULAR BUSINESS: 

I-1 Board and Committee Appointments: a) Mayoral Appointments – None; b) City 

Council Appointments – Animal Control Appeal Board; Parks and Recreation 

Board 
 
a) Mayoral Appointments - None 
 
b) City Council Appointments  
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Resolution #2012-09-184 
Moved by McGinnis  
Seconded by Campbell  
 
RESOLVED, That Troy City Council hereby APPOINTS the following nominated person(s) to 
serve on the Boards and Committees as indicated:  
 

Animal Control Appeal Board 
Appointed by Council 
5 Regular Members 

3 Year Term 
 

Term Expires:  9/30/2015 Al Petrulis 

 Term currently held by: Al Petrulis 
 
Term Expires:  9/30/2015 Gretchen Waters 

 Term currently held by: Vincent Viola 
 

Parks and Recreation Board 
Appointed by Council 

7 Regular Members and 1 Troy School Board Member: 
Regular Member: 3 Year Term  /  Troy School Board Member: 1 Year Term 

 
Term Expires:  9/30/2015 Orestis Kaltsounis 

 Term currently held by: Orestis Kaltsounis 
 
Term Expires:  9/30/2015 Laurie Huber 

 Term currently held by: Stuart Redpath 
 
Yes: All-7 
No: None 
 
MOTION CARRIED 
 
I-2 Board and Committee Nominations: a) Mayoral Nominations – Downtown 

Development Authority; b) City Council Nominations – None 
 
a) Mayoral Nominations  
 
The Mayor took no action on this Item. 
 
 
b) City Council Nominations - None 

 
I-3 Request for Closed Session 
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Resolution #2012-09-185 
Moved by McGinnis  
Seconded by Fleming  
 
BE IT RESOLVED, That Troy City Council SHALL MEET in Closed Session, as permitted by 
MCL 15.268 (j) (MCL 15.243 (g)). 
 
Yes: All-7 
No: None 
 
MOTION CARRIED 
 
I-4  Application Regarding SDM Liquor License for 7-Eleven 
 
Resolution #2012-09-186 
Moved by Slater  
Seconded by McGinnis  
  
(a) SDM License 
 
RESOLVED, That Troy City Council hereby CONSIDERS for APPROVAL a liquor license 
request as indicated below, and hereby AUTHORIZES the Mayor and City Clerk to EXECUTE 
the document, a copy of which shall be ATTACHED to the original Minutes of this meeting. 
 

Liquor License Applicant : 7-Eleven, Inc. 
Type of License Requested : SDM Liquor License 

Located at : 4060 Rochester Road, Troy, MI 48084 
MLCC Request # : 665539 

 
and 
 
(b) Agreement 
 
WHEREAS, The Troy City Council deems it necessary to enter into agreements with applicants 
for liquor licenses for the purpose of providing civil remedies to the City of Troy in the event 
licensees fail to adhere to Troy Codes and Ordinances; 
 
THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, That Troy City Council hereby APPROVES an agreement 
with the liquor license applicant named in the approved resolution above, and hereby 
AUTHORIZES the Mayor and City Clerk to EXECUTE the document, a copy of which shall be 
ATTACHED to the original Minutes of this meeting. 
   
Yes: All-7 
No: None 
 
MOTION CARRIED 
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J. CONSENT AGENDA: 

J-1a Approval of “J” Items NOT Removed for Discussion 
 
Resolution #2012-09-187 
Moved by McGinnis  
Seconded by Slater  
 
RESOLVED, That Troy City Council hereby APPROVES all items on the Consent Agenda as 
presented. 
 
Yes: All-7 
No: None 
 
MOTION CARRIED 
 
J-1b  Address of “J” Items Removed for Discussion by City Council  
 
J-2  Approval of City Council Minutes 
 
Resolution #2012-09-187-J-2 
 
RESOLVED, That Troy City Council hereby APPROVES the following Minutes as submitted:  
a) Regular City Council Meeting – September 10, 2012 
 
J-3 Proposed City of Troy Proclamations: None Proposed 
 
J-4 Standard Purchasing Resolutions:  
 
a) Standard Purchasing Resolution 3: Exercise Renewal Option – Snow Removal 

Rental Equipment Including Operators 
 
Resolution #2012-09-187-J-4a 
 
WHEREAS, On November 21, 2011, Troy City Council awarded contracts to provide seasonal 
requirements of snow removal rental equipment including operators for municipal property and 
local roads with an option to renew for one (1) additional season to the following low bidders:  
Advanced Landscape & Builders Supply Inc., Florence Cement Company, and DiPonio 
Contracting, all at the hourly rates as contained in the original bid tabulation opened November 
1, 2011 (Resolution #2011-11-267-J4a); and 
 
WHEREAS, All three (3) vendors have agreed to exercise the one-year option to renew their 
contracts under the same pricing, terms, and conditions; 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, That Troy City Council hereby EXERCISES the 
option to renew the contracts to provide snow removal services with Advanced Landscape & 
Builders Supply Inc. for municipal property; Florence Cement Company and DiPonio 
Contracting for local roads, under the same prices, terms, and conditions expiring April 30, 
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2013, CONTINGENT upon contractor’s submission of properly executed insurance certificates 
and all other specified requirements. 
 
BE IT FINALLY RESOLVED, That Troy City Council hereby AUTHORIZES City staff to extend 
the hourly contract rates to other contractors after the awarded vendors have been employed to 
speed the snow removal process during times of snow emergencies. 
 
b) Standard Purchasing Resolution 1: Award to Low Bidder – Parking Lot 

Maintenance Program 
 
Resolution #2012-09-187-J-4b 
 
RESOLVED, That Troy City Council hereby AWARDS a contract to complete a portion of the 
Parking Lot Maintenance Program for FY 2012/13 to the low total bidder, Asphalt Specialists 
Inc of Pontiac, MI for Task 1, Fire Station One; and Tasks 2, 3 and 4 at the Community Center, 
at unit prices contained in the bid tabulation opened September 12, 2012, a copy of which shall 
be ATTACHED to the original Minutes of this meeting, the cost of which SHALL NOT EXCEED 
budgetary limitations.  
 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That the award is CONTINGENT UPON contractor’s 
submission of properly executed bid and contract documents, including bonds, insurance 
certificates and all other specified requirements.  
 
c) Standard Purchasing Resolution 8: Best Value Award – Collection Agency 

Services 
 
Resolution #2012-09-187-J-4c 
 
RESOLVED, That Troy City Council hereby AWARDS a contract to provide two-year 
requirements of Collection Agency Services for the City of Troy and the Troy Public Library with 
the option to renew for three (3) additional years to the sole proposer, Credit Bureau Collection 
Services, Inc. dba CBCS of Columbus, OH, as a result of a best value process, which the Troy 
City Council determines to be in the public interest, in accordance with the Agreement 
contained herein for RFP-COT 10-41 that opened May 31, 2011, a copy of which shall be 
ATTACHED to the original Minutes of this meeting. 
 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That award is CONTINGENT UPON contractor’s submission of 
properly executed proposal and contract documents, including insurance certificates and all other 
specified requirements.  
 
BE IT FINALLY RESOLVED, That the Troy City Council hereby AUTHORIZES the Mayor and 
City Clerk to execute the Agreement for Collection Agency Services once in acceptable form to 
expire September 24, 2014. 
 
d) Standard Purchasing Resolution 3: Exercise Renewal Option – Tee Shirts 
 
Resolution #2012-09-187-J-4d 
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WHEREAS, On September 26, 2011, Troy City Council awarded a one-year contract with an 
option to renew for one additional year for Tee Shirts to the low total bidder, ITA Printing of 
Butler, PA (Resolution #2011-09-218-J4a); and 
 
WHEREAS, ITA Printing has agreed to exercise the one-year option to renew the contract 
under the same pricing, terms, and conditions; 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, That Troy City Council hereby determines it to be in 
the City’s best interest to EXERCISE the option to renew the contract with ITA Printing to 
provide Tee Shirts under the same prices, terms, and conditions for one additional year at unit 
prices contained in the bid tabulation opened September 7, 2011, to expire September 30, 
2013. 
 
J-5  Request to Temporarily Waive Parking Restrictions  
 
Resolution #2012-09-187-J-5 
 
RESOLVED, That Troy City Council hereby WAIVES the no parking restrictions on the East 
side of Northfield Parkway from the parking lot entrance to Congregation Shir Tikvah to the 
entrance to Boulan Park, on Tuesday, September 25, 2012, 7:00 pm – 11:00 pm, and 
Wednesday, September 26, 2012, 9:00 am – 9:00 pm. 
 
J-6  Community Center Kitchen Lease Renewal 
 
Resolution #2012-09-187-J-6 
  
WHEREAS, On November 15, 2010, Troy City Council awarded a two-year contract with an 
option to renew for three (3) additional years to lease the Community Center kitchen to 
Emerald Food Services Inc. (Resolution #2010-11-262-J-5); and  
 
WHEREAS, Emerald Food Services Inc. has agreed to exercise the option to renew for three 
(3) additional years under the same prices, terms, and conditions;  
 
THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, That Troy City Council hereby determines it to be in the 
City’s best interest to EXERCISE the option to renew the Community Center kitchen lease for 
three additional years with Emerald Food Services Inc. of Troy, MI under the same prices, 
terms, and conditions as the 2010 contract expiring September 30, 2015. 
 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That Troy City Council hereby AUTHORIZES the Mayor and 
City Clerk to EXECUTE the Renewal Agreement; a copy of which shall be ATTACHED to the 
original Minutes of this meeting. 
 
J-7  Citizens United Against Corrupt Government v. Troy City Council 
 
Resolution #2012-09-187-J-7 
  
RESOLVED, That the City Attorney is hereby AUTHORIZED AND DIRECTED to represent the 
Troy City Council in any and all claims and damages in the matter of Citizens United Against 
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Corrupt Government v Troy City Council (Oakland County Circuit Court, Case No. 12-
129214CZ) and to retain any necessary expert witnesses or pay any necessary costs to 
adequately represent the City.  
 
K. MEMORANDUMS AND FUTURE COUNCIL AGENDA ITEMS: 
K-1 Announcement of Public Hearings:  

a) Announcement of Public Hearing for October 22, 2012 – Community Development Block 
Grant (CDBG) 2013 Application 

b) Announcement of Public Hearing for October 8, 2012 – Conditional Rezoning 
Application (File Number CR 006) – Proposed Troy Plaza Development, West Side of 
Crooks, North Side of New King (5550 New King), Section 8, From PUD (Planned Unit 
Development) to OM (Office Mixed Use) and CB (Community Business) Districts 

 
K-2 Memorandums (Items submitted to City Council that may require consideration at 

 some future point in time): None Submitted 

L. PUBLIC COMMENT FOR ITEMS NOT ON THE AGENDA: 

Graczyk, Ed Spoke about the CNN-Money Naming City of Troy as the 26th of the 
Top 100 Best Places to Live in America and other various topics. 

Cooper-Koerner, Patti Spoke about West Nile Virus and in favor of treating for mosquitoes. 
Peters, Richard Spoke about the cost of fuel, foreign affairs, and other various topics. 
Brake, Dan Complimented the Mayor on the State of the City Address. 
Kajma, Linda Spoke presenting questions to the Mayor and about the presentations 

at the September 10, 2012 City Council Meeting. 
 

M. COUNCIL REFERRALS:  

Items Advanced to the City Manager by Individual City Council Members for 

Placement on the Agenda 
 
M-1  No Council Referrals Advanced  
 

N. COUNCIL COMMENTS: 

N-1   No Council Comments Advanced 
 
Mayor Daniels reminded citizens that the Oakland County Homeland Security Division will be 
performing maintenance work on the outside warning sirens located within Oakland County 
through the end of September.  Once the work is completed, they will test the sirens for 30 
seconds.  Please call (248) 858-1593 for more information. 
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O. REPORTS: 

O-1 Minutes – Boards and Committees:  

a) Downtown Development Authority-Final-May 2, 2012 
b) Building Code Board of Appeals-Final-June 20, 2012 
c) Civil Service Commission (Act 78)-Final-June 26, 2012 
d) Zoning Board of Appeals-Draft-July 17, 2012  
e) Zoning Board of Appeals-Final-July 17, 2012 
f) Liquor Advisory Committee-Final-August 13, 2012  
g) Planning Commission-Special/Study-Draft-August 28, 2012 
h) Planning Commission-Special/Study-Final-August 28, 2012  
i) Building Code Board of Appeals-Draft-September 5, 2012 
j) Liquor Advisory Committee-Draft-September 10, 2012 
k) Civil Service Commission (Act 78)-Draft-September 11, 2012 

Noted and Filed 
 

O-2 Department Reports:  

a) Troy Transit Center Status Report – September 2012  
b) Retiree Pension and Benefit Report for Calendar Year Ended December 31, 2011 

Noted and Filed 
 

O-3  Letters of Appreciation:  

a) Letter of Appreciation to Troy Fire Department from Virginia Mottershaw Thanking 
Firefighter Robinson for Assistance 

b) Letter of Congratulations to Mayor and City Council from James D. McDonald, Mayor of 
Auburn Hills, Congratulating Troy for Being Recognized by CNN-Money as One of 
America’s Top 100 Places to Live 

c) Letter of Congratulations to Mayor Daniels from Bryan K. Barnett, Mayor of Rochester 
Hills, Congratulating Troy for Being Recognized by CNN-Money as One of America’s 
Top 100 Places to Live 

Noted and Filed 
 

O-4  Proposed Proclamations/Resolutions from Other Organizations: None Proposed 
Noted and Filed 

 
O-5  Notice of Hearing for the Electric Customers of The Detroit Edison Company Case 

No. U-16656 
Noted and Filed 

 
O-6  Crain’s Detroit Business Article – “Mahindra Picks Troy to Set Up First North 

American Technical Center” 
Noted and Filed 

 
O-7  Certificate from the Michigan Association of Municipal Attorneys Inducting City 

Attorney Lori Grigg Bluhm Into the Academy of Municipal Attorneys 
Noted and Filed 
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P. STUDY ITEMS: 

P-1  No Study Items 
 

Q. CLOSED SESSION:  

Q-1  Closed Session 
 

R. ADJOURNMENT: 

 
The Meeting ADJOURNED into Closed Session at 8:26 PM. 
 
The Meeting RECONVENED into Closed Session at 8:36 PM. 
 
The Meeting ADJOURNED at 10:05 PM. 
 
 
 
 

Mayor Janice Daniels 
 
 
 
M. Aileen Bittner, CMC 
City Clerk 

 
 



 

 
September 24, 2012 
 
 
TO:   Michael W. Culpepper, Acting City Manager   
 
FROM: Susan A. Leirstein, Purchasing Director 

Timothy L. Richnak, Public Works Director 
  Steven A. Pallotta, Building Operations Director 
 
SUBJECT:    Standard Purchasing Resolution 4: US Communities Government Purchasing 
                      Alliance Program – Empire Today, LLC  
   
Background  

Empire Today, LLC participates in the US Communities Government Purchasing Alliance Program 
with a contract award for carpeting and flooring competitively bid by the City of Seattle, 
Washington.  The Building Operations department has been cleaning, maintaining, and repairing 
carpeting for the 52-4 District Court since it was installed in 1998. The carpet within the main lobby 
and public seating areas entail roughly 635 square yards, are in very poor condition with tears, 
rips and bumps.  It is creating safety issues within high traffic areas of the 52-4 District Court. 
  
The Building Operation department has received e-mail’s from personnel working in the 52-4 
District Court as to how unsafe the carpet is in these areas. Building Operations’ staff has 
provided numerous repairs but the condition of the carpeting is beyond repair.  
 

Recommendation 
City management and the Building Operation department request authorization to purchase carpet 
tiles from Empire Today, LLC through the US Communities Government Purchasing Alliance 
Program for an estimated total cost of $12,226.00. The labor to replace the carpeting will be 
provided by in-house personnel from the Building Operations department.  All labor charges will 
be reimbursed back to the City of Troy under Building Operations Services. 

 
Fund Availability 

Funds for the project will be available in the 52-4 District Court capital account for general repairs, 
#401.264.277.7975.145. 
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October 1, 2012 
                             
 
TO:   Michael W. Culpepper, Acting City Manager 
 
FROM:  Mark F. Miller, Director of Community and Economic Development 
  Susan A. Leirstein, Purchasing Director  
  Timothy L. Richnak, Public Works Director  
 
SUBJECT: Standard Purchasing Resolution 3: Exercise Renewal Option - Snow Removal Services 
  Home Chore Program and Public Sidewalks  
 
Background 
On November 21, 2011, Troy City Council approved two (2) contracts to provide seasonal requirements of 
snow removal services for the City’s municipal sidewalks, code enforcement tasks, and the Home Chore 
Program with an option to renew for one (1) additional season.  (Resolution #2011-11-267-J4b)  
MVP Environmental LLC, the primary contractor and Brantley Development LLC, the secondary contractor 
have agreed to exercise their respective options to renew under the same pricing, terms and conditions as the 
original contract. 
 
A market survey conducted by the Purchasing department determined no benefit would be derived from 
soliciting formal bids as similar contracts bid this year by other municipalities when compared to Troy yielded 
the same results. ITB-COT 11-24, seasonal requirements of snow removal services with an option to renew 
for one (1) additional season was competitively bid, as required by City Charter and Code. 
 
Recommendation 
City management and the Public Works department recommend exercising the options to renew for one (1) 
additional season to provide snow removal services for the City’s municipal sidewalks, code enforcement 
tasks, and Home Chore Program to the low total bidders, MVP Environmental LLC of Troy, as the primary 
contractor for all three (3) proposals, and Brantley Development LLC of Westland, as secondary contractor for 
code enforcement and the Home Chore Program, to be used in the event the primary contractor is unable to 
provide the services as needed at unit prices contained in the bid tabulation opened November 11, 2011, with 
contracts expiring April 30, 2013. 
 
Financial Considerations 
Funds are budgeted and available in the Parks, Streets and Drains, Community Affairs, and Code 
Enforcement contractual service accounts.  Snow removal services for the Home Chore Program are available 
initially through the Public Works operating budget, then reimbursed by Oakland County through the 
Community Development Block Grant Program (CDBG). 
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a) Standard Purchasing Resolution 1: Award to Low Bidders – Snow Removal 
Services – Municipal Parking Lots and Local Roads 

 
Resolution #2011-11-267-J-4a 
 
RESOLVED, That Troy City Council hereby AWARDS contract(s) for seasonal requirements of 
snow removal services under Proposals A and E with an option to renew for one (1) additional 
season to the following low bidders:  Advanced Landscape & Builders Supply Inc of Clawson 
MI for Proposal A – Municipal Parking Lots, Building Entrances and Sidewalks, and to DiPonio 
Contracting Inc and Florence Cement Company, of Shelby Township MI, for Proposal E - Local 
Roads Emergency Basis, all at hourly rates as contained in the bid tabulation opened 
November 1, 2011, a copy of which shall be ATTACHED to the original Minutes of this meeting. 
 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That Troy City Council hereby AUTHORIZES City staff to 
extend the hourly contract prices to other contractors after the successful bidders have been 
employed, to speed the snow removal process during times of snow emergencies. 
 
BE IT FINALLY RESOLVED, That awards are CONTINGENT UPON contractors’ submission of 
properly executed proposal and contract documents, including insurance certificates and all other 
specified requirements.  
 
b) Standard Purchasing Resolution 1: Award to Low Bidders – Snow Removal 

Services – Home Chore Program and Public Sidewalks 
 
Resolution #2011-11-267-J-4b 
 
RESOLVED, That Troy City Council hereby AWARDS contracts to provide seasonal 
requirements of snow removal services for the City’s municipal sidewalks (Proposal A), code 
enforcement tasks (Proposal B), and the Home Chore Program (Proposal C) with an option to 
renew for one (1) additional season to the low total bidder, MVP Environmental, LLC of Troy as 
the primary contractor for all three (3) proposals; and Brantley Development LLC of Westland, 
as secondary contractor for code enforcement and the home chore program, to be used in the 
event the primary contractor is unable to provide the services as needed, all at unit prices 
contained in the bid tabulation opened November 11, 2011, a copy of which shall be 
ATTACHED to the original Minutes of this meeting, with contracts expiring April 30, 2012. 
 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That the awards are CONTINGENT upon contractors’ 
submission of properly executed bid and contract documents, including insurance certificates 
and all other specified requirements. 
 
J-5 Request to Waive Recapture of Community Development Block Grant 2009 Funds 
 
Resolution #2011-11-267-J-5 
 
WHEREAS, The U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD) mandates that 
Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) balances not exceed 1.5 times the current 
program year allocation sixty (60) days prior to the end of the program year (February 28th); 
and  
 



 
 
November 15, 2011 
 
 
TO:  John Szerlag, City Manager 
  
FROM:  Susan A. Leirstein, Purchasing Director 
  Timothy Richnak, Public Works Director 
 
SUBJECT:  Standard Purchasing Resolution 1:  Award To Low Bidders- Snow Removal Services 
 Home Chore Program and Public Sidewalks 
  
Background 
On November 11, 2011, the City of Troy received bids for ITB-COT 11-24, seasonal requirements of snow 
removal services for municipal sidewalks (Proposal A), Code Enforcement tasks (Proposal B), and the Home 
Chore Program (Proposal C) with an option to renew for one (1) additional season.  224 vendors were notified 
of the solicitation through the City’s e-procurement website – www.mitn.info –Two (2) bid responses were 
received. 
 
City in-house staff previously performed the snow and ice removal service for municipal owned property 
sidewalks. These staff members will now assist in the major and local road snow and ice removal operations 
creating a need to contract for sidewalks. The Troy Home Chore Program assists qualified individuals with the 
removal of snow and ice from driveways and sidewalks. The Troy Home Chore Program exclusively uses 
Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) funds for this service. The task of the Code Enforcement 
department during snow events is to ensure the public can safely access public sidewalks. After a snow event, 
the Code Enforcement department may require the use of a contractor to clear the snow and ice from 
noncompliant property and seek reimbursement for the required services from the property owner(s).  
 

Recommendation 
City management recommends awarding the seasonal requirements of snow removal services for the City of 
Troy Home Chore Program and public sidewalks with an option to renew to the low total bidder, MVP 
Environmental, LLC of Troy as the primary contractor for all three (3) proposals, and Brantley Development 
LLC of Westland, as secondary contractor for code enforcement and the home chore program, to be used in 
the event the primary contractor is unable to provide the services as needed. The awards are contingent upon 
the recommended bidders’ submission of proper bid and contract documents, including insurance certificates, 
and all other specified requirements.  
 
Fund Availability 
Funds are budgeted and available in the Parks, Streets and Drains, Community Affairs, and Code 
Enforcement contractual service accounts. 
 
 
 
 
Prepared by: Kurt Bovensiep, Superintendent of Parks, Streets, and Drains 
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CITY OF TROY ITB-COT 11-24
Opening Date -- 11/11/2011 BID TABULATION Page 1 of 1
Date Reviewed -- 11/11/11 SNOW REMOVAL SERVICES - HOME CHORE & SIDEWALKS

sl
VENDOR NAME:

Proposal (A):  City Owned Properties - Sidewalks (Various locations within the City of Troy) 
Sidewalk - Sidewalks - Sidewalk - Sidewalks - 

Item Deicing Plowing Deicing Plowing 
1 Less than One (1) inch or Icy Conditions $               .039/LF No Bid

2 Three (3) inches to Six (6) inches $               .039/LF $             .1205/LF

3 Greater than Six (6) inches $               .039/LF $             .1656/LF

Item 
1 Price for Snow / Ice Removal 

w/terms 63.70$                

2 Price for Salting per each Service Call 
w/terms 9.80$                  

Snow Removal Salting Snow Removal Salting 
Est # Per Call Per Call Per Call Per Call

85 $18.00 $4.00 18.00$                  5.00$                  

17.64$                  4.90$                  

Proposal A: Y/N Yes No
Date November 1, 3, 6, 2011

Can Meet XX XX
Cannot Meet 

PAYMENT TERMS:  Net 15 2% 10 days

ALL OR NONE AWARD Y/N N N

EXCEPTIONS:  Blank Blank

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT: Signed Yes Yes

VENDOR QUESTIONNAIRE:  Y/N Y Y

` Legal Status Y/N Y Y
Non-Collusion Y/N Y Y
Indemnification Y/N Y Y
Sole Proprietor Y/N Y Y

ATTEST: BOLDFACE TYPE DENOTES RECOMMENDED BIDDERS
  Kurt Bovensiep
  Susan Riesterer
  Susan Leirstein

Susan Leirstein CPPO CPPB
Purchasing Director 

G:\Purchasing\Bid Tabs 11 - 12\ITB-COT 11-24 Snow Removal - Rebid.xls

$                                       65.00/Hour

$                                 10.00/Call Out

Primary Secondary

INSURANCE: 

FORMS:  

SITE VISITS:

Description 

Description Cost
$                                           25.00/Hour

$                                     12.50/Call Out

MVP Environmental LLC Brantley Development LLC

with terms

Description 

Proposal (C):  Snow Removal Services for the Home Chore Program 

Proposal (B):  Code Enforcement per Call Basis  

Snow Removal and/or Salting at Residential City of 
Troy Homes 

Cost 



 

 
October 3, 2012 
                             
 
TO:   Michael W. Culpepper, Acting City Manager 
 
 
FROM:  Susan A. Leirstein, Purchasing Director  
  Timothy L. Richnak, Public Works Director 

Kurt Bovensiep, Superintendent Parks, Streets, and Drains  
 
 
SUBJECT: Standard Purchasing Resolution 2: Bid Award- Sole Bidder - Bare Root Street Tree Planting  
 
 
Background 
 
On September 26, 2012, the City of Troy received one (1) bid from a solicitation of 79 vendors through the 
MITN bid network for Street Tree Plantings of Bare Root Trees. Marine City Nursery of Marine City, MI, was 
the only company to provide a bid through the competitive bid process resulting in Marine City Nursery as the 
sole bidder. 
 
Street Tree Fees are collected through the Building Department as part of the building permit process. These 
fees are collected to ensure the City of Troy continues its efforts to maintain a healthy urban forest through 
expanding the city’s tree canopy. The majority of these trees will be planted in the ROW abutting newly built 
homes.  
 
Recommendation 
 
City management and the Public Works Department recommend awarding a contract to provide and plant 
street trees to the sole bidder, Marine City Nursery of Marine City, Michigan for a cost not to exceed budgetary 
limitations at unit prices contained in the bid tabulation opened September 26, 2012, which is attached. 
 
Fund Availability 
 
Funds are budgeted and available in the Parks Division Major and Local Tree Planting accounts. 
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CITY OF TROY
Opening Date -- 9/26/2012 BID TABULATION ITB-COT 12-21
Date Reviewed -- 10/4/2012 STREET TREES Page 1 of 1

VENDOR NAME: ** Marine City
Nursery

CHECK #: 20458654
CHECK AMOUNT: 1,000.00$            

PROPOSAL:  To Provide and Install for the City of Troy Bare Root Street Trees in the Fall 2012,
    in accordance with the Specifications

COST FOR AN ESTIMATED 200 TREES FOR CITY OF TROY - FALL 2012 PLANTING

PRICE PER TREE INSTALLATION 120.00$               

ESTIMATED TOTAL COST FOR 200 TREES 24,000.00$          

FALL 2012
LIST OF NINE TREE TYPES Y or N Y

How many listed: Nine

CONTACT INFORMATION Hrs of Operation M-F 8am - 5 pm
24 HR Phone Number 810-560-9099

STATEMENT OF GUARANTEE Blank

PROGRESS PAYMENTS: Net 30 days

INSURANCE Can meet Yes
Cannot meet

PAYMENT TERMS Net 30 days

DELIVERY As specified

GUARANTEE

EXCEPTIONS Blank

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT:   Signed Y or N Yes

NO BIDS: ** DENOTES SOLE BIDDER
John Deere Landscapes

ATTEST: __________________________
Susan Riesterer Susan Leirstein CPPO CPPB
Kurt Bovensiep Purchasing Director
Susan Leirstein

G:ITB-COT 12-21 Street Trees
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Date:             September 26, 2012              
 
To:   Michael W. Culpepper, Interim City Manager     
  
From:  Mark F. Miller, Director of Economic and Community Development 
  Steven J. Vandette, City Engineer 
  Larysa Figol, Sr. Right-of-Way Representative 
 
Subject: Request for Acceptance of Two Permanent Easements -   
  Old Dominion Freight Line, Inc. - Sidwell #88-20-26-126-012 & 018 
 
 
Background 
 
As part of the redevelopment of two parcels located in Section 26, the Engineering Department has 
received two permanent easements for water main from Old Dominion Freight Line, Inc., owners of 
the properties having Sidwell #88-20-26-126-012 & 018. 
 
The consideration amount on each document is $1.00. The format and content of these easements is 
consistent with documents previously accepted by City Council. 
 
 
Recommendation 
 
City Management recommends that City Council accept the attached permanent easements 
consistent with our policy of accepting easements for redevelopment and improvement purposes. 
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Date:             August 31, 2012              
 
To:   Michael W. Culpepper, Interim City Manager     
  
From:  Mark F. Miller, Director of Economic and Community Development 
  Steven J. Vandette, City Engineer 
  Larysa Figol, Sr. Right-of-Way Representative 
 
Subject: Request for Acceptance of a Warranty Deed – Hidden Forest Site Condominium 
  - Sidwell #88-20-22-101-030 
 
 
Background 
 
 
As part of the development of Hidden Forest Site Condominium in Section 22, the Engineering 
Department has a warranty deed for detention purposes from Hidden Development, LLC, owner of 
the property having Sidwell #88-20-22-101-030. 
 
The consideration amount on this document is $1.00. The format and content of this warranty 
deed is consistent with documents previously accepted by City Council. 
 
 
Recommendation 
 
City Management recommends that City Council accept the attached warranty deed consistent 
with our policy of accepting deeds and easements for development and improvement purposes. 
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Date:    September 24, 2012 
 
To:   Michael W. Culpepper, Interim City Manager 
 
From  Mark F. Miller, Director of Economic & Community Development 
  Steven J. Vandette, City Engineer 
  William J. Huotari, Deputy City Engineer/Traffic Engineer 
 
Subject: Traffic Committee Recommendations and Minutes – September 19, 2012 
 
 
At the Traffic Committee meeting of September 19, 2012, the following recommendations were made 
for City Council approval: 
 
3.  Request for Traffic Control – Columbia at Rhode Island 

Recommend that the intersection control at Columbia and Rhode Island be modified from “no 
traffic control” to a YIELD sign on the Rhode Island northbound approach to the intersection.  
 

4.  Request to Revise No Stopping, Standing, Parking Zone Hours – Barnard Elementary 
Recommend that the No Stopping, Standing, Parking signs on Anvil and Forge, near Barnard 
Elementary, be revised to prohibit stopping, standing, parking between the hours of 7:30 a.m. to 
8:30 a.m. and 3:30 p.m. to 4:30 p.m. SCHOOL DAYS ONLY. 

 
5.  Request to Revise No Stopping, Standing, Parking Zone Hours – Hill Elementary 

Recommend that the No Stopping, Standing, Parking signs on Quincy and Mill Pond, near Hill 
Elementary, be revised to prohibit stopping, standing, parking between the hours of 8:00 a.m. to 
9:00 a.m. and 3:00 p.m. to 4:00 p.m. SCHOOL DAYS ONLY. 
 

6.  Establish Fire Lanes at 550 Oliver 
Recommend establishing fire lanes at 550 Oliver. 
 

7.  Establish Fire Lanes at 2873 – 2897 W. Maple 
Recommend establishing fire lanes at 2873 – 2897 W. Maple. 

 
8.  Request for No Parking Zone – Kenyon at Jamaica 

Recommend that a NO PARKING zone be established between Kenyon and the start of the cul-
de-sac to the east. 
 

Staff concurs with the Traffic Committee recommendations as resolved. 
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A regular meeting of the Troy Traffic Committee was held Wednesday, September 19, 2012 in 
the Lower Level Conference Room at Troy City Hall.  Pete Ziegenfelder called the meeting to 
order at 7:30 p.m. 
 
1. Roll Call 
 
PRESENT:  Sarah Binkowski 
    Ted Halsey 
    Richard Kilmer 
    Al Petrulis  
    Pete Ziegenfelder 
 
ABSENT:  David Ogg 
    Stevan Popovic 
         
Also present: Gerald Scheich, 660 Kenyon 
    Sgt. Mike Szuminski, Troy Police Dept. 
    Lt. Eric Caloia, Fire Department 
    Bill Huotari, Deputy City Engineer/Traffic Engineer 
     
2. Minutes – May 16, 2012 
 
RESOLUTION # 2012-09-15 
  
Moved by Kilmer 
Seconded by Binkowski 
 
To approve the May 16, 2012 minutes as printed. 
 
YES:   All-5 
NO:   None 
ABSENT: 2 (Ogg, Popovic) 
MOTION CARRIED 

 
REGULAR BUSINESS 
 
3.  Request for Traffic Control – Columbia at Rhode Island 
 
Art Morante of 2289 Columbia requested that the intersection of Columbia and Rhode Island 
be reviewed for the purpose of installing traffic control on Rhode Island.  Mr. Morante states 
that lack of traffic control at the intersection creates a hazardous situation. 
 
There have been no crashes recorded in the past three (3) years at the intersection. 
 
The major site distance obstructions are the houses in the southern quadrants of the 
intersection.  The homes come into play when determining the safe approach speeds for the 
intersection.  The safe approach speed was found to be greater than 10 mph on Rhode Island, 
so a Yield sign is the minimum recommended treatment for the intersection.     
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Daniel and Suzanne Piziali of 3237 Rhode Island submitted an email opposing the installation 
of a traffic control sign. 
 
Michael and Valerie Schaefer of 2277 Columbia Drive submitted and email in favor of installing 
a Stop sign on Rhode Island. 
 
No members of the public spoke on this item at the meeting. 
 
General discussion among the Traffic Committee members ensued. 
 
RESOLUTION # 2012-09-16 
 
Moved by Binkowski 
Seconded by Halsey 
 
RESOLVED, that the Traffic Committee recommends that the intersection control at Columbia 
and Rhode Island be modified from “no traffic control” to a YIELD sign on the Rhode Island 
northbound approach to the intersection. 
 
YES:   4 (Binkowski, Halsey, Petrulis, Ziegenfelder) 
NO:   1 (Kilmer) 
ABSENT: 2 (Ogg, Popovic) 
MOTION CARRIED 
 
4.  Request to Revise No Stopping, Standing, Parking Zone Hours – Barnard Elementary 
 
Troy Police Department requested that the times listed on the No Stopping, Standing, Parking 
signs on Anvil and Forge, near Barnard Elementary, be revised to reflect the new school day 
hours at the school.   
 
The Troy School district has revised start and end times at several schools and as such, some 
signs are no longer consistent with the new school times.  The revised school day times are to 
be held for the next five years per discussions with school administrators. 
 
A temporary Traffic Control Order was issued on August 15, 2012 to revise the times, but must 
be replaced with a permanent Traffic Control Order within 90 days or it becomes invalid. 
 
No members of the public spoke on this item at the meeting. 
 
General discussion among the Traffic Committee members ensued. 
 
RESOLUTION # 2012-09-17 
 
Moved by Kilmer 
Seconded by Binkowski 
 
RESOLVED, that the Traffic Committee recommends that the No Stopping, Standing, Parking 
signs on Anvil and Forge, near Barnard Elementary, be revised to prohibit stopping, standing, 
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parking between the hours of 7:30 a.m. to 8:30 a.m. and 3:30 p.m. to 4:30 p.m. SCHOOL 
DAYS ONLY.     
 
YES:   All-5  
NO:   None 
ABSENT: 2 (Ogg, Popovic) 
MOTION CARRIED 
 
5.  Request to Revise No Stopping, Standing, Parking Zone Hours – Hill Elementary 
 
Kerry Schmitt of 2816 Quincy requested that the times listed on the No Stopping, Standing, 
Parking signs on Quincy and Mill Pond, near Barnard Elementary, be revised to reflect the new 
school day hours at the school.   
 
The Troy School district has revised start and end times at several schools and as such, some 
signs are no longer consistent with the new school times.  The revised school day times are to 
be held for the next five years per discussions with school administrators. 
 
A temporary Traffic Control Order was issued on September 5, 2012 to revise the times, but 
must be replaced with a permanent Traffic Control Order within 90 days or it becomes invalid. 
 
No members of the public spoke on this item at the meeting. 
 
General discussion among the Traffic Committee members ensued. 
 
RESOLUTION # 2012-09-18 
 
Moved by Halsey 
Seconded by Kilmer 
 
RESOLVED, that the Traffic Committee recommends that the No Stopping, Standing, Parking 
signs on Quincy and Mill Pond, near Hill Elementary, be revised to prohibit stopping, standing, 
parking between the hours of 8:00 a.m. to 9:00 a.m. and 3:00 p.m. to 4:00 p.m. SCHOOL 
DAYS ONLY.     
 
YES:   All-5  
NO:   None 
ABSENT: 2 (Ogg, Popovic) 
MOTION CARRIED 
 
6.  Establish Fire Lanes at 550 Oliver 
 
Section 8.28, Chapter 106, Troy City Code, provides for the establishment of fire lanes on 
private property.  The Fire Department recommends that the fire lanes shown on the attached 
sketch be provided to allow proper deployment of and travel by emergency vehicles (fire, 
police, medical). 
 
The property owner of 550 Oliver was notified by Troy Fire Department that the installation and 
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maintenance of the fire lane signs is the obligation of the property owner.  Fire lane placement 
guidance is provided to the property owner and is coordinated through the Fire Department. 
 
No members of the public spoke on this item at the meeting. 
 
General discussion among the Traffic Committee members ensued. 
 
RESOLUTION # 2012-09-19 
 
Moved by Halsey 
Seconded by Petrulis 
 
RESOLVED, that the Traffic Committee recommends establishing fire lanes at 550 Oliver.     
 
YES:   All-5 
NO:   None 
ABSENT: 2 (Ogg, Popovic) 
MOTION CARRIED 
 
7.  Establish Fire Lanes at 2873 – 2897 W. Maple 
 
Section 8.28, Chapter 106, Troy City Code, provides for the establishment of fire lanes on 
private property.  The Fire Department recommends that the fire lanes shown on the attached 
sketch be provided to allow proper deployment of and travel by emergency vehicles (fire, 
police, medical). 
 
The property owner of 2873 - 2897 Oliver was notified by Troy Fire Department that the 
installation and maintenance of the fire lane signs is the obligation of the property owner.  Fire 
lane placement guidance is provided to the property owner and is coordinated through the Fire 
Department. 
 
No members of the public spoke on this item at the meeting. 
 
General discussion among the Traffic Committee members ensued. 
 
RESOLUTION # 2012-09-20 
 
Moved by Kilmer 
Seconded by Binkowski 
 
RESOLVED, that the Traffic Committee recommends establishing fire lanes at 2873 – 2897 W. 
Maple. 
 
YES:   All-5  
NO:   None 
ABSENT: 2 (Ogg, Popovic) 
MOTION CARRIED 
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8.  Request for No Parking Zone – Kenyon at Jamaica 
 
Gerald Scheich of 660 Kenyon requested that a No Parking zone be established on Kenyon, 
between the intersection with Jamaica and the cul-de-sac to the east.  Mr. Scheich states that 
vehicles parking on the south side of Kenyon create a hazardous situation.  
 
Vehicles parking on the south side of Kenyon, just east of the intersection cause motorists to 
drive around the parked vehicle to the north side of the road.  Exacerbating the issue is that the 
existing no parking zone on Kenyon north is on the east side of the road.  This creates a 
potential situation where a northbound Kenyon driver meets up with a southbound Kenyon 
driver at the cul-de-sac both on the same side of the road.   
 
It is approximately forty (40) feet from the sidewalk on Kenyon to the start of the cul-de-sac to 
the east.  Establishing this area as a No Parking Zone would provide for better sight distance, 
more reasonable turning areas around the corner from both northbound and southbound 
directions and allow for drivers to navigate the corner without forcing them into a potential 
head-on with drivers in the opposite direction.   
 
Mr. Scheich was present at the meeting and discussed his concerns when vehicles are parked 
in this area.   
 
Tim and Denise Schwab of 600 Kenyon submitted an email supporting the installation of no 
parking signs at this location. 
 
General discussion among the Traffic Committee members ensued. 
 
RESOLUTION # 2012-09-21 
 
Moved by Kilmer 
Seconded by Binkowski 
 
RESOLVED, that the Traffic Committee recommends that a NO PARKING zone be 
established between Kenyon and the start of the cul-de-sac to the east. 
 
YES:   All-5  
NO:   None 
ABSENT: 2 (Ogg, Popovic) 
MOTION CARRIED 
 
9. Public Comment 
 
There was no additional public comment. 
 
10. Other Business 
 
Mr. Halsey reports that there is a manhole sinking at the northwest corner of Livernois and 
Maple (curb lane as you travel westbound on Maple).  Traffic Engineering will refer the item to 
the Road Commission for Oakland County (RCOC) Maintenance Division for review. 
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Mr. Halsey requested that Troy Police Department review the use of students for traffic safety 
at Wattles Elementary. 
 
Mr. Kilmer requested that Troy Police Department review the arrival period at Morse 
Elementary. 
 
Mr. Ziegenfelder reports that the No Turn on Red signs on southbound Stephenson are not 
visible at night.  Traffic Engineering will refer the item to the Department of Public Works for 
investigation. 
 
11. Adjourn 
 
The meeting adjourned at 8:25 p.m.  
 
                                          ___        
Pete Ziegenfelder, Chairperson    Bill Huotari, Recording Secretary 
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CCIITTYY  CCOOUUNNCCIILL  AAGGEENNDDAA  IITTEEMM  
 

 
October 1, 2012               
 
 
To:   Michael W. Culpepper, Acting City Manager     
  
From:  Mark F. Miller, Director of Economic and Community Development  
  Steven J. Vandette, City Engineer 
 
Subject: Private Agreement – Oak Forest Site Condominiums Phase I 
  Project No. 04.943.3 
 
 
Background 
 
Preliminary site plan approval for Oak Forest Site Condominiums was given by the Planning 
Commission on March 8, 2005.  City Council approved the preliminary site plan on April 18, 2005. 
Since that time three extensions have been given; the last one was on January 25, 2010 (see 
attached timeline).  The following conditions were required by City Council before approval of the 
Private Agreement: 
 

A. All areas noted as mitigation areas on the attached plan shall be included as MDEQ 
regulated conservation easements, and shall be reflected on the final site 
condominium plan; and  

B. A public meeting will be held with Engineering and surrounding residents to review the 
final engineering plans before final site condominium plan is submitted to City Council; 
and 

C. MDEQ approval will be obtained with all necessary assessment and permit documents 
prior to the final site condominium plan submitted to City Council; and  

D. The Oakland County Water Resources Commissioner shall approve the site 
condominium plan prior to the final site condominium plan submittal to City Council.  

 
All of the above conditions have been met, the Engineering Department has reviewed the plans for 
this project and approval is recommended.  The plans include sanitary sewer, storm sewer, detention, 
water main, paving, sidewalks, wetland mitigation, landscaping, and soil erosion. The Owner has 
provided Bank Letter of Credit and 10% cash for escrow and fees in the amount of the estimated cost 
of public improvements, as required. 
 
Recommendation 
 
Approval is recommended 
 
 
cc: M. Aileen Bittner, City Clerk (Original Agreement) 
 Keith Francis, Interim Controller 
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CCIITTYY  CCOOUUNNCCIILL  AAGGEENNDDAA  IITTEEMM  
 

 
Date:              October 01, 2012               
 
 
To:   Michael Culpepper, Acting City Manager     
  
From:  Gary Mayer, Chief of Police  
  Keith A. Frye, Captain 
 
Subject: Interlocal Agreement for the Major Case Assistance Team 
 
 
Background 
 
The Major Case Assistance Team (MCAT) was formed in 2009 as a collaborative initiative aimed at 
resolving complex criminal cases through the provision of additional trained personnel and equipment 
to member agencies involved in major criminal investigations.   Participating agencies are the Auburn 
Hills Police Department, the Birmingham Police Department, the Bloomfield Township Police 
Department, the Clawson Police Department, and the Troy Police Department.  The Interlocal 
Agreement contained provisions for additional agencies through a majority vote of the representatives 
of the participating agencies.     
 
On January 19, 2011, the Board of Directors approved a request for a cooperative partnership with 
the Oakland County Sheriff’s Office – Rochester Hills substation.  Because the Oakland County 
Sheriff’s Office already had countywide jurisdiction, no action was required by City Council.  
 
On March 15, 2012, the Board of Directors approved a request from the Rochester Police 
Department to be accepted as a participating agency.  The addition of the Rochester Police 
Department requires the adoption of a new Interlocal Agreement.  This new Interlocal Agreement will 
contain provisions that will allow for the addition of participating law enforcement agencies through 
the approval of the MCAT Board of Directors. 
 
An amended Interlocal Agreement will provide investigators of the participating agencies with the 
powers and authority of police officers of the requesting agency while working in concert with the 
Chief of Police of a requesting agency. 
 
A resolution by the City Council exercising approval of the amended Interlocal Agreement between 
the City of Troy and Oakland County is required. 
 
Recommendation 
 
The Police Department recommends approval of the amended Interlocal Agreement between the City 
of Troy and Oakland County. 
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CCIITTYY  CCOOUUNNCCIILL  AAGGEENNDDAA  IITTEEMM  
 

 
Financial Considerations: 
 
There is no anticipated negative financial impact on the city.  By combining resources to resolve 
complex criminal cases, it is anticipated that any overtime costs typically associated with those types 
of investigations will be minimized.   
 
Legal Considerations: 
 
Approved as to Form and Legality: __________________________     ___________ 
         Lori Grigg Bluhm, City Attorney  Date 
 
Policy Considerations: 
 
Enhance the livability and safety of the community. 
 
 
 
KAF/kaf\AGENDA ITEMS\10.08.12 – H:\Investigations\MCAT 
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INTERLOCAL AGREEMENT 
FOR THE MAJOR CASE ASSISTANCE TEAM 

 

 

 

    THIS INTERLOCAL AGREEMENT entered into by and between the City of Clawson, the 
City of Troy, the City of Birmingham, the City of Auburn Hills, City of Rochester, and the Charter 
Township of Bloomfield, all  located in the County of Oakland, State of Michigan, which 
collectively shall be referred to as the Major Case Assistance Team (“Team”). 
 

RECITALS 
 Article VII, Section 28 of the Michigan Constitution of 1963 provides, in part, that two or 
more counties, townships, cities, villages, or districts, or any combination thereof, may, among 
other things, enter into contractual undertakings or agreements with one another for the joint 
administration of any of the functions or powers which each would have the power to perform 
separately; and, 
 The Urban Cooperation Act of 1967, MCLA §124.501 et seq.; MSA §5.4088 et seq. 
provides that a public agency (defined to mean a political subdivision of this state including, but 
not limited to, a county, city, village, township, or charter township) may exercise jointly with 
any other public agency of the state any power, privilege or authority which such agencies 
share in common and which each might exercise separately; and, 
 Each local governmental unit has decided that it is in the best interests of such local 
governmental unit to become a Member of the Team to exercise such additional powers, 
functions, duties, and responsibilities granted to the Team and imposed upon it by this 
Agreement; and, 
 The Members endeavor to realize and benefit from each Member’s accumulated 
expertise and recognize substantial savings in time, effort, and expenses to each individual 
Member by being a Member of the Team; and, 
 
 In consideration of the foregoing, the parties agree to the Interlocal Agreement as set 
forth below. 
 

SECTION 1:  Purpose of Agreement 
A. This Agreement is made in recognition of the fact that local law enforcement 

capabilities are enhanced by having access to regionalized facilities, programs and the 
assistance of other departments. It is the purpose of this Agreement to provide the 
means whereby enhanced access to facilities, programs, training and assistance is 
provided through the Intergovernmental cooperation of the Participating Agencies. 

    
B. It is the intent of this organization that each member shall bear its own costs and risk of 

liability associated with personnel, training, and equipment when providing assistance 
to another member.  When entering into membership, it is impossible to predict the 
frequency or intensity of a particular member’s mutual aid requirements.  Therefore, 
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some members may ultimately receive a greater measure of actual benefit than other 
members.  The purpose of entering into such an Intergovernmental Agreement is to 
gain access to mutual aid when required.  A consideration for the access is the known 
risk that the ultimate cost and benefit may not be evenly distributed among members. 

 
 

SECTION 2:  Definitions 
 For purposes of this Agreement, the following terms shall be defined as set forth in this 
section, as follows: 
 
A. Participating Agency.  Any one or more agencies that have duly adopted a resolution 

authorizing the execution of this Agreement. 
  
B. Agreement.  This Intergovernmental Major Case Assistance Team Agreement. 

 

C. Police Assistance.  Assistance provided by any Participating Agency to any other 
Participating Agency, which shall include, but not be limited to, the assignment of sworn 
and/or civilian personnel and the use of equipment for such assistance as back-up on 
traffic stops, investigations, establishment of regionalized operations or administrative 
programs, and major crime task forces, all as more fully defined in the Operations 
Manual developed pursuant to this Agreement and incorporated herein by reference. 
 

D. Requesting Agency.  A participating agency that requests police assistance pursuant to 
this Agreement. 
 

E. Aiding Agency.   A participating agency that provides police assistance pursuant to this 
Agreement. 
 

F. Chief of Police.  The highest ranking law enforcement officer of a participating agency or 
his or her designee. 
 

G. City Manager, Township Supervisor.   The chief administrative officer or designee of that 
officer for each member municipality. 
 

H. Petitioning Agency.  An Oakland County governmental unit that has petitioned for 
membership in MCAT pursuant to Section 4. 
 

SECTION 3:  Rights of Participating Agency 
 

 The rights of each Participating Agency shall be as set forth in this Section and shall be 
exercised by and through the actions of the Chief of Police, or his or her designee, of each 
respective participating agency. 
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A. Any Participating Agency may request police assistance from any one or more 

Participating Agency when, in the judgment of the Chief of Police of the requesting 
agency, such assistance is necessary. The request shall be made to the MCAT 
Coordinator.   

  
B. Any Participating Agency may render aid to any one or more Participating Agencies to 

the extent available personnel and equipment are not required for the adequate 
protection of the Aiding Agency.  In making that determination, the Chief of Police of 
the Aiding Agency may consider the reasonableness or urgency of the request and the 
amount of personnel, equipment and time commitment available to the requesting 
agency, and that determination shall be final. 
 

C. The Chief of Police of the Requesting Agency shall, through the MCAT Coordinator, 
direct the actions of any sworn or civilian personnel of any Aiding Agency providing 
police assistance pursuant to this Agreement. 
 

D. Nothing in this Agreement shall prevent any Participating Agency from cooperating with 
any other agency, regardless of whether it is a Participating Agency. Nor shall anything 
in this Agreement prevent any Participating Agency from acting jointly or in cooperation 
with any other local, state or federal unit of government or agency thereof, to the fullest 
extent permitted by law. 
 

SECTION 4:  New Members 
 

A.  The MCAT Board of Directors shall have the power to determine if a non-Participating 
Agency police department should be allowed to join MCAT as a Participating Agency but 
only if that police department is a governmental unit of Oakland County, Michigan and 
has petitioned the MCAT Board of Directors for membership. The MCAT Board of 
Directors may approve membership for the Petitioning Agency conditioned upon the 
governmental unit obtaining a certified resolution of its legislative body which approves 
this Agreement and authorizes the appropriate signatory to execute the Binder 
Agreement attached hereto and incorporated herein as Exhibit A. Execution of that 
Binder Agreement results in the acceptance of all terms and conditions set out in this 
Agreement. The certified resolution and an executed copy of the Binder Agreement 
shall be presented to the MCAT Board of Directors for vote to determine if the Board of 
Directors authorizes the Coordinator and/or Assistant Coordinator to execute the Binder 
Agreement on behalf of MCAT. If the Petitioning Agency has been conditionally 
approved for membership but the MCAT Board of Directors is not given a certified 
resolution and an executed copy of the Binder Agreement within six (6) months after 
the date of conditional approval, the conditional approval becomes null and void and a 
Petitioning Agency must file a new request for membership. A two-third (2/3) vote of 
the total number of Participating Agencies is required to authorize the execution of the 
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Binder Agreement and accept the Petitioning Agency as a member of MCAT.  
Membership will become effective after execution of the Binder Agreement by the 
authorized representatives of the Petitioning Agency and MCAT. 
 

 

SECTION 5:  Authority of Sworn Police Personnel 

 

 Any sworn police officers providing police assistance to a requesting agency under this 

Agreement shall have all of the powers of police officers of the requesting agency, including 

the power of arrest, and are subject to the direction of the MCAT Coordinator working in 

concert with the Chief of Police of a requesting agency.   

 

 

SECTION 6:   Compensation Between Participating Agencies;  

             Length of Engagement for Investigation 

 

A. Except as hereinafter provided, the assistance provided by any Aiding Agency under this 
Agreement shall be rendered without charge to the Requesting Agency or any other 
Participating Agency. 

  

B. The length of any particular activation of MCAT shall be as set forth in the Operations 
Manual.  If any agency desires to retain the services of another agency’s employee 
beyond the time limits set forth in the Operations Manual, they may do so only with the 
consent of the Aiding Agency.  Under such circumstances, the agencies shall determine 
between themselves the amounts of compensation to be paid to the Aiding Agency. 
 

 

SECTION 7:  Responsibilities  and Liability of Participating Agencies 

 

A. Each Participating Agency shall assume the responsibility for the actions of its sworn or 
civilian personnel acting pursuant to this Agreement both as to liability and as to the 
payment of benefits to such sworn or civilian personnel all to the same extent as such 
personnel are insured, indemnified and otherwise protected when acting within the 
Participating Agencies’ respective corporate limits. 

  

B. Each Participating Agency shall be responsible for the payment of all benefits to all of its 
sworn and civilian personnel acting pursuant to this Agreement, including, but not 
limited to the payment of wages, salaries, disability payments, pension benefits, 
workers’ compensation claims, and claims for damage to or destruction of equipment 
and clothing, and claims for medical expenses. 
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C. Each Participating Agency agrees to be responsible for the negligent or wrongful acts or 
omissions of their respective employees.  Nothing in this Agreement shall be construed 
as creating an obligation to indemnify or defend any other party or parties for any claim, 
damage or liability arising out of or stemming from an act or action of a party.   
 

SECTION 8: Participating Agency’s Insurance 
 

A. Insurance. Within ten (10) days from the execution of this Agreement, each 
Participating Agency shall provide a Certificates of Insurance, acceptable to the other 

          Participating Agencies demonstrating that general liability coverage is available for any                  
and all claims for personal injury or property damage which are or might be caused by                   
an employee of a Participating Agency under this Agreement. Each Participating Agency                  
agrees to keep said insurance coverage in full force and effect for the term of this                   
Agreement or any renewals thereof. Each Participating Agency shall submit to the other  

            Participating Agencies, prior to the expiration of any insurance coverage, the new 
Certificate(s) of Insurance acceptable to the other Participating Agencies.  

 
Any Participating Agency may request a copy of said insurance certificate at any time             
during this Agreement.  Failure to produce a certificate of insurance within twenty (20)            
days of a request by a Participating Agency shall allow the requesting Participating  
Agency to petition the MCAT Board of Directors to terminate the Agreement as to that 
specific Participating Agency.  

    
A lapse in the insurance coverage required under the Agreement shall be considered a 
material breach of this Agreement and the Agreement shall become null and void 
automatically as to that Participating Agency only at any time such a lapse in coverage 
exists.  

 
The Participating Agencies agree that they shall promptly deliver to the other 
Participating Agencies written notice and copies of any claims, complaints, charges, or       
any other accusations or allegations of negligence or other wrongdoing, whether civil or       
criminal in nature that the other Participating Agencies becomes aware of and which       
involves any program or activity under this Agreement. Unless otherwise provided by       
law and/or the Michigan Court Rules, the Participating Agencies agree to cooperate with      
one another in any investigation conducted by any other Participating Agency regarding      
any acts or performances of any services under this Agreement.  

 
 

SECTION 9: Membership Fees, Compensation and Funding 

A. Membership Fee. There shall be no fee to any Participating Agency to participate in this 
Agreement unless fees are adopted by the MCAT Board of Directors under the terms set 
out in the MCAT Operation’s Manual. 
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B. Compensation.  No member of the MCAT Board of Directors, including its elected or 
appointed officers, shall receive compensation from MCAT for the performance of their 
duties.  A Participating Agency may be reimbursed for costs that another Participating 
Agency has incurred for MCAT business meetings or other expenses, if such costs and/or 
expenses are approved by the MCAT Board of Directors. 
 

C. Funding. MCAT is authorized under this Agreement to pursue grant funding for MCAT 
for programs, equipment, gear and non-member training personnel. No Participating 
Agency match shall be authorized, except upon approval of the MCAT Board of 
Directors. The Treasurer of MCAT shall be custodian and sole depositor of the funds of 
MCAT and shall only disburse funds as authorized by the MCAT Board of Directors. If 
MCAT is successful in obtaining grant funding and if the grant so allows, the Board of 
Directors may approve, by a majority vote, reimbursement of costs incurred by any 
specific Participating Agency for training and equipment utilized exclusively by or for 
MCAT. Any equipment, gear or other property purchased by grant or otherwise by 
MCAT shall remain the property of MCAT. 
 

D. Assets Upon Termination. Upon termination of this Agreement, any expenses or 
outstanding liability shall be paid first through any remaining assets of the consortium 
known as MCAT and thereafter, any remaining assets shall be distributed to the 
Participating Agencies on an equitable basis as determined by the MCAT Board of 
Directors.  
 
 

 

SECTION 10:  Board of Directors; Operations Manual 

 

A. The Chief of Police of each participating agency, or his or her designee, shall constitute 
the Board of Directors of the Major Case Assistance Team. 

  

B. The MCAT Board of Directors shall establish an Operations Manual for implementing 
this Agreement.  The Operations Manual shall include, but not be limited to, procedures 
for requesting, rendering and receiving aid.  The Operations Manual shall be reviewed, 
updated and evaluated by the Board of Directors at regular intervals.   
 

C. The Operations Manual shall provide for the duties and responsibilities of the MCAT 
Board of Directors and establish procedures for selecting Coordinators, Assistant 
Coordinators, and other personnel and establish the duties and responsibilities of 
established personnel.  If MCAT receives membership fees, funding or grant monies, the 
Board of Directors will establish a procedure in the Operations Manual for selecting a 
Treasurer and set out the duties and responsibilities of the Treasurer. 
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SECTION 11: Removal of Participating Agency; Termination of Agreement 
 
A. A Participating Agency may be removed for just cause upon a two-thirds (2/3) vote 

of the total number of Participating Agencies. 
 

B. This Agreement shall continue until terminated as follows: 
 

1. There is only one remaining Participating Agency; or 
2. A unanimous vote of termination by all of the Participating Agencies. 

 

 

SECTION 12:  General Provisions 

 

 
A. Binding Effect. This Agreement shall remain in full force and effect and shall bind the 

Participating Agency executing the Agreement and said governing body of the 
Participating Agency adopting a resolution giving its approval to this Agreement.  
Certified copies of such resolution shall be filed with the other appropriate office of all 
other participating agencies within thirty (30) days of its passage. 
 

  

B. Amendment of Agreement. This Agreement may be amended from time to time in 
writing and approved by resolution of the appropriate governing body of three quarters 
of the participating agencies.  The effective date of any amendment shall be the date as 
of which the last of the necessary agencies has approved the amendment. 
 

 

C. No Employer-Employee Relationship. Nothing in this Agreement shall be construed as 
creating an employer-employee relationship between any party (including any of its 
agents) and any other party (including any of its agents). 
 

D. No Discrimination. The parties shall not discriminate against their employees, agents, 
applicants for employment or other person or entities with respect to hire, tenure, 
terms, conditions and privileges of employment or any matter directly or indirectly 
related to employment in violation of any federal, state or local law. 
 

E. Continuing Obligation. The Participating Agencies agree that all promises, waivers of 
liability, representations, insurance coverage obligations, liabilities, payment obligations 
and/or any other related obligations provided for in this Agreement with regard to any 
acts, occurrences, events, transactions, or claims, either occurring or having their basis 
in any events or transaction that occurred before termination of this Agreement, shall 
survive the termination. 
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F. No Waiver of Governmental Immunity. All of the privileges and immunities from   

liability, and exemptions from laws, ordinances and rules which apply to the activities of 
parties, officers, agencies, and employees of any governmental agency when performing 
its functions, shall apply to the same degree and extent to the performance of such 
functions and duties under the provisions of this Agreement. No provision of this 
Agreement is intended, nor shall any provision of this Agreement be construed, as a 
waiver by any Participating Agency of governmental immunity as provided under law. 
 

G. Governing Law. This Agreement is made and entered into in the State of  Michigan and 
shall in all respects be interpreted, enforced and governed under the laws of the State 
of Michigan. Except as otherwise required by law or court rule, any action   brought to 
enforce, interpret or decide any claim arising under this Agreement shall be brought in 
the 6th Judicial Circuit Court of the State of Michigan (Oakland County Circuit Court) or 
the United States District Court for the Eastern District of Michigan, Southern Division as 
dictated by the applicable jurisdiction of the court.  Except as otherwise required by law 

or court rule, venue is proper in the courts set forth above. 
 

H. Counterpart Signatures. This Agreement may be executed in several counterparts each 
of which shall be an original and all of which shall constitute but one and the same 
instrument. 
 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF,  this Agreement has been duly executed this _________ day of 

_____________ 2012. 

 

 

CITY OF AUBURN HILLS 
 

By:      

Its:       

CITY OF CLAWSON 
 

By:      

Its:      
 

 

 

             

Auburn Hills Police    Clawson Police 
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CITY OF BIRMINGHAM 
 

By:        

Its:        

CITY OF TROY 
 

By:      

Its:      
 

 

             

Birmingham Police    Troy Police 

 

 

TOWNSHIP OF BLOOMFIELD   CITY OF ROCHESTER  

 

By:       By:       

Its:       Its:       

 

 

            

Bloomfield Township Police   Rochester Police 

 

 

 

            

Major Case Assistance Team    Major Case Assistance Team 

Coordinator     Assistant Coordinator 
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Exhibit A 

 
 
       

 
BINDER AGREEMENT FOR INTERLOCAL AGREEMENT FOR THE  

MAJOR CASE ASSISTANCE TEAM 
 

 
  
 
This Agreement between the Major Case Assistance Team (“MCAT”) 
and_______________________________, hereinafter “Petitioning Agency”, whose 
address is:_________________________________________________ dated, this 
____ day of ____________ 20___, is hereby entered into as follows: 
  
 
 

RECITALS  
 
 

 WHEREAS, there currently exist an Interlocal Agreement For The Major Case 
Assistance Team (“MCAT”) which was entered into by a number of governmental 
entities(“Participating Agencies”)  in Oakland County, Michigan. That Agreement is 
authorized under the Urban Cooperation Act of 1967 and is attached hereto as  
Exhibit  1; 
  
 WHEREAS, the Michigan Constitution of 1963, Article 7, § 28, and the Urban 
Cooperation Act of 1967, Act No. 7 of the Public Acts of 1967, Ex. Sess., being MCL 
124.501, et. seq. (the “Act”), permit governmental units to exercise jointly with other 
governmental units any power, privilege or authority which such governmental units 
share in common which each might exercise separately; and   
 
 WHEREAS, for a Petitioning Agency consisting of an Oakland County 
governmental entity to become a Participating Agency of MCAT it is necessary to enter 
into an Agreement accepting all terms and conditions set out in the existing Interlocal 
Agreement For The Major Case Assistance Team; and 
 

 WHEREAS, pursuant to a resolution of the Petitioning Agency’s legislative body, 
giving the signatories on this Agreement the authority to bind the Petitioning Agency to 
the terms and conditions set out in the Interlocal Agreement For The Major Case 
Assistance Team as though the Petitioning Agency had signed the original Agreement; 
and  
  
 NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual covenants, undertakings, 
understandings and agreements set forth above and in this Agreement, the Petitioning 
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Agency agrees to the following terms, conditions, representations, consideration and 
acknowledgements and mutually agree as follows: 
 
 

1.Certified Resolution and Execution of Binder Agreement. Prior to the execution of 
this Binder Agreement,  Petitioning  Agency has petitioned the MCAT Board of 
Directors for membership. The MCAT Board of Directors has approved Petitioning 
Agency for membership conditioned on the Petitioning Agency obtaining a certified 
resolution of the  Petitioning Agency’s City Council or legislative body approving this 
Binder Agreement and authorizing the appropriate signatories to execute this Binder 
Agreement. Petitioning Agency agrees to submit the certified resolution and an 
executed copy of this Binder Agreement to the MCAT Board of Directors within a 
timely manner after approval of the resolution and execution of the Binder 
Agreement.   
 
2.Agreement to be Bound by Terms and Conditions in Existing Interlocal Agreement 
For The Major Case Assistance Team.  Petitioning Agency acknowledges that it has 
been given a copy of the existing Interlocal Agreement For The Major Case 
Assistance Team establishing MCAT(Exhibit 1) and that is has read and agrees to 
be bound by each and every terms and conditions contained therein including the 
Agreement attached hereto and made a part hereof. 
 
 
3. MCAT Board of Directors approval. Upon receipt of the certified resolution and the 
executed Binder Agreement, the MCAT Board of Directors shall place the item on 
the agenda for a vote of the MCAT Board of Directors.  A resolution to approve 
membership for the Petitioning Agency shall require a two-third (2/3) vote of the total 
number of Participating Agencies.  The MCAT resolution for approval shall state that 
the Petitioning Agency has provided a certified resolution and an executed copy of 
the Binder Agreement; is approved for membership in MCAT and the Coordinator 
and/or Assistant Coordinator have the authority to execute the Binder Agreement on 
behalf of MCAT.  

 
4. Membership on Board of Directors. After passage of a resolution approving the 
Petitioning Agency for membership in MCAT and the execution of the Binder 
Agreement by MCAT, the Chief of Police or his/her designed of the Petitioning 
Agency as a Member of MCAT shall hold one (1) seat on the MCAT Board of 
Directors and shall one (1) vote on any motion of the MCAT Board of Directors. 

 
     5. Counterpart Signatures. This Agreement may be signed in counterpart.  The  
      counterpart taken together shall constitute one (1) agreement. 
 
  

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, this Agreement is executed by the Petitioning Agency. 
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WITNESSES:   
       CITY OF___________________, 
       PETITIONING AGENCY 
 
             
        

By:________________________ 
   
__________________________   ___________________________ 
        

By:________________________  
          

       Dated:______________________   
 
 
 
       MAJOR CASE ASSISTANCE TEAM 
 
____________________________  ___________________________ 
        

By:________________________ 
       Its:  
 
___________________________  ___________________________ 
        

By:________________________ 
       Its:  
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October 3, 2012 
 
 
TO:    Michael W. Culpepper, Acting City Manager   
 
FROM:   Thomas Darling, Director of Financial Services 
   Susan A. Leirstein, Purchasing Director 
 
SUBJECT:  Contract Extension – Uniform Rental Services 
    
Background  
 
On November 24, 2008, Troy City Council awarded a two-year contract to provide uniform rental services for 
various City of Troy union employees with a two-year option to renew to Unifirst Corporation of Auburn Hills, 
MI, the highest rated respondent as a result of a best value process.  {CC Resolution #2008-11-351-F-4c}.  
Subsequently, the two-year option was exercised by City Council on August 9, 2010, with the contract expiring 
October 31, 2012.  {CC Resolution #2010-08-168-J-4c}.   
 
The City of Troy joined Oakland County to contract for these services.  As a result of this partnership, the City 
of Troy has been able to achieve volume driven cost reductions by awarding both contracts to one vendor.   
Oakland County continues to hold a contract with Unifirst Corporation for these services through October 31, 
2014.   
 
Unifirst Corporation agreed to extend the City of Troy’s current contract under the same prices, terms and 
conditions until October 31, 2014, as well.  From the inception of the contract, Troy has taken advantage of 
reduced pricing by changing the uniform replacement policy from every two years to only as needed.  
Solicitation #000555 was competitively bid and all vendors were given the opportunity to respond with their 
level of interest in providing uniform rental services for various City of Troy facilities and Oakland County.   
 
Recommendation  
 
City management recommends extending the two (2) year contract cooperatively bid with Oakland County for 
uniform rental services for various City of Troy union employees from the highest scoring respondent, Unifirst 
Corporation of Auburn Hills, Michigan, under the same prices, terms and conditions as originally bid in 2008 to 
expire October 31, 2014. 
 
Fund Availability  
 
Funds for this program are available in the various departmental operating budgets for Uniforms. 
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shall be ATTACHED to the original Minutes of this meeting (Resolution #2009-08-251 F4a); 
and 
 
WHEREAS, MVP Environmental, LLC has agreed to exercise the one-year option to renew 
their contract under the same pricing, terms and conditions; 
 
THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, That Troy City Council hereby EXERCISES the option to 
renew the contract with MVP Environmental, LLC of Troy to provide seasonal requirements of 
snow removal services for Troy residents using the Home Chore Program under the same 
prices, terms and conditions expiring May 1, 2011; and 
 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That Troy City Council SHALL NOT RENEW the contract, which 
expired May 1, 2010, with Brantley Development LLC, as secondary contractor as their services 
were not needed last season.  
 
b) Standard Purchasing Resolution 3: Exercise Renewal Option – Ice Melt 

Compounds 
 
Resolution #2010-08- 168-J-4b 
 
WHEREAS, On October 19, 2009, Troy City Council awarded a one-year contract to provide ice 
melt compounds with an option to renew for one (1) additional year to the low bidder, 
Washington Elevator Co, Inc. of Washington Twp, MI (Resolution #2009-10-312-F-4a); and 
 
WHEREAS, Washington Elevator Co, Inc. has agreed to exercise the option to renew the contract 
for one (1) additional year under the same prices, terms, and conditions; 
 
THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, That Troy City Council hereby EXERCISES the option to 
renew the contract for ice melt compounds with Washington Elevator Co, Inc. of Washington 
Twp, MI, under the same terms and conditions at unit prices contained in the bid tabulation 
opened September 30, 2009, with a contract expiration of October 31, 2011. 
 
c) Standard Purchasing Resolution 3: Exercise Renewal Option – Uniform Rental 

Services 
 
Resolution #2010-08- 168-J-4c 
 
WHEREAS, On November 24, 2008, Troy City Council awarded a two-year contract to provide 
uniform rental services for various City of Troy union employees with an option to renew for two 
additional years to the highest scoring respondent, Unifirst Corporation of Auburn Hills, MI, as a 
result of a best value process in cooperation with Oakland County, which the Troy City Council 
determines to be in the public interest (Resolution #2008-11-351-F-4c) and;  
 
WHEREAS, Unifirst Corporation has agreed to exercise the option to renew the contract for two 
additional years under the same pricing, terms and conditions; 
 
THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, That Troy City Council hereby EXERCISES the two-year 
option to renew the contract to provide uniform rental services for various City of Troy union 
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employees with Unifirst Corporation of Auburn Hills at unit prices contained in the tabulation 
opened September 3, 2008, with the contract expiring October 31, 2012. 
 
J-5 City of Troy v William H. Price 
 
Resolution #2010-08- 168-J-5 
 
RESOLVED, That Troy City Council hereby APPROVES the proposed Consent Judgment in 
the condemnation case of City of Troy v William H. Price, et al., (Oakland County Circuit Court 
Case No. 09-097977-CC); and 
 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That Troy City Council hereby AUTHORIZES payment in the 
amounts stated therein; and  
 
BE IT FINALLY RESOLVED, That Troy City Council hereby AUTHORIZES the City Attorney’s 
Office to execute the document on behalf of the City of Troy, a copy of which is to be 
ATTACHED to the original Minutes of this meeting. 
 
Vote on Resolution to Suspend Rules of Procedure for the City Council, Rule #6 – Order 
of Business 
 
Resolution #2010-08-169 
Moved by Kerwin 
Seconded by Fleming  
 
RESOLVED, That Troy City Council hereby SUSPENDS Rules of Procedure for the City 
Council, Rule #6 Order of Business to take action on an item that does not appear on the 
Agenda. 
 
Yes: Howrylak, Kerwin, McGinnis, Slater, Schilling, Fleming  
No: Beltramini  
 
MOTION CARRIED 
 
Vote on Resolution to Cancel the Monday, August 16, 2010 Regular City Council Meeting 
 
Resolution #2010-08-170 
Moved by McGinnis  
Seconded by Schilling 
 
RESOLVED, That Troy City Council hereby CANCELS the Monday, August 16, 2010 Regular 
City Council Meeting. 
 
Yes: None 
No: Kerwin, McGinnis, Slater, Schilling, Beltramini, Fleming, Howrylak  
 
MOTION FAILED 
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August 3, 2010 
 
TO:    John Szerlag, City Manager   
 
FROM:   John M. Lamerato, Assistant City Manager/Finance and Administration 
   Susan A. Leirstein, Purchasing Director 
 
SUBJECT:  Standard Purchasing Resolution 3: Exercise Renewal Option – Uniform Rental Services 
    
Background 
 On November 24, 2008, Troy City Council awarded a two-year contract to provide uniform rental services 

for various City of Troy union employees with a two-year option to renew to Unifirst Corporation of Auburn 
Hills, MI, the highest rated respondent as a result of a best value process.  CC Resolution #2008-11-351-F-
4c 

 The City of Troy joined Oakland County to contract for these services.  As a result of this partnership, the 
City of Troy has been able to achieve volume driven cost reductions by awarding both contracts to one 
vendor.   

 Oakland County continues to hold a contract with Unifirst Corporation for these services.   
 Unifirst Corporation agreed to renew the City of Troy’s current contract under the same prices, terms and 

conditions until October 31, 2012.   
 The Purchasing department performed a market survey and based on the results concluded it is in the 

City’s best interest to exercise the option to renew with Unifirst Corporation. (see Market Survey attached) 
 
Financial Considerations 
 Funds for this program are available in the various departmental operating budgets for Uniforms. 
 
Legal Considerations 
 Solicitation #000555 was competitively bid and all vendors were given the opportunity to respond with their 

level of interest in providing uniform rental services for various City of Troy facilities and Oakland County.   
 
Recommendation 
 City management recommends exercising the two (2) year option to renew for uniform rental services for 

various City of Troy union employees from Unifirst Corporation of Auburn Hills, Michigan, under the same 
prices, terms and conditions to expire October 31, 2012. 
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WHEREAS, On May 14, 2007, contracts to furnish two-year requirements of City Vehicle Wash 
Services with an option to renew for two (2) additional years was awarded to the following 
bidders: Tunnel O’Suds Car Wash, Your Car Wash, Pro Enterprise, Inc. and Jax Kar Wash as 
a result of a best value process at unit prices contained in the bid tabulation opened January 
23, 2007, a copy of which shall be attached to the original Minutes of this meeting (Resolution 
#2007-05-142-E4a); and 
 
WHEREAS, Tunnel O’Suds Car Wash, Jax Kar Wash and Pro Enterprise, Inc have agreed to 
exercise the two-year option to renew their exterior wash contracts under the same pricing, 
terms and conditions; 
 
THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, That Troy City Council hereby EXERCISES the option to 
renew the contracts with Tunnel O’Suds Car Wash, Jax Kar Wash and Pro Enterprise, Inc. to 
provide two-year requirements of City Vehicle Exterior Wash Services under the same prices, 
terms and conditions as the original contracts to expire December 31, 2010.  
 
c) Standard Purchasing Resolution 8: Best Value Award – Uniform Rental Services      
 
Resolution #2008-11-351-F-4c 
 
RESOLVED, That Troy City Council hereby AWARDS a contract to furnish two (2) year 
requirements of Uniform Rental Services for various City of Troy union employees, with an 
option to renew for two (2) additional years to the alternate proposal from Unifirst Corporation 
of Auburn Hills, Michigan as a result of a best value process in cooperation with Oakland 
County, which the Troy City Council determines to be in the public interest, at unit prices at or 
below those contained in the tabulation opened September 3, 2008, a copy of which shall be 
ATTACHED to the original Minutes of this meeting, with the contract expiring October 31, 2010; 
and  
 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That the award is CONTINGENT upon the contractor submission 
of properly executed proposal and contract documents, including insurance certificates and all 
other specified requirements.  
 
d) Standard Purchasing Resolution 4: Award – State of Michigan MiDEAL Program – 

Lawn & Garden, Commercial and Agricultural Equipment      
 
Resolution #2008-11-351-F-4d 
 
RESOLVED, That Troy City Council hereby APPROVES a contract to purchase one (1) 2008 
John Deere Backhoe from JDE Equipment Company, of New Hudson, MI, through the State of 
Michigan MiDEAL program for $83,757.00 plus additional options not covered under MiDEAL 
of $6,585.00, less trade-in of $16,000.00, for an estimated net total cost of $74,342.00; and  
 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That Troy City Council hereby AUTHORIZES the Fleet 
Maintenance Division to accept or reject the trade-in offer of $16,000.00 for the backhoe, 
pending the results to offer the equipment for sale on the open market at an amount greater 
than $16,000.00. 
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November 18, 2008 
 
 
TO:    Phillip L. Nelson, City Manager 
 
FROM:  John M. Lamerato, Assistant City Manager/Finance and Administration 
   Susan A. Leirstein, Purchasing Director 
    
SUBJECT:  Standard Purchasing Resolution 8: Best Value Award – Uniform Rental Services 
 
Background 
 In August, a combined request for proposal document with Oakland County for two (2) year 

requirements of Uniform Rental Services, with an option to renew for two (2) additional years was 
issued by Oakland County.  The document included individual specifications and pricing 
requirements for both the City of Troy and Oakland County.   

 On September 3, 2008, the requests for proposals (RFP) were received by Oakland County.  Five 
proposals were received from (4) companies.  One company, Unifirst submitted the proposal as 
specified; as well as an alternate proposal based on a uniform change-out program to “Change As 
Needed”, instead of on a scheduled basis every 12 or 24 months..   

 One-hundred and twenty-three (123) vendors were notified via the MITN e-procurement website.   
 Three City of Troy committee members representing the various City facilities independently 

evaluated the proposals for the City considering factors such as experience, employee training 
and services.   

 Based on the evaluations, the City conducted site visits to all four vendors’ processing plants.  The 
committee members evaluated each site considering factors such as garment handling 
procedures, environmental issues, equipment and inventory levels.   

 The City of Troy and Oakland County independently rated their own proposals and based on the 
ratings were able to agree upon a single vendor for both contracts.   

 By partnering with Oakland County, the City of Troy has been able to achieve volume driven cost 
reductions by awarding both contracts to one vendor.  

 Based on the selection criteria established by the City of Troy and Oakland County, City 
management recommends awarding the City’s portion of the contract to the highest rated bidder, 
Unifirst Corporation of Auburn Hills, Michigan under their alternate proposal.  

 
Financial Considerations 
 Funds for this program are available in the various departmental operating budgets for Uniforms. 
 Projected savings under the new contract is estimated at $2,500.00 per year. 

 
Legal Considerations 
 Solicitation #000555 was competitively bid and all vendors were given the opportunity to respond 

with their level of interest in providing uniform rental services for various City of Troy facilities and 
Oakland County.   
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November 18, 2008 
 
To: Phillip L. Nelson, City Manager 
Re: Best Value Award – Uniform Rental Services 
 
Legal Considerations - continued 
 The contract award is contingent on the recommended bidder’s submission of proper contract and 

proposal documents including insurance certificates and all other specified requirements.   
 
Policy Considerations 
 By establishing a uniform rental service, the City can maintain the professional and suitable 

appearance that is the required standard for City of Troy employees.   
 
Options 
 City management recommends awarding a two (2) year contract for uniform rental services for 

various City of Troy union employees, with an additional two (2) year option to renew under the 
alternate proposal from Unifirst Corporation of Auburn Hills, Michigan, the highest rated vendor as 
a result of a best value process at unit prices at or below those contained in the tabulation opened 
September 3, 2008, to expire October 31, 2010.  
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
 

UNIFORM RENTAL SERVICES 
 
 
STATISTICS: 

 
 One-hundred Twenty-three (123) company’s were notified via the MITN e-procurement 

website 
 

 Five (5) proposals were received from four (4) companies 
 

 All Four (4) companies met the pass/fail criteria 
 

 The City’s evaluation team visited all four (4) companies processing locations 
 

 Unifirst Corporation (Alternate Proposal) received the highest score as a result of a best 
value process based on the evaluation of both the City of Troy and Oakland County  

 
The following Four (4) companies received the indicated final scores as a result of 
the proposal, pricing and site visit selection criteria.  Site visits were conducted at 
all four company locations.       
   
Company SCORE 
Unifirst Corporation (Alternate)  166.90 
Cintas 164.74 
Arrow 152.35 
Aramark 141.85 
Unifirst Corporation  136.54 
  
 
 
Attachments: 
 

 Weighted Final Scoring Including Proposal, Price, Site Visit Score and Oakland 
County’s Score 

 Evaluation Process 
 Original Tabulation 



 
WEIGHTED FINAL SCORING 

UNIFORM RENTAL SERVICES 
 

City of Troy Final Score Calculation: 
40% x Price Score 
30% x Site Visit Score 
30% x Proposal Score 
100%              = Final Weighted Score 

 
Oakland County Final Score Calculation: 

25% x Compliance with Qualifications 
25% x Completeness of Proposal  
25% x Correlation of Proposals to needs of County 
25% x Other factors deemed in Agencies best interest 
100%              = Final Weighted Score 

 
In order to equate the price to the weighted evaluation process scoring, the prices had to be converted 
into a score with the base of 100.  NOTE:  Vendors are listed in the order of their summary score for both 
proposal and price, from highest to lowest.  For the site visit score, vendors are listed in the order of their 
score, from highest to lowest.  For the final score and cumulative score the vendors are listed in the order 
of rating from highest to lowest.   
 
Weighted Average Score for Price: 40% 
 Weighted Criteria -

[1-(Proposal Price – Low Price) / low price] x 
available points 

Final Weighted 
Score (x .40) 

Vendors:   
Cintas Corporation {1-(21,533.56–19,866.80)/19,866.80} x 100    =   91.61   91.61 x .40 = 36.64 
Unifirst  Corporation (Alternate) {1-(19,866.80–19,866.80)/19,866.80} x 100    = 100.00 100.00 x .40 = 40.00
Arrow Uniform Rental {1-(20,139.28–19,866.80)/19,866.80} x 100    =   98.62     98.62 x .40 = 39.45 
Aramark {1-(31,465.92–19,866.80)/19,866.80} x 100    =   41.62     41.62 x .40 = 16.65 
Unifirst Corporation {1-(36,038.80–19,866.80)/19,866.80} x 100    =   18.60    18.60 x .40 =  7.44 
 
Weighted Average Score for Proposals: 30%   
Raters: 1 2 3 Average Final Weighted Score (x .30)
Vendors:    
Cintas Corporation 100.00 93.00 93.00 95.33 28.60 
Unifirst Corporation (Alternate) 80.00 80.00 89.00 83.00 24.90 
Arrow Uniform Rental 97.00 51.00 90.00 79.33 23.80 
Aramark 96.00 63.00 92.00 83.67 25.10 
Unifirst Corporation 100.00 78.00 93.00 90.33 27.10 
 
Summary:   Proposal and Price Scores   
 Price Score Proposal Score Score
Vendors:  
Cintas Corporation 36.64 28.60 65.24 
Unifirst Corporation (Alternate) 40.00 24.90 64.90 
Arrow Uniform Rental  39.45 23.80 63.25 
Aramark 16.65 25.10 41.75 
Unifirst Corporation  7.44 27.10 34.54 
Site visits were conducted at all four company locations.  (Maximum # of points – 30) 
 



 
 
Weighted Average Score for Site Visit:  30% 
RATERS 1 2 3 Average Final Weighted Score (x .30)
Vendors:  
Arrow Uniform Rental  100.00 96.00 97.00 97.67 29.30 
Aramark 99.00 94.00 94.00 95.67 28.70 
Cintas Corporation 94.00 92.00 93.00 93.00 27.90 
Unifirst Corporation 89.00 92.00 89.00 90.00 27.00 
Unifirst Corporation (Alternate) 89.00 92.00 89.00 90.00 27.00 
 

CITY OF TROY FINAL SCORE:  
VENDORS:  Cintas 

Corporation 
Arrow Uniform 

Rental 
Unifirst 

Corporation 
(Alternate) 

Aramark Unifirst 
Corporation 

Proposal Score 28.60 23.80 24.90 25.10 27.10 
Price Score 36.64 39.45 40.00 16.65 7.44 
Site Visit Score 27.90 29.30 27.00 28.70 27.00 
FINAL SCORE 93.14 92.55 91.90 70.45 61.54 
 
OAKLAND COUNTY FINAL SCORE:  
VENDORS:  Unifirst 

Corporation 
(Alternate) 

Unifirst 
Corporation 

Cintas 
Corporation 

Aramark Arrow 
Uniform 
Rental 

Compliance with 
Qualification Criteria 16.60 16.60 16.60 16.60 15.00 

Completeness of 
Proposal 18.40 18.40 16.60 16.60 16.60 

Correlation of proposals 
to needs of the 
County/City 

20.00 20.00 20.00 21.60 16.60 

Other factors that may 
be deemed to be in 
Agencies best interest 

20.00 20.00 18.40 16.60 11.60 

FINAL SCORE 75.00 75.00 71.60 71.40 59.80 
 
FINAL CUMULATIVE SCORE – CITY OF TROY AND OAKLAND COUNTY:  
VENDORS:  Unifirst 

Corporation 
(Alternate) 

Cintas 
Corporation 

Arrow Uniform 
Rental 

Aramark Unifirst 
Corporation 

City of Troy 91.90 93.14 92.55 70.45 61.54 
Oakland County 75.00 71.60 59.80 71.40 75.00 
FINAL SCORE 166.90 164.74 152.35 141.85 136.54 

 
**HIGHEST RATED VENDOR – RECOMMENDED AWARD 
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Request for Qualifications and Proposal  
Uniform Rental Services 
 
 

SELECTION PROCESS 
 
CRITERIA FOR SELECTION 
A City/County Committee will review the proposals.  The Agencies reserve the right to award this 
proposal to the company considered the most qualified based upon a combination of factors including but 
not limited to the following: 
 

A. Compliance with qualifications criteria  
B. Completeness of the proposal 
C. Financial strength of the Company 
D. Correlation of the proposals submitted to the needs of the City/County 
E. Any other factors which may be deemed to be in the Agencies best interest 
F. Evaluation Process 

 
Phase 1:  Minimum Qualifications Evaluation 
Companies will be required to meet minimum established criteria in order to go to the second phase of 
the process.   

 
Phase 2: Evaluation of Proposals 
Each Committee member will independently use a weighted score sheet to evaluate the proposals; each 
Committee Member will calculate a weighted score.  The scores of the Committee Members will be 
averaged into one score for each firm for this phase of the process.   
 
Phase 3: Site Visit 
The City/County will conduct site visits to the top three (3) rated companies.  If less than three (3) 
companies remain in the process, all will be visited.  Each Committee Member will independently use a 
weighted score sheet to evaluate the site visit; each Committee Member will calculate a weighted score.  
The scores of the Committee Members will be averaged into one score for each company for this phase 
of the process.  Those companies being visited will be supplied with further instructions, date of visit and 
any additional requests prior to the visit.    

 
Phase 4:  Price   
Points for price will be calculated as follows: 
 

        FORMULA:     {1 – (Proposal Price – Low Price) / low price} x available points 
 

Phase 5:  Final Scoring and Selection 
The company with the highest final weighted score will be recommended for Award.   
 
    40% x Price Score       (100 pt. Base)   
  30% x Site Visit Score (100 pt. Base)  
  30% x Proposal Score (100 pt. Base) 
             100% 
 
Note:   The City/County reserve the right to change the order of the evaluation process if deemed 
in the Agencies’ best interest to do so. 
 
 
 



Compliance 
with 

Qualification 
Criteria

Completeness of 
the proposal

Correlation of the 
proposals submitted to 

the needs of the 
County/City

Other factors which 
mat be deemed to be 
in the Agencies best 

interest 

Totals

Aramark 4 5 5 4
3 2 4 3
3 3 4 3

10 10 13 10 43
Arrow 3 3 3 2

3 4 4 4
3 3 3 1
9 10 10 7 36

Cintas 4 4 4 4
3 3 4 3
3 3 4 4

10 10 12 11 43
Unifirst 4 3 4 4

3 4 4 4
3 4 4 4

10 11 12 12 45

UNIFORM RFP RESULTS - EVENT # 000555



EVALUATION SCORING CRITERIA
0 = proposal fails to meet minimum specification for this element and/or information is missing.     
1 = Proposal meets specification with exception and/or information is unclear.     
2 = proposal meets minimum specification and required information is complete and understandable.     
3 = Proposal somewhat exceeds specification and/or provides a somewhat enhanced 
solution/features/functionality.     
4 = Proposal greatly exceeds specifications and/or provides greatly enhanced 
solution/features/functionality.     
5 = Proposal provides superior solution, technology, functionality, service or operational feature.     
     

Compliance with Qualifications Criteria Score 0-5 Section 
Weight Weighted Total

3.33

TOTAL 3.33 0.25 0.83

Completeness of the proposal Score 0-5 Section 
Weight Weighted Total

3.33

TOTAL 3.33 0.25 0.83

Correlation of the proposals submitted to the needs of the County/City Score 0-5 Section 
Weight Weighted Total

4

TOTAL 4 0.25 1.00

Otherfactors with may be deemed to be in the Agencies best interest Score 0-5 Section 
Weight Weighted Total

3.66 25%

TOTAL 3.66 0.25 0.92

TOTALS Section Totals

0.83
0.83
1.00
0.92

SECTIONS TOTAL SCORE 3.58

Conversation to 100% Scale.  Point value X 20%  71.6
City of Troy Final Score 95
Final combined total 166.6

Event #  555
INTERESTED VENDOR NAME

Cintas



EVALUATION SCORING CRITERIA

0 = proposal fails to meet minimum specification for this element and/or information is missing.     
1 = Proposal meets specification with exception and/or information is unclear.     
2 = proposal meets minimum specification and required information is complete and understandable.     
3 = Proposal somewhat exceeds specification and/or provides a somewhat enhanced 
solution/features/functionality.     
4 = Proposal greatly exceeds specifications and/or provides greatly enhanced 
solution/features/functionality.     
5 = Proposal provides superior solution, technology, functionality, service or operational feature.     
     

Compliance with Qualifications Criteria Score 0-5 Section 
Weight Weighted Total

3 25%

TOTAL 3 0.25 0.75

Completeness of the proposal Score 0-5 Section 
Weight Weighted Total

3.33 25%

TOTAL 3.33 0.25 0.83

Correlation of the proposals submitted to the needs of the County/City Score 0-5 Section 
Weight Weighted Total

3.33 25%

TOTAL 3.33 0.25 0.83

Otherfactors with may be deemed to be in the Agencies best interest Score 0-5 Section 
Weight Weighted Total

2.33 25%

TOTAL 2.33 0.25 0.58

TOTALS Section Totals

0.75
0.83
0.83
0.58

SECTIONS TOTAL SCORE 2.99

Conversation to 100% Scale.  Point value X 20%  59.8
City of Troy Final Score 92
Final combined total 151.8

Event #  555
INTERESTED VENDOR NAME

Arrow



EVALUATION SCORING CRITERIA

0 = proposal fails to meet minimum specification for this element and/or information is missing.     
1 = Proposal meets specification with exception and/or information is unclear.     
2 = proposal meets minimum specification and required information is complete and understandable.     
3 = Proposal somewhat exceeds specification and/or provides a somewhat enhanced 
solution/features/functionality.     
4 = Proposal greatly exceeds specifications and/or provides greatly enhanced 
solution/features/functionality.     
5 = Proposal provides superior solution, technology, functionality, service or operational feature.     
     

Compliance with Qualifications Criteria Score 0-5 Section 
Weight Weighted Total

3.33

TOTAL 3.33 0.25 0.83

Completeness of the proposal Score 0-5 Section 
Weight Weighted Total

3.33

TOTAL 3.33 0.25 0.83

Correlation of the proposals submitted to the needs of the County/City Score 0-5 Section 
Weight Weighted Total

4.33

TOTAL 4.33 0.25 1.08

Otherfactors with may be deemed to be in the Agencies best interest Score 0-5 Section 
Weight Weighted Total

2.33 25%

TOTAL 3.33 0.25 0.83

TOTALS Section Totals

0.83
0.83
1.08
0.83

SECTIONS TOTAL SCORE 3.57

Conversation to 100% Scale. Point Value X 20% 71.4
City of Troy Final Score 72
Combined total 143.4

Event #  555
INTERESTED VENDOR NAME

Aaramark



EVALUATION SCORING CRITERIA
0 = proposal fails to meet minimum specification for this element and/or information is missing.     
1 = Proposal meets specification with exception and/or information is unclear.     
2 = proposal meets minimum specification and required information is complete and understandable.     
3 = Proposal somewhat exceeds specification and/or provides a somewhat enhanced 
solution/features/functionality.     
4 = Proposal greatly exceeds specifications and/or provides greatly enhanced 
solution/features/functionality.     
5 = Proposal provides superior solution, technology, functionality, service or operational feature.     
     

Compliance with Qualifications Criteria Score 0-5 Section 
Weight Weighted Total

3

TOTAL 3 0.25 0.75

Completeness of the proposal Score 0-5 Section 
Weight Weighted Total

3.66

TOTAL 3.66 0.25 0.92

Correlation of the proposals submitted to the needs of the County/City Score 0-5 Section 
Weight Weighted Total

4

TOTAL 4 0.25 1.00

Otherfactors with may be deemed to be in the Agencies best interest Score 0-5 Section 
Weight Weighted Total

4 25%

TOTAL 4 0.25 1.00

TOTALS Section Totals

0.83
0.92
1.00
1.00

SECTIONS TOTAL SCORE 3.75

Conversation to 100% Scale.  Point value X 20%  75
City of Troy Final Score 92
Final combined total 167

Event #  555
INTERESTED VENDOR NAME

Unifirst



CITY OF TROY RFP-COT 08-29
Opening Date -- 9/3/08 RFP TABULATION Page 1 of 6
Date Prepared -- 9/9/08 jh/sl UNIFORM RENTAL SERVICES

VENDOR NAME: ARROW UNIFORM RENTAL LLC
*Alternate Pricing - Change as Needed

EST # OF WASHING REPLACEMENT WASHING REPLACEMENT
ITEM DESCRIPTION EMPLOYEES COST/MAN/WEEK COST COST/MAN/WEEK COST

1 Shirts- Long & Short Sleeve with Pants  (Standard) 10  $                    3.30  $                 8.00  $                     3.60  $               13.00 
 65/35 Poly/Cotton Blend –Exchanged Every 24 Months–  $               10.00  $               14.00 

Optional: 65/35 Poly/Cotton Blend - Exchangd Every 24 
Months - (w/Cell-Phone Pocket)  $                    3.45  $               12.00  N/A  N/A 
 5 Changes/Week
Mix and Match
 Style # 0102, 0202, 1002, 10B6 SP 14/24 & PT20 
 Manufacturer: Unifirst RED KAP

2 Shirts-Long Sleeve with Pants (Standard) 54  $                    4.40  $               10.00  $                     4.50  $               14.00 
 100% Premium Quality Cotton –Exchanged Every 12 Months–  $               12.00  $               15.00 

Optional: 100% Premium Quality Cotton - Exchanged Every 12 
Months - (w/Tool Pocket)  $                    5.25  $               15.00  N/A  N/A 
 5 Changes/Week
 Style # 0101, 0201, 1001 SC 30/40 & PC 20 
 Manufacturer: Unifirst RED KAP 

3 50/50 Knit Short Sleeve Shirts and Pants (Standard) 6  $                    4.40  Blank  $                     4.84  $               14.00 
Long Sleeve Shirts and Pants (Standard)  Blank  N/A 
65/35 Poly/Cotton Blend –Exchanged Every 24 Months–  $               14.00 
5 Changes/Week  $               15.00 
Mix and Match
Style #
Manufacturer: Unifirst RED KAP 

4 Coveralls and Shop Coats 13  $                    0.80  $               32.00  $                     0.40  $               15.00 
 100% Premium Quality Cotton  $               38.00  $               15.00 
 Mix and Match
 Laundered As Needed

5 White Long Sleeve Shirts with Pants 2  $                    4.40  $               10.00  $                     3.60  $               13.00 
 65/35 Poly/Cotton Blend – Exchanged Every 12 Months-  $               12.00  $               14.00 
 5 Changes/Week 
 Style # 011107, 1122 SP14/24, PT20
 Manufacturer: Unifirst RED KAP

6 Two (2) Shop Coats 6 No Charge No Charge No Charge No Charge
  Laundered 4 Times/Year

ADDITIONAL PURCHASE: EST # OF
ITEM DESCRIPTION EMPLOYEES UNIT PRICE UNIT PRICE

1 Coveralls 100% Premium Quality Cotton 19  $                   32.00  $                   27.00 
Manufacturer:                                 Style #: BLANK RED KAP CC14

2 Shop Coats 100% Premium Quality Cotton 15  $                   38.00  $                   27.00 
Manufacturer:                                 Style #: BLANK UNIVERSAL 

3 Sew-On Additional City owned emblems – patches COST FOR  $                    1.50  $                     2.00 
SUB- TOTAL -      $            17,121.20  $             17,331.28 

 Not every 24 months - As Needed 

 Not every 12 months - As Needed 

02CH, 02CZ, 0268, 1002 SE20 or SE02 or SE52

UNIFIRST CORPORATION

PROPOSAL - Two Year Requirements of Uniform Rental Services with an Option to Renew for Two Additional Years

 Not every 24 months - As Needed 

 Not every 24 months - As Needed 

 Not every 12 months - As Needed 

 Not every 12 months - As Needed 



CITY OF TROY RFP-COT 08-29
Opening Date -- 9/3/08 RFP TABULATION Page 2 of 6
Date Prepared -- 9/9/08 UNIFORM RENTAL SERVICES

VENDOR NAME: ARROW UNIFORM RENTAL LLC
*Alternate Pricing - Change as Needed

OPTIONAL SERVICES: EST # OF WASHING REPLACEMENT WASHING REPLACEMENT
ITEM DESCRIPTION EMPLOYEES COST/MAN/WEEK COST COST/MAN/WEEK COST

A. Shirts-Long Sleeve with Pants (Standard) 6  $                    2.64  Blank  $                     2.70  $               14.00 
 100% Premium Quality Cotton  Blank  $               15.00 

Option  100% Premium Quality Cotton - w/tool pocket  $                    3.15  Blank  N/A  N/A 
 3 Changes/Week
 Style # 0101, 0201, 1001 BLANK
 Manufacturer: Unifirst BLANK

B. Shirts-Short Sleeve with Pants (Standard) 6  $                    1.76  Blank  $                     1.80  $               14.00 
 100% Premium Quality Cotton  Blank  $               15.00 

Option  100% Premium Quality Cotton - w/tool pocket  $                    2.10  Blank  N/A  N/A 
 2 Changes/Week
 Style # 0101, 0201, 1001 BLANK
 Manufacturer: Unifirst BLANK

C. Shirts-Short Sleeve with Pants (Standard) 6  $                    4.40  Blank  $                     4.50  $               14.00 
 100% Premium Quality Cotton  Blank  $               15.00 

Option  100% Premium Quality Cotton - w/tool pocket  $                    5.25  Blank  N/A  N/A 
 5 Changes/Week
 Style # 0101, 0201, 1001
 Manufacturer: Unifirst

ESTIMATED ANNUAL GRAND TOTAL: 19,866.80$             20,139.28$             
MANDATORY SITE INSPECTION
 Visited the sites:
 Date: 8/14/2008 8/26/2008
FLOOR PLAN
  Marked as: Titled Locker Floor Plan 
SITE VISIT:
 Contact Name: Ed McNicholas Scott Wakefield 
 Phone # (248) 334-0030 (248) 786-9703
BIDDER QUESTIONNAIRE:     Yes or No YES YES

CONTACT INFORMATION: 7am-5pm 8am - 5pm 
 Hours of Operation
 Emergency Phone # (248) 935-4971 (248) 786-9703

INSURANCE:
 Can meet XX XX
 Cannot meet

TERMS: NET 30 BLANK

WARRANTY: N/A BLANK

DATE & TIME - DELIVERY: BLANK BLANK

EXCEPTIONS: BLANK

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT:   Yes or No YES YES

NOTE:  RFP opened in Oakland County

G:/Bid Tabs 07-08/RFP-COT 08-29 Uniform Rental Services.xls Susan Leirstein CPPB

UNIFIRST CORPORATION

 Unifirst brand vs Red Kap-Prices per 
terms w/alternate prices 



CITY OF TROY RFP-COT 08-29
Opening Date -- 9/3/08 RFP TABULATION Page 3 of 6
Date Prepared -- 9/9/08 UNIFORM RENTAL SERVICES

VENDOR NAME:

EST # OF WASHING REPLACEMENT WASHING REPLACEMENT
ITEM DESCRIPTION EMPLOYEES COST/MAN/WEEK COST COST/MAN/WEEK COST

1 Shirts- Long & Short Sleeve with Pants  (Standard) 10  $                      3.64  $                15.00  $                       3.69  $                 16.00 
 65/35 Poly/Cotton Blend –Exchanged Every 24 Months–  $                16.00  $                 16.00 

Optional: 65/35 Poly/Cotton Blend - Exchangd Every 24 
Months - (w/Cell-Phone Pocket)  $                      4.71  $                19.00  $                       4.75  $                 18.00 
 5 Changes/Week
Mix and Match
 Style # 935/945 BLANK
 Manufacturer: Cintas BLANK

2 Shirts-Long Sleeve with Pants (Standard) 54  $                      5.21  $                18.00  $                       7.75  $                 18.00 
 100% Premium Quality Cotton –Exchanged Every 12 Months–  $                20.00  $                 18.00 

Optional: 100% Premium Quality Cotton - Exchanged Every 12 
Months - (w/Tool Pocket)  $                      6.89  $                23.00  N/A  N/A 
 5 Changes/Week
 Style # 330/340 BLANK
 Manufacturer: Cintas BLANK

3 50/50 Knit Short Sleeve Shirts and Pants (Standard) 6  $                      4.28  $                18.00  $                       4.75  $                 18.00 
Long Sleeve Shirts and Pants (Standard)  $                16.00  Blank 
65/35 Poly/Cotton Blend –Exchanged Every 24 Months–
5 Changes/Week
Mix and Match
Style # 259/945 BLANK
Manufacturer: Cintas BLANK

4 Coveralls and Shop Coats 13  $                      0.50  $                      -    $                       0.50  $                 30.00 
 100% Premium Quality Cotton  $                      -    $                 23.00 
 Mix and Match
 Laundered As Needed

5 White Long Sleeve Shirts with Pants 2  $                      3.64  $                15.00  $                       5.53  $                 20.00 
 65/35 Poly/Cotton Blend – Exchanged Every 12 Months-  $                16.00  $                 18.00 
 5 Changes/Week 
 Style # 935/945 BLANK
 Manufacturer: Cintas BLANK

6 Two (2) Shop Coats 6 No Charge No Charge No Charge No Charge
  Laundered 4 Times/Year

ADDITIONAL PURCHASE: EST # OF
ITEM DESCRIPTION EMPLOYEES UNIT PRICE UNIT PRICE

1 Coveralls 100% Premium Quality Cotton 19
 $                      0.50  $                     29.00 

Plus 20% non-stnd 
sizes

Manufacturer:                                 Style #: Cintas 910 Blank
2 Shop Coats 100% Premium Quality Cotton 15

 $                      0.50  $                     21.00 
Plus 20% non-stnd 
sizes

Manufacturer:                                 Style #: Cintas 929 Blank
3 Sew-On Additional City owned emblems – patches COST FOR  $                      1.99  $                       0.75 

SUB- TOTAL -      $             18,279.40  $              26,629.92 

CINTAS CORPORATION

PROPOSAL - Two Year Requirements of Uniform Rental Services with an Option to Renew for Two Additional Years

ARAMARK



CITY OF TROY RFP-COT 08-29
Opening Date -- 9/3/08 RFP TABULATION Page 4 of 6
Date Prepared -- 9/9/08 UNIFORM RENTAL SERVICES

VENDOR NAME:

OPTIONAL SERVICES: EST # OF WASHING REPLACEMENT WASHING REPLACEMENT
ITEM DESCRIPTION EMPLOYEES COST/MAN/WEEK COST COST/MAN/WEEK COST

A. Shirts-Long Sleeve with Pants (Standard) 6  $                      3.13  $                18.00  $                       4.65  $                 18.00 
 100% Premium Quality Cotton  $                20.00  $                 18.00 

Option  100% Premium Quality Cotton - w/tool pocket  $                      4.13  $                23.00  N/A  N/A 
 3 Changes/Week
 Style # 330/340 BLANK
 Manufacturer: Cintas BLANK

B. Shirts-Short Sleeve with Pants (Standard) 6  $                      2.09  $                18.00  $                       3.10  $                 17.00 
 100% Premium Quality Cotton  $                20.00  $                 18.00 

Option  100% Premium Quality Cotton - w/tool pocket  $                      2.75  $                23.00  N/A  N/A 
 2 Changes/Week
 Style # 330/340 BLANK
 Manufacturer: Cintas BLANK

C. Shirts-Short Sleeve with Pants (Standard) 6  $                      5.21  $                18.00  $                       7.75  $                 17.00 
 100% Premium Quality Cotton  $                20.00  $                 18.00 

Option  100% Premium Quality Cotton - w/tool pocket  $                      6.89  $                23.00  N/A  N/A 
 5 Changes/Week
 Style # 330/340 BLANK
 Manufacturer: Cintas BLANK

ESTIMATED ANNUAL GRAND TOTAL:  $             21,533.56  $              31,465.92 
MANDATORY SITE INSPECTION
 Visited the sites:
 Date: 8/27/2008 8/26/2008
FLOOR PLAN
  Marked as: Locker Floor Plan Floor Plan 
SITE VISIT:
 Contact Name: Kent Butler Michael Ragan 
 Phone # (586) 855-1647 (248) 996-4184
BIDDER QUESTIONNAIRE:     Yes or No YES YES

CONTACT INFORMATION: 8am-5pm 8am - 5pm
 Hours of Operation
 Emergency Phone # (586) 677-9900 (866) 624-5136

INSURANCE:
 Can meet XX XX
 Cannot meet

TERMS: STATED NET 30 

WARRANTY: FLEXIBLE 30 days notice to terminate - see bid

DATE & TIME - DELIVERY: FLEXIBLE BLANK

EXCEPTIONS: BLANK

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT:   Yes or No YES YES

CINTAS CORPORATION ARAMARK

 Would like to replc garments as needed  but 
will honor timeframe City specified. 



CITY OF TROY RFP-COT 08-29
Opening Date -- 9/3/08 RFP TABULATION Page 5 of 6
Date Prepared -- 9/9/08 UNIFORM RENTAL SERVICES

VENDOR NAME:

EST # OF WASHING REPLACEMENT WASHING REPLACEMENT
ITEM DESCRIPTION EMPLOYEES COST/MAN/WEEK COST COST/MAN/WEEK COST

1 Shirts- Long & Short Sleeve with Pants  (Standard) 10  $                      4.75  $                12.00 
 65/35 Poly/Cotton Blend –Exchanged Every 24 Months–  $                15.00 

Optional: 65/35 Poly/Cotton Blend - Exchangd Every 24 
Months - (w/Cell-Phone Pocket)  $                      4.90  $                15.00 
 5 Changes/Week
Mix and Match
 Style # 0102, 0202, 1002, 10B6
 Manufacturer: Unifirst & Dickies

2 Shirts-Long Sleeve with Pants (Standard) 54  $                      8.65  $                12.00 
 100% Premium Quality Cotton –Exchanged Every 12 Months–  $                15.00 

Optional: 100% Premium Quality Cotton - Exchanged Every 12 
Months - (w/Tool Pocket)  $                      9.50  $                18.00 
 5 Changes/Week Add/Sew on pocket
 Style # 0101, 0201, 1001
 Manufacturer: Unifirst 

3 50/50 Knit Short Sleeve Shirts and Pants (Standard) 6  $                      5.60  $                12.00 
Long Sleeve Shirts and Pants (Standard)  $                15.00 
65/35 Poly/Cotton Blend –Exchanged Every 24 Months–
5 Changes/Week
Mix and Match
Style # 02CH, 02CZ, 0268 1002
Manufacturer: Unifirst

4 Coveralls and Shop Coats 13  $                      0.80  $                32.00 
 100% Premium Quality Cotton  $                38.00 
 Mix and Match
 Laundered As Needed

5 White Long Sleeve Shirts with Pants 2  $                      8.80  $                12.00 
 65/35 Poly/Cotton Blend – Exchanged Every 12 Months-  $                15.00 
 5 Changes/Week 
 Style # 011107, 1122
 Manufacturer: Unifirst

6 Two (2) Shop Coats 6 No Charge No Charge
  Laundered 4 Times/Year

ADDITIONAL PURCHASE: EST # OF
ITEM DESCRIPTION EMPLOYEES UNIT PRICE UNIT PRICE

1 Coveralls 100% Premium Quality Cotton 19  $                    32.00 
Manufacturer:                                 Style #: BLANK

2 Shop Coats 100% Premium Quality Cotton 15  $                    38.00 
Manufacturer:                                 Style #: BLANK

3 Sew-On Additional City owned emblems – patches COST FOR  $                      1.50 
SUB- TOTAL -      $             30,641.20 

PROPOSAL - Two Year Requirements of Uniform Rental Services with an Option to Renew for Two Additional Years

UNIFIRST CORPORATION



CITY OF TROY RFP-COT 08-29
Opening Date -- 9/3/08 RFP TABULATION Page 6 of 6
Date Prepared -- 9/9/08 UNIFORM RENTAL SERVICES

VENDOR NAME:

OPTIONAL SERVICES: EST # OF WASHING REPLACEMENT WASHING REPLACEMENT
ITEM DESCRIPTION EMPLOYEES COST/MAN/WEEK COST COST/MAN/WEEK COST

A. Shirts-Long Sleeve with Pants (Standard) 6  $                      5.19  $                12.00 
 100% Premium Quality Cotton  $                15.00 

Option  100% Premium Quality Cotton - w/tool pocket  $                      5.70  $                18.00 
 3 Changes/Week
 Style # 0101, 0201, 1001
 Manufacturer: Unifirst

B. Shirts-Short Sleeve with Pants (Standard) 6  $                      3.46  $                12.00 
 100% Premium Quality Cotton  $                15.00 

Option  100% Premium Quality Cotton - w/tool pocket  $                      3.80  $                18.00 
 2 Changes/Week
 Style # 0101, 0201, 1001
 Manufacturer: Unifirst

C. Shirts-Short Sleeve with Pants (Standard) 6  $                      8.65  $                12.00 
 100% Premium Quality Cotton  $                15.00 

Option  100% Premium Quality Cotton - w/tool pocket  $                      9.50  $                18.00 
 5 Changes/Week
 Style # 0101, 0201, 1001
 Manufacturer: Unifirst

ESTIMATED ANNUAL GRAND TOTAL:  $             36,038.80 
MANDATORY SITE INSPECTION
 Visited the sites:
 Date: 8/14/2008
FLOOR PLAN
  Marked as: Titled 
SITE VISIT:
 Contact Name: Ed McNicholas 
 Phone # (248) 334-0030
BIDDER QUESTIONNAIRE:     Yes or No YES

CONTACT INFORMATION: 7am-5pm 
 Hours of Operation
 Emergency Phone # (248) 935-4971

INSURANCE:
 Can meet XX
 Cannot meet

TERMS: NET 30 

WARRANTY: N/A

DATE & TIME - DELIVERY: BLANK

EXCEPTIONS:

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT:   Yes or No YES

UNIFIRST CORPORATION 

 Unifirst brand vs Red Kap-Prices per 
terms w/alternate prices 
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CCIITTYY  CCOOUUNNCCIILL  AAGGEENNDDAA  IITTEEMM

 
Date:              September 19, 2012               
 
 
To:   Mike Culpepper, Acting City Manager    
  
 
From:   Mark F. Miller, Director of Economic & Community Development  
   Cindy Stewart, Community Affairs Director 
 
 
Subject: Announcement of Public Hearing for October 22, 2012 - 
  Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) 2013 Application 
 
 
The City of Troy is required by the Oakland County Division of Community & Home Improvement to 

advertise and conduct a Public Hearing for the Program Year 2013 CDBG application.  

 

A public hearing will be scheduled for October 22, 2012 at 7:30 PM or as soon thereafter as the 

agenda will permit for the purpose of hearing public comments on the adoption of the Community 

Development Block Grant (CDBG) 2013 application in the approximate amount of $145,204.00 to 

fund eligible projects. 
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ANIMAL CONTROL APPEAL BOARD - FINAL  FEBRUARY 22, 2012 

1 
 

Chair Saeger called the Animal Control Appeal Board meeting to order at 7:00 p.m. on 
February 22, 2012 in the Lower Level Conference Room of the Troy City Hall. 
 
 
1. ROLL CALL 

 
Present: 
Patrick Carolan 
Al Petrulis 
Jayne Saeger 
Steve Toth 
V. James Viola 
 
Also Present: 
Paul Evans, Zoning and Compliance Specialist 
Susan Lancaster, Assistant City Attorney 
 
 

2. APPROVAL OF AGENDA  – No changes 
 
 
3. APPROVAL OF MINUTES – November 30, 2010 

 
Moved by Viola 
Seconded by Petrulis 
 
RESOLVED, to approve the November 30, 2010 meeting minutes. 
 
Yes: Carolan, Petrulis, Saeger, Viola 
Abstain: Toth 
 
MOTION PASSED 

 
 
4. ELECTION OF OFFICERS 

 
Moved by Petrulis 
Seconded by Viola 
 
RESOLVED to elect Jayne Saeger as Chair. 
 
Yes: All 
 
MOTION PASSED 

bittnera
Text Box
O-01a



ANIMAL CONTROL APPEAL BOARD - FINAL  FEBRUARY 22, 2012 

2 
 

Moved by Viola 
Seconded by Petrulis 
 
RESOLVED to elect Al Petrulis as Vice Chair. 
 
Yes: All 
 
MOTION PASSED 
 
RESOLVED to elect Patrick Carolan as Secretary. 
 
Moved by Petrulis 
Seconded by Viola 
 
Yes:  All 
 
MOTION PASSED 

 
 
5. HEARING OF CASE 
 

A. WAIVER REQUEST, PETRAQ KASKAVIQI, 1438 LEAFGREEN – In order to 
keep 29 racing pigeons, a waiver from the requirement that the property be at 
least ¾ of an acre in size. 
 
Representing Mr. Kaskaviqi was Renis Nusaj.  Mr. Nusaj gave the Board a brief 
history of the application process relating to the request.  He explained his 
understanding of racing pigeons and their purpose as opposed to other types of 
pigeons.  Specifically, Mr. Nusaj indicated racing pigeons do not loiter and are 
bred to race.  They do not defecate and are not loud or otherwise detrimental to 
the neighborhood.  He believes the ¾ of an acre lot requirement does not apply.  
Mr. Nusaj cited a State Law that he says prohibits the City from prohibiting the 
orderly keeping of racing pigeons.  He cited examples of where he believes the 
City has issued animal permits on properties less than ¾ of an acre. 
 
Arnhold Ludwig of St. Clair Shores, Michigan, addressed the Board.  Mr. Ludwig 
is a member of the local branch of the American Racing Pigeon Union.  He 
explained to the Board the historical national security uses of racing pigeons.  He 
discussed the organization’s intent to ensure that its members keep racing 
pigeons in a clean and safe manner. 
 
Mr. Nusaj advised the Board that Mr. Kaskaviqi is a member of the American 
Racing Pigeon Union. 



ANIMAL CONTROL APPEAL BOARD - FINAL  FEBRUARY 22, 2012 

3 
 

In response to a Board member question, Mr. Ludwig explained how to keep the 
racing pigeons from breeding and advised the pigeons should be exercised two 
times a day outside the coop. 
 
Chair Saeger opened the meeting to public comment. 
 
Citing noise, odors and droppings, the following residents indicated their 
opposition to the request: 
 

Robert Scott  1444 Leafgreen 
Bechara Tohme 1425 Shaker 
Constantine Copanos 1429 Shaker 

 
The following members of the public indicated their support for the request: 
 

Jordan Luc Clawson, Michigan 
Four additional individuals who reside outside the City of Troy 

 
At the conclusion of public comment, Mr. Nusaj advised that a chain link fence 
surrounds the property and the coop is insulated. 
 
The Board discussed the presence of strong opposition, its history to deny 
permits for pigeons in the past, and that there are no substantial changes 
between this request and the applicant’s previous request. They also discussed 
noise, disease, procreation of pigeons, the density of homes in the neighborhood 
the fact that the parcel is only .18 acres in size, and is surrounded by similarly 
sized parcels. 
 
Motion by Viola 
Seconded by Petrulis 
 
RESOLVED to deny the request based on Ordinance Chapter 90.70.20 (f) due to 
the applicant’s lot size and strong neighborhood opposition. 
 
Yes: All 
 
MOTION PASSED 
 
The Board informally discussed the need to have more orderly proceedings.  It 
was agreed that Mr. Evans would propose draft meeting procedures for Board 
review and approval at their next meeting. 
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ELECTION COMMISSION MINUTES – Final June 28, 2012 
 
A meeting of the Troy Election Commission was held June 28, 2012, at City Hall, 500 W. 
Big Beaver Road. City Clerk Bittner called the Meeting to order at 7:57 AM. 

Roll Call:  
 
PRESENT: David C. Anderson, Timothy Dewan, M. Aileen Bittner – City Clerk 

Minutes: Regular Meeting of April 9, 2012  
 
Resolution #EC-2012-06-007 
Moved by Anderson 
Seconded by Dewan 
 
RESOLVED, That the Election Commission hereby APPROVES the Minutes of April 9, 
2012 as presented. 
 
Yes:  All-3 
No:  None 
 
MOTION CARRIED 

Approval of Election Inspector Assignments – August 7, 2012 Primary Election 
 
Resolution # EC-2012-06-008 
Motion by Anderson 
Seconded by Dewan 
 
RESOLVED, That Election Inspectors be APPOINTED for the August 7, 2012 Primary 
Election, as presented by the City Clerk. 
 
Yes:  All-3 
No: None 
 
MOTION CARRIED 
 

Adjournment:  
 
The meeting was adjourned at 7:59 AM. 
 
 
 

M. Aileen Bittner, CMC 
City Clerk 
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Chair Dziurman called the Regular meeting of the Building Code Board of Appeals to order at 
3:00 p.m. on September 5, 2012 in the Lower Level Conference Room of the Troy City Hall. 
 
1. ROLL CALL 

 
Members Present: 
Theodore Dziurman, Chair 
Gary Abitheira 
Teresa Brooks 
Michael Carolan 
Mike Culpepper 
 
Support Staff Present: 
Mitch Grusnick, Building Official/Code Inspector 
Kathy L. Czarnecki, Acting Recording Secretary 
 
Also Present: 
Attached and made a part hereof is the signature sheet of those present and signed in 
at this meeting. 
 
 

2. APPROVAL OF MINUTES 
 
Moved by: Carolan 
Seconded by: Abitheira 
 
RESOLVED, To approve the minutes of the June 20, 2012 Special meeting as 
submitted. 
 
Yeas: All present (5) 
 
MOTION CARRIED 

 
Chair Dziurman announced the petitioner withdrew Agenda item 3.B. because a third sign was 
no longer needed. 
 
 
3. HEARING OF CASES 

 
A. VARIANCE REQUEST, 44201 DEQUINDRE, JONES LANG LA SALLE AT 

BEAUMONT HEALTH SYSTEMS – For relief of Section 716.5.5 of the 2009 
Michigan Building Code to omit smoke dampers in ductwork penetrating smoke 
barriers throughout William Beaumont Hospital Troy campus. 
 
Mr. Grusnick reported this Board approved this request in April 2005 as a variance 
to the 2003 Michigan Building Code.  He indicated the request before the Board 
today is to continue the variance under the 2009 Michigan Building Code.  Staff 
reviews of the Codes confirm there are no changes to the Code requirements for 
the smoke dampers and, more importantly, no code changes that would require 
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quick response sprinkler heads for the building use.  Therefore, the use of quick 
response sprinkler heads remains a code equivalent option for the Board’s 
consideration. 
 
The applicant, Jake Meadows of Jones Lang LaSalle at Beaumont Health System, 
was present.  Mr. Meadows summarized the documentation provided with the 
application and asked the Board’s approval to use quick response sprinkler heads 
within the facility as an alternative to meet the 2009 Building Code requirement for 
smoke dampers. 
 
Mr. Meadows addressed the Life Safety Code NFPA 101, 2006 edition, Section 
19.3.7.4, which stipulates smoke dampers are not required and the 2009 Building 
Code in which smoke dampers are required.  He read excerpts from Life Safety 
Code meeting minutes that support the use of quick response sprinkler heads.  Mr. 
Meadows also addressed the costs associated with smoke dampers versus quick 
response sprinkler heads. 
 
Assistant Fire Chief Roberts stated the Fire Department has no objections to the 
petitioner’s request. 
 
Plan Analyst Kessler addressed evaluations conducted on quick response 
sprinkler heads and the documented support for their use. 
 
Moved by: Carolan 
Seconded by: Abitheira 
 
RESOLVED, To approve the variance based on the following: 
1. The Fire Department has no objections; and 
2. Approval was granted on the same variance request in 2005.  
 
Yeas: All present (5) 
 
MOTION CARRIED 

 
B. VARIANCE REQUEST, 1057-1155 E. LONG LAKE, GREG CARR OF 

UNIVERSAL SIGNS – For relief of Chapter 85, Section 85.02.05(4) to install a 
third ground sign measuring 25 square feet in area. 

 
Item withdrawn by petitioner. 

 
4. COMMUNICATIONS 

 
None. 
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Chair Tagle called the Regular meeting of the Troy City Planning Commission to order at 
7:01 p.m. on September 11, 2012 in the Council Chamber of the Troy City Hall. 
 
1. ROLL CALL 

 
Present: 
Donald Edmunds 
Michael W. Hutson 
Edward Kempen 
Tom Krent 
Philip Sanzica 
Robert Schultz 
Thomas Strat 
John J. Tagle 
 
Absent: 
Gordon Schepke 
 
Also Present: 
R. Brent Savidant, Planning Director 
Susan Lancaster, Assistant City Attorney 
Ben Carlisle, Carlisle/Wortman Associates, Inc. 
Eric Huang, Student Representative 
Kathy L. Czarnecki, Recording Secretary 
 
Chair Tagle asked for a moment of silence in memory of September 11, 2001 victims, 
their families and loved ones. 
 

2. APPROVAL OF AGENDA 
 
Resolution # PC-2012-09-061 
Moved by: Schultz 
Seconded by: Strat 
 
RESOLVED, To approve the Agenda as prepared. 
 
Yes: All present (8) 
Absent: Schepke 
 

MOTION CARRIED 
 
3. APPROVAL OF MINUTES 

 
Resolution # PC-2012-09-062 
Moved by: Edmunds 
Seconded by: Schultz 
 
RESOLVED, To approve the minutes of the August 28, 2012 Special/Study meeting as 
published. 
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Yes: All present (8) 
Absent: Schepke 
 
MOTION CARRIED 

 
 
4. PUBLIC COMMENTS – Items not on the Agenda 

 
There was no one present who wished to speak. 

 
 

PRELIMINARY SITE PLAN REVIEW 
 
5. PRELIMINARY SITE PLAN REVIEW (File Number SP 978) – Proposed Troy 7-Eleven, 

Southeast Corner of Crooks and Wattles (3984 Crooks), Section 21, Currently Zoned NN 
(Neighborhood Node “I”) District 
 
Mr. Carlisle gave a review of the site plan application, specifically addressing the intent 
of the NN zoning district, the plan’s deficiency of one tree along Crooks Road and the 
Zoning Ordinance requirement to turn off or reduce lighting between the hours of 11:00 
p.m. and sunrise.  Mr. Carlisle indicated support for the application and recommended 
approval. 
 
The petitioner, Joshua Knott of Harrison French & Associates, was present.  Mr. Knott 
said the 7-Eleven store would be a 24-hour operation and expressed concern to comply 
with the requirement of dimming lights between 11 p.m. and sunrise.  He asked to what 
degree the lights should be dimmed and if the Board would consider waiving the 
requirement for the safety of store customers and employees. 
 
Mr. Carlisle replied the Zoning Ordinance does not actually stipulate foot-candle 
requirements with respect to dimming.  He stated that exceptions to the requirement 
can be granted where there is a security and safety concern. 
 
There was discussion on the photometric plan as follows: 
 Submission to Board members. 
 Intent of Zoning Ordinance requirements. 
 Shielding, spillage, dark sky, LED intensity, glare, height of poles. 

 
The petitioner was commended on the plan’s stormwater retention. 
 
Mr. Schultz suggested that a canopy be placed on the south elevation also. 
 
Resolution # PC-2012-09-063 
Moved by: Sanzica 
Seconded by: Edmunds 
 
RESOLVED, That Preliminary Site Plan Approval, pursuant to Article 8 of the Zoning 
Ordinance, as requested for the proposed Troy 7-Eleven, located on the southeast 
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corner of Crooks and Wattles (3984 Crooks), Section 21, within the NN (Neighborhood 
Node) district, be granted, subject to the following: 
 
1. Address required site plan information identified in the report prior to Final Site 

Plan approval. 
2. That the requirement to turn off or dim lighting between the hours of 11:00 p.m. 

and sunrise be waived. 
 
Yes: All present (8) 
Absent: Schepke 
 
MOTION CARRIED 

 
 

CONDITIONAL REZONING REQUEST 
 
6. CONDITIONAL REZONING APPLICATION (File Number CR 006) – Proposed Troy 

Plaza, West side of Crooks, South of Square Lake (5500 New King), Section 8, From 
PUD 13 (Planned Unit Development 13) to CB (Community Business) and OM (Office 
Mixed Use) Districts 
 
Mr. Carlisle reviewed the recent revisions and multiple phases to the proposed Conditional 
Rezoning application.  In summary, Mr. Carlisle said the application meets Zoning 
Ordinance requirements and the intent of the Master Plan.  He recommended approval 
to the City Council for the Conditional Rezoning; further recommended approval for the 
Special Use for the retail building drive-through and McDonald’s restaurant drive-
through and Preliminary Site Plan approval conditioned on satisfying requirements upon 
Final Site Plan approval as specified in his report dated September 4, 2012. 
 
Mr. Savidant reported the petitioner and staff met and had a productive meeting.  He 
commended the petitioner on the revised plan. 
 
The petitioner, Mike Gordon of Moiseev/Gordon Associates, was present.  Mr. Gordon 
expressed confidence that he would be back before the Planning Commission for site 
plan approval on the second phase before the end of the year. 
 
There was discussion on the following: 
 Setbacks to the south, along Corporate Drive. 
 Internal circulation. 
 Landscaping; i.e., plant list (boxwood), saving trees. 
 Retention pond. 
 Photometric plan; i.e., shielding, intensity, pole height. 
 Condition “C” as stated in petitioner letter, dated ‘revised September 11, 2012’, in 

relation to building, building footprint and parking lot design.  
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Resolution # PC-2012-09   -  
Moved by: Schultz 
 
RESOLVED, That the Planning Commission hereby recommends to the City Council 
that the PUD to OM and CB Conditional Rezoning request, as per Section 16.04 of 
the City of Troy Zoning Ordinance, located on the west side of Crooks, north side of 
New King (5500 New King), in Section 8, being approximately 6 acres in size, be 
granted, for the following reasons:  
 
1. The application is consistent with the Master Plan. 
2. The application is compatible with existing zoning districts and land uses. 
3. The applicant has proposed conditions that reduce potential impacts of the 

proposed CB and OM districts on abutting properties. 
 
Discussion. 
 
Mr. Tagle asked that the Resolution make reference to the petitioner’s 
correspondence dated “Revised September 11, 2012”, with respect to Condition “C”, 
and to clarify future restaurant building pad parameters; i.e., details of the building 
pad including building pad outdoor plaza. 
 
Mr. Savidant assured the Board that planning and administrative approval would be 
clarified in the Conditional Rezoning Agreement and would be documented by the 
petitioner’s correspondence and the Board’s Resolution. 
 
Discussion continued on the lighting with respect to shielding and quality.   
 
Chair Tagle noted the photometric plan complies with the requirements of the Zoning 
Ordinance. 
 
Ms. Lancaster reminded the Board that only the petitioner can offer conditions to a 
proposed Conditional Rezoning and that the Board cannot require conditions. 
 
The following motion was supported and subsequently voted on. 
 
Resolution # PC-2012-09-064 
Moved by: Schultz 
Seconded by: Edmunds 
 
RESOLVED, That the Planning Commission hereby recommends to the City Council 
that the PUD to OM and CB Conditional Rezoning request, as per Section 16.04 of 
the City of Troy Zoning Ordinance, located on the west side of Crooks, north side of 
New King (5500 New King), in Section 8, being approximately 6 acres in size, be 
granted, for the following reasons:  
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1. The application is consistent with the Master Plan. 
2. The application is compatible with existing zoning districts and land uses. 
3. The applicant has proposed conditions that reduce potential impacts of the 

proposed CB and OM districts on abutting properties. 
 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That the Planning Commission recommends the 
following condition: 
 
1. The details of the building pad including the building and outdoor plaza as 

represented in the petitioner’s correspondence dated “Revised September 11, 
2012” shall be subject to planning approval and be modified by administrative 
approval within their jurisdiction. 

 
Yes: All present (8) 
Absent: Schepke 
 
MOTION CARRIED 
 
 

OTHER BUSINESS 
 
7. PUBLIC COMMENTS – Items on Current Agenda 

 
There was no one present who wished to speak. 

 
 
8. PLANNING COMMISSION COMMENTS 

 
There was general Planning Commission discussion. 
 

 
 
The Regular meeting of the Planning Commission adjourned at 8:03 p.m. 
 
Respectfully submitted, 
 
 
 
 
       
John J. Tagle, Chair 
 
 
 
 
       
Kathy L. Czarnecki, Recording Secretary 
 
G:\Planning Commission Minutes\2012 PC Minutes\Draft\2012 09 11 Regular Meeting_Draft.doc 
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Chair Tagle called the Regular meeting of the Troy City Planning Commission to order at 
7:01 p.m. on September 11, 2012 in the Council Chamber of the Troy City Hall. 
 
1. ROLL CALL 

 
Present: 
Donald Edmunds 
Michael W. Hutson 
Edward Kempen 
Tom Krent 
Philip Sanzica 
Robert Schultz 
Thomas Strat 
John J. Tagle 
 
Absent: 
Gordon Schepke 
 
Also Present: 
R. Brent Savidant, Planning Director 
Susan Lancaster, Assistant City Attorney 
Ben Carlisle, Carlisle/Wortman Associates, Inc. 
Eric Huang, Student Representative 
Kathy L. Czarnecki, Recording Secretary 
 
Chair Tagle asked for a moment of silence in memory of September 11, 2001 victims, 
their families and loved ones. 
 

2. APPROVAL OF AGENDA 
 
Resolution # PC-2012-09-061 
Moved by: Schultz 
Seconded by: Strat 
 
RESOLVED, To approve the Agenda as prepared. 
 
Yes: All present (8) 
Absent: Schepke 
 

MOTION CARRIED 
 
3. APPROVAL OF MINUTES 

 
Resolution # PC-2012-09-062 
Moved by: Edmunds 
Seconded by: Schultz 
 
RESOLVED, To approve the minutes of the August 28, 2012 Special/Study meeting as 
published. 
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Yes: All present (8) 
Absent: Schepke 
 
MOTION CARRIED 

 
 
4. PUBLIC COMMENTS – Items not on the Agenda 

 
There was no one present who wished to speak. 

 
 

PRELIMINARY SITE PLAN REVIEW 
 
5. PRELIMINARY SITE PLAN REVIEW (File Number SP 978) – Proposed Troy 7-Eleven, 

Southeast Corner of Crooks and Wattles (3984 Crooks), Section 21, Currently Zoned NN 
(Neighborhood Node “I”) District 
 
Mr. Carlisle gave a review of the site plan application, specifically addressing the intent 
of the NN zoning district, the plan’s deficiency of one tree along Crooks Road and the 
Zoning Ordinance requirement to turn off or reduce lighting between the hours of 11:00 
p.m. and sunrise.  Mr. Carlisle indicated support for the application and recommended 
approval. 
 
The petitioner, Joshua Knott of Harrison French & Associates, was present.  Mr. Knott 
said the 7-Eleven store would be a 24-hour operation and expressed concern to comply 
with the requirement of dimming lights between 11 p.m. and sunrise.  He asked to what 
degree the lights should be dimmed and if the Board would consider waiving the 
requirement for the safety of store customers and employees. 
 
Mr. Carlisle replied the Zoning Ordinance does not actually stipulate foot-candle 
requirements with respect to dimming.  He stated that exceptions to the requirement 
can be granted where there is a security and safety concern. 
 
There was discussion on the photometric plan as follows: 
 Submission to Board members. 
 Intent of Zoning Ordinance requirements. 
 Shielding, spillage, dark sky, LED intensity, glare, height of poles. 

 
The petitioner was commended on the plan’s stormwater retention. 
 
Mr. Schultz suggested that a canopy be placed on the south elevation also. 
 
Resolution # PC-2012-09-063 
Moved by: Sanzica 
Seconded by: Edmunds 
 
RESOLVED, That Preliminary Site Plan Approval, pursuant to Article 8 of the Zoning 
Ordinance, as requested for the proposed Troy 7-Eleven, located on the southeast 
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corner of Crooks and Wattles (3984 Crooks), Section 21, within the NN (Neighborhood 
Node) district, be granted, subject to the following: 
 
1. Address required site plan information identified in the report prior to Final Site 

Plan approval. 
2. That the requirement to turn off or dim lighting between the hours of 11:00 p.m. 

and sunrise be waived. 
 
Yes: All present (8) 
Absent: Schepke 
 
MOTION CARRIED 

 
 

CONDITIONAL REZONING REQUEST 
 
6. CONDITIONAL REZONING APPLICATION (File Number CR 006) – Proposed Troy 

Plaza, West side of Crooks, South of Square Lake (5500 New King), Section 8, From 
PUD 13 (Planned Unit Development 13) to CB (Community Business) and OM (Office 
Mixed Use) Districts 
 
Mr. Carlisle reviewed the recent revisions and multiple phases to the proposed Conditional 
Rezoning application.  In summary, Mr. Carlisle said the application meets Zoning 
Ordinance requirements and the intent of the Master Plan.  He recommended approval 
to the City Council for the Conditional Rezoning; further recommended approval for the 
Special Use for the retail building drive-through and McDonald’s restaurant drive-
through and Preliminary Site Plan approval conditioned on satisfying requirements upon 
Final Site Plan approval as specified in his report dated September 4, 2012. 
 
Mr. Savidant reported the petitioner and staff met and had a productive meeting.  He 
commended the petitioner on the revised plan. 
 
The petitioner, Mike Gordon of Moiseev/Gordon Associates, was present.  Mr. Gordon 
expressed confidence that he would be back before the Planning Commission for site 
plan approval on the second phase before the end of the year. 
 
There was discussion on the following: 
 Setbacks to the south, along Corporate Drive. 
 Internal circulation. 
 Landscaping; i.e., plant list (boxwood), saving trees. 
 Retention pond. 
 Photometric plan; i.e., shielding, intensity, pole height. 
 Condition “C” as stated in petitioner letter, dated ‘revised September 11, 2012’, in 

relation to building, building footprint and parking lot design.  
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Resolution # PC-2012-09   -  
Moved by: Schultz 
 
RESOLVED, That the Planning Commission hereby recommends to the City Council 
that the PUD to OM and CB Conditional Rezoning request, as per Section 16.04 of 
the City of Troy Zoning Ordinance, located on the west side of Crooks, north side of 
New King (5500 New King), in Section 8, being approximately 6 acres in size, be 
granted, for the following reasons:  
 
1. The application is consistent with the Master Plan. 
2. The application is compatible with existing zoning districts and land uses. 
3. The applicant has proposed conditions that reduce potential impacts of the 

proposed CB and OM districts on abutting properties. 
 
Discussion. 
 
Mr. Tagle asked that the Resolution make reference to the petitioner’s 
correspondence dated “Revised September 11, 2012”, with respect to Condition “C”, 
and to clarify future restaurant building pad parameters; i.e., details of the building 
pad including building pad outdoor plaza. 
 
Mr. Savidant assured the Board that planning and administrative approval would be 
clarified in the Conditional Rezoning Agreement and would be documented by the 
petitioner’s correspondence and the Board’s Resolution. 
 
Discussion continued on the lighting with respect to shielding and quality.   
 
Chair Tagle noted the photometric plan complies with the requirements of the Zoning 
Ordinance. 
 
Ms. Lancaster reminded the Board that only the petitioner can offer conditions to a 
proposed Conditional Rezoning and that the Board cannot require conditions. 
 
The following motion was supported and subsequently voted on. 
 
Resolution # PC-2012-09-064 
Moved by: Schultz 
Seconded by: Edmunds 
 
RESOLVED, That the Planning Commission hereby recommends to the City Council 
that the PUD to OM and CB Conditional Rezoning request, as per Section 16.04 of 
the City of Troy Zoning Ordinance, located on the west side of Crooks, north side of 
New King (5500 New King), in Section 8, being approximately 6 acres in size, be 
granted, for the following reasons:  





ELECTION COMMISSION MINUTES – Draft September 27, 2012 
 
A meeting of the Troy Election Commission was held September 27, 2012, at City Hall, 
500 W. Big Beaver Road. City Clerk Bittner called the Meeting to order at 8:25 AM. 

Roll Call:  
 
PRESENT: Timothy Dewan, M. Aileen Bittner – City Clerk 
ABSENT: David C. Anderson 

Minutes: Regular Meeting of June 28, 2012  
 
Resolution #EC-2012-09-009 
Moved by Dewan 
Seconded by Bittner 
 
RESOLVED, That the Election Commission hereby APPROVES the Minutes of June 28, 
2012 as presented. 
 
Yes:  Bittner, Dewan 
No:  None 
Absent: Anderson 
 
MOTION CARRIED 

Approval of Election Inspector Assignments – November 6, 2012 General Election 
 
Resolution # EC-2012-09-010 
Motion by Dewan 
Seconded by Bittner 
 
RESOLVED, That Election Inspectors be APPOINTED for the November 6, 2012 
General Election, as presented by the City Clerk. 
 
Yes:   Dewan, Bittner 
No:  None 
Absent: Anderson 
 
MOTION CARRIED 
 

Adjournment:  
 
The meeting was adjourned at 8:26 AM. 
 
 
 

M. Aileen Bittner, CMC 
City Clerk 
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                    CCIITTYY  CCOOUUNNCCIILL  RREEPPOORRTT  
 
September 25, 2012 
 
 
TO:    Michael W. Culpepper, Acting City Manager 
 
FROM: Thomas Darling, Director of Financial Services 

Susan A. Leirstein, Purchasing Director 
 
SUBJECT:  Final Reporting – Chuck Cryderman & Associates - Auction Services – July 2012  

 
 
Background  
 
On Monday, April 16, 2012, Troy City Council awarded a two-year contract to provide auction services with 
an option to renew for two (2) additional years to the low total bidder, Chuck Cryderman & Associates LLC of 
Armada, MI, with all auction expenses paid through buyers’ premiums - Resolution #2012-04-079-J4c.  The 
City’s police, fire and fleet divisions participated in a live auction held in Imlay City on July 14, 2012. Final 
reporting is being presented for all items sold.  
 
The sale of surplus property is a statutory requirement of the Purchasing Department. (Chapter 7, Sec 8)   
 
Summary 
 
Final sale amounts are listed below:     
DIVISION PROCEEDS  NET INCOME 
City of Troy – Fleet $39,832.50  
City of Troy - Fire    $42,220.00  
City of Troy – Police $5,769.00  

   
   

   $      87,821.50
 
See attached auction invoice results by Consignor for details. 
 
Recommendation  
 
This agenda item reports final results of July 2012 auctions to City management. No action is required. 
 
 
 
G:\Purchasing\Auction - Reports\ Report - Auction Report - BidNet - July 2012 - Miscellaneous.doc 
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  CCIITTYY  CCOOUUNNCCIILL  RREEPPOORRTT
 
September 27, 2012 
 
 
TO:    Michael W. Culpepper, Acting City Manager 
 
FROM: Thomas Darling, Director of Financial Services 
 Gary G. Mayer, Police Chief 

Susan A. Leirstein, Purchasing Director 
 
SUBJECT:  Final Reporting – Online Surplus Auction Sales – Police Department    

 
 
Background  
 
Resolution #2012-04-079-J4c approved the City’s use of online auction websites to market specialty pieces of 
equipment as long as there was no cost to the City.  After evaluating the various online auction services 
available, the Police department decided it was in the City’s best interest to advertise on two different websites, 
eBay and MITN (the Michigan Inter-governmental Trade Network) for specialty police equipment.  
 
A Canine Transport System was sold via eBay and purchased by another law enforcement agency for 
$1,750.00.  PVP Communications motorcycle microphones were originally offered for sale through MITN, but 
the sole bidder did not meet the reserve price.  So, the bidder was contacted.  It turns out the Rochester Police 
Department was the sole bidder, and agreed to pay the reserve price of $1,250.00.  
 
The sale of surplus property is a statutory requirement of the Purchasing Department. (Chapter 7, Sec 8)   
 
Recommendation  
 
This agenda item reports final results of miscellaneous 2012 auctions to City management. No action is 
required. 
 
Funding Considerations   
 
Funds were deposited by the Treasurer’s Office into the appropriate revenue accounts. 
 
 
G:\Purchasing\Auction - Reports\ Report - Auction Report - BidNet – August 2012 – Police.doc 
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Item: 320912838015 

0 bids

Pet Supplies > Other

 

Havis K9/Prisoner Transport System
troypd2009 ( 2 )  

Item condition: Used

Time left: 9d 23h (Jun 03, 2012 09:28:45 PDT)

Bid history:

Starting bid: US $1,500.00
Reserve not met

Shipping and handling

Item location: Troy, MI, United States

 

Shipping and
handling

To Service Estimated delivery*

US $5.35
United
States

Expedited Shipping (USPS Priority
Mail Small Flat Rate Box)

Estimated between
Thu. Jun. 7 and Fri. Jun. 8 

Domestic handling time

Will usually ship within 2 business days of receiving cleared payment.

Return policy

Return policy details

No returns or exchanges, contact seller with questions.

Payment details

Payment method Preferred / Accepted  

Accepted  

Item specifics

Brand: Havis MPN: KK-K9-F14-K-PT

Model: 2003-2012 Ford Expedition K9/Prisoner
Transport

  

Seller's description

 2003-2012 Ford Expedition K9/Prisoner Transport System.

For 2003-2012 Ford Expedition
Unique white powder coat finish
easy to install

eBay

Sell one like this
Learn more

Shipping to: United States

Change country: ZIP Code: 48084

Havis K9/Prisoner Transport System | eBay http://cgi.ebay.com/ws/eBayISAPI.dll?ViewItem&rt=nc&item=32091283...

1 of 3 5/24/2012 12:36 PM



Radius corners, molded edges and proper sized ventilation holes
fabricated from heavy-duty aluminum for long-lasting durability
SUV kit housing with one front sliding door, two side door tunnels, aluminum fold-down interior window
guards and door panels.
K9 / prisoner transport kits: K9 space is on the driver side, prisoner space is on the passenger side.

HOT-N-POP PRO AceK9.com temperature monitor and door prop controller.

Monitors temperature sensors, vehicle battery voltage, and engine stall.
The information is shown on a 32-character backlit alphanumeric dispaly.
In an alarm condition is detected, the unit will activate a S.O.S. Horn Honk signal, siren and light-bar
activation and dual window drop.
K9 Door Popper that releases the K9 from the vehicle.
A special Door Popper feature disables the K9 Door Popper when the vehicle is in gear.
The system comes with Door Popper Remote, external antenna, wiring, and hardware.
Software based features allow for future upgrades.

THIS ITEM WAS USED BY THE TROY POLICE DEPARTMENT K9 UNIT.

IF YOU HAVE ANY QUESTIONS ABOUT THIS ITEM PLEASE CONTACT PSA MODRICH AT 248-524-3469

Questions and answers about this item

 No questions or answers have been posted about this item.  

Listing images

Havis K9/Prisoner Transport System | eBay http://cgi.ebay.com/ws/eBayISAPI.dll?ViewItem&rt=nc&item=32091283...
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This page is formatted for printing and does not include all the information contained in the listing. You must select
all options to print all of the information in the listing including the listing summary, seller's description, and images.
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October 2, 2012 
 
TO:   Mike Culpepper, Acting City Manager 
 
FROM:   Mark F. Miller, Director of Economic and Community Development 
   Steven J. Vandette, City Engineer 
 
SUBJECT:  Additional Tri-Party Funds – City to schedule more work on County Roads 
 
In August we received notice from the Road Commission for Oakland County (RCOC) that $2.9 million in 
unclaimed Tri-Party funds (from communities without suitable projects or not able to fund their required one 
third share) would be made available.  Interested communities would need to use these funds during the 2012 
and 2013 construction seasons.  Engineering submitted a list of  eleven projects totaling $2.9 million.  The 
RCOC received over $21 million in project requests from all communities, including Troy.   

Due to the overwhelming response, the RCOC distributed the additional funds based on the Tri-Party formula, 
which is based on miles of County roads in the city and the latest 3-year crash data.  Based on this calculation, 
Troy’s share of the unclaimed funds is $363,550.   
Troy’s share of the additional Tri-Party funds is one-third or $121,183 of the total amount.  The remaining two-
thirds or $242,367 comes from the Board of Road Commissioners (Board) and the Oakland County Board of 
Commissioners (County).  The City’s share will come from the Major Road Fund.   
 
The Board is expected to approve the additional funds at their meeting of October 3, 2012. 
 
Engineering is proposing that approximately $140,000 of the additional funds  be used this fall for concrete 
slab replacement at the following locations.    
 

1. Crossovers on Long Lake (full replacement), east and west of Livernois 
2. Big Beaver westbound in front of Troy Sports Complex (spot replacement) 
3. Westbound Long Lake, west of Falmouth (340 feet of curb lane) 

 
The remainder of the additional Tri-Party funds, combined with 2013 Tri-Party funds expected next spring, will 
be used to replace the badly deteriorated I75/Crooks intersection and all lanes of northbound Livernois, south 
of Long Lake.   
 
Dilisio Contracting, who is currently under contract for major road concrete slab replacement work and who 
completed the 2012 Tri-Party work on westbound Long Lake west of Crooks, has agreed to complete the 
additional work identified for this fall. 
 
Work proposed for the 2013 construction season will require Engineering to prepare a construction staging 
and traffic control plan, and obtain permits from the RCOC and MDOT for work impacting the I75/Crooks 
interchange.  These plans will be developed this winter so that the work may commence next spring. 
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Beth L Tashnick

Subject: FW: Thank you

 
-------- Original Message -------- 
Subject: Thank you 
From: Angela Keto  

To: G.Bowers@troymi.gov,SavidantB@troymi.gov 
CC:  

Dear Brent and Gary, 
 
Just a sincere note of thanks for your help and quick resolution of my safety concern. 
I arrived home today to see that a "fence" had been installed around the excavated land. 
I feel much better about letting my children play in the front yard thanks to you and the 
contractor on the project.  I appreciate your conviction and dedication to the ensuring the 
safety of the residents here in Troy. 
 
Thank you again, 
Angie 
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Beth L Tashnick

Subject: Light the Night Information

From: Holland, Stephanie  
Sent: Tue 9/25/2012 1:47 PM 
To: Janice Daniels 
Cc: Russel M. Harden 
Subject: RE: Light the Night Information 
  
Mayor Daniels, 
Thank you so much for attending the Light The Night Walk on Saturday. We appreciate having your 
support, as well as the City of Troy's support, to host our event. We've had a wonderful experience 
working with the city and we appreciate you giving a warm welcome to our walkers on Saturday. 
 
Also, the three police officers assigned to work at our event were AMAZING! We heard such 
wonderful feedback from all of the staff that worked with them at the Walk. They went above and 
beyond to help us out along the route as well. If you have the opportunity to thank/recognize them for 
their excellent customer service, we would love that. 
 
Thanks again, 
Stephanie 
 
:: Stephanie Holland | Campaign Director 
:: Light The Night Walk & Leukemia Cup Regatta 
:: The Leukemia & Lymphoma Society | 1471 E. 12 Mile Rd., Madison Heights, MI 48071 
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1

Beth L Tashnick

Subject: FW: Thank you for your report on Troy

 
-----Original Message----- 
From: Doug Ruffley  
To: Janice Daniels 
Subject: Thank you for your report on Troy 
  
Mayor Daniels, thank you very much for your state of the city address this evening.  You did a great 
job.  I didn't get a chance to speak with your son after your address, but please pass along my thanks 
for his service.  I support and pray for his safety and that of all our troops. 
Thank you for your service and support to Troy, and I hope the majority of voters will support you in 
November.  You have the 2 votes from this household :). 
Doug Ruffley 
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Beth L Tashnick

Subject: FW: Thank you, police and fire.

Sent: Sunday, September 09, 2012 11:43 PM 
To: Mike Culpepper 
Subject: Thank you, police and fire. 
 
Thank you to the police dept. and fire dept. for their immediate response to our 911 call when a faulty heating element on 
our stove sparked a fire. Although, we did take the fire out before their arrival, I was amazed at how quickly they were able
to respond. Thanks to everyone as incidents like this could so easily have very different results. 
  
Sincerely, 
Dan and Mary Ann Bernardi 
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Problem viewing this email? Click here for our online version

A Biweekly Publication of SEMCOG, the Southeast Michigan Council of Governments 
 

September 24, 2012  
Vol. 18, No. 19 
 

Executive Committee to meet September 28
SEMCOG’s Executive Committee will meet at 1 p.m. on Friday, September 
28, 2012, in SEMCOG’s downtown Detroit office.  Read More

New push for Regional Transit Authority legislation
You are encouraged to attend critical House Committee hearing this 
week
On Thursday, September 27, 2012, at 9 a.m., the Michigan House 
Transportation Committee, chaired by Representative Paul E. Opsommer, will 
hold an informational hearing on two of the four bills comprising the Regional 
Transit Authority (RTA) package.  Read More

SEMCOG data: A sampler of good news 
Southeast Michigan continues to recover from the decade-long recession, 
although there still is much work to be done. SEMCOG continuously monitors 
the changes in the region. Below is a sampler of some of the positive trends 
happening now.  Read More

Executive Director’s blog: “Those representing the 
Ambassador Bridge have flooded the political debate with 
blatant misperceptions and falsehoods.”  
In his most recent post on SEMCOG’s Think Regional/Act Local blog, 
Executive Director Paul Tait debunks misinformation being circulated by the 
owners of The Ambassador Bridge, regarding the proposed New International 
Trade Crossing (NITC).  Read More

SEMCOG invites public comment on an update to the 
Comprehensive Economic Development Strategy
The Comprehensive Economic Development Strategy provides a roadmap for 
effectively investing the region’s resources and seeking new means to 
diversify and reposition the economy, create jobs, strengthen and refocus our 
human capital, develop and promote our natural and community assets, 
improve our business climate, and maintain and enhance the necessary 
infrastructure to achieve the maximum economic impact and global 
competitiveness.  Read More

City of Novi receives SEMCOG Sustainable Community 
Recognition Program Award

Through its Sustainable Community Recognition Program, SEMCOG 

Share: 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 

Page 1 of 3Regional Update - September 24, 2012

9/24/2012http://smcg.informz.net/SMCG/archives/archive_2657991.html

bittnera
Text Box
O-07



recognizes member communities that have taken initiative to incorporate 
sustainable activities into their practices. For local governments, sustainability 
is about achieving economic prosperity while protecting the environment and 
providing a high quality of life for residents. SEMCOG-supported initiatives 
help local governments achieve and maintain sustainability.  Read More 

SEMCOG compiling building footprint data
Member communities will be able to use this data for a variety of applications, 
including community and economic development, market analysis, 
streetscape visualization, and housing census. This data will also assist in the 
areas of public safety, planning and zoning, building inspections, and 
assessing.  Read More

Last chance to register! SEMCOG and City of Novi present 
2012 Local Winter Maintenance Workshop and Expo
SEMCOG, in collaboration with the City of Novi, has announced details for its 
2012 Local Winter Road Maintenance Workshop and Expo, to be held 
Thursday, September 27, 2012, at the Novi Public Services, Field Services 
Complex.  Read More

Register now! SEMCOG to host two-day designing for 
pedestrian safety workshop on October 15-16
BoSEMCOG and the Pedestrian and Bicycle Information Center will host a 
two-day workshop on October 15-16, 2012, focused on helping state and 
local transportation professionals address pedestrian safety issues through 
design and engineering solutions.  Read More

We want feedback from your residents! Ask them to take the 
SEMCOG/MAC “Pulse of the Region” survey on 
transportation
SEMCOG and the Metropolitan Affairs Coalition (MAC) invite Southeast 
Michigan residents to comment on the region’s transportation system – its 
roads, bridges, and transit – via an online survey.  Read More

University of Michigan report shows trend of easing fiscal 
stress for state’s local governments
The University of Michigan's Center for Local, State, and Urban Policy 
(CLOSUP) recently released a report presenting the assessments of 
Michigan local government leaders of Michigan jurisdictions’ fiscal health and 
budgetary conditions in 2012.  Read More

SEMpeople
Congratulations to Westland Mayor William Wild, who was recently awarded 
“The Pure American Award” by the Lions Club of Westland. Read More

SEMCOG - Southeast Michigan Council of Governments • 535 Griswold Street, Suite 300, Detroit, Michigan 48226 
313-961-4266 • Fax: 313-961-4869 • Staff e-mail: communications@semcog.org • www.semcog.org 

 
If you wish to no longer receive Regional Update, please Opt-Out here. 
To unsubscribe from receiving any SEMCOG information, Click here. 

 
 

SEMCOG is a regional planning partnership of governmental units serving 4.7 million people in the seven-county region of Southeast 
Michigan striving to enhance the region's quality of life. Regional Update is a publication of SEMCOG, financed through funds from 
state and federal grants and dues from member communities. 
 
Michael Sedlak, Chairperson  
Clerk, Green Oak Township 
Paul E. Tait, Executive Director 
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Susan L. Stetler, Editor 
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Memo 
To: Mike Culpepper, Acting City Manager 
 
From: Mark F. Miller, Director of Economic & Community Development 
 Cynthia Stewart, Director of Community Affairs  
 Cathleen A. Russ, Library Director  
 
Date: October 3, 2012 
 
Re: Update on Library Strategic Planning Process—Community Survey  

As part of the Strategic Planning Process, Erin Gong, the library’s consultant, will be 
conducting a survey of the Troy community. The purpose of this survey is to gain 
feedback about the library, including services, programs and collections that are 
important to Troy residents.  The survey will go live on Wednesday, October 10, 2012 
and be available through Friday, October 26, 2012. The survey will be distributed two 
ways:  

Method One:  An email will be sent with a link to take the survey online. The 
email will go to a distribution list that Mrs. Stewart has previously developed for 
community affairs and communications. The list has approximately 10,000 email 
addresses on it. The survey will stay "live" for approximately two weeks. People on 
the distribution list will be contacted once to take the survey, and a second time as a 
reminder. 
 
This first method of distribution is the primary sampling method. Ms. Gong anticipates 
the most responses from this method. The distribution list represents a broad cross-
section of people who live and work in Troy. People who signed up to be on this list 
were interested in receiving general information and communication from the city, 
and are not specifically aligned with the library.  People on the email distribution list 

Troy Public Library 
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likely have some level of connection with city programs and services, because they 
had the opportunity to opt into the list. At the very least, they expressed interest in 
staying up-to-date on city happenings. 
 
Method Two:  Mrs. Stewart will put out a press release to Troy news 
outlets (print and online) briefly describing the survey, with a link to take the survey 
online. News outlets may publish the link in print or online and people can follow that 
link to take the survey. This second method supplements the first. By distributing the 
survey through news outlets, additional Troy residents who may not directly connect 
themselves to the city will be reached. 
 
Ms. Gong will compile the survey results and present a report to the Strategic 
Planning Task Force at their November meeting. Survey results, along with the 
results of Focus Group meetings in November, will be included in the Final Report 
presented to City Council at the end of the year, at the conclusion of the Strategic 
Planning Process.  
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