
AGENDA 

Traffic Committee Meeting 

April 15, 2015 – 7:30 P.M. 

Lower Level Conference Room – Troy City Hall, 500 West Big Beaver Road 

 
1. Roll Call 
 
2. Minutes – March 18, 2015 
 

PUBLIC HEARINGS 
 
3.  Request for Sidewalk Waiver – 5026 Somerton – Sidwell #88-20-10-477-051 
 
4.  Request for Sidewalk Waiver – 5038 Somerton – Sidwell #88-20-10-477-050 

 
REGULAR BUSINESS 

 
5. Request to Remove No Parking Zone – Fieldstone, South Boulevard to Nuthatch   
 
6.  Request for Traffic Control – Diamond at Bonito 
 
7.  Request for Traffic Control – Waltham at Post 
 
8.  Request for Traffic Control – Delta at Westpointe 
 
9. Public Comment 
 
10. Other Business 
 
11. Adjourn 
 
cc:  Item 3 & 4:  Safet (Sam) Stafa, 1612 Muer Drive 
      Properties within 300’ 
 
  Item 5:   Melissa Acton, 6956 Fieldstone 
      Properties within 300’ 
 
  Item 6:   Sharon Standifer, 2540 Bonito 
      Properties within 300’ 
 
  Item 7:   Richard Karlis, 2491 Waltham 
      Properties within 300’ 
 
  Item 8:   Cindy Graves, 6270 Emerald Lake 
      Properties within 300’ 
 
 Traffic Committee Members 
 Captain Robert Redmond & Sgt. Mike Szuminski, Police Department 
 Lt. Eric Caloia, Fire Department 
 William J. Huotari, Deputy City Engineer/Traffic Engineer    
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TRAFFIC COMMITTEE 
 

MESSAGE TO VISITORS, DELEGATIONS AND CITIZENS 
 
The Traffic Committee is composed of seven Troy citizens who have volunteered their time to 
the City to be involved in traffic and safety concerns.  The stated role of this Committee is: 
 

a. To give first hearing to citizens’ requests and obtain their input. 
 
b. To make recommendations to the City Council based on technical considerations, 

traffic surveys, established standards, and evaluation of citizen input. 
 
c. To identify hazardous locations and recommend improvements to reduce the 

potential for traffic crashes. 
 
Final decisions on sidewalk waivers will be made by the Committee at this meeting. 
 
The recommendations and conclusions arrived at on regular items this evening will be 
forwarded to the City Council for their final action.  Any citizen can discuss these 
recommendations before City Council. The items discussed at the Traffic Committee meeting 
will be placed on the City Council Agenda by the City Manager.  The earliest date these items 
might be considered by City Council would normally be 10 days to 2 weeks from the Traffic 
Committee meeting.  If you are interested, you may wish to contact the City Manager’s Office 
in order to determine when a particular item is on the Agenda. 
 
Persons wishing to speak before this Committee should attempt to hold their remarks to no 
more than 5 minutes.  Please try to keep your remarks relevant to the subject at hand. Please 
speak only when recognized by the Chair.  These comments are made to keep this meeting 
moving along.  Anyone wishing to be heard will be heard; we are here to listen and help in 
solving or resolving your particular concerns. 
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PUBLIC HEARINGS 
 
3.  Request for Sidewalk Waiver – 5026 Somerton – Sidwell #88-20-10-477-051 
 
Sam Stafa requests a sidewalk waiver for the sidewalk at 5026 Somerton (Sidwell #88-20-10-
477-051).  Mr. Stafa states that there are no sidewalks along Somerton Drive, nor within the 
Crystal Springs Subdivision, nor within Crystal Springs Subdivision No. 1 to the north.  He 
further states that having no sidewalk along the subject property would be consistent with 
current neighborhood conditions and also consistent with the subdivision in which it is located. 
 
The Department of Public Works (DPW) recommends denying this waiver request per the 
attached memo from the Director and Public Works Manager.   
 
SUGGESTED RESOLUTIONS: 
 

1. WHEREAS, City of Troy Ordinances, Chapter 34, allows the Traffic Committee to grant 
waivers of the City of Troy Design Standards for Sidewalks upon a demonstration of 
necessity; and 

 
WHEREAS, Sam Stafa has requested a waiver of the requirement to construct 
sidewalk based on no other existing sidewalk on Somerton; and  

 
WHEREAS, the Traffic Committee has determined the following: 

 
a. A waiver will not impair the public health, safety or general welfare of the 

inhabitants of the City and will not unreasonably diminish or impair 
established property values within the surrounding area, and 

 
b. A strict application of the requirements to construct a sidewalk would 

result in practical difficulties to, or undue hardship upon, the owners, and 
 
c. The construction of a new sidewalk would lead nowhere and connect to 

no other walk, and thus will not serve the purpose of a pedestrian travel-
way. 

 
NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Traffic Committee grants a waiver 
of the sidewalk requirement for 5026 Somerton (Sidwell #88-20-10-477-051). 

 
2. WHEREAS, the Traffic Committee has determined, after a public hearing, that 

Petitioner failed to establish the standards justifying the granting of a waiver,  
 
NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Traffic Committee denies a waiver of 
the sidewalk requirement for 5026 Somerton (Sidwell #88-20-10-477-051). 

 
4.  Request for Sidewalk Waiver – 5038 Somerton – Sidwell #88-20-10-477-050 
 
Sam Stafa requests a sidewalk waiver for the sidewalk at 5038 Somerton (Sidwell #88-20-10-
477-050).  Mr. Stafa states that there are no sidewalks along Somerton Drive, nor within the 



TRAFFIC COMMITTEE AGENDA – April 15, 2015  Page 4 
 

Crystal Springs Subdivision, nor within Crystal Springs Subdivision No. 1 to the north.  He 
further states that having no sidewalk along the subject property would be consistent with 
current neighborhood conditions and also consistent with the subdivision in which it is located. 
 
The Department of Public Works (DPW) recommends denying this waiver request per the 
attached memo from the Director and Public Works Manager.   
 
SUGGESTED RESOLUTIONS: 
 

1. WHEREAS, City of Troy Ordinances, Chapter 34, allows the Traffic Committee to grant 
waivers of the City of Troy Design Standards for Sidewalks upon a demonstration of 
necessity; and 

 
WHEREAS, Sam Stafa has requested a waiver of the requirement to construct 
sidewalk based on no other existing sidewalk on Somerton; and  

 
WHEREAS, the Traffic Committee has determined the following: 

 
a. A waiver will not impair the public health, safety or general welfare of the 

inhabitants of the City and will not unreasonably diminish or impair 
established property values within the surrounding area, and 

 
b. A strict application of the requirements to construct a sidewalk would 

result in practical difficulties to, or undue hardship upon, the owners, and 
 
c. The construction of a new sidewalk would lead nowhere and connect to 

no other walk, and thus will not serve the purpose of a pedestrian travel-
way. 

 
NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Traffic Committee grants a waiver 
of the sidewalk requirement for 5038 Somerton (Sidwell #88-20-10-477-050). 

 
2. WHEREAS, the Traffic Committee has determined, after a public hearing, that 

Petitioner failed to establish the standards justifying the granting of a waiver,  
 
NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Traffic Committee denies a waiver of 
the sidewalk requirement for 5038 Somerton (Sidwell #88-20-10-477-050). 

 
REGULAR BUSINESS 
 
5. Request to Remove No Parking Zone – Fieldstone, South Boulevard to Nuthatch 
  
Melissa Acton of 6956 Fieldstone requests that a No Parking zone be removed from the west 
side of Fieldstone, between South Boulevard and Nuthatch.  Ms. Acton states that the No 
Parking zone was established when the Heartland Health Care Center was changing its use 
to a higher percentage of rehabilitation patients which required more parking.  Employees were 
parking on Fieldstone as the site at that time did not have adequate parking.  In 2011, Heartland 
Health Care expanded their facility and constructed additional parking on their site to 
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accommodate their needs.  She feels that offsite parking from Heartland Health Care, on 
Fieldstone, is no longer an issue and is causing her a hardship by not allowing parking on the 
road by residents.  The east side of Fieldstone is already posted No Parking due to the location 
of fire hydrants.   
 
SUGGESTED RESOLUTIONS: 
 

a. RESOLVED, that the No Parking zone be removed on the west side of Fieldstone, 
between South Boulevard and Nuthatch.   

 
b. RESOLVED, that NO changes be made on Fieldstone. 

 
6.  Request for Traffic Control – Diamond at Bonito 
 
Sharon Standifer of 2540 Bonito states that the existing traffic control at the intersection of 
Diamond and Bonito is not adequate to assign right-of-way.  Ms. Standifer reports that the 
traffic control at the intersection creates a potentially hazardous condition. 
 
SUGGESTED RESOLUTIONS: 
 

a. RESOLVED, that the intersection of Diamond at Bonito be modified from an existing 
YIELD sign on Bonito to a STOP sign on Bonito at the approach to Diamond.   

 
b. RESOLVED, that NO changes be made at the intersection of Diamond at Bonito. 

 
7.  Request for Traffic Control – Waltham at Post 
 
Richard Karlis of 2491 Waltham states that the existing traffic control at the intersection of 
Waltham and Post is not adequate to assign right-of-way.  Mr. Karlis reports that the traffic 
control at the intersection creates a potentially hazardous condition. 
 
SUGGESTED RESOLUTIONS: 
 

a. RESOLVED, that the intersection of Waltham at Post be modified from existing YIELD 
signs on the Post approaches to the intersection to two-way STOP control on the Post 
Drive approaches to Waltham.   

 
b. RESOLVED, that NO changes be made at the intersection of Waltham at Post. 

 
8.  Request for Traffic Control – Delta at Westpointe 
 
Cindy Graves of 6270 Emerald Lake states that the lack of traffic control at the intersection of 
Delta and Westpointe creates a potentially hazardous situation. 
 
SUGGESTED RESOLUTIONS: 
 

a. RESOLVED, that the intersection of Delta at Westpointe be modified from No traffic 
control to a YIELD sign on the Delta approach to Westpointe.   
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b. RESOLVED, that the intersection of Delta at Westpointe be modified from No traffic 

control to a STOP sign on the Delta approach to Westpointe. 
 

c. RESOLVED, that NO changes be made at the intersection of Delta at Westpointe. 
 
9. Public Comment  
 
 
10. Other Business 
 
 
11. Adjourn   
 
 
 
 
 
 
G:\Traffic\aaa Traffic Committee\2015\4_April 15\1_Agenda.docx 
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A regular meeting of the Troy Traffic Committee was held Wednesday, March 18, 2015 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:  Tim Brandstetter 
    Al Petrulis 
    Cynthia Wilsher 
    Pete Ziegenfelder 
     
Absent:   David Easterbrook 
    Richard Kilmer 
 
Also present: James Dumont, 683 Trombley 
    Brad Manning, Clearview Homes 
    Arek w/ Jenmax Homes  
    Veronica Valentino & David Recker, 5810 Sussex 
    Sgt. Mike Szuminski, Police Department 
    Lt. Eric Caloia, Fire Department 
    Bill Huotari, Deputy City Engineer/Traffic Engineer 
         
2. Minutes – January 21, 2015 
 
RESOLUTION # 2015-03-03 
  
Moved by Brandstetter 
Seconded by Petrulis 
 
To approve the January 21, 2015 minutes as printed. 
 
YES:   All 4  (Brandstetter, Petrulis, Wilsher, Ziegenfelder) 
NO:   None 
ABSENT:  2 (Easterbrook, Kilmer) 
 
MOTION CARRIED 

 
PUBLIC HEARINGS 
 
3.  Request for Sidewalk Waiver – 5810 Sussex – Sidwell #88-20-07-102-037 
 
Veronica Valentino requests a sidewalk waiver for the sidewalk at 5810 Sussex (Sidwell 
#88-20-07-102-037).  Ms. Valentino states that there are no sidewalks on Sussex or 
adjacent streets.  The proposed sidewalk would lead to nowhere and connect to nothing. 
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Ms. Valentino was in attendance at the meeting and discussed the request for a waiver.  
She stated that Sussex and the surrounding roads in the area were gravel with no 
improvements.  There is no other sidewalk in the area and a sidewalk at this property would 
lead to nowhere and connect to nothing.   
 
Mr. Petrulis stated that it would not make sense to have sidewalk installed at this location as 
the roads are not paved.  It would not make sense to have a single parcel with sidewalk.  He 
felt that it could take away from the aesthetics in the area and that it would look odd. 
 
Ms. Wilsher discussed that this is a beautiful area and different than other subdivisions and 
a sidewalk at this location could impact existing trees.  She also agreed that a sidewalk 
would be out of place and would lead to nothing. 
 
RESOLUTION # 2015-03-04 
 
Moved by Brandstetter 
Seconded by Petrulis 
 
WHEREAS, City of Troy Ordinances, Chapter 34, allows the Traffic Committee to grant 
waivers of the City of Troy Design Standards for Sidewalks upon a demonstration of 
necessity; and 
 

WHEREAS, Veronica Valentino has requested a waiver of the requirement to construct 
sidewalk based on no other existing sidewalk on Sussex; and  
 

WHEREAS, the Traffic Committee has determined the following: 
 
a. A waiver will not impair the public health, safety or general welfare of the 

inhabitants of the City and will not unreasonably diminish or impair established 
property values within the surrounding area, and 
 

b. A strict application of the requirements to construct a sidewalk would result in 
practical difficulties to, or undue hardship upon, the owners, and 
 

c. The construction of a new sidewalk would lead nowhere and connect to no other 
walk, and thus will not serve the purpose of a pedestrian travel-way. 

 
NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Traffic Committee grants a waiver of the 
sidewalk requirement for 5810 Sussex (Sidwell #88-20-07-102-037). 
 
YES:  3 (Brandstetter, Petrulis, Wilsher) 
NO:   1 (Ziegenfelder)  
ABSENT:  2 (Easterbrook, Kilmer) 
 
MOTION CARRIED 
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Mr. Petrulis made a motion to discuss the sidewalk waivers at 2962, 2974 and 2986 Iowa 
as one (1) item and 587, 640 and 650 Trombley as one (1) item.  There was unanimous 
consensus from the Traffic Committee members. 
 
4.  Request for Sidewalk Waiver – 2962 Iowa – Sidwell #88-20-36-227-072 
 
Arek with Jenmax Homes requests a sidewalk waiver for the sidewalk at 2962 Iowa (Sidwell 
#88-20-36-227-072).  Arek states that no other homes in the neighborhood have a sidewalk.  
The proposed sidewalk would lead to nowhere and connect to nothing. 
 
Mr. Arek was in attendance at the meeting and discussed the request.  He stated that there 
were no other sidewalks in the area.  The sidewalk would connect to nothing and lead to 
nowhere.  Mr. Arek also stated that a sidewalk could create a trip/fall hazard as there is no 
other sidewalk that it would connect to. 
 
Mr. Ziegenfelder asked if the homes were already built or sold.  Mr. Arek replied that they 
have not been built or sold. 
 
Ms. Wilsher discussed the desire to have a walkable community, where feasible.  She 
continued that there are businesses along Dequindre that pedestrians may walk to.  Ms. 
Wilsher stated that she could see sidewalk as a benefit in this area and considers sidewalks 
as a safety issue. 
 
Mr. Petrulis stated that there would still be a lot between these properties and Dequindre 
with no sidewalk, should these waivers be denied.  He is concerned about the lack of 
connection and does not believe that there would be support for sidewalks in this area. 
 
Mr. Brandstetter discussed apparent drainage issues in the area relative to sidewalk 
installation.  He also had concerns about the ability of a resident to be able to park in the 
driveway without overhanging the sidewalk. 
 
Ms. Wilsher asked about sidewalk widths required by the city in residential areas.  Five (5) 
foot wide sidewalks are standard in residential areas. 
 
Mr. Brandstetter noted that DPW recommended approving the sidewalk waiver request. 
 
RESOLUTION # 2015-03-05 
 
Moved by Petruilis 
Seconded by Brandstetter 
 
WHEREAS, City of Troy Ordinances, Chapter 34, allows the Traffic Committee to grant 
waivers of the City of Troy Design Standards for Sidewalks upon a demonstration of 
necessity; and 
 
WHEREAS, Arek with Jenmax Homes has requested a waiver of the requirement to 
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construct sidewalk based on no other existing sidewalk on Iowa; and  
 
WHEREAS, the Traffic Committee has determined the following: 

 
a. A waiver will not impair the public health, safety or general welfare of the 

inhabitants of the City and will not unreasonably diminish or impair established 
property values within the surrounding area, and 
 

b. A strict application of the requirements to construct a sidewalk would result in 
practical difficulties to, or undue hardship upon, the owners, and 
 

c. The construction of a new sidewalk would lead nowhere and connect to no other 
walk, and thus will not serve the purpose of a pedestrian travel-way. 

 
NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Traffic Committee grants a waiver of the 
sidewalk requirement for 2962 Iowa (Sidwell #88-20-36-227-072). 
 
YES:  3 (Brandstetter, Petrulis, Wilsher) 
NO:   1 (Ziegenfelder)  
ABSENT:  2 (Easterbrook, Kilmer) 
 
MOTION CARRIED 
 
5.  Request for Sidewalk Waiver – 2974 Iowa – Sidwell #88-20-36-227-073 
 
Arek with Jenmax Homes requests a sidewalk waiver for the sidewalk at 2974 Iowa (Sidwell 
#88-20-36-227-073).  Arek states that no other homes in the neighborhood have a sidewalk.  
The proposed sidewalk would lead to nowhere and connect to nothing. 
 
Mr. Arek was in attendance at the meeting and discussed the request.  He stated that there 
were no other sidewalks in the area.  The sidewalk would connect to nothing and lead to 
nowhere.  Mr. Arek also stated that a sidewalk could create a trip/fall hazard as there is no 
other sidewalk that it would connect to. 
 
Mr. Ziegenfelder asked if the homes were already built or sold.  Mr. Arek replied that they 
have not been built or sold. 
 
Ms. Wilsher discussed the desire to have a walkable community, where feasible.  She 
continued that there are businesses along Dequindre that pedestrians may walk to.  Ms. 
Wilsher stated that she could see sidewalk as a benefit in this area and considers sidewalks 
as a safety issue. 
 
Mr. Petrulis stated that there would still be a lot between these properties and Dequindre 
with no sidewalk, should these waivers be denied.  He is concerned about the lack of 
connection and does not believe that there would be support for sidewalks in this area. 
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Mr. Brandstetter discussed apparent drainage issues in the area relative to sidewalk 
installation.  He also had concerns about the ability of a resident to be able to park in the 
driveway without overhanging the sidewalk. 
 
Ms. Wilsher asked about sidewalk widths required by the city in residential areas.  Five (5) 
foot wide sidewalks are standard in residential areas. 
 
Mr. Brandstetter noted that DPW recommended approving the sidewalk waiver request. 
 
RESOLUTION # 2015-03-06 
 
Moved by Petruilis 
Seconded by Brandstetter 
 
WHEREAS, City of Troy Ordinances, Chapter 34, allows the Traffic Committee to grant 
waivers of the City of Troy Design Standards for Sidewalks upon a demonstration of 
necessity; and 
 
WHEREAS, Arek with Jenmax Homes has requested a waiver of the requirement to 
construct sidewalk based on no other existing sidewalk on Iowa; and  
 
WHEREAS, the Traffic Committee has determined the following: 

 
a. A waiver will not impair the public health, safety or general welfare of the 

inhabitants of the City and will not unreasonably diminish or impair established 
property values within the surrounding area, and 
 

b. A strict application of the requirements to construct a sidewalk would result in 
practical difficulties to, or undue hardship upon, the owners, and 
 

c. The construction of a new sidewalk would lead nowhere and connect to no other 
walk, and thus will not serve the purpose of a pedestrian travel-way. 

 
NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Traffic Committee grants a waiver of the 
sidewalk requirement for 2974 Iowa (Sidwell #88-20-36-227-073). 
 
YES:  3 (Brandstetter, Petrulis, Wilsher) 
NO:   1 (Ziegenfelder)  
ABSENT:  2 (Easterbrook, Kilmer) 
 
MOTION CARRIED 
 
6.  Request for Sidewalk Waiver – 2986 Iowa – Sidwell #88-20-36-227-074 
 
Arek with Jenmax Homes requests a sidewalk waiver for the sidewalk at 2986 Iowa (Sidwell 
#88-20-36-227-074).  Arek states that no other homes in the neighborhood have a sidewalk.  
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The proposed sidewalk would lead to nowhere and connect to nothing. 
 
Mr. Arek was in attendance at the meeting and discussed the request.  He stated that there 
were no other sidewalks in the area.  The sidewalk would connect to nothing and lead to 
nowhere.  Mr. Arek also stated that a sidewalk could create a trip/fall hazard as there is no 
other sidewalk that it would connect to. 
 
Mr. Ziegenfelder asked if the homes were already built or sold.  Mr. Arek replied that they 
have not been built or sold. 
 
Ms. Wilsher discussed the desire to have a walkable community, where feasible.  She 
continued that there are businesses along Dequindre that pedestrians may walk to.  Ms. 
Wilsher stated that she could see sidewalk as a benefit in this area and considers sidewalks 
as a safety issue. 
 
Mr. Petrulis stated that there would still be a lot between these properties and Dequindre 
with no sidewalk, should these waivers be denied.  He is concerned about the lack of 
connection and does not believe that there would be support for sidewalks in this area. 
 
Mr. Brandstetter discussed apparent drainage issues in the area relative to sidewalk 
installation.  He also had concerns about the ability of a resident to be able to park in the 
driveway without overhanging the sidewalk. 
 
Ms. Wilsher asked about sidewalk widths required by the city in residential areas.  Five (5) 
foot wide sidewalks are standard in residential areas. 
 
Mr. Brandstetter noted that DPW recommended approving the sidewalk waiver request. 
 
RESOLUTION # 2015-03-07 
 
Moved by Petruilis 
Seconded by Brandstetter 
 
WHEREAS, City of Troy Ordinances, Chapter 34, allows the Traffic Committee to grant 
waivers of the City of Troy Design Standards for Sidewalks upon a demonstration of 
necessity; and 
 
WHEREAS, Arek with Jenmax Homes has requested a waiver of the requirement to 
construct sidewalk based on no other existing sidewalk on Iowa; and  
 
WHEREAS, the Traffic Committee has determined the following: 

 
a. A waiver will not impair the public health, safety or general welfare of the 

inhabitants of the City and will not unreasonably diminish or impair established 
property values within the surrounding area, and 
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b. A strict application of the requirements to construct a sidewalk would result in 
practical difficulties to, or undue hardship upon, the owners, and 
 

c. The construction of a new sidewalk would lead nowhere and connect to no other 
walk, and thus will not serve the purpose of a pedestrian travel-way. 

 
NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Traffic Committee grants a waiver of the 
sidewalk requirement for 2986 Iowa (Sidwell #88-20-36-227-074). 
 
YES:  3 (Brandstetter, Petrulis, Wilsher) 
NO:   1 (Ziegenfelder)  
ABSENT:  2 (Easterbrook, Kilmer) 
 
MOTION CARRIED 
 
7.  Request for Sidewalk Waiver – 587 Trombley – Sidwell #88-20-22-253-018 
 
Brad Manning of Clearview Homes requests a sidewalk waiver for the sidewalks at 587 
Trombley (Sidwell #88-20-22-253-018).  Mr. Manning states that there are no existing 
sidewalks on the street.  The proposed sidewalk would lead to nowhere and connect to 
nothing. 
 
Mr. Manning was in attendance at the meeting and discussed the request.  He stated that 
there were no other sidewalks in the area.  The sidewalk would connect to nothing and lead 
to nowhere.  Mr. Manning stated that future connections in this area is unlikely. 
 
Mr. Jim Dumont of 683 Trombley was in attendance at the meeting and stated that he was 
not in favor or opposition to the request.  His concern is for the children in the area and 
believes that the city should construct sidewalks or develop a plan to construct sidewalks in 
this area.   
 
Ms. Wilsher agreed that children do walk in the street in this area.  She considers sidewalks 
in this area as a safety concern due to the proximity to Wattles Elementary. 
 
Mr. Petrulis asked about physical difficulties in constructing a sidewalk at these locations 
due to existing utility poles and roadside drainage ditches.  He has concerns about physically 
placing a sidewalk.  Mr. Petrulis noted that DPW recommended approving the sidewalk 
waiver request. 
 
RESOLUTION # 2015-03-08 
 
Moved by Petruilis 
Seconded by Brandstetter 
 
WHEREAS, City of Troy Ordinances, Chapter 34, allows the Traffic Committee to grant 
waivers of the City of Troy Design Standards for Sidewalks upon a demonstration of 
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necessity; and 
 
WHEREAS, Brad Manning of Clearview Homes has requested a waiver of the requirement 
to construct sidewalk based on no other existing sidewalk on Trombley; and  
 
WHEREAS, the Traffic Committee has determined the following: 

 
a. A waiver will not impair the public health, safety or general welfare of the 

inhabitants of the City and will not unreasonably diminish or impair established 
property values within the surrounding area, and 
 

b. A strict application of the requirements to construct a sidewalk would result in 
practical difficulties to, or undue hardship upon, the owners, and 
 

c. The construction of a new sidewalk would lead nowhere and connect to no other 
walk, and thus will not serve the purpose of a pedestrian travel-way. 

 
NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Traffic Committee grants a waiver of the 
sidewalk requirement for 587 Trombley (Sidwell #88-20-22-253-018).   
 
YES:  2 (Brandstetter, Petrulis) 
NO:   2 (Wilsher, Ziegenfelder)  
ABSENT:  2 (Easterbrook, Kilmer) 
 
MOTION DENIED 
 
8.  Request for Sidewalk Waiver – 640 Trombley – Sidwell #88-20-22-401-097 
 
Brad Manning of Clearview Homes requests a sidewalk waiver for the sidewalks at 640 
Trombley (Sidwell #88-20-22-401-097).  Mr. Manning states that there are no existing 
sidewalks on the street.  The proposed sidewalk would lead to nowhere and connect to 
nothing. 
 
Mr. Manning was in attendance at the meeting and discussed the request.  He stated that 
there were no other sidewalks in the area.  The sidewalk would connect to nothing and lead 
to nowhere.  Mr. Manning stated that future connections in this area is unlikely. 
 
Mr. Jim Dumont of 683 Trombley was in attendance at the meeting and stated that he was 
not in favor or opposition to the request.  His concern is for the children in the area and 
believes that the city should construct sidewalks or develop a plan to construct sidewalks in 
this area.   
 
Ms. Wilsher agreed that children do walk in the street in this area.  She considers sidewalks 
in this area as a safety concern due to the proximity to Wattles Elementary. 
 
Mr. Petrulis asked about physical difficulties in constructing a sidewalk at these locations 
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due to existing utility poles and roadside drainage ditches.  He has concerns about physically 
placing a sidewalk.  Mr. Petrulis noted that DPW recommended approving the sidewalk 
waiver request. 
 
RESOLUTION # 2015-03-09 
 
Moved by Petruilis 
Seconded by Brandstetter 
 
WHEREAS, City of Troy Ordinances, Chapter 34, allows the Traffic Committee to grant 
waivers of the City of Troy Design Standards for Sidewalks upon a demonstration of 
necessity; and 
 
WHEREAS, Brad Manning of Clearview Homes has requested a waiver of the requirement 
to construct sidewalk based on no other existing sidewalk on Trombley; and  
 
WHEREAS, the Traffic Committee has determined the following: 

 
a. A waiver will not impair the public health, safety or general welfare of the 

inhabitants of the City and will not unreasonably diminish or impair established 
property values within the surrounding area, and 
 

b. A strict application of the requirements to construct a sidewalk would result in 
practical difficulties to, or undue hardship upon, the owners, and 
 

c. The construction of a new sidewalk would lead nowhere and connect to no other 
walk, and thus will not serve the purpose of a pedestrian travel-way. 

 
NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Traffic Committee grants a waiver of the 
sidewalk requirement for 640 Trombley (Sidwell #88-20-22-401-097).   
 
YES:  2 (Brandstetter, Petrulis) 
NO:   2 (Wilsher, Ziegenfelder)  
ABSENT:  2 (Easterbrook, Kilmer) 
 
MOTION DENIED 
 
9.  Request for Sidewalk Waiver – 650 Trombley – Sidwell #88-20-22-401-098 
 
Brad Manning of Clearview Homes requests a sidewalk waiver for the sidewalks at 650 
Trombley (Sidwell #88-20-22-401-098).  Mr. Manning states that there are no existing 
sidewalks on the street.  The proposed sidewalk would lead to nowhere and connect to 
nothing. 
 
Mr. Manning was in attendance at the meeting and discussed the request.  He stated that 
there were no other sidewalks in the area.  The sidewalk would connect to nothing and lead 
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to nowhere.  Mr. Manning stated that future connections in this area is unlikely. 
 
Mr. Jim Dumont of 683 Trombley was in attendance at the meeting and stated that he was 
not in favor or opposition to the request.  His concern is for the children in the area and 
believes that the city should construct sidewalks or develop a plan to construct sidewalks in 
this area.   
 
Ms. Wilsher agreed that children do walk in the street in this area.  She considers sidewalks 
in this area as a safety concern due to the proximity to Wattles Elementary. 
 
Mr. Petrulis asked about physical difficulties in constructing a sidewalk at these locations 
due to existing utility poles and roadside drainage ditches.  He has concerns about physically 
placing a sidewalk.  Mr. Petrulis noted that DPW recommended approving the sidewalk 
waiver request. 
 
RESOLUTION # 2015-03-10 
 
Moved by Petruilis 
Seconded by Brandstetter 
 
WHEREAS, City of Troy Ordinances, Chapter 34, allows the Traffic Committee to grant 
waivers of the City of Troy Design Standards for Sidewalks upon a demonstration of 
necessity; and 
 
WHEREAS, Brad Manning of Clearview Homes has requested a waiver of the requirement 
to construct sidewalk based on no other existing sidewalk on Trombley; and  
 
WHEREAS, the Traffic Committee has determined the following: 

 
a. A waiver will not impair the public health, safety or general welfare of the 

inhabitants of the City and will not unreasonably diminish or impair established 
property values within the surrounding area, and 
 

b. A strict application of the requirements to construct a sidewalk would result in 
practical difficulties to, or undue hardship upon, the owners, and 
 

c. The construction of a new sidewalk would lead nowhere and connect to no other 
walk, and thus will not serve the purpose of a pedestrian travel-way. 

 
NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Traffic Committee grants a waiver of the 
sidewalk requirement for 650 Trombley (Sidwell #88-20-22-401-098). 
 
YES:  2 (Brandstetter, Petrulis) 
NO:   2 (Wilsher, Ziegenfelder)  
ABSENT:  2 (Easterbrook, Kilmer) 
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MOTION DENIED 
 
Ms. Wilsher made a motion to reconsider the Trombley sidewalk waiver requests to discuss 
a cash deposit in lieu of sidewalk construction.  There was unanimous consensus from the 
Traffic Committee members. 
 
Ms. Wilsher discussed the desire to have sidewalks throughout the city, but agreed that it 
may not be the right time for sidewalks on Trombley.  She further asked about the option of 
a cash deposit for future construction to assure consent and participation if there is a future 
sidewalk installation. 
 
Discussion among the members ensued and this option has been used in the past. 
 
It was stated that the estimated price used for sidewalk by the city is $3.50 per square foot 
in a residential setting.  
 
Mr. Brandstetter stated that there was one (1) phone call received supporting the sidewalk 
waiver and one (1) email received opposed to the sidewalk waiver. 
 
Mr. Manning stated that he was in favor of a cash deposit in lieu of constructing the sidewalk 
for the three (3) lots on Trombley. 
 
RESOLUTION # 2015-03-11 
 
Moved by Wilsher 
Seconded by Brandstetter 
 
WHEREAS, there was consensus to reconsider the sidewalk waiver resolution at 587 
Trombley; 
 
NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Traffic Committee grants a waiver of the 
sidewalk requirement for 587 Trombley – Sidwell #88-20-22-253-018, contingent upon the 
receipt of a cash deposit from Clearview Homes commensurate with the cost to construct 
sidewalk. 
 
YES:  4 (Brandstetter, Petrulis, Wilsher, Ziegenfelder) 
NO:   None  
ABSENT:  2 (Easterbrook, Kilmer) 
 
MOTION CARRIED 
 
RESOLUTION # 2015-03-12 
 
Moved by Wilsher 
Seconded by Brandstetter 
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WHEREAS, there was consensus to reconsider the sidewalk waiver resolution at 640 
Trombley (Sidwell #88-20-22-401-097); 
 
NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Traffic Committee grants a waiver of the 
sidewalk requirement for 640 Trombley (Sidwell #88-20-22-401-097), contingent upon the 
receipt of a cash deposit from Clearview Homes commensurate with the cost to construct 
sidewalk. 
 
YES:  4 (Brandstetter, Petrulis, Wilsher, Ziegenfelder) 
NO:   None  
ABSENT:  2 (Easterbrook, Kilmer) 
 
MOTION CARRIED 
 
RESOLUTION # 2015-03-13 
 
Moved by Wilsher 
Seconded by Brandstetter 
 
WHEREAS, there was consensus to reconsider the sidewalk waiver resolution at 650 
Trombley (Sidwell #88-20-22-401-098). 
 
NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Traffic Committee grants a waiver of the 
sidewalk requirement 650 Trombley (Sidwell #88-20-22-401-098), contingent upon the 
receipt of a cash deposit from Clearview Homes commensurate with the cost to construct 
sidewalk. 
 
YES:  4 (Brandstetter, Petrulis, Wilsher, Ziegenfelder) 
NO:   None  
ABSENT:  2 (Easterbrook, Kilmer) 
 
MOTION CARRIED 
 
6. Public Comment 
 
No members of the public made any comments. 
 
5. Other Business 
 
Ms. Wilsher discussed the traffic signal at Maple and Livernois.  Specifically, that there is 
not sufficient time for left turns.  She also has concerns about vehicles making a left turn out 
of the SpeedWay gas station on the northeast corner of Maple and Livernois. 
 
Mr. Ziegenfelder brought up the poor condition of Dequindre Road, northbound to 
westbound Wattles (left turn lane). 
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Ms. Wilsher asked about the dog park.  She stated that there are a lot of seniors interested 
in the park but don’t have enough information or don’t know where to go to get more 
information.  The Traffic Engineer will relay the message to the dog park members to see if 
a more active engagement at locations such as the Community Center. 
 
6. Adjourn 
 
The meeting adjourned at 8:26 p.m.  
 
                                          ___           
Pete Ziegenfelder, Chairperson    Bill Huotari, Deputy City Engineer/Traffic Engineer 
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ITEM #5 
 

 
March 23, 2015 
 
TO:    Traffic Committee 
 
FROM:  Bill Huotari, Deputy City Engineer/ Traffic Engineer 
 
SUBJECT:  Request to Remove No Parking Zone  

West side of Fieldstone, South Boulevard to Nuthatch 
     
Background: 
 
Melissa Acton of 6956 Fieldstone requests that the existing No Parking zone on the west side of 
Fieldstone, between South Boulevard and Nuthatch be removed.  She feels that it places an undue 
hardship on the residents in the area that need to park on the street but cannot do so as both sides 
are posted No Parking. 
 
The east side of Fieldstone is the fire hydrant side of the street and is posted No Parking at all times.  
The west side of Fieldstone was posted No Parking, Monday – Friday, 7 AM to 5 PM, in accordance 
with City Council Resolution #2008-05-156, dated May 12, 2008 (Traffic Control Order is attached).   
 
The item was originally discussed at the Traffic Committee meeting of April 16, 2008 (minutes of the 
meeting are attached).  At that time, the Heartland Health Care facility was changing to a higher 
percentage of rehabilitation patients, which required much more parking.  Field observations at that 
time indicated that up to 20 vehicles were parking on Fieldstone on any one day. 
 
In 2011, Heartland Health Care expanded their facility and constructed additional parking on their site 
to accommodate their needs.   
 
A field review the week of March 16, 2015 did not note any vehicles parking on Fieldstone.  The 
parking lot at Heartland Health Care was very full but it did appear that some spaces were available 
for parking at the time the field visit was made.  
 
A mailing was sent to all residents in the Meadowland Estates Subdivision notifying them of the 
request to remove the No Parking restrictions as the original request contained signatures from 24 
residents. 
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MOTION CARRIED 
 
 
3. Approval of Updated By Laws 
 
 Mr. Ziegenfelder had presented additional suggestions for revision of the by-laws via email 

to the Traffic Engineering office.  The matter will be tabled pending review by the City 
Attorney. 

  
 RESOLUTION #2008-04-20 
 Moved by Hubbell 
 Seconded by Halsey 
  
 To table consideration of revision of the By-Laws until the additional suggestions by the 

chairman are reviewed by the City Attorney. 
 
YES:  All-6 
NO:  None 
ABSENT: 1 (Diefenbaker) 
MOTION CARRIED 
 

REGULAR BUSINESS 
  
4. Install NO PARKING Signs on Fieldstone Drive 
 
 Robert G. Naiman, of 6938 Fieldstone Drive, requests NO PARKING signs on both sides of 

Fieldstone, in the Meadowland Estates Subdivision.  Mr. Naiman reports that the 
neighboring Heartland Healthcare facility at 925 South Boulevard does not have adequate 
parking, and vehicles park on Fieldstone on a daily basis.  He says that the cars park very 
close to South Boulevard, creating a hazard to residents entering Fieldstone from South 
Blvd. and from their driveways.  The Naimans have contacted several City departments and 
since it is legal to park on the west side of Fieldstone, the situation has not changed. 

 
 Field observations indicate that during three field visits there were up to 20 vehicles at a time 

parked on Fieldstone on any one day.  Some vehicles were parked very close to the South 
Blvd. intersection/crosswalk, and the Police Department was informed.   

 
 Our Building Inspections Department has been in contact with Heartland Healthcare, and is 

aware that the facility has inadequate parking.  Originally the facility was approved for a 
nursing home-type and rehabilitationfacility that wouldn’t require a large number of parking 
stalls.  However, the facility now has changed to a higher percentage of rehabilitation 
patients, necessitating much more parking.  The facility is actively looking at reconfiguring 
their site to add more parking spaces. 

 
 Anthony Naiman addressed the committee and presented a petition signed by 24 neighbors 

requesting that parking be restricted on Fieldstone. 



TRAFFIC COMMITTEE MINUTES – APRIL 16, 2008 – FINAL     PAGE 3  

 

 

 
RESOLUTION #2008-04-21 
Moved by Halsey 
Seconded by Hubbell 

 
Recommend installing “NO PARKING Mon.-Fri. 7 a.m.- 5p.m.” signs on the west side of 
Fieldstone from South Boulevard to White Tail Drive. 
 

YES:  All-6 
NO:  None 
ABSENT: 1 (Diefenbaker) 
MOTION CARRIED 
 
5. Study Item – Review of Traffic Crashes on Crooks between Big Beaver and Wilshire 
 
 At the last Traffic Committee meeting, Richard Kilmer requested a review of traffic crashes 

on Crooks Road between Big Beaver and Wilshire.  This item was considered by the 
committee a few years ago to determine the need for left turn restrictions to and from the 
businesses on Crooks Road in this area. 

 
 Traffic crash reports were examined for 2005, 2006, and 2007, and attached are the 

summaries and collision diagrams for the three years.  With more businesses added north of 
Einstein’s Bagels and Osborne Square developments, there seem to be more crashes, 
spread over all driveways on Crooks Road between Big Beaver and Wilshire. 

 
Year Total Rear End Right Angle Head-On Sideswipe Out of Control 

2005 20 6 13 0 1 0 
2006 10 0   4 0 3 3 
2007 20 12   7 0 1 0 

 
 The right-angle crashes in most cases involve vehicles making left turns. 
 
 This is presented to the Traffic Committee as a study item to determine if we need to make 

any recommendations to City Council on traffic control in the future. 
 
 One of the major concerns is that the driveway at Osborne Square is wider than usual, at 

times resulting in a conflict between two vehicles trying to exit the parking lot at the same 
time, while other vehicles are trying to turn into the driveway.  The driveway is on private 
property, which precludes the City from taking direct action to correct it.  The Traffic 
Engineer has tried to gain cooperation from the property owners in the past, but the situation 
has not changed.  The Traffic Engineer suggested that the DDA might be able to work with 
the property owners to encourage them to make physical changes to the property. 

 
 Mr. Halsey suggested that the City might be able to narrow the approach in the City’s right of 

way. 
 
 Another suggestion is to build a median on Crooks to force traffic to Wilshire. 
 





















ITEM #6 
   

 
March 27, 2015 
 
TO:    Traffic Committee 
 
FROM:  Bill Huotari, Deputy City Engineer/ Traffic Engineer 
 
SUBJECT:  Request for Traffic Control 

Diamond at Bonito 
 
Background: 
 
Sharon Standifer of 2540 Bonito requests that the existing YIELD sign on Bonito be replaced with a 
STOP sign.  Ms. Standifer states that drivers do not yield at the sign creating a potentially hazardous 
condition.  There is an existing YIELD sign on the Bonito approach to Diamond. 
 
There have been no crashes reported at this intersection in the past five (5) years.   
 
The posted speed limit on both streets is 25 mph.  Diamond Drive should be assigned right-of-way as 
it is the continuing road and Bonito Drive terminates at Diamond Drive. 
 
The major sight distance obstruction at the intersection is the landscaping bed in the northeast 
quadrant.  The landscaping comes into play when determining the safe approach speeds at the 
intersection. 
 
The safe approach speed was found to be 9.5 mph; therefore a STOP sign is the recommended 
treatment. 
 
The city requested that OHM review the request and provide their findings and recommendations 
(copy attached).   
 
 
 
 
 
 
G:\Traffic\aaa Traffic Committee\2015\4_April 15\6_TC_Diamond at Bonito_Traffic Control.docx 

TTRRAAFFFFIICC  CCOOMMMMIITTTTEEEE  RREEPPOORRTT  
 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

March 26, 2015 
 
 
Mr. William Huotari, PE  
Deputy City Engineer 
City of Troy 
500 W Big Beaver Rd 
Troy, MI 48084 
 
Subject:  Traffic Control Recommendation for the intersection of Bonito Dr. at Diamond Dr. 
OHM JN:  0128-15-0050 
 
 
Dear Mr. Huotari: 
  
As requested, we have reviewed the Bonito Dr. at Diamond Dr. intersection to determine the proper traffic 
control. The subject intersection is a T-intersection located in the City of Troy approximately 0.1 mile south of 
Square Lake Rd and ½ mile east of John R Rd. Both Bonito Dr. and Diamond Dr. are local streets with Diamond 
Dr. running in the north-south direction and Bonito Dr. running east-west. The speed limit on both streets is 
25mph. There is currently a yield sign on the westbound approach to the intersection along Bonito Dr.  Reference 
the attachments for an aerial and intersection photos.  
 
Background on Traffic Control Determination 
Based on the Michigan Manual of Uniform Traffic Control Devices (MMUTCD) there are four conditions where STOP 
signs may be warranted: 
 

• At the intersection of a less important road with a main road where application of the normal right-of-way rule 
is unduly hazardous. 

• On a street entering a through highway or street. 

• At an unsignalized intersection in a signalized area. 

• At other intersections where a combination of high speed, restricted view, or crash records indicate a need for 
control by the STOP sign. 

 
Many times STOP signs are installed where they may not be warranted.  Traffic experts agree that unnecessary 
STOP signs: 
 

• Cause accidents they are designed to prevent. 

• Breed contempt for other necessary STOP signs. 

• Waste millions of gallons of gasoline annually. 

• Create added noise and air pollution. 

• Increase, rather than decrease, speeds between intersections. 
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The use of a YIELD sign is intended to assign the right-of-way at intersections where it is not usually necessary to 
stop before proceeding into the intersection.  Conversely, the STOP sign is intended for use where it is usually 
necessary to stop before proceeding into the intersection.   
 
The following conditions should be fully evaluated to determine how the right-of-way should be assigned: 
 

• Traffic Volumes:  Normally, the heavier volume of traffic should be given the right-of-way. 

• Approach Speeds:  The higher speed traffic should normally be given the right-of-way. 

• Types of Highways:  When a minor highway intersects a major highway, it is usually desirable to control the 
minor highway. 

• Sight Distance:  Sight distance across the corners of the intersection is the most important factor and is critical 
in determining safe approach speeds. 

 
Crash Analysis 
Based on information obtained through Traffic Improvement Association of Michigan, there were no crashes 
recorded in the past 5-years at the Bonito / Diamond intersection.   
 
Approach Speeds  
The approach speed limit on both streets is 25 mph.  Speed limits alone cannot be used in this case to determine 
which direction of traffic should be assigned the right-of-way. 
 
Types of Highways 
Although both Bonito Dr. and Diamond Dr. are considered local streets, Diamond Dr. should be assigned right of 
way in this case, as it is the continuing road and Bonito Dr. terminates at Diamond Dr.  Driver expectation is that 
the continuing road does not have to stop and the terminating road must at a minimum slow to make the turn. 
 
Sight Distance 
The major sight distance obstruction at the intersection is the landscaping bed in the northeast quadrant.  The 
landscaping comes into play when determining the safe approach speeds for the intersection. The safe approach 
speed is the speed at which a vehicle can approach an intersection and still stop in time to avoid a collision with a 
vehicle on the cross street.  Safe approach speeds are determined through calculations. 
 
When the safe approach speed is found to be more than 10 mph, a YIELD sign is commonly used.  In this case, 
the safe approach speed was found to be 9.5 mph; therefore a STOP sign is the recommended treatment.  The 
safe approach speed calculation spreadsheet is attached for your reference. 
 
Recommendation  
OHM recommends that the intersection control be changed to a STOP sign on the Bonito Dr. approach to the 
intersection.   
 
Sincerely,  
Orchard Hiltz & McCliment, Inc. 
 
 
 
Stephen B. Dearing, PE, PTOE 
Manager of Traffic Engineering Services 
 
Attachments: 

• Aerial and Intersection Photos 

• Safe Approach Speed Calculation Spreadsheet 



 

Aerial of location 

 

 

Diamond Dr. looking north at Bonito Dr. 



 

 

Bonito Dr. looking west toward Diamond Dr. 

 

 

Close up of sight obstruction in northeast corner of intersection 



Safe Approach Speed Calculation
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Bonito at Diamond Road 1 = Diamond Analyst:

City of Troy Road 2 = L
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ITEM #7 
   

 
March 27, 2015 
 
TO:    Traffic Committee 
 
FROM:  Bill Huotari, Deputy City Engineer/ Traffic Engineer 
 
SUBJECT:  Request for Traffic Control 

Waltham at Post 
 
Background: 
 
Richard Karlis of 2491 Waltham requests that the existing YIELD signs on Post be replaced with a 
STOP signs.  Mr. Karlis states that drivers do not yield at the signs creating a potentially hazardous 
condition.  There are existing YIELD signs on the Post approaches to Waltham. 
 
There have been two (2) crashes reported at this intersection in the past five (5) years.  The crash 
data does not constitute a compelling case for modifying the existing controls. 
 
The posted speed limit on both streets is 25 mph.  Post Drive and Waltham Drive are both local 
streets and both could be considered continuing roadways, so there is no compelling case for which 
should be assigned right-of-way.  At this time, Post Drive is the controlled road. 
 
The major potential sight distance obstruction at the intersection is a hedge row of bushes lining the 
sidewalk along Post Drive in the northeast quadrant of the intersection.  The hedge row comes into 
play when determining the safe approach speeds at the intersection. 
 
The safe approach speed was found to be 7.6 mph; therefore a STOP sign is the recommended 
treatment. 
 
The city requested that OHM review the request and provide their findings and recommendations 
(copy attached).   
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March 26, 2015 
 
Mr. William Huotari, PE  
Deputy City Engineer 
City of Troy 
500 W Big Beaver Rd 
Troy, MI 48084 
 
Subject:  Traffic Control Recommendation for the intersection of Post Dr. at Waltham Dr. 
OHM JN:  0128-15-0060 
 
Dear Mr. Huotari: 
  
As requested, we have reviewed the Post Dr. at Waltham Dr. intersection to determine the proper traffic control. 
The subject intersection is a cross intersection located in the City of Troy approximately 0.4 miles south of Long 
Lake Rd and 0.4 miles east of John R Rd.  Both Post Dr. and Waltham Dr. are local streets with Post Dr. running 
in the north-south direction and Waltham Dr. running east-west. The speed limit on both streets is 25mph. There 
are currently yield signs on the north and southbound approaches to the intersection along Post Dr.  Reference the 
attachments for an aerial and intersection photos.  
 
Background on Traffic Control Determination 
Based on the Michigan Manual of Uniform Traffic Control Devices (MMUTCD) there are four conditions where STOP 
signs may be warranted: 
 
• At the intersection of a less important road with a main road where application of the normal right-of-way rule 

is unduly hazardous. 
• On a street entering a through highway or street.  
• At an unsignalized intersection in a signalized area. 
• At other intersections where a combination of high speed, restricted view, or crash records indicate a need for 

control by the STOP sign. 
 
Many times STOP signs are installed where they may not be warranted.  Traffic experts agree that unnecessary 
STOP signs: 
 
• Cause accidents they are designed to prevent. 
• Breed contempt for other necessary STOP signs. 
• Waste millions of gallons of gasoline annually. 
• Create added noise and air pollution. 
• Increase, rather than decrease, speeds between intersections. 
 
The use of a YIELD sign is intended to assign the right-of-way at intersections where it is not usually necessary to 
stop before proceeding into the intersection.  Conversely, the STOP sign is intended for use where it is usually 
necessary to stop before proceeding into the intersection.   
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The following conditions should be fully evaluated to determine how the right-of-way should be assigned: 
 
• Traffic Volumes:  Normally, the heavier volume of traffic should be given the right-of-way. 
• Approach Speeds:  The higher speed traffic should normally be given the right-of-way. 
• Types of Highways:  When a minor highway intersects a major highway, it is usually desirable to control the 

minor highway. 
• Sight Distance:  Sight distance across the corners of the intersection is the most important factor and is critical 

in determining safe approach speeds. 
 
Crash Analysis 
Based on information obtained through Traffic Improvement Association of Michigan, there were two crashes 
recorded in the past 5-years at the Post / Waltham intersection.  One involved an eastbound vehicle sideswiping a 
parked vehicle just east of the intersection.  The second was an angle collision, with a northbound vehicle striking 
a westbound vehicle during a winter (snow) event.  The crash data does not constitute a compelling case for 
modifying the existing controls. 
 
Approach Speeds  
The approach speed limit on both streets is 25 mph.  Speed limits alone cannot be used in this case to determine 
which direction of traffic should be assigned the right-of-way. 
 
Types of Highways 
Both Post Dr. and Waltham Dr. are considered local streets, and as both could be considered continuing 
roadways, there is no compelling case for which should be assigned right of way.  As this time, Post Dr. is the 
controlled road.   
 
Sight Distance 
The major potential sight distance obstruction at the intersection is a hedge of bushes lining the sidewalk along 
Post Dr. in the northeast quadrant of the intersection.  The safe approach speed is the speed at which a vehicle can 
approach an intersection and still stop in time to avoid a collision with a vehicle on the cross street.  Safe approach 
speeds are determined through calculations. 
 
When the safe approach speed is found to be more than 10 mph, a YIELD sign is commonly used.  In this case, 
the safe approach speed was found to be 7.6 mph; therefore a STOP sign is the recommended treatment.  The 
safe approach speed calculation spreadsheet is attached for your reference. 
 
Recommendation  
OHM recommends that the intersection control be changed to two-way STOP control signs on the Post Dr. 
approach to the intersection.   
 
Sincerely,  
Orchard Hiltz & McCliment, Inc. 
 
 
 
Stephen B. Dearing, PE, PTOE 
Manager of Traffic Engineering Services 
 
Attachments: 
• Aerial and Intersection Photos 
• TIA Crash Printout 
• Safe Approach Speed Calculation Spreadsheet 



 

Aerial of Location 

 

Post Dr. looking southeast toward Waltham Dr. 



 

Post Dr. looking southwest toward Waltham Dr. 



Traffic Improvement Association of Michigan

Crash Detail Report

Request #: 0027390 Printed By: Stephen Dearing Printed On: 3/25/2015

ON_ROAD: Post Dr

AT_ROAD: Waltham Dr

STATE: MI

COUNTY: OAKLAND

COMMUNITY: Troy

STAT_YEAR: 3-Year

#1 Location: POST ST (0.14) 100 feet S of Waltham Dr Crash ID: 5933346

Crash Date: 01/28/2005 Day: Fri Hour: unknown Weather: clear Roadway: dry Light: dark/unltd

Injuries K: 0 Inj A: 0 Inj B: 0 Inj C: 0 Inj 0: 0 How: ss-opp

CVT: Troy Area: straight HBD: N Drugs: N Complaint No: 053249

Unit No Veh Dir Action Prior Event 1 Event 2 Event 3 Event 4 Haz Action Veh Type Damage

1 N unknown veh parked veh parked none none reckls driving uncoded

2 S nodriver parked veh in transpt none none none none car lftside

3 S nodriver parked veh in transpt tree none none none car ctrfront

UD-10: 055453788, 055453864

#2 Location: WALTHAM ST (0.12) 15 feet E of Post Dr Crash ID: 6123902

Crash Date: 09/30/2005 Day: Fri Hour: 8am Weather: clear Roadway: dry Light: day

Injuries K: 0 Inj A: 0 Inj B: 0 Inj C: 0 Inj 0: 2 How: angle

CVT: Troy Area: inter other HBD: N Drugs: N Complaint No: 0534576

Unit No Veh Dir Action Prior Event 1 Event 2 Event 3 Event 4 Haz Action Veh Type Damage

1 E go straight veh in transpt none none none unknown car lftside

2 S go straight veh in transpt none none none unknown bike

UD-10: 055651873

#3 Location: WALTHAM DR (0.12) 20 feet E of POST RD Crash ID: 8387299

Crash Date: 07/05/2012 Day: Thu Hour: 11am Weather: clear Roadway: dry Light: day

Injuries K: 0 Inj A: 0 Inj B: 0 Inj C: 0 Inj 0: 1 How: ss-same

CVT: Troy Area: inter other HBD: N Drugs: N Complaint No:

Unit No Veh Dir Action Prior Event 1 Event 2 Event 3 Event 4 Haz Action Veh Type Damage

1 E go straight veh parked none none none other pickup rtside

2 E nodriver parked veh in transpt none none none unknown car lftfront

UD-10: 8387299

#4 Location: WALTHAM DR (0.12) 5 feet E of POST RD Crash ID: 9120911

Crash Date: 11/19/2014 Day: Wed Hour: 3pm Weather: snow Roadway: snowy Light: day

Injuries K: 0 Inj A: 0 Inj B: 0 Inj C: 2 Inj 0: 0 How: angle

CVT: Troy Area: w/i intersection HBD: N Drugs: N Complaint No: 140035691

Unit No Veh Dir Action Prior Event 1 Event 2 Event 3 Event 4 Haz Action Veh Type Damage

1 N slow/stop on rd veh in transpt none none none speeding car ctrfront

2 W go straight veh in transpt none none none none car lftside

UD-10: 9120911
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Crash Type

Count Type

0 uncoded

0 single

0 head-on

0 head-on/lt

2 angle

0 rr-end

0 rr-end/lt

0 rr-end/rt

1 ss-same

1 ss-opp

0 unknown

Totals: 4

Light Conditions

Count Type

0 uncoded

3 day

0 dawn

0 dusk

0 dark/ltd

1 dark/unltd

0 unknown

Totals: 4

Weather

Count Type

0 uncoded

3 clear

0 cloudy

0 fog/smoke

0 rain

1 snow

0 wind

0 sleet/hail

0 unknown

Totals: 4

Road Condition

Count Type

0 uncoded

3 dry

0 wet

0 icy

1 snowy

0 muddy

0 slushy

0 debris

0 unknown

Totals: 4

Crashes By Month

Count Type

1 January

0 February

0 March

0 April

0 May

0 June

1 July

0 August

1 September

0 October

1 November

0 December

Totals: 4

Hazardous Action

Count Type

3 none

1 speeding

0 imprp/no signal

0 imprp backing

0 unable to stop

1 other

3 unknown

1 reckls driving

0 negl driving

0 spd too slow

0 failed to yield

0 disrgd traffic cntrl

0 wrong way

0 left of center

0 imprp passing

0 imprp lane use

0 imprp turn

Totals: 9

Unit Type

Count Type

1 Bicyclist

0 Engineer

8 Vehicle

0 Pedestrian

Totals: 9

Crashes By Year

Count Type

0 2000

0 2001

0 2002

0 2003

0 2004

2 2005

0 2006

0 2007

0 2008

0 2009

0 2010

0 2011

1 2012

0 2013

1 2014

0 2015

Totals: 4
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Crash Severity

FATAL A B C No Inj Total

Persons 0 0 0 2 3 5

Crashes 0 0 0 1 3 4

Alcohol in Crashes

FATAL PI PD Total

Drinking 0 0 0 0

Not Drinking 0 1 3 4

Total 0 1 3 4

Crashes per Hour by Day

Sunday Monday Tuesday Wednesday Thursday Friday Saturday Unknown Total

12a - 1a 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

1a - 2a 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

2a - 3a 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

3a - 4a 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

4a - 5a 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

5a - 6a 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

6a - 7a 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

7a - 8a 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

8a - 9a 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1

9a - 10a 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

10a - 11a 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

11a - 12p 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1

12p - 1p 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

1p - 2p 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

2p - 3p 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

3p - 4p 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1

4p - 5p 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

5p - 6p 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

6p - 7p 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

7p - 8p 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

8p - 9p 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

9p - 10p 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

10p - 11p 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

11p - 12a 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Unknown Time 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1

Total 0 0 0 1 1 2 0 0 4
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Safe Approach Speed Calculation
Date:

Waltham Dr. and Post Dr. Analyst:

City of Troy L

Measured: c' b'

Width of Roads Northwest Northeast
Road 1 = 28 (ft) Quadrant of c V2 b Quadrant of N

Road 2 = 28 (ft) Intersection Intersection

Distance to Obstructions (Bushes next to Drwy ) (Bushes lining Post Dr.)
a = 17 (ft) e= 55 (ft) D2

b = 15 (ft) f= 45 (ft)

c = 30 (ft) g= 45 (ft) d' d a' a

d = 40 (ft) h= 72 (ft)

Angle of 

Inters
ectio

n

Road 2

Post Dr. 3/26/2015

S.B. Dearing

B

Angle of Intersection

Delta = 90 (degrees, measure counterclockwise)

Road 1 Posted

Speed Limit = 25 (mph) V1 D1 D1

V1 M

Assumed:

Speed of Vehicle A = Speed of Vehicle C

= Posted Speed Limit on Road 1

+ 5 (mph) e' e h h'

V1 = 30 (mph) D3

Perception / Reaction Time (AASHTO)

t = 2.5 (sec) Southwest Southeast

Deceleration rate (AASHTO) Quadrant of Quadrant of

A = 11.20 Intersection f V3 g Intersection

Clearance distance in excess of safe stopping distance (AAA) (Corner of House) (Corner of House)

EC = 0 (ft) f' g'

Calculated Safe Approach Speed for Vehicle B

Approaching on Road 2

FALSE V2 = 7.6 (mph) [Based on Veh. A] Intermediate Calculations:

 or V2 = 12.0 (mph) [Based on Veh. C] D1= a' = e' = Based On D1 = (1.075 V1 
2 
/ A) + 1.4667 V1 t + EC

D2A= b' = f' = D2A =   a' * D1 or D2C =   c' * D1 or D3A =   g' * D1 or D3C =   e' * D1

Calculated Safe Approach Speed for Vehicle D D2C= c' = g' = (D1 - b') (D1 - d') (D1 - h') (D1 - f')

Approaching on Road 2 D3A= d' = h' =

V3 = 18.7 (mph) [Based on Veh. A] D3C=

 or V3 = 17.9 (mph) [Based on Veh. C] Notes:  Enter field measurements in yellow highlighted area.

Blue fields are std. default values; change only for cause.

Calculated by spreadsheet

Recommended ROW control for Road 2

based on safe approach speed : STOP Sign

D

Angle of 

Inters
ectio

n

A Road 1

C Waltham Dr.

96.5

62

56

28 66

89

32

41

57

196

33.5

57.8

102.4



Note: The information provided by this application has been compiled from recorded deeds, plats, tax
maps, surveys, and other public records and data. It is not a legally recorded map survey. Users of this

data are hereby notified that the source information represented should be consulted for verification.
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ITEM #8 
   

 
March 27, 2015 
 
TO:    Traffic Committee 
 
FROM:  Bill Huotari, Deputy City Engineer/ Traffic Engineer 
 
SUBJECT:  Request for Traffic Control 

Delta at Westpointe 
 
Background: 
 
Cindy Graves of 6270 Emerald Lake requests that traffic control be placed at the intersection of Delta 
and West Point.  Ms. Graves states that the lack of traffic control at the intersection creates a potentially 
hazardous condition. 
 
There is currently no traffic control at the intersection of Delta at West Point. 
 
There have been no crashes reported at this intersection in the past five (5) years.   
 
The posted speed limit on both streets is 25 mph.  Westpointe Drive should be assigned right-of-way 
as it is the continuing road and Delta Drive terminates at Westpointe Drive. 
 
The major potential sight distance obstruction at the intersection is a car parked in the driveway of the 
house in the southwest quadrant.  The parked car comes into play when determining the safe 
approach speeds at the intersection. 
 
The safe approach speed was found to be 13.8 mph; therefore a YIELD sign is the recommended 
treatment. 
 
The city requested that OHM review the request and provide their findings and recommendations 
(copy attached).   
 
 
 
 
 
 
G:\Traffic\aaa Traffic Committee\2015\4_April 15\8_TC_Delta at West Point_Traffic Control.docx 

TRAFFIC COMMITTEE REPORT 
 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

March 26, 2015 
 
Mr. William Huotari, PE  
Deputy City Engineer 
City of Troy 
500 W Big Beaver Rd 
Troy, MI 48084 
 
Subject:  Traffic Control Recommendation for the intersection of Delta Dr. at Westpointe Dr. 
OHM JN:  0128-15-0060 
 
Dear Mr. Huotari: 
  
As requested, we have reviewed the Delta Dr at Westpointe Dr intersection to determine the proper traffic 
control. The subject intersection is a T-intersection located in the City of Troy approximately 400 feet south of 
South Blvd and 1/3 mile west of John R Rd. Both Delta Dr and Westpointe Dr are local streets with Westpointe 
Dr running in the north-south direction and Delta Dr running east-west. The speed limit on both streets is 25mph. 
There are currently no intersection controls at this intersection for either Delta Dr. or Westpointe Dr.  Reference 
the attachments for an aerial and intersection photos.  
 
Background on Traffic Control Determination 
Based on the Michigan Manual of Uniform Traffic Control Devices (MMUTCD) there are four conditions where STOP 
signs may be warranted: 
 
• At the intersection of a less important road with a main road where application of the normal right-of-way rule 

is unduly hazardous. 
• On a street entering a through highway or street. 
• At an unsignalized intersection in a signalized area. 
• At other intersections where a combination of high speed, restricted view, or crash records indicate a need for 

control by the STOP sign. 
 
Many times STOP signs are installed where they may not be warranted.  Traffic experts agree that unnecessary 
STOP signs: 
 
• Cause accidents they are designed to prevent. 
• Breed contempt for other necessary STOP signs. 
• Waste millions of gallons of gasoline annually. 
• Create added noise and air pollution. 
• Increase, rather than decrease, speeds between intersections. 
 
The use of a YIELD sign is intended to assign the right-of-way at intersections where it is not usually necessary to 
stop before proceeding into the intersection.  Conversely, the STOP sign is intended for use where it is usually 
necessary to stop before proceeding into the intersection.   
 

 



Mr. William Huotari, PE  
March 26, 2015  
Page 2 of 2 

 
The following conditions should be fully evaluated to determine how the right-of-way should be assigned: 
 
• Traffic Volumes:  Normally, the heavier volume of traffic should be given the right-of-way. 
• Approach Speeds:  The higher speed traffic should normally be given the right-of-way. 
• Types of Highways:  When a minor highway intersects a major highway, it is usually desirable to control the 

minor highway. 
• Sight Distance:  Sight distance across the corners of the intersection is the most important factor and is critical 

in determining safe approach speeds. 
 
Crash Analysis 
Based on information obtained through Traffic Improvement Association of Michigan, there were no crashes 
recorded in the past 5-years at the Delta / Westpointe intersection.   
 
Approach Speeds  
The approach speed limit on both streets is 25 mph.  Speed limits alone cannot be used in this case to determine 
which direction of traffic should be assigned the right-of-way. 
 
Types of Highways 
Although both Delta Dr and Westpointe Dr are considered local streets, Westpointe Dr should be assigned right 
of way in this case, as it is the continuing road and Delta Dr terminates at Westpointe Dr.  Driver expectation is 
that the continuing road does not have to stop and the terminating road must at a minimum slow to make the 
turn. 
 
Sight Distance 
The major potential sight distance obstruction at the intersection is a car parked in the driveway of the house in 
the southwest quadrant.  The safe approach speed is the speed at which a vehicle can approach an intersection and 
still stop in time to avoid a collision with a vehicle on the cross street.  Safe approach speeds are determined 
through calculations. 
 
When the safe approach speed is found to be more than 10 mph, a YIELD sign is commonly used.  In this case, 
the safe approach speed was found to be 13.8 mph; therefore a YIELD sign is the recommended treatment.  The 
safe approach speed calculation spreadsheet is attached for your reference. 
 
Recommendation  
OHM recommends that the intersection control be set as a one-way YIELD sign on the Delta Dr approach to the 
intersection.   
 
Sincerely,  
Orchard Hiltz & McCliment, Inc. 
 
 
 
Stephen B. Dearing, PE, PTOE 
Manager of Traffic Engineering Services 
 
Attachments: 
• Aerial and Intersection Photos 
• Safe Approach Speed Calculation Spreadsheet 



 

Aerial of Location 

 

Westpointe Dr. looking south to Delta Dr. 



 

Westpointe Dr. looking north to Delta Dr. 

 

 

Delta Dr. looking east to Westpointe Dr. 



Safe Approach Speed Calculation

Date:

Delta at Westpointe Road 1 = Westpointe Analyst:

City of Troy Road 2 = L

Measured: c' b'

Width of Roads Southwest Northwest
Road 1 = 28 (ft) Quadrant of c V2 b Quadrant of

Road 2 = 28 (ft) Intersection Intersection

Distance to Obstruction (Car Parked in Drwy) (Corner of House)
a = 45 (ft) D2

b = 42 (ft)

c = 45 (ft) d' d a' a
d = 19 (ft)

3/25/2015

Delta

S.B. Dearing

B

Angle of 

Intersectio
n

Road 2

Angle of Intersection

Delta = 90 (degrees, measure counterclockwise)

Road 1 Posted

Speed Limit = 25 (mph) D1

V1 D1 V1 M

Assumed:
Speed of Vehicle A = Speed of Vehicle C

= Posted Speed Limit on Road 1

+ 5 (mph) Intermediate Calculations: a' =

V1 = 30 (mph) D1= b' =

Perception / Reaction Time (AASHTO) N D2A= c' =

t = 2.5 (sec) D2C= d' =

Deceleration rate (AASHTO)

A = 11.20 Based On D1 = (1.075 V1 
2 

/ A) + 1.4667 V1 t + EC

Clearance distance in excess of safe stopping distance (AAA) D2A =   a' * D1 or D2C =   c' * D1

EC = 0 (ft) (D1 - b') (D1 - d')

Calculated Safe Approach Speed for Vehicle B Notes:  Enter field measurements in yellow highlighted area.

Approaching on Road 2 Blue fields are std. default values; change only for cause.

V2 = 15.5 (mph) [Based on Veh. A] Calculated by spreadsheet

 or V2 = 13.8 (mph) [Based on Veh. C]

Recommended ROW control for Road 2

based on safe approach speed :

Angle of 

Intersectio
n

A

Road 1

YIELD Sign

C

196

80

TRUE

59

56

68.6 36

56



Note: The information provided by this application has been compiled from recorded deeds, plats, tax
maps, surveys, and other public records and data. It is not a legally recorded map survey. Users of this

data are hereby notified that the source information represented should be consulted for verification.
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