
  
  

TO: Mayor and Members of Council 
FROM: Lori Grigg Bluhm, City Attorney 

Susan M. Lancaster, Assistant City Attorney 
DATE: October 11, 2007 
SUBJECT: Sixth Amendment to Consent Judgment for The Pavilions of Troy  

 
 

  
 
There is a 1973 Consent Judgment that governs 113 acres north of Big Beaver and west of 

Coolidge Highway.  At that time, the property was owned by Sheffield Development Company, and 
the Consent Judgment allowed the Sheffield Office Complex to be constructed, as well as the 
residential subdivisions to the north of the office complex.  The Consent Judgment also controls the 
11.83 acre Parcel I of the proposed Pavilions of Troy Concept Development Plan.  If Council 
approves the Pavilions of Troy CDP and PUD Agreement, then the Consent Judgment needs to be 
amended to allow development on Parcel I that is consistent with the approved CDP.  An 
amendment is required, since the consent judgment allows office uses, as opposed to the residential 
uses that are proposed for the buffer area in the Pavilions of Troy CDP.   

 
 A proposed Sixth Amendment to the Consent Judgment in attached for your review.  This 
Amendment is included on the October 15, 2007 City Council agenda, to coincide with Council’s 
consideration of the Pavilions of Troy PUD proposal.  The proposed Consent Judgment has not yet 
been presented to the other owners of the original 113 acre site, including GM Equities LLC, Kmart 
Corporation (now Sears), and Sheffield Office II, LLC., since it would be premature to present this 
Consent Judgment to them unless and until Council had acted on the PUD Proposal.  Upon review 
of this proposed amendment, these owners may have non-substantive changes to the text.  For 
example, Kmart Corporation is named as one of the Owners of the Property, but Kmart is now 
owned by Sears.  In order to expedite the process, and to allow for these non-substantive changes, 
Council could pass a resolution approving the Sixth Amendment to the Consent Judgment, and 
authorizing the City Attorney to execute the document after all necessary parties have executed it, 
provided that the document is not substantively changed.  It is not anticipated that there will be 
substantive changes to the document, especially since the majority of the parcel is already 
developed.  However, if there are any substantive changes, then a revised document will be 
presented to City Council for their review and approval.   
 
 As always, if you have any questions, please let us know.  
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