CITY COUNCIL

Clty 0 AGENDA

September 9, 2002 — 7:30 P.M.
Council Chambers — City Hall
500 West Big Beaver, Troy, Michigan 48084

(248) 524-3300
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Invocation & Pledge Of Allegiance — Pastor Brad Shirley — Zion Christian Church 1
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A-1 Presentations: (a) Papa Vino's Presentation of Donation Checks to Boys & Girls
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PUBLIC HEARINGS 1
C-1 Street Vacation Application (SV-174) — Somerton Street 1

C-2  Preliminary Planned Unit Development Review — Woodside Bible Church
(formerly Troy Baptist Church) Planned Unit Development (PUD), Located on the
East Side of Rochester Road — North of Square Lake Road and South of South
Boulevard — Section 2 2

C-3 Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) Re-programming of Year 2001 and

2002 Funds 5
POSTPONED ITEMS )
PUBLIC COMMENT: )
A. Items on the Current Agenda 5
B. Items Not on the Current Agenda 6

NOTICE: People with disabilities needing accommodations for effective participation in this meeting should contact
the City Clerk at (248) 524-3316 or via e-mail at clerk@ci.troy.mi.us at least two working days in advance of the
meeting. An attempt will be made to make reasonable accommodations.
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Standard Purchasing Resolution 3: Exercise Renewal Option — Tee Shirt Contract 7

Application for Corporate Reorganization by California Pizza Kitchen, Inc. (a
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with 2001 12 Months Resort Class C licensed business with Official Permit (Food).
[MLCC REF#132874]; (b) Approval of Agreement 7

Troy Paradise, Inc., (a) Application for New Specialty Designated Merchant (SDM)
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CALL TO ORDER

Invocation & Pledge Of Allegiance — Pastor Brad Shirley — Zion Christian Church

ROLL CALL

Mayor Matt Pryor
Robin Beltramini
Cristina Broomfield
David Eisenbacher
Martin F. Howrylak
David A. Lambert
Anthony N. Pallotta

A-1 Presentations: (a) Papa Vino's Presentation of Donation Checks to Boys & Girls
Club of Troy & Special Olympics; (b) Section 1 Golf Course Presentation; (c)
Introduction of Jennifer Hsu — Student Candidate for Traffic Committee

PUBLIC HEARINGS

C-1 Street Vacation Application (SV-174) — Somerton Street

Management requests a 5-minute presentation regarding this item.

Suggested Resolution
Resolution #2002-09-
Moved by

Seconded by

WHEREAS, A request has been received for the vacation of a portion of the 60-foot-wide
platted public street, extending south approximately 295.0 feet south from Sylvanwood Street,
and part of abutting Lots 58 and 59 of Sylvanwood Gardens Subdivision Number 1, Section 10
(Liber 25, page 13 of Oakland County Plats); and

WHEREAS, The properties which shall benefit from this requested vacation include Lot 58 of
Sylvanwood Gardens Subdivision Number 1, Section 10 (City of Troy Tax Parcel 20-10-402-

006 and Lot 59 of Sylvanwood Gardens Subdivision Number 1, Section 10 (City of Troy Tax

Parcel 20-10-427-001); and

WHEREAS, City Management and the Planning Commission have recommended that this
street vacation be GRANTED subject to the following conditions:
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1. Retention of easements within the right-of-way to be vacated to the extent determined to
be necessary by the City Engineer, based in part on input or responses from applicable
utility companies.

2. A common drive agreement between the City of Troy and the owners of Lot 58 and Lot
59 shall be executed prior to vacation of the right-of-way.

3. No improvements are to be completed within the right-of-way until all future water main
improvements within the Somerton Street right-of-way are complete.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, That the City Council concurs with the recommendations
of City Management and the Planning Commission.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That final action on this street vacation request shall be taken
by the City Council, after the following actions:

1. Determination by the City Engineer of the nature and extent of easements to be retained
over the subject street right-of-way, based in part on input or responses from the
applicable utility companies.

2. A common drive agreement between the City of Troy and the owners of Lot 58 and Lot
59 shall be executed.

3. Completion of the watermain improvements within the Somerton Street right-of-way.

Yes:
No:

C-2 Preliminary Planned Unit Development Review — Woodside Bible Church (formerly
Troy Baptist Church) Planned Unit Development (PUD), Located on the East Side
of Rochester Road — North of Square Lake Road and South of South Boulevard —
Section 2

Management and Planning Consultant request a 5-minute presentation regarding this item.

Suggested Resolution
Resolution #2002-09-
Moved by

Seconded by

(@) Resolution A: City Management

RESOLVED, That the Preliminary Plan for a Planned Unit Development, pursuant to Section
35.60.01, as requested by the Robertson Brothers Co. and Woodside Bible Church, for the
Woodside Bible Church/Northwyck Planned Unit Development (FKA Troy Baptist PUD),
located on the east side of Rochester Road and south of South Boulevard, located in Section
2, within the R-1D zoning district, being 89.83 acres in size, is hereby APPROVED,;

FURTHER RESOLVED, That the proposed PUD qualifies under the standards set forth in
Section 35.30.00;
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FURTHER RESOLVED, That the proposed mix of uses, in particular the environmental assets
of the site, are appropriate and in keeping with the intent of Section 35.10.00;

FURTHER RESOLVED, that the overall residential density is consistent with the City’s Future
Land Use Plan;

FURTHER RESOLVED, That the proposed Preliminary Plan demonstrates that the General
Development Standards, set forth in Section 35.40.00, and the Standards for Approval, set

fort

BE

1.

OR

h in Section 35.70.00, have been met;
IT FINALLY RESOLVED, That the recommendation is subject to the following conditions;

The Preliminary Plan consists of a transmittal letter dated August 26, 2002, accompanying
a document dated July 12, 2002, the document containing narratives, reduced plans, and
full size plans:

L1 Overall Landscape Plan, 08/14/02

L2 Village at Northwyck Landscape Plan, 07/12/02
L3 Woods at Northwyck Landscape Plan, 07/12/02
L4 Woods at Northwyck Clubhouse Landscape Plan, 07/12/02
L5 Clubhouse Elevations Plan, 07/12/02

L6 Typical Unit Landscape Plan, 07/12/02

L7 Landscape Details Plan, 07/12/02

L8 Entry Elevation Plan, 07/12/02

L9 Cross-Sections Plan, 07/12/02

L10 Tree Preservation Plan, 07/1202

GWE 1 of 11 Preliminary Site Plan Cover, 07/12/02
GWE 2 of 11 Land Use/General Development Map, 07/12/02
GWE 3 of 11 Natural Features Plan, 07/12/02
GWE 4 of 11 Tree Inventory Plan, 07/12/02

GWE 5 of 11 Storm Drainage Plan, 07/12/02

GWE 6 of 11 Utility Layout Plan, 07/12/02

GWE 7 of 11 100 Scale Site Plan, 07/12/02

GWE 8 of 11 50 Scale Site Plan, 07/12/02

GWE 9 of 11 50 Scale Site Plan, 07/12/02

GWE 10 of 11 50 Scale Site Plan, 07/12/02

GWE 11 of 11 50 Scale Site Plan, 07/12/02.

2. The fence detail along the southern boundary shall be consistent with the northern
boundary and scale back length to 50 feet to the east beyond the last unit of Rochester
Villas.

3. That a note be provided on the plans stating the wooden fence along the northern
property line will be adequately maintained in the future.

4. That fire hydrants shall be indicated on the Final Plans.
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(b) Resolution B: Planning Commission

RESOLVED, That the Preliminary Plan for a Planned Unit Development, pursuant to Section
35.60.01, as requested by the Robertson Brothers Co. and Woodside Bible Church, for the
Woodside Bible Church/Northwyck Planned Unit Development (FKA Troy Baptist PUD),
located on the east side of Rochester Road and south of South Boulevard, located in Section
2, within the R-1D zoning district, being 89.83 acres in size, is hereby APPROVED,;

FURTHER RESOLVED, That the proposed PUD qualifies under the standards set forth in
Section 35.30.00.

FURTHER RESOLVED, That the proposed mix of uses, in particular the environmental assets
of the site, are appropriate and in keeping with the intent of Section 35.10.00.

FURTHER RESOLVED, That the overall residential density is consistent
with the City’s Future Land Use Plan.

FURTHER RESOLVED, That the proposed Preliminary Plan demonstrates that the General
Development Standards, set forth in Section 35.40.00, and the Standards for Approval, set
forth in Section 35.70.00, have been met;

BE IT FINALLY RESOLVED, That the recommendation is subject to the following conditions;

1. The Preliminary Plan consists of a transmittal letter dated August 26, 2002, accompanying
a document dated July 12, 2002, the document containing narratives, reduced plans, and
full size plans:

L1 Overall Landscape Plan, 08/14/02

L2 Village at Northwyck Landscape Plan, 07/12/02
L3 Woods at Northwyck Landscape Plan, 07/12/02
L4 Woods at Northwyck Clubhouse Landscape Plan, 07/12/02
L5 Clubhouse Elevations Plan, 07/12/02

L6 Typical Unit Landscape Plan, 07/12/02

L7 Landscape Details Plan, 07/12/02

L8 Entry Elevation Plan, 07/12/02

L9 Cross-Sections Plan, 07/12/02

L10 Tree Preservation Plan, 07/1202

GWE 1 of 11 Preliminary Site Plan Cover, 07/12/02
GWE 2 of 11 Land Use/General Development Map, 07/12/02
GWE 3 of 11 Natural Features Plan, 07/12/02
GWE 4 of 11 Tree Inventory Plan, 07/12/02

GWE 5 of 11 Storm Drainage Plan, 07/12/02

GWE 6 of 11 Utility Layout Plan, 07/12/02

GWE 7 of 11 100 Scale Site Plan, 07/12/02

GWE 8 of 11 50 Scale Site Plan, 07/12/02

GWE 9 of 11 50 Scale Site Plan, 07/12/02

GWE 10 of 11 50 Scale Site Plan, 07/12/02

GWE 11 of 11 50 Scale Site Plan, 07/12/02.

-4 -
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2. The Planning Commission is authorized to provide a recommendation to City Council
regarding the Final Plan for the Woodside Bible Church/ Northwyck Planned Unit
Development (FKA Troy Baptist PUD).

3. The fence detail along the southern boundary shall be consistent with the northern
boundary and scale back length to 50 feet to the east beyond the last unit of Rochester
Villas.

4. The land bank portion of the church parking shall require Planning Commission
recommendation and City Council approval before construction.

5. That a note be provided on the plans stating the wooden fence along the northern
property line will be adequately maintained in the future.

6. That fire hydrants shall be indicated on the Final Plans.

Yes:
No:

C-3 Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) Re-programming of Year 2001 and
2002 Funds

Suggested Resolution
Resolution #2002-09-
Moved by

Seconded by

RESOLVED, That the City Council of the City of Troy, after conclusion of a Public Hearing on
this date, has determined that the Creston Road Paving Project should be added to the 2002
list of CDBG Projects, and Year 2001 unspent funds should be re-programmed from
Administration and Special Assessment to Public Services and Flood Drain Improvements.

Yes:
No:

POSTPONED ITEMS

PUBLIC COMMENT:

A. Items on the Current Agenda

Any person not a member of the Council may address the Council with recognition of
the Chair, after clearly stating the nature of his/her inquiry. No person not a member of
the Council shall be allowed to speak more than twice or longer than five (5) minutes on
any question, unless so permitted by the Chair. The Council may waive the requirements
of this section by a majority of the Council Members. Consistent with Order of Business

-5-
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#11, the City Council will move forward the specific Business Items which audience
members would like to address. The Mayor shall announce the items which are to be
moved forward and will ask the audience if there are any additional items which they
would like to address. All Business Items that members of the audience would like to
address will be brought forth and acted upon at this time. Items will be taken individually
and members of the audience will address council prior to council discussion of the
individual item.

B. Items Not on the Current Agenda

After Council is finished acting on all Business Items that have been brought forward,
the public is welcome to address the Mayor and Council on items that are specifically
not on the agenda. (Article 15)

CONSENT AGENDA

The Consent Agenda includes items of a routine nature and will be approved with one
motion. That motion will approve the recommended action for each item on the Consent
Agenda. Any Council Member may remove an item from the Consent Agenda and have
it considered as a separate item. Any item so removed from the Consent Agenda shall
be considered after other items on the consent business portion of the agenda have
been heard. (Rules of Procedure for the City Council, Article 13, as amended May 6,
2002.)

E-1 Approval of Consent Agenda

Suggested Resolution
Resolution #2002-09-
Moved by

Seconded by

RESOLVED, That all items as presented on the Consent Agenda are hereby approved as
presented with the exception of Item(s) , Which shall be considered after
Consent Agenda (E) items, as printed.

Yes:
No:

E-2 Minutes: Regular Meeting of August 19, 2002 and Special Meeting of August 26,
2002

Suggested Resolution
Resolution #2002-09-

RESOLVED, That the Minutes of the 7:30 PM Regular Meeting of August 19, 2002 and the
Minutes of the 7:30 PM Special Meeting of August 26, 2002, be approved as submitted.

-6 -
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E-3 Proposed City of Troy Proclamations: No Proclamations Submitted

E-4 Standard Purchasing Resolution 3: Exercise Renewal Option — Tee Shirt Contract

Suggested Resolution
Resolution #2002-09-

WHEREAS, On August 20, 2001, an one-year contract with an option to renew for one
additional year for Tee Shirts was AWARDED to the low bidder, Metro Printing Service
(Resolution #2002-08-419-E-7); and

WHEREAS, Metro Printing Service 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 the option to renew the contract is hereby
exercised with Metro Printing Service to provide Tee Shirts under the same prices, terms, and
conditions for one year, to expire September 30, 2003.

E-5 Application for Corporate Reorganization by California Pizza Kitchen, Inc. (a
California Corporation), 2800 W. Big Beaver, Somerset Collection North, Space
N126, Troy, Ml 48084, Oakland County, requests Corporate Reorganization as
made by California Pizza Kitchen, Inc. (a California Corporation) in connection
with 2001 12 Months Resort Class C licensed business with Official Permit (Food).
[MLCC REF#132874]; (b) Approval of Agreement

Suggested Resolution
Resolution #2002-09-

A copy of the Ligquor Advisory Committee Minutes are located under Agenda Item G-01

(@) Stock Transfer

RESOLVED, That the request from CALIFORNIA PI1ZZA KITCHEN, INC. (a California
Corporation), 2800 W. Big Beaver, Somerset Collection North, Space N126, Troy, Ml 48084,
Oakland County, requests Corporate Reorganization as made by California Pizza Kitchen, Inc.
(a California Corporation) in connection with 2001 12 Months Resort Class C licensed business
with Official Permit (Food). [MLCC REF#132874], be considered for APPROVAL. It is the
consensus of this legislative body that the application be recommended for issuance.

(b Agreement

WHEREAS, The City Council of the City of Troy deems it necessary to enter 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.
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NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, That the City Council of the City of Troy hereby
APPROVES an agreement with CALIFORNIA PI1ZZA KITCHEN. INC., which shall become
effective upon approval of the request for Corporate Reorganization in connection with 2001 12
Months Resort Class C licensed business with Official Permit (Food).; and the Mayor and City
Clerk are authorized to execute the document, a copy of which shall be attached to the original
Minutes of this meeting.

E-6 Troy Paradise, Inc., (a) Application for New Specialty Designated Merchant (SDM)
License Business located at 5945 John R, Troy, MI 48085, Oakland County,
[MLCC Req ID#186119]; (b) Approval of Agreement

A copy of the Liquor Advisory Committee Minutes are located under Agenda Iltem G-1

Suggested Resolution
Resolution #2002-09-

(@) New SDM License

RESOLVED, That the request from TROY PARADISE, INC. for a new Specialty Designated
Merchant (SDM) licensed business located at 5945 John R, Troy, Ml 48085, Oakland County.
[MLCC Req ID#186119; be considered for approval. It is the consensus of this legislative body
that the application be RECOMMENDED for issuance.

(b) Agreement

WHEREAS, The City Council of the City of Troy deems it necessary to enter 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.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, That the City Council of the City of Troy hereby
APPROVES an agreement with TROY PARADISE INC., which shall become effective upon
approval of the request for a new Specially Designated Merchant (SDM) licensed business
located at 5945 John R, Troy, MI 48085, Oakland County; and the Mayor and City Clerk are
authorized to execute the document, a copy of which shall be attached to the original Minutes
of this meeting.

E-7 Request for Acceptance of Warranty Deed and Easement - Bellingham Street
Extension — Project 98.911.3

Suggested Resolution
Resolution #2002-09-

RESOLVED, That the Warranty Deed for Maya Court and Permanent Easement for the
extension of Bellingham Street from Liberty Property Limited Partnership, being part of property
having Sidwell #88-20-26-200-032 and #88-20-26-200-056 & 056 respectively, are
ACCEPTED,; and the City Clerk is hereby directed to record said documents with the Oakland
County Register of Deeds, a copy of which shall be attached to the original Minutes of this
meeting.

-8-
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E-8 Request To Waive Parking Restrictions

Suggested Resolution
Resolution #2002-09-

RESOLVED, That the City Council of the City of Troy does hereby WAIVE the No Parking
restrictions on the west side of Donaldson Street from Square Lake Road to Cotswold Street,
on September 19, 2002, between the hours of 6:30 PM and 9:00 PM, November 25, 2002,
between 1:00 PM and 9:00 PM and November 26, 2002 between 1:00 PM and 9:00 PM.

E-9 Troy Daze Fireworks Permit

Suggested Resolution
Resolution #2002-09-

RESOLVED, That City Council PERMIT a fireworks display at the Troy Daze Festival as part of
the Festival in 2002 on Sunday, September 15, 2002 in conjunction with the Troy Daze/Magic
of Fall Festival.

E-10 Request for Approval of Purchase Agreement — Civic Center Area Improvement
Project — Anthony P. Aguinaga and Nancy L. Aguinaga — Project No. 97-110-0 —
Parcel 4 — Sidwell #88-20-21-476-008

Suggested Resolution
Resolution #2002-09-

RESOLVED, That the Agreement to Purchase between Anthony P. Aguinaga and Nancy L.
Aguinaga and the City of Troy, having Sidwell #88-20-21-476-008, for the acquisition of
property for the proposed Civic Center Improvement Project is hereby APPROVED; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That authorization is hereby granted to purchase property in the
Agreement referenced above in the amounts of $229,100.48, plus closing costs.

E-11 Private Agreement for Fountain Park Condominiums — Project No 01.957.3

Suggested Resolution
Resolution #2002-09-

RESOLVED, That the Contract for Installation of Municipal Improvements (Private Agreement)
between the City of Troy and Fountain Park Troy, L.L.C. is hereby APPROVED for the
installation of sanitary sewer, storm sewer, detention, water main, sidewalks, landscaping, soil
erosion and paving 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.
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E-12 Standard Purchasing Resolution 1: Award to Low Bidders — Car and Truck Wash
Service

Suggested Resolution
Resolution #2002-09-

RESOLVED, That a two-year contract for Car and Truck Wash Services with an option to
renew for two additional years is hereby AWARDED to the low bidders, Pro Enterprise, Inc. and
Jax Car Wash, at unit prices contained in the bid tabulation opened August 7, 2002, a copy of
which shall be attached to the original Minutes of this meeting at an estimated total cost of
$19,115.00 commencing December 10, 2002.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That the award is contingent upon contractor’'s submission of
properly executed bid and proposal documents, including insurance certificates and all other
specified requirements.

E-13 Standard Purchasing Resolution 1: Award to Low Bidders — Type “K” Copper
Tubing

Suggested Resolution
Resolution #2002-09-

RESOLVED, That contracts for Type “K” Copper Tubing are hereby AWARDED to the low
bidders, US Filter, Inc. and SLC Meter Service, at unit prices contained in the bid tabulation
opened August 23, 2002, a copy of which shall be attached to the original Minutes of this
meeting at an estimated cost of $26,532.00.

E-14 Webhe v. City of Troy, L. D’Agostini, & Hutch Paving

Suggested Resolution
Resolution #2002-09-

RESOLVED, That the City Attorney is hereby AUTHORIZED and DIRECTED to represent the
City of Troy in any and all claims and damages in the matter of Webhe v. City of Troy, L.
D’Agostini & Hutch Paving, and to retain any necessary expert witnesses and outside legal
counsel to adequately represent the City.

E-15 Request for Acceptance of 2 Permanent Easements for Water Mains and 1
Sanitary Sewer Easement — Sidwell #88-20-26-200-081 from INA USA Corporation
and Liberty Property Limited Partnership

Suggested Resolution
Resolution #2002-09-

RESOLVED, That 2 permanent easements for water main from INA USA Corporation and
Liberty Property Limited Partnership, having Sidwell #88-20-26-200-081, are hereby
ACCEPTED for public use, and;
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BE IT RESOLVED, That the City Clerk is hereby DIRECTED to record said permanent
easements with the Oakland County Register of Deeds, copies of which shall be attached to
the original Minutes of this meeting, and,

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That a sanitary sewer easement executed by Liberty Property
Limited Partnership, having Sidwell #88-20-26-200-081, and previously recorded with Oakland
County Register of Deeds, is hereby ACCEPTED for public use.

E-16 Standard Purchasing Resolution 4: State of Michigan Extended Purchasing
Agreement — Optical Scanning Services

Suggested Resolution
Resolution #2002-09-

RESOLVED, That a contract for Optical Scanning Services from Graphic Sciences is hereby
APPROVED through the State of Michigan Extended Purchasing Program at an estimated cost
of $55,105.00.

E-17 Request for Public Hearing

Suggested Resolution
Resolution #2002-09-

RESOLVED, That Troy City Council sets a public hearing for October 7, 2002 on the proposed
Brownfield Redevelopment Plan for the former Stanley Door Systems property at 1225 East
Maple Road, Troy, Michigan.

REGULAR BUSINESS

Persons interested in addressing the City Council on items, which appear on the printed
Agenda, will be allowed to do so at the time the item is discussed upon recognition by
the Chair (during the public comment portion of the agenda item’s discussion). Other
than asking questions for the purposes of gaining insight or clarification, Council shall
not interrupt members of the public during their comments. For those addressing City
Council, petitioners shall be given a fifteen (15) minute presentation time that may be
extended with the majority consent of Council and all other interested people, their time
may be limited to not more than twice nor longer than five (5) minutes on any question,
unless so permitted by the Chair, in accordance with the Rules of Procedure of the City
Council, Article 15, as amended May 6, 2002. Once discussion is brought back to the
Council table, persons from the audience will be permitted to speak only by invitation by
Council, through the Chair.

F-1  Appointments to Boards and Committees: Mayoral Appointments: (a) Downtown
Development Authority: (a) Advisory Committee for Persons w/Disabilities; (b)
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Animal Control Appeal Board; (c) CATV Advisory Committee; (d) Ethnic
Community Issues Advisory Committee; (e) Historic District Commission; (f) Parks
and Recreation Board; (g) Planning Commission; (h) Traffic Committee; and (i)
Troy Daze

Suggested Resolution
Resolution #2002-09-
Moved by

Seconded by

RESOLVED, That the following persons are hereby appointed by the City Council to serve on
the Boards and Committees as indicated:

Mayoral Appointments with Council Approval:

(a) Downtown Development Authority

Term Expires 09-30-2006

Term Expires 09-30-2006

Term Expires 09-30-2006

Term Expires 09-30-2004 (Mayor)

Council Appointments:

(a) Advisory Committee for Persons with Disabilities

Student Term Expires 07-01-2003

Student Term Expires 07-01-2003

(b) Animal Control Appeal Board

Term Expires 09-30-2003

(c) CATV Advisory Board

Student Term Expires 07-01-2003

(d) Ethnic Community Issues Advisory Committee

Term Expires 09-30-2005

Term Expires 09-30-2005

Term Expires 09-30-2005
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(e) Historic District Commission

(f) Parks and Recreation Board

(g9) Planning Commission

(h) Traffic Committee

(i) Troy Daze

Yes:
No:

Term Expires 09-30-2005

Term Expires 09-30-2005

Term Expires 09-30-2005

Term Expires 03-01-2005

School Rep Term Expires 07-31-2003

Term Expires 09-30-2005

Term Expires 09-30-2005

Student Term Expires 07-01-2003

Student Term Expires 07-01-2003

Student Term Expires 07-01-2003

F-2 Closed Session

Suggested Resolution
Resolution #2002-09-
Moved by

Seconded by

RESOLVED, That the City Council of the City of Troy shall meet in Closed Session as
permitted by State Statute MCLA 15.268, Section (e), Kostrzewa v. Troy, after adjournment of

this meeting.

Yes:
No:

-13 -



CITY COUNCIL AGENDA September 9, 2002

F-3  Janitorial Services — Fire / Police Training Center — Amendment — Clean Care, Add
Additional Cleaning Days

Suggested Resolution
Resolution #2002-09-
Moved by

Seconded by

WHEREAS, A two-year contract for janitorial services with an option to renew for two additional
years was awarded to Clean Care of Oak Park, the low bidder, on October 16, 2000,
(Resolution #2000-471); and

WHEREAS, The contract contained a provision to negotiate the addition of buildings under
construction into the contract as the buildings went into service; and

WHEREAS, The contract was amended to add the cost of $.13 per sq. ft. or $875 per month
for the Police / Fire Training Center (Resolution #2002-02-061) for two days of cleaning a
week.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, That the contract established by Resolutions 2000-
471 and 2002-02-061 is hereby AMENDED to add three additional days of cleaning for a total
of five days of cleaning for the Police / Fire Training Center to the janitorial services contract
with Clean Care of Oak Park at a monthly cost of $1,729.75 or $20,745 per year.

Yes:
No:

F-4  Minnesota Street Storm Sewer, Dashwood to Lovington, Contract 01-2 Change
Order No. 3

Suggested Resolution
Resolution #2002-09-
Moved by

Seconded by

RESOLVED, That Change Order No. 3 for Contract No. 01-02 — Minnesota Street Storm
Sewer, Dashwood to Lovington be APPROVED in the amount of $32,863.80 for additional work
performed by the contractor on a time and material basis due to conflicts encountered with
underground utilities during construction.

Yes:
No:
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F-5 Preliminary Approval — Shady Creek South Site Condominium, North Side of Long
Lake Road and East Side of Shady Creek Drive — Section 10 — R-1B

Management requests a 5-minute presentation regarding this item.

Suggested Resolution
Resolution #2002-09-
Moved by

Seconded by

(@) Resolution A, City Management Recommendation

RESOLVED, That the Preliminary Plan be APPROVED, as recommended by City
Management, as submitted under Section 34.30.00 of the Zoning Ordinance (Unplatted One-
Family Residential Development) for the development of the One-Family Residential Site
Condominium known as Shady Creek South, with five (5) units, located on the north side of
Long Lake Road and west side of Shady Creek Drive in Section 10, within the R-1B Zoning
District and being 3.02 acres in size.

OR

(b) Resolution B, Planning Commission Recommendation

RESOLVED, The Preliminary Plan be APPROVED, as recommended by the Planning
Commission, as submitted under Section 34.30.00 of the Zoning Ordinance (Unplatted One-
Family Residential Development) for the development of the One-Family Residential Site
Condominium known as Shady Creek South, with five (5) units, located on the north side of
Long Lake Road and west side of Shady Creek Drive in Section 10, within the R-1B Zoning
District and being 3.02 acres in size, subject to the following condition:

1. The check valve device be installed in the manhole to prevent storm water backflow as
recommended by the petitioner’s engineer.

Yes:
No:

F-6  Tentative Preliminary Plat Approval — The Estates at Cambridge Subdivision,
Section 18, East Side of Beach Road, North of Wattles Road and South of Long
Lake — R-1B

Management requests a 5-minute presentation regarding this item.

Suggested Resolution
Resolution #2002-09-
Moved by

Seconded by
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(@) Resolution A: City Management Recommendation

RESOLVED, That Tentative Approval be GRANTED to the Preliminary Plat of The Estates at
Cambridge Subdivision, as submitted to City Council and recommended by City Management,
with ten (10) lots, located on the east side of Beach Road, north of Wattles Road and south of
Long Lake - Section 18, within the R-1B Zoning District and being 6.09 acres in size, including
the condition that City Management request a MDEQ Wetlands Permit Public Hearing.

OR

(b) Resolution B: Planning Commission Recommendation

RESOLVED, That Tentative Approval be GRANTED to the Preliminary Plat of The Estates at
Cambridge Subdivision, as recommended by the Planning Commission, with ten (10) lots,
located on the east side of Beach Road, north of Wattles Road and south of Long Lake -
Section 18, within the R-1B Zoning District and being 6.09 acres in size.

Yes:
No:

F-7  Tentative Preliminary Plat Review — Evanswood Parc Subdivision, Section 1-R-1D

Management requests a 5-minute presentation regarding this item.

Suggested Resolution
Resolution #2002-09-
Moved by

Seconded by

RESOLVED, That TENTATIVE APPROVAL be granted to the Preliminary Plat of Evanswood
Parc Subdivision, as recommended by City Management and the Planning Commission, west
side of Evanswood Road, north of Square Lake Road and east of John R, Section 1.

Yes:
No:

F-8 Fall Study Session Dates and Topics

Suggested Resolution
Resolution #2002-09-
Moved by

Seconded by

RESOLVED, That study sessions are scheduled on the following dates:

(1) September 16, 2002 at 7:30 PM in the Council Board Room of Troy City Hall, 500
W. Big Beaver, Troy, Michigan. Topics to be discussed are: 1) State
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telecommunications policy; 2) Signs in easements for non-residential areas; and 3)
Street interconnection.

(2)  October 14, 2002 at 7:30 PM in the Council Board Room of Troy City Hall, 500 W.
Big Beaver, Troy, Michigan. Topics to be discussed are: 1) Regional transportation;
2) Major road construction projects; and 3) Condemnation process.

Yes:
No:

F-9 Traffic Signal Maintenance Cost Agreement for Signal at Crooks and Butterfield

Suggested Resolution
Resolution #2002-09-
Moved by

Seconded by

WHEREAS, The Board of Commissioners for the Road Commission for Oakland County
approved the installation of a traffic signal at the intersection of Crooks Road (a County road)
and Butterfield Road (a City road), as requested by Kelly Services, Inc., a Troy business; and

WHEREAS, Kelly Services, Inc. will bear the cost of installation of the signal.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, That the cost agreement with the Road Commission
for Oakland and maintenance of the new traffic signal be APPROVED.

Yes:
No:

F-10 SOCRRA Delegate and Alternate

Suggested Resolution
Resolution #2002-09-
Moved by

Seconded by

RESOLVED, That is APPOINTED as the Delegate to the SOCRRA board,
effective immediately, until December 9, 2002; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That is APPOINTED as the Alternate
Delegate to the SOCRRA board, effective immediately, until December 9, 2002.

Yes:

No:
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F-11 Award of Contract for Architectural Services — New Fire Station #3

Suggested Resolution
Resolution #2002-09-
Moved by

Seconded by

RESOLVED, That the contract for the architectural services for the new Fire Station #3 be
APPROVED with the firm of JSN Design, Inc. for a sum not to exceed $82,500.00 plus an
additional amount not to exceed $3,000.00 for reimbursable expenses, and the Mayor and City
Clerk are authorized to sign the attached contract.

Yes:
No:

COUNCIL COMMENTS/REFERRALS
REPORTS AND COMMUNICATIONS

G-1 Minutes — Boards and Committees:

(@) Historic District Commission/Final — May 21, 2002

(b) Historic District Commission/Draft — June 18, 2002

(c) Liquor Advisory Committee/Final — July 8, 2002

(d) Employees’ Retirement System Board of Trustees/Final — July 10, 2002
(e) Historic District Commission/Draft — July 16, 2002

) Traffic Committee/Draft — July 17, 2002

(9) Troy Daze/Final — July 23, 2002

(h) Liguor Advisory Committee/Draft — August 12, 2002

() Historic District Commission/Draft — August 13, 2002

) Employees’ Retirement System Board of Trustees/Draft — August 14, 2002
(K) Board of Zoning Appeals/Draft — August 20, 2002

G-2 Department Report
(@) Museum & Historic Village Annual Report FY2001-02

G-3 Announcement of Public Hearings:

(@) PRELIMINARY SITE PLAN REVIEW (S.P. # 679) — Troy Museum Improvements,
Wattles Road, Section 16 — C-F — September 23, 2002

(b) REZONING APPLICATION — The West 140.87 Feet of the Lot Abutting John’s Market
Property to the East (Sidwell #88-20-03-301-032), Section 3 — P-1 — September 23,
2002

(c) STREET VACATION APPLICATION (SV-15) — A Portion of Hartland Street, East of
Daley Street, North of Big Beaver Road, Sections 23 — September 23, 2002
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G-4 Proposed Proclamations/Resolutions from Other Organizations:

G-5 Letters of Appreciation:

@) Letter from Carrie Crabb & Robinwood/Morse Camp Staff to Chief Craft and the K-9 Unit
Thanking Them for Their Participation in the K-9 Demonstration

(b) Letter from Lillian Simoncini to Chief Craft Extending a Thank You to Officers Boska and
Bodek for Their Professionalism and Kindness

(c) Letter from F. Emanuel Shaleta — St. Joseph Catholic Chaldean Church to the Police
Department Expressing Their Appreciation for Assistance in Directing Traffic During the
Episcopal Consecration Event

(d) Letter from Sue Bishop to Chief Craft Recognizing Officer Nicolette Kaptur, Lieutenant
Stephen Zavislak and Sergeant David Swanson for Their Community Dedication

(e) Letter from Anthony Triplett — Dept. of the Treasury to Chief Craft Thanking the Police
Department for Their Support During President George W. Bush’s Visit to Troy

)] Letter from Sue Bishop to Chief Craft Recognizing Police Service Aide Julie Green
Hernandez’'s Response

(9) Thank You Note from Debbie Gordon Thanking the Police Department for Assisting Her
Mother-in-Law, Ruth Seay

(h) Thank You from City of Berkley Public Safety Department to Sgt. Don Ostrowski for his
Assistance and Support During their 8th Annual 2002 Berkley Cruisefest and Woodward
Dream Cruise

G-6 Calendar

G-7 Memorandum — Re: Compliance with Council Resolution — Liquor Licensees

G-8 Memorandum — Re: Equipment for Hearing Impaired

G-9 Memorandum — Re: Revisions and Clarification of the Bid Process

G-10 Building Industry Association of Southeastern Michigan Letter to Mayor and
Council, Re: Advisory Committee for Persons with Disabilities Proposal

G-11 Memorandum — Re: Fix-it-First, City Management Opposition to Position Paper
Ratified by MOSES (Metropolitan Organizing Strategy Enabling Strength)

G-12 Memorandum — Re: City Management Response to Petition Regarding Adult Lap
Swim Times

G-13 Memorandum — Re: Actions of the Building Board of Appeals Relating to Request
for Fence Variances

G-14 Memorandum — Re: Proprietary Information

G-15 Memorandum — Re: Citizens for Troy Family Aquatic Center Committee
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G-16 Fax — Re: Outdoor Systems, Inc. v. City of Clawson — Case No. 00-022427-CZ

G-17 Memorandum — Re: Request for Amendment to Consent Judgment

PUBLIC COMMENT

Public Comment is limited to people who have not addressed Council during the 1°
Public Comment section. (Rules of Procedure for the City Council, Article 5 (16), as
amended May 6, 2002.)

Respectfully submitted,

John Szerlag, City Manager
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August 13, 2002

TO: The Honorable Mayor and City Council

From: John Szerlag, City Manager
Gary Shripka, Assistant City Manager/Services
Doug Smith, Real Estate and Development Director
Steve Vandette, City Engineer
Mark F. Miller, Planning Director

SUBJECT: STREET VACATION APPLICATION (SV-174) — A portion of
Somerton Street, from Sylvanwood Street extending south between
lots 58 and 59 of Sylvanwood Garden Subdivision Number 1, west
of Rochester and south of Square Lake, Section 10.

CITY MANAGEMENT AND PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION

The Planning Commission recommended approval of the street vacation
request, with three conditions. First, a full right-of-way width easement for
utilities be retained for the entire length of the Somerton right of way. Second, a
common drive agreement between the owners of lots 58 and 59 be executed
prior to vacation of the right of way. Third, no improvements occur by the owners
of lots 58 and 59 in the proposed vacated street, until after the water main is
constructed. City Management concurs with the Planning Commission and
recommends approval of an authorizing resolution to vacate the street.

GENERAL INFORMATION

Name of applicant(s):
James A. Stephens and Ramsey Mattia.

Location of property owned by applicant(s):
The applicants own the lots abutting Somerton Street on both sides. Mr.
Stephens owns lot 59 (624 Sylvanwood Street) to the east and Mr. Mattia owns
lot 58 (604 Sylvanwood Street) to the west.

Length and width of right-of-way.

The section of Somerton Street that is proposed to be vacated is 60’ wide by
approximately 295’ in length. The right of way is generally unimproved, although
the applicants share an entry drive within the right of way that leads to their
individual driveways.

Current use of adjacent parcels:
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The entire neighborhood including the lots abutting the right of way are
designated on the Future Land Use plan as Low Density Residential.

cc.  Applicant
File/SV-174



PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING — FINAL MINUTES July 9, 2002

13.

STREET VACATION REQUESTS

PUBLIC HEARING — STREET VACATION REQUEST (SV-174) — Somerton Street

between Lots 58 & 59 of Sylvanwood Garden Subdivision #1, South of
Sylvanwood, West of Rochester, Section 10 - R-1C

Mr. Savidant presented a summary report.

Public hearing opened and closed.

RESOLUTION

Moved by Pennington Seconded by Starr
RESOLVED, that the Planning Commission hereby recommends to the City
Council that the street vacation request for Somerton Street, being 60 feet wide
and approximately 295 feet in length right-of-way, extending south between lots
58 and 59 of Sylvanwood Garden Subdivision, located within Section 10, be
approved, subject to the following:

1. A full width easement for utilities be retained for the entire length of the
Somerton Street right-of-way.

2. A common drive agreement with the owners of lot 58 and lot 59, should also
be executed prior to vacation of the right-of-way.

3. No improvements are completed within the right-of-way until all water main
improvements are complete.

Yeas: Nays: Absent:
All in favor (9)

MOTION CARRIED

PLANNING COMMISSION MTG — FINAL MINUTES July 9, 2002
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Paula P Braito

From: Linda Fritsch [ifritsch@comcast.net]
Sent:  Wednesday, August 07, 2002 3:02 PM
To: planning@ci.troy.mi.us

Subject: Sylvanwood vacation, lots 58&59

live at 615 Trinway, direcfly south of the lots in question. I have no problem with the vacation of the 60 . right-of -way. We were
granted the vacation next to our property and feel they should also get the same consideration.

Linda and Daniel Fritsch

8/7/02
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September 4, 2002
TO: Honorable Mayor and City Council

FROM: John Szerlag, City Manager
Gary Shripka, Assistant City Manager/Services
Mark Miller, Planning Director

SUBJECT: PRELIMINARY PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT REVIEW -
Woodside Bible Church (formerly Troy Baptist Church) Planned
Unit Development (PUD), located on the east side of Rochester
Road, north of Square Lake Road and south of South Boulevard,
Section 2.

Note: See attached Planned Unit Development Review prepared by Troy’s
planning consultant, Mr. Richard Carlisle of Carlisle/Wortman Associates,
Inc., dated July 30, 2002 (revised).

RECOMMENDATIONS

The Planning Commission conducted a public and recommended approval of the
Planned Unit Development, subject to the following conditions:

1. The Preliminary Plan consists of a transmittal letter dated
July 12, 2002,which was presented to the Planning
Commission this date; the notebook containing narratives,
reduced plans, and full size plans:

L1 Overall Landscape Plan, 07/12/02

L2 Village at Northwyck Landscape Plan,
07/12/02

L3 Woods at Northwyck Landscape Plan,
07/12/02

L4 Woods at Northwyck Clubhouse Landscape
Plan, 07/12/02

L5 Clubhouse Elevations Plan, 07/12/02

L6 Typical Unit Landscape Plan, 07/12/02

L7 Landscape Details Plan, 07/12/02

L8 Entry Elevation Plan, 07/12/02

L9 Cross-Sections Plan, 07/12/02

L10 Tree Preservation Plan, 07/1202

GWE 1 of 11 Preliminary Site Plan Cover, 07/12/02

GWE 2 of 11 Land Use/General Development Map,
07/12/02

GWE 3 of 11 Natural Features Plan, 07/12/02
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GWE 4 of 11 Tree Inventory Plan, 07/12/02
GWE 5 of 11 Storm Drainage Plan, 07/12/02
GWE 6 of 11 Utility Layout Plan, 07/12/02
GWE 7 of 11 100 Scale Site Plan, 07/12/02
GWE 8 of 11 50 Scale Site Plan, 07/12/02
GWE 9 of 11 50 Scale Site Plan, 07/12/02
GWE 10 of 11 50 Scale Site Plan, 07/12/02
GWE 11 of 11 50 Scale Site Plan, 07/12/02.

2. The Planning Commission is authorized to provide a
recommendation to City Council regarding the Final Plan for
the Woodside Bible Church/Northwyck Planned Unit
Development (FKA Troy Baptist PUD).

3. The fence detail along the southern boundary shall be
consistent with the northern boundary and scale back length
to 50 feet to the east beyond the last unit of Rochester
Villas.

4. The landbank portion of the church parking shall require
Planning Commission recommendation and City Council
approval before construction.

5. That a note be provided on the plans stating the wooden
fence along the northern property line will be adequately
maintained in the future.

6. That fire hydrants shall be indicated on the Final Plans.

City Management recommends approval of the Planned Unit Development
including the Planning Commission’s conditions, with the exception of conditions
number 2 and 4. Condition number 2 authorizes the Planning Commission to
review and submit a recommendation regarding the Final Plan and Agreement
for the PUD. The Zoning Ordinance is specific in granting City Council the
authority to approve or disapprove the Final Plan and Agreement for the PUD.
Therefore, City Management recommends following the Zoning Ordinance
procedures. If City Council desires to change the approval procedure, a Zoning
Ordinance amendment should be initiated. Condition number 4 requires that the
church’s land banked, non-required parking, receive Planning Commission
recommendation and City Council approval prior to construction. City
Management is of the opinion that if the Preliminary PUD Approval is granted by
City Council, any Final Plan and Agreement issues are within the authority of City
Council.

Note: The applicant has addressed item condition numbers 3 and 5 on the
Preliminary PUD Plan submitted to City Council.



GENERAL INFORMATION

Name of Owner / Applicant:
Woodside Bible Church and Robertson Brothers Co.

Size of subject parcel:
The parcel is approximately 89.4 acres in size.

Proposed use(s) of subject parcel:

The applicant is proposing a mixed-use development including a church, a
neighborhood community center, fourteen 6-unit townhouses, twenty-one 4-unit
condominiums and wetlands and open space areas.

Current use of subject property:
The property is presently vacant.

Current use of adjacent parcels:

North: The Alibi Restaurant is on the corner of Hartwig and Rochester Road.
The remainder of the property to the north is single family residential
(Eyster’s Subdivision).

South: The front half of the property is one family attached dwellings (Rochester
Villas); the back half of the property is open space.

East: Single family residential (Emerald Lakes Subdivision).
West: Across Rochester Road, all of the property with the exception of a dentist
office between Lovell and Hannah is single family residential

Current zoning classification:
The parcel is currently zoned R-1D One Family Residential.

Zoning classification of adjacent parcels:

North: The property on the corner of Hartwig and Rochester is zoned B-3
General Business and P-1 Vehicular Parking. The remainder of the
property is zoned R-1D One Family Residential

South: The west half of the property is zoned CR-1 One Family Residential
Cluster. The east half is zoned E-P Environmental Protection.

East: R-1D One Family Residential

West: The property between Lovell and Hannah is zoned B-1 Local Business.
The remainder of the property is zoned R-1B One Family Residential.

Future Land Use Designation:




The property is a mix of designations in the Future Land Use Plan. The frontage
along Rochester Road is designated as Medium Density Residential. The
property further to the east is designated as Low Density Residential. There is a
relatively large area west of the Gibson Renshaw Drain that is designated as
Open Space. The proposed development appears to be consistent with the
Future Land Use Plan.

Stormwater Detention:

The proposed development will detain water on site using existing floodplain
areas, wetlands, swirl chambers, smaller detention basins and wetland mitigation
areas. All of these areas will be shallow sloped.

Natural features and floodplains:

Approximately 25 acres (30% of the overall site) of wetlands and woodlands will
be preserved with a conservation easement. Mr. Eugene Jaworski of J & L
Consulting Services, the City of Troy's wetlands consultant, has reviewed the
preliminary site plan. He suggested that the relationship between the stormwater
detention system and wetlands be closely scrutinized during engineering design
(see attached letter dated July 28, 2002).

Compatibility with adjacent land uses:
The proposed development appears to be compatible with adjacent land uses.

Compliance With Standards For Approval Of Planned Unit Developments
(Section 35.70.00)

In considering applications for Planned Unit Developments, the Planning
Commission and City Council shall make their determination based upon
the following standards:

The overall design and all proposed uses shall be consistent with
and promote the Intent of the Planned Unit Development approach,
as stated in Section 35.10.00, and the Eligibility conditions as stated
in Section 35.30.00:

The proposed development appears to be consistent with the intent of the
PUD approach, including innovation and variety in design, preserving
natural features, providing for enhanced recreation opportunities,
compatibility with adjacent sites and consistency with the Future Land Use
Plan (Section 35.10.00).

The proposed development is consistent with the Eligibility conditions
(Section 35.30.00).

The proposed Planned Unit Development shall be consistent with the
intent of Master Land Use Plan:



The PUD appears to be consistent with the Future Land Use Plan, which
delineates medium density residential along Rochester Road and Low
Density Residential toward the rear of the parcel. In addition, the area
that is to be preserved is delineated as Open Space in the Plan.

The proposed Planned Unit Development includes information which
clearly sets forth specifications or information with respect to
structure  height, setbacks, density, parking, circulation,
landscaping, views, and other design and layout features which
exhibit due regard for the relationship of the development to the
surrounding properties and uses thereon, as well the relationship
between the various elements of the proposed Planned Unit
Development. In determining whether this requirement has been
met, consideration shall be given to the following:

The bulk, placement, and materials of construction of the proposed
structures and other site improvements:

The required rear yard setback in the R-1D district to the north is 40 feet.
All condominium units have rear yard setbacks of at least 35 feet.

A 28-foot wide private road will serve the residential neighborhood.
Setbacks between separate buildings are at least 30 feet. Units are
typically set back at least 30 feet from the edge of the private drive and in
no instance are setback less than 21 feet from the edge of the private
drive.

These setbacks allow the petitioner to preserve a significant portion of the
property’s natural features.

The location and screening of vehicular circulation and parking
areas in relation to surrounding properties and the other elements of
the development:

All landscaping will be approved by the Parks and Recreation Department
prior to Final Site Plan approval. The PUD will be screened from
Rochester Road by a 50-foot wide landscaped berm. All interior roadways
will be lined with trees. The church parking lot will be screened from the
residential development to the south by a fence and landscaping. In
addition, the interior of the parking lot will be planted with trees. The
residential neighborhood will be screened from the property to the north
by an wooden fence with landscaping. All fences will have a one (1) foot
space from grade. The residential neighborhood to the east will be
buffered by a 400-foot wide woodland preserve.



The location and screening of outdoor storage, loading areas,
outdoor activity or work areas, and mechanical equipment:

All outdoor activity areas will be recreational in nature.
The hours of operation of the proposed uses:

The church will generate significant traffic immediately before and after
church services on Sunday mornings and Wednesday evenings. These
times will generally not coincide with peak traffic volumes on Rochester
Road.

The location, amount, type and intensity of landscaping, and other
site amenities:

Site amenities include approximately 25 acres of preserved open space,
including woodlands and wetlands. The proposed “Sacred Grove” located
east of the church includes a meditation area, picnic area and wetlands
overlook area. The PUD also includes a neighborhood community center,
sports field, boardwalk and walking trails. These amenities will improve
the quality of life of residents of the PUD and surrounding area. A
pedestrian connection is also included to the Emerald Lakes Subdivision.

The proposed development shall not exceed the capacities of existing
public facilities and available public services, including but not limited to
utilities, roads, police and fire protection services, recreation facilities and
services, and educational services (Section 35.70.04).

It appears that the proposed development will not exceed the capacities of
existing public facilities.

The Planned Unit Development shall be designed to minimize the impact of
traffic generated by the PUD on the surrounding uses and area (Section
35.70.05).

Vehicular access to the PUD will be from Rochester Road. A boulevard
entrance with acceleration and deceleration lanes is proposed for both the
church entrance and the entrance to the residential neighborhood. An
additional two-way entrance is proposed for the church.

The Planned Unit Development shall include a sidewalk system to
accommodate safe pedestrian circulation throughout the development, and
along the perimeter of the site, without undue interference from vehicular
traffic.



The PUD includes a system of sidewalks and trails throughout the property. The
system will be connected to an 8 wide sidewalk along Rochester Road as well
as a connection to Lovell in the Emerald Lakes Subdivision to the east.

The proposed Planned Unit Development shall be in compliance with all
applicable Federal, State and local laws and ordinances.

The PUD appears to be in compliance with all applicable laws and ordinances.
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Communily Planners  Landscape Architects
605 5. Main, Suite 1 Ann Arbor, MI 48104 734-662-2200  fax 734-662-1935

Date: January 22, 2002
Rev.: - June 18, 2002
Rev.: July 30, 2002

Planned Unit Development Review
For -

City of Troy, Michigan

File No.: PUD-1

Applicant: | Woodside Bible (formerly Troy Baptist) Church / Robertson Brothers
Project Name: Northwyck Community PUD

Plan Date: 9-14-01 o

Latest .Revisi.{m: 7-12-02

Location: East side of Rochester Road, south Hartwig

Zoning: R1-D, Parcel size is 89.83 acres .

Action Requested: Preliminary Plan Approval for Planned Unit Development

Preliminary Plan for Planned Unit Developments shall be submitted to
‘the Planning Commission, for review and recommendation to the City
Council. Before making a recommendation to the City Council, the
Planning Commission shall hold a Public Hearing on the proposal.
Following their Public Hearing, the Planning Commission shall make
a recommendation to the City Council on the Preliminary Plan for the
proposed Planned Unit Development.



Woodside Bible Church — PUD
7-30-02

Required Information: Preliminary Plan submittal requirements for PUD’s are set forth in
Section 03.33.00. Materials which have been submitted for review
include a Site Plan package consisting of Sheets 1 — 11, a Landscape
Plan package consisting of Sheets L1 — L10, and a notebook with
numbered sections.

The site is 89.83 acres in size, with 1,300 fi. of frontage on Rochester Road. The project will
consist of the following elements:

7

% Church with first phase consisting of 97,000 sq. ft. and potential expansion of an
additional 50,000 sq. ft. Worship space shall consist of 1,500 seats.

&,

% 84 “Urban” condominium units located in 14 buildings.

b,

% 86 “Suburban” condominium units located in 22, 2 -4 unit b'uildings.

The site contains approximately 24 acres of MDEQ regulated wetlands and (.23 acres of non-
regulated wetland. Although not calculated by the applicant, approximately 20 acres of area is
located within the 100 year flood plain boundary of the Gibson-Renshaw Drain. The applicant
indicates that 26.37 acres (including wetlands) of the site or 30% will be devoted to open space.
The applicant has agreed to preserve these areas with a preservation easement.

Planned Unit Development regulations are set forth in Article XXXV of the Zoning Ordinance,
Various findings must be made by the City based on the demonstration by the applicant that
certain criteria are met to qualify the site as a PUD.

Section 35.10.00 sets forth the intent of the PUD regulations which permit projects that would
otherwise not be possible through application of other provisions of the Zoning Ordinance.
Furthermore, PUD regulations are intended to encourage innovative design and site arrangement
and land use mixes that will create a unified project. As a result of extensive discussions and
revisions, meeting the intent of the PUD Ordinance has been demonstrated by the applicant.

More specifically, the focus of the proj_ei:t has shifted so that the environmental attributes of the
site provide the underlying foundation for the PUD. Preservation of significant natural features

and open space is an important objective of the PUD provisions. Revisions to the plan allow for
the following: : :



Woodside Bibie Church — PUD
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L) | Approximately 26 acres or 30% of the site will be permanently preserved with a
conservation easement. Such an easement will bind all parties of inferest to 2
common obligation of stewardship for this portion of the site.

2) - The preserved portion contains the more significant resources found on the site
consisting of the large wooded wetland in the southeast corner, the open wetland
in the south-central portion, and the wooded upland in the northeast portion,

It is perhaps the wooded upland which is of highest significance because it is a
~well-developed Qak-Hickory woodland with emerging mesic species (basswood,
tulip tree). Both the concentration and quality of these woodlands are unique.
Although this portion of the site is highly developable, it will be preserved and
provide a buffer of 400 feet to Emerald Lakes Subdivision.

3) The + 26 acres of preserved area on the subject site in combination with the + 25
acres behind Rochester Villas will provide a large area of intact woodland,
wetland and wildlife habitat, which is not often found in highly developed
communities. -

4} The wooded knoll behind the church will also remain and becomes an integral
element of the church’s design. -

These are other aspects of the plan that contribute to consideration as a PUD.

13} The project will provide a variety of mixed housing types that would otherwise be
unachievable under conventional zoning regulations. Specifically, the CR-1
regulations prevent the type of condominium unit proposed for the site. The
Urban units wiil provide transition from both Rochester Road and the neighboring
commercial (Alibi Restaurant) site. '

2} Physical integration of project components has been improved, particularly by
making the environmental features a primary element of site design. Both the
church and housing components of the project will be tied together with a
walkway system and common landscaping. However, the primary unifying
teature will be the area of environmental preservation.

3) An important focal point has been created in the area behind the church and the
community center.  The combination of the “Sacred Grove” and the
wetland/boardwalk/overlook area provides a centrally located common element
which ties the two portions of the site together. '

. In summary, the project has advanced significantly and exhibits both the characteristics and
components of'a PUD under the provisions of the Troy Zoning Ordinance.



Woodside Bible Church — PUD
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Density and Land Use Mix

As indicated, the focus of the project has shifted to place greater emphasis on the environmentaj
assets of the site as a key determination of site design. As a result, the environmental assets
become a component of the mix of uses and contribute to unifying project components.

Section 35.70.02 requires a proposed PUD to be consistent with the intent of the Future Land
Use Plan. The Land Use Plan designates the frontage along Rochester Road as Medium Density
Residential and the balance of the site as Low Density Residential. Approxzimatety, 37.5 acres of
the total site are devoted to residential use. Of the 37.5 acres, 9 acres are devoted to “Urban
Residential” units and 28.5 acres are devoted to “Suburban Residential” units.

Applying R~1T density (6.2 units/acre) to the “Urban Residential” portion and R-1D density (3.8
units/acre) to be “Suburban Residential” porfion, the potential density would be 164 dwelling
units.  This is, of course, without providing any credit for wetlands preserved outside the
boundaries of the residential component of the project. Therefore, the 170 units proposed by the
applicant compare favorably to, and are consistent with, the City’s Land Use Plan. As we
suggested, notations as to density have been revised and based upon the Land Use Plan.

Eliminating the proposed office along the frontage of Rochester Road and addition of higher
density residential is an appropriate transition between the Alibi Restaurant and the church, and
between the Alibi and Rochester Road and the Suburban units. Churches are a special approval
use within residential districts and are generally considered to be compatible with residential use.

‘The proposed residential has been revised to be more compatible with the single family to the
north and east. The variation in siting of units along the northerly property line has been
improved. Setbacks of these unijts range from 35’ — 50”. To the rear, a 400’ buffer has been
provided adjacent to Emerald Lakes Subdivision. :

Ttems to be Addressed: None.

Relationship Between Pedestrian and Vehicular Circulation

The entire site will be tied together with a pedestrian circulation system. Sidewalks have been .

provided within the residential component and are separated from the travel portion of the
roadway.

The functional relationship of the pedestrian circulation between the various components of the

site has also been improved. A walkway connection has been provided between the church'

parking and the “Urban” units (in proximity to the building containing units 7 — 12 & 13 - 18).

As suggested, a second connection has been provided as an extension of the walk adjacent to the
- building containing units 1 — 6. '
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The applicant proposes to construct a continuous and connected pathway system adjacent to the
wetlands.  As suggested, an integrated pathway system is provided outside of the wetland areas
tying together various physical and natural features of the site. Portions of this path are proposed
to be woodchips, which is appropriate as nature trails through environmentally sensitive areas. It
is also not typical for such woodchip pathways to be ADA compliant. A paved pathway
connection has been provided to the Emerald Lake Subdivision.

ltems to be Addressed: None.

Relationship Between Design Features

The PUD criteria expects there to be significant physical and functional integration within
project. From an architectural standpoint, the two residential components of the project to appear
to be compatible with the use of the same design features, and materials.

The church architecture bears little relationship to the more traditional architecture of the other
two (2) components of the project. However, site design modifications mitigate the lack of
similar architecture. The prominent feature of the church is the extensive parking which extends
alimost to the right-of-way of Rochester Road. However, the patking has been rearranged to
soften its appearance. Furthermore, a 50° landscape berm is provided along the frontage of the
church parking,

Items to be Addressed: None.

Landscaping / Screening
A concept Landscape Plan package has been submitted and labeled as Sheets L1 — L10.

Screening adjacent to Rochester Villas has been improved with a wooden board-on-board fence.

The fence is bordered by deciduous tress planted 30° — 40’ an-center. We recommend the same

fence detail as the northerly boundary be used. Furthermore, the fence does not need to extend as

far as shown. Approximately 50° beyond the east unit will be adeqguate and will avoid wetland
- encroachment. '

Screening along the northern boundary will be similar. An 8’ board on board fence is provided.
As recommended, additional deciduous trees will be planted along this fence behind units 1 - 30.
Eventually, such trees will mature and provide shade and sofiening of the fence.

The landscaping across the frontage has been revised to be more consistent between the
residential component and the church. The combination of berming and landscaping will
effectively screen the parking.
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Greater description of material types and sizes has been provided

Items to be Addressed: Fence detail and length of fencing along southerly boundary.

In general, the site contains a number of outstanding environmental features which, have been
- more successfully incorporated into the development plan.

Topography:

Woodkands:

In general, the site slopes downward from the frontage along Rochester
Road to the lowland areas in the southeast portion of the site. The site is
relatively flat and there are no major slopes which represent a
developmental constraint except in a few areas in proximity to drainage
ways, and a small “knob” in central portion of the site. This “knob® will
be preserved in the form of the “Sacred Grove” associated with the church.
Since a grading plan is not provided nor required at this stage, it is not
possible to determine the impact of grading. However, we know that, due
to soil conditions, the condominium units will need to be elevated above
the mitigated wetland areas. :

Tree cover is a significant feature of the site, as evidenced by the tree
survey submitted by the applicant. Much of the frontage along Rochester
Road in the northwest and southwest portions have more scattered
vegetation of varied quality. However, the balance of the site contains a
number of dense stands of both deciduous and evergreen trees.

The tree survey indicates twenty-one (21) mass areas of woody vegetation.
Some of the areas are varied in quality and contain some trees that are of -
lesser quality such as box elder, silver maple, and cherry. However, these
appear more prevalent on the front portion of the site. As you {ravel
towards the rear portion of the site, the quality of the vegetation seems to
improve indicating less disturbance in the past.

A Tree Preservation Plan (sheet 1.10) has been provided as part of the
landscape plan package. On most of the developed upland portion of the
site, all existing trees will be removed. However, three areas of
significance will be preserved. The first area to remain untouched is
designated “I” on the tree survey and contains an impressive stand of
spruce and pine trees in combination with mixed hardwoods. This is the
“Sacred Grove”.
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Wetlands:

The second area is designated “S” on the tree survey. It is perhaps the
wooden upland which is of highest significance because it is well
developed, Oak-Hickory woodland with emerging mesic species
(basswood, tulip tree). Both the concentration and quality of these
woodlands are unique. Although this portion of the site is highly
developable, it will be preserved and provide a buffer of 400 feet to
Emerald Lakes Subdivision. '

Finally, there is substantial tree cover associated with the wetlands. We
have received clarification that, while some of the wetlands are intended to
be used for storm drainage purposes, there will likely be no impact on
existing tree cover. The applicant’s wetlands consultant has indicated that
the wetlands used for storage of storm drainage are poor quality with
existing grassy vegetation. Addition of stormwater will likely improve its
quality.

The wetlands and floodplains are a significant feature of this site. It is
unusual in the City such as Troy to find consolidated wetlands as large as
is found in the southeast portion of the site. The main portion of wetland,
as well as the upland woodlands behind units 31 — 34, will be protected by
a Conservation easement. The large wetland is connected to two smaller
wetlands in the north central portion of the site. These two smaller
wetlands will be altered with mitigation, which could actually improve
their function. These plans indicate alteration of wetland boundaries in
proximity to development in the upland portions of the project.

A concern expressed by the Commission is preservation of the
drainageway behind units 39 — 46, Plans have been refined to ensure that
there is no encroachment. Although raised in our previous report, it has
been clarified that there is no encroachment of units in the wetlands
(behind units 40 — 42).

The church will be built over a natural drainageway which will be
eliminated. The church plans on building an athletic field within two
“fingers” of wetland which extend into the upland portion of the site.

A revised report has been submitted by the City’s wetland consultant, J &
L Consulting Services. ‘
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Soils: The applicant’s soils report, as well as the County soil survey, indicates
- soils on the site which are poorly drained. This would be expected for
areas within the floodplain and wetland areas. However, of greater
.concern, are the soil and groundwater conditions for soil borings taken in
the upland areas proposed for development. This would be a particular
concern for any residential construction with basements, a fact verified by
the consultants report. The report does indicate that there may be
extraordinary measures taken in order to allow construction of homes with
basements that would require a significant amount of under drainage,

We would advise the City Engineering Department to carefully evaluate
such measures for their impact on drainage conditions within this
surrounding area.

{iems to be Addressed: None.

The applicant proposes to provide primary access to the church site with boulevard entrances. A
secondary access to the church was previously provided on the southerly portion of the site. We
believe secondary access is necessary, but suggested that the drive be moved to the northern
portion of the church parking. Such a location will not conflict with -existing or proposed
residential and will provide more efficient distribution of traffic.

The balance of the internal circulation for the church is reasonable. Two drop-off points are
provided for the church entrances. By and large, access to parking areas is limited in order to
avoid conflicting turning movements. '

A separate entrance is provided to the proposed condominiums. After discussions with the
applicant, we agree that a cross connection for vehicular traffic would serve no useful purpose.
Internal traffic circulation for the residential component of the project appears to be reasonable
and provided safe and convenient access to all dwelling units.

ltems to be Addressed: None.

Plan notes on the cover sheet have been clarified about applicable setbacks and height of the
project.. .

ftems to be Addressed: None.
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Parking information is provided on the cover sheet of the site plan. Overall, parking is sufficient.
For the residential portion of the project, the Suburban units will be provided with two car
garages and driveways which will accommodate two cars. Plan notation, indicates on-street
parking is anticipated on one side of the sireets. Urban units will also have garages and
additional surface parking of two spaces per unit.

Additional parking (12 spaces) is provided for the clubhouse. Overflow parking will be available
within the church parking lot and sidewalk connections have been provided. We would
recommend that the PUD agreement required by Section 35.80.00 ensure that overflow parking
remains available,

Church parking is based upon a standard of one (1) space for every three (3) seats within the
sanctuary plus additional parking for ancillary facilities. While 608 spaces are required by this
standard, 1,212 spaces (1,137 in Phase I and 75 deferred) have been provided. The church has
explained that the additional parking is needed to accommodate overlap between services and
dual use of the facility with services and Adult Sunday School conducted simultaneocusly.

Earlier, we recommended that parking at the south end of the building be eliminated to avoid
encroaching on the wetlands in this area. Most of this area is shown to be landbanked. We
remain cautious as to whether this parking will be needed. Therefore, if the church intends to
build this parking in the future, they return to Planning Commission and demonstrate the need..

Items to be Addressed: Landbanked parking at the south end of church.

Planning 'Department staff, in conjunction with our office, identified the following technical
items in our previous review which need to be addressed. We have noted how each issue has

been addressed:
1. The conservation easement boundary needs to be clarified.
Response: Sheet 7 of the site plan package clearly identifies boundary.

2. Provide a note stating that the wooden fence along the northern property line will be
adequately maintained in the future. '

Response: We are unable to find such notation. However, maintenance issues such as
these are appropriately addressed in the PUD agreement.
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3.

10.

Location of fire lanes and fire hydrants need to be provided.

Response: Fire lanes are shown on sheets 7—10. However, we are unable to locate fire
hydrants.

identify location of church dumpsters and provide screening details for dumpsters.
Response: Shown on sheet 7. Detail provided on sheet L-7.
Clarify location of trash storage and procedure for trash pickup for condominiums.

Response: Notation on sheet 1 (cover sheet) indicates trash storage will be within

individual units and curbside pickup provided.

- Provide basic lighting plan identifying location of lights and light details for all parking

areas, including church parking lot.
Response: Location shown on sheets 7 — 10. Details indicated on sheet 1-7.

Provide note indicating that all trails and gazebo will be ADA compliant (wood chip
trails not acceptable),

Response: All but woodchip paths will be ADA compliant. It would not be typical to
require woodchip paths to be ADA compliant, Woodchip pathways are located along
buffers of wetland and are an appropriate surface material for this application.

Provide street and sidewalk cross-sections and easement details.

Response: Provided on sheet 7.

The wetlands boundary is vague and needs to be clarified.

Response: Boundary has been clarified on all plan sheets,

The applicant should ensure that all future submissions do not reference proposed
“offices” or “athletic fields” in the project narrative or on the site plan.

Response: Offices have been eliminated, but athletic field has been shown on plans.

There are 2 few remaining items that should be clarified and/or addressed that would assist the
Commission in making a recommendation. These itemns are summarized as follows:

10
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L. Requife fence detail along southern boundary to be consistent with northern boundary.
Scale back length to 50° beyond last unit of Rochester Villas.

2 Require }andbank portion of church parking, if requested in the future, to receive

Planning Commission approval before its construction.

3, Technical comments #2 and #3.

Subject to the comments contained herein, we would recommend that the Planning Commission
provide a favorable recommendation to the City Council for the following reasons:

L. The project qualifies as a PUD under the standards set forth in Section 35.30.00.

2. The proposed mix of uses, in particular the environmental assets of the site, are
appropriate and in keeping with the intent of Section 35.10.00.

3. Overall residential density is consistent with the City’s Master Land Use Plan. _
4. The proposed Preliminary Plan demonstrates that the General Development Standards, set

forth in Section 35.40.00, and the Standards for Approval, set forth in Section 35.70.00,
have been met.

“Vio, Qoo

CARLISLE/WORTMAN ASSOC., INC.
Richard K. Carlisle, PCP

RK/ss

#225-02-2101
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J & L. CONSULTING SERVICES 32 N. Clubview o Ypsilanti, Mi 48197

1 o Lnvironmental Assessments
§ ° Mitigation Plans and Permits

s vopng July 28, 2002
Revised 7-31-02

Ms, Tracy Slintak

' Engineering Department
City of Troy
500 W. Big Beaver Road
Troy, Ml 48084

Re: Environmental Review, Troy Baptist Church, 89.83 Acres, NW % of Section 2,
East of Rochester Road, City of Troy, MI. Applicant is Robertson Brothers, Inc.

Dear Ms, Slintak:

J & L Consulting has received and reviewed the revised site plans that were dated 6-04-
02 and which were prepared by Giffels-Webster Engineers, Inc for Robertson Brothers.
The revised site plans for this PUD consist of 11 sheets, and are part of Job # 15786.
This environmental review focused on the wetlands, and was performed in accordance
with ordinances and policies of the City of Troy, including Chapter 42 (Flood Plain
Management) of the City Code. '

Findings:

1. Accuracy of Wetland Boundaries, and MDEQ Regulation
According to Mr. Jim Jehle of Robertson Brothers, the wetlands on this 89.83-acre
parcel have been verified by the Michigan DEQ. See Report # 01-63-0010-WA. Hence,
the wetland boundaries, as indicated on the revised site plans, should be accurate. In
addition, all the wetlands on site are MDEQ-regulated, except for the isolated patch of
wetlands in the northwest part of the subject property (see Sheet 3 of 11).

2. Quantity of Wetiand Loss :
The undersigned was unable to locate a proposed wetland loss figure on the revised site
plan drawings, nor was the volume of proposed wetland fill indicated.

Based on the site plan drawings (specifically Sheet 5 of 11, Preliminary Site Plan), the

- undersigned estimates that the - wetland Joss is 1.25 acres, and the proposed wetland fill
volume is about 6,000 cubic yards, not including the berm along the southern margin of
the property. Giffels-Webster should, however, verify these wetland loss figures.

3. Proposed Wetland Mitigatioﬁ:

a. Replacement Areas ' R E @ E VE D

AUG 12002
ENGINEERING

Email: jni@mich.com Telephoneé: 734/572-1630 Fax:734/572-1637
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If the proposed wetland loss is in fact 1.25 acres, and if the wetland replacement ratio
imposed by the Michigan DEQ is 1.5 X, then the wetland replacement area should
amount to 1.87 acres. However, a check by J & L Consulting reveals that only about
1.34 acres of wetland replacement is being provided. Giffels-Webster Engineering
should verify both the proposed wetland loss and the area of the propesed wetland
mitigation, since it has the site plan drawings on CAD. It appears, however, that an -
additional 0.50 acres of wetland mitigation is needed in order to meet the 1.5X ratio.

b. Location of the 5 Wetland Mitigation Areas _
With regard to the proposed location of the wetland mitigation areas, the five separate
sites for the proposed wetland replacement are acceptable. According to MDEQ policy,
the MDEQ generally requires that the wetland mitigation areas be: 1) on site if possible,
2) in an area adjacent to an existing wetland or water body, 3) in an area where a water
supply is readily available, and 4) in a somewhat isolated area where a preservation
easement can be granted or wetland protection assured. Hence, the areas being
designated as wetland replacement areas on the site plan appear acceptable.

c. Wetland Replacement Credit '
Be advised that the Michigan DEQ generally does not provide credit for wetland
replacement in existing, regulated wetlands. Hence, in Drainage Areas A and B, as
indicated on Sheet 5 of 11, it is likely that no wetland replacement credit can be given for
. wetland replacement in the existing, MDEQ-regulated wetlands.

Moreover, the adjacent (non-mitigation) wetlands are generally to be preserved, ie.,
should not be modified as part of the nearby wetland creation activity. Hydrologic
connections between adjacent natural wetlands and mitigation wetlands are usually
required, but vegetation removal or excavation should generally be avoided in the nearby
natural wetlands, even for the purpose of creating additional stormwater detention _
capacity. Since a complete restructuring of the wetland so as to increase the stormwater
detention capacity may not be acceptable to the Michigan DEQ, the applicant may wxsh
to contact the Livonia District Office of the MDEQ in this regard.

Patch of Giant Reed Cane (Phragmites australis)
In the wetlands of Drainage Area A, there is a patch of Giant Reed Cane, ie., a very tall
grass that is considered to be invasive. Invasive plants are aggressive, and often over
time crowd out native species. Hence, it is recommended that the City of Troy accept
some careful excavation work in the wetland to remove the invasive plants.

d. Area of Proposed Conservation Easement
The area of the proposed conservation easement, as shown on Sheet 7 of 11, does not

cover all of the preserved wetlands, nor all of the wetland mitigation areas. Hence, it is
likely that the Michigan DEQ will require that the proposed conservation easement area
be expanded, particularly in regard to the proposed wetland mitigation areas. A more
inclusive easement area is recommended, especially in regard to the wetlands.
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4. Stormwater Management Plan

a. Use of the Wetlands for Stormwater Detention, and the Swirl Chambers
As indicated on Sheet 5 of 11, atotal of five Swirl Chambers are to be employed on this
project site in place of the usual stormwater detention basins. Hence, these five Swirl
Chambers, as substitutes for detention basins, are to provide both: 1) stormwater
detention, and 2) water quality pre-treatment. Both detention and pre-treatment are
required by the Michigan DEQ (according to Part 303 of P.A. 451 of 1994 as amended)
prior to discharge of stormwater into a MDEQ-regulated wetland. See Rules of
Implementation for Part 303 of P.A. 451 of 1994 as amended, and the NPDES regulation
(as managed by the MDEQ, Surface Water Quality Division).

Without information on the design and actual performance of the Swirl Chambers, J & L
Consulting can not comment on the effectiveness of the specific model of Swirl Chamber
being proposed herein in lieu of detention basins. These chambers probably do not
provide for any stormwater detention. Moreover, the use of these Swirl Chambers should
be reviewed and approved by the Drain Office of Oakland County (OCDC). The
Gibson-Renshaw Drain is a county-designed drain. The OCDC generally requires the
detention of a 10-year storm volume from developed sites in Oakland County, MI.

b. MDEQ Policy on Discharging Stormwater to Regulated Wetlands

Based on the experience of the undersigned, generally the MDEQ will limit the water
- level increase in the receiving wetland, as regards the discharge of stormwater, to 6 to 8
inches over an 18 to 24 hr time period during a 10-year storm.

Given that general MDEQ standard, J & L. Consulting attempted to evaluate the table
presented on the bottom of Sheet 5 of 11 (Preliminary Site Plan). However, no water
level increases in inches for 10-year and 25-year storms were provided for Areas A and
B, which contain wetlands. Also, the 3.5-inch increase in water level in Area C during a
25-year storm seems relatively low, given that both Areas A and B drain into Area C, and
so does the parking lot and church area. The parking area and church, for some reason,
does not have a “drainage area designation”, Therefore, it is recommended that the
parking lot and church building area be labeled drainage Area D, and that a relatively
high runoff coefficient (C-Value) of about 0.90 o so be assigned to that area. Then the
water level increase in the wetland complex, which is labeled Drainage Area C, should be
recalculated by the Giffels-Webster.

In addition, if the receiving wetland is a “shared wetland”, i.c., a wetland shared by two
or more property owners, the adjacent property owner should be asked if he/she has no
objections to the discharge of the stormwater into the shared wetlands. The wetlands in
Drainage Area C do extend offsite, including near the nearby condominiums, which were
built in a relatively low, and perhaps flood-prone area.
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c. Sediment Basin of the Church Parking Lot and Building Area

Sheet 5 of 11 indicates a Sediment Basin as part of the proposed stormwater detention
system in the area southeast of the church parking lot. However, the capacity of this
sediment basin is not indicated. A minimum of a 2-year storm volume is recommended
by the undersigned, with the condition that the adjacent wetland can accommodate the
remaining detention volume storage without causing vegetation drowning in the wetlands
or flooding offsite. (The MDEQ’s 8- to 12-inch maximum increase in water level ofa
wetland receiving stormwater discharge during a 10-year storm is a pertinent principle).
In addition, this Sediment Basin should be equipped with a forebay, standpipe with
gravel blanket, and an overflow system. Also, this Sediment Basin should remain in
place and be functional after the construction period.

d. Berm along southern edge of the Property
This berm will receive scrutiny on part of the MDEQ when a MDEQ wetlands permit is

submitted to the Livonia Office of the Michigan DEQ for review. If the berm is to be
constructed of clayey sediments, and given a length of 750 feet in wetlands, the wetland
fill volume could be substantial and the construction impacts on the wetlands may be
considerable. In comparison, a concrete or stone wall may cause less wetland fill, but -
would still involve serious impacts on the wetlands during construction.

Because the stormwater flow from the church parking and church building area will be
discharged close to the south property line, that particular stormwater discharge causes
most of the need for this berm. Hence, discharging that stormwater farther north, as in
the drainage ditch (located about 250 ft north of the south property line) would be helpful
in reducing water level increases in the wetlands close to the south property line.
However, the most important factor would be to reduce the nearly total reliance on the
stormwater detention and pre-treatment in the wetlands by proposing additional
stormwater detention basins. :

¢. Stormwater Maintenance Plan
Because this 89.83-acre development is apparently to be a PUD, the responsibility for
maintaining the stormwater management system in the future needs to be clarified in the
Construction Agreement, Master Deed, and in other legal documents. The attorney for
the City of Troy is important in this regard. Moreover, careful inspections by both the
Drain Office and the City of Troy are important, before C of O°s are issued, in order to
prevent costly repairs early on that may be passed on to the homeowners association or to
church congregation.

S. Plotting of the Fioodway about the Gibson-Renshaw Drain _
According to the Flood Plain Management Ordinance of the City of Troy, the floodway
about the Gibson-Renshaw Drain, located in the southeast portion of the property, should
be plotted on the appropriate site plan drawings. Giffels-Webster Engineering should be
responsible for this floodway designation.
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6. Listed Species Search S
Because of the relatively large woodlands and sizeable wetlands on this property, parts
of which are relatively natural, there is the potential for threatened and endangered
species on this 89.83-acre property. Therefore, contact should be made with the National
Features Inventory Program of the Wildlife Division of the MDNR, Ph. 5 17/373-9418,
as regards the need for a listed species search.

Summary and Recommendations _

Considerable progress has been made with regard to making these preliminary site plans
acceptable to the City of Troy. Nevertheless, these site plans should be revised,
particularly with regard to providing additional stormwater detention basins, and thereby
reducing the reliance on the wetlands for stormwater detention and pre-treatment, In
addition, the possibility of modifying two of the existing, MDEQ- regulated wetlands
solely for the purpose of expanding the detention capacity of the wetlands must re-
evaluated. Once the six issues listed above are more completely addressed by the
developer and his consultants, this PUD site plan may well be acceptable.

If you have any questions concerning this environmental review, please contact my
office at 734/572-1630.

Sincerely,

#
S — ,j ,4/)4(?\“
Eﬁg{;e TaRErss Phb |
Principal; and Wetlands Consultant for the City of Troy
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August 1, 2002

Ms. Tracy Siintak
Ehgineering Depariment
City of Troy

500 W. Big Beaver Road
Troy, MI 48084

Re! Response fo J & L Consulting Services Environmental Review Letier Dated
July 28, 2002 and Revised July 31, 2002 '

Dear Mg, Slintak,

Asg the wetland consultant for Robertson Brothers, Trey Baplist Church Project, we
are responding to the Environmental Review letter that were written by Dr. Eugene
Jaworski, J&L. Consuiting Services, duted July 28, 2002 and revised July 31, 2002.
The purpose of this letter is 1o address the applisable issues from Br. Jaworski's
letter in & clear and concise manner as possible, in the hope of clearing Lp any
unresoived issues. ' '

2. Cuantity of W@ﬂanﬁ Loss

- Gn February 6, 2002 a permit application (MDEQ fiile % 02-63-0057-F) was .

submitted to the MDEQ for impacts gssocialed with regulated wetlands, inland
lakes and strearns, snd the 100-year floodplain of the Gibsen-Renshaw Drain. The
total amount of wetland impact proposed in the MDEQ application was 1.68 sces
with a corresponding wetland il volume of 7,225 cubic yards and 115 cuble yards
of excavation. As part of the application a wetland impact and miligstion ratio table
was created that breaks down the amount of wetiand impact per area, the MDEQ
mitigation ralio, and the resulting required mitigation acresgs, Please see the
attached Welland Impacts and Mitigation Ratios table for 2 complete breakdown.
Also included is a table, which ouliines the proposed floodplain impacts.

3. Froposed Wetland Mitigation

Sy Heplacerment Areas

~In the MDEQ permit application three arcas, M1 through M3, of wetiesnd mitigstion

were proposed. Thie combination of these three areas totals 2.81 acres of wetland

. mitigation, which is 0,005 acres more than what is required by the MDEQ. The

proposed mitigation areas are shown as M1 through M3 and are clearly labeled on
sheet 1 of 5, Wetland Application.

. Watland Replaveiment Crodiis , :
KME, Inc. oh behalf of Robertson Brothers is in the process of discussing wetiand
replacament credits with the MDEG for the amas you have described as Drainage
Areas A and B.  Thess areas will be part of an MDEQ permit application that is
currently being complebed for the praposed residential portion of this project.

CAProbers 15 I\IR 2403 » Trav Rantist Church Site\Tawnrskiresnonseletteril.doe
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L Lonversalion Easement
The limits of the conversation sasement shown on sheet 7 of 11, Preliminary Site
Plan are preliminary in nature. The fina! site plan shall include a conversation
gasemani that pressrves all remaining regulated welland areas and ali proposed
wetiland mitigation areas. These conservation easements will be a requirément of
the MDEQ permit approval process.

4, Stormwater Management Plan

=R Use of the Wetlands for $Stormwater Detention, and the Swint
Chambers '
The project sngineer, Giffels-Wobster Engineers, inc. s proposing the instaligtion
of five swirl chambers for storm water pre-freatment for the residential portion of the

site. . The swirl chambers are designed specifically to pre-treat storm water and do

not have the capacity fo detain storm water. Stomm water delenlion is currently
being propossd in the argas designated as Area A and B (see sheet 5 of 11), which
partially contain regulated wetland and proposed miigation areas.

B2 MDEQ policy on Discharging Stormwater to Reguiated
Wetlands

A meeting was conducted on July 31, 2002 with Mike Foimear, Giffels-Webster
Engineers, he; Jim Jehle and Ron Phillips, Rebarison Brothers; Ashok Punjabi,
RK. Engineering; and Dave Dortman, MDEQ that addressed the stormwater
management plan including the amount and time of stormwaler storage within the
regulated wellands, Part of finalizing the stommwater management plan is
determining the volume of stormwater that will enter each of the detention areas
and ihe coresponding dewatering time for each storm event. This information is a
requested patt of the MDEQ permitting precess and praliminary Information was
provided 1o the MDEQ as part of the current pending MDEQ permit application for
the Church. As soon as Giffels-Webster finalizes the siormwater management plan
the new infarmation will be submitted to the MDEQ for review and final approval,
This finalized information will alse be pat of the permit application for the
residential development once it is compleled. To date the MDEQ has approved the
cuncepl of pre-trested stormwater detention within jurisdictiona! wellands pending
final engineering and plan submitial,

The large ragulated wetland in the southeast portion of the site, continues off of the
properly 0 the south. If the finalized stormwater management plan continues 1o
utilize this area for the detention of pre-treated stormwater the client with precede

with obtaining the necassary approvais.
e Sediment Basin of the Church Parking Lot and Building Area
Curmnﬂy. two sediment basins are being proposed east of the church and the

parking lots in omder 0 properiy predreat and detain the storm water from . the
southwestern porion of the property. : :

O\ Protect Filed\9037563 - Trav Bar iar Choureh Qital Inurrsb isac sz alntiart] do
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d. Berm along svuthern edge of the Property

At this time, the stormwater management plan that is currently in the process of
being finalized efiminales the propesed storage of stormwater within the large
regulated wetland In the southeast portion of the site. Therefors, the berm aiong
the southem properly boundary may not be required.  If the berm i still deemed
necessary, the MDEQ has indicated that the state will approve the berm, but that
the amount of fill being preposed {6 creste the berm needs 1o be reduced. These

issugs will be resoived with the MDEQ upon KME, Inc. receiving the finalized
stormwater managsment plans from the engineer.

g, Listed Bpevias Search

Upon a request from the City of Troy the client will contact the Nationsi Features
Inventary Program and regquest their help in completing a listed species search,

We hope that this letter of response serves to address the questions and toncems
&% raised in Dr. Jaworshi's letter. If you should have any additienal questions or if
yeu should need any additicnal information, please feel free fo contact us in the
Sautheast Michigan office, 734-354-0584, st your convenlence

Sinceraly,

King & MacGregor Environmental, inc,
Famela E. Rice and Derek J. Stratelak

Enclosures

o Mr. Kevean Johnston, Troy Baptist Church
 Mr.Jim Jeble, Robertson Brothers Company
Mr. Joe Anderson, Giffels-Webster Enginesrs, Inc.
Mr. Mike Polmear, Giffels-Webster Engineers, inc.
Dr. Eugene Jaworski, J & L Consulting Services
Mr. Dick Carlisle, CarlisleAWoriman Assoriates, Inc.

CiProieot Files\39325C - Trov Bantist Church SiteUawarskiresmonseletierildac



TROY BAPTIST CHURCH IMPACT TABLES

Welland mpacts and Mitigation Ratios

Fili Voilume Excavation Yolume

Wetland Area of #Mitigation Reguired
dvealiffetland | Impact {cubiec varda} {cubic yards) Hatlo Mitigation in acres
Type {acreg) ' :
F1PS38 0.65 1.574 NIA 1.5:1 0978
FAPFO 0.18 11,6884 118 2:1 0,38
FIFFO .33 3237 N/A 2.9 0.65
FAPFQ 0.05 35 MA 2:1 410
FS/PSSE 0.47 aas NiA 164 &.71
Totals 1.88 nores 7,225 cobic 115 cubic yards 2.805 acres
yards ‘
Floodplain lmpacts
Fioodplain Ay Area of Impact | Fill Volume Excavation Volume | Created Compeasatory
{acras) {cublec yamds) {oiahiic yards) Cut Yalume {cuble feed)
F21 .85 7l = 4 i
FP2 8.05 35 - &
FP3 0.47 H8S - g
FP4 180 - 741 749
i FPS 2,38 - 1,111 i1t
FPg 0.23 778 - ' 0
FP7 138 ‘ — 444 444
Totals 7.8 scres 1 £,289 cublo vards | 2,288 cubie yards 2,298 cublc yards or
: 81,992 cubic feat
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August 28, 2002

Dear City of Troy Planning Committee,

I am writing to you concerning the proposed development project by Woodside
Bible/Robertson Brothers. The proposed construction is for the development of
a church & residential homes east of Rochester Road & south of South Blvd.

| live adjacent to this proposed area at 1080 Hartwig Dr with my wife & 7 year old
son. One of the proposed residential homes would be behind my lot. 1am
concemed about the effect this construction will have on the water management
on our property. There is a stream on this lot that was blocked off by the
extension of the Alibi Restaurant's parking lot several years ago. Now, the water
sits stagnate on this vacant lot. | am concerned that further development without
regard for water management might force this stagnate water to sit on our

property.

| hope the planning committee considers the effect of this building project on
adjacent properties such as ours. We have received many notices from the City
of Troy concerning this project & subsequent public hearings, but we have yet to
see any communication from the City of Troy regarding a well thought out plan

for environment & water management effects of this plan. The past history of

the Alibi restaurant parking lot extension created a stagnate waier issue & _
showed the lack of proper planning by City of Troy officials. | hope history does
not repeat itself at the expense of our back yard & play area for our son.

CPondss On thdom

Charles Haba
1080 Hartwig Dr
Troy, MI 48085

phone: 248-879-2496 | i
e-mail: chaba @dow.com. RE@ @
AUG 30 2002
PLANNING DEFT.
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PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING — DRAFT MINUTES August 6, 2002

PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT

2. PROPOSED PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT (PUD-1) — Proposed Woodside
Bible Church (F/K/A Troy Baptist Church)/Robertson Brothers P.U.D., East side
of Rochester and South of South Blvd., Section 2 — R-1D

Mr. Miller provided a summary of the PUD Proposal.

Mr. Jim Clark presented a history of developing large condominium complexes.
He stated that they have never found a need for a second entrance and that they
would never endanger the residents. He would prefer to continue for approval on
the plan as provided to you this evening as they have a strong preference of not
providing the emergency connection.

Mr. Littman stated that the Fire Department has a strong preference for a second
emergency access.

Mr. Clark stated that urban condominiums do provide options for emergencies.
RESOLUTION
Moved by Kramer Seconded by Pennington

RESOLVED, that the Preliminary Plan for a Planned Unit Development, pursuant
to Section 35.60.01, as requested by the Robertson Brothers Co. and Woodside
Bible Church, for the Woodside Bible Church/Northwyck Planned Unit
Development (FKA Troy Baptist PUD), located on the east side of Rochester
Road and south of South Boulevard, located in section 2, within the R-1D zoning
district, being 89.83 acres in size, is hereby recommended for approval to City
Council;

FURTHER RESOLVED, that the proposed PUD qualifies under the standards set
forth in Section 35.30.00;

FURTHER RESOLVED, that the proposed mix of uses, in particular the
environmental assets of the site, are appropriate and in keeping with the intent of
Section 35.10.00;

FURTHER RESOLVED, that the overall residential density is consistent with the
City’s Future Land Use Plan;

FURTHER RESOLVED, that the proposed Preliminary Plan demonstrates that

the General Development Standards, set forth in Section 35.40.00, and the
Standards for Approval, set forth in Section 35.70.00, have been met;

PLANNING COMMISSION MTG — DRAFT MINUTES August 6, 2002



PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING — DRAFT MINUTES August 6, 2002

FURTHER RESOLVED, that the recommendation is subject to the following

conditions;

1.

The Preliminary Plan consists of a transmittal letter dated July 12,
2002,which was presented to the Planning Commission this date;
the notebook containing narratives, reduced plans, and full size
plans:

L1 Overall Landscape Plan, 07/12/02

L2 Village at Northwyck Landscape Plan, 07/12/02

L3 Woods at Northwyck Landscape Plan, 07/12/02

L4 Woods at Northwyck Clubhouse Landscape Plan,
07/12/02

L5 Clubhouse Elevations Plan, 07/12/02

L6 Typical Unit Landscape Plan, 07/12/02

L7 Landscape Details Plan, 07/12/02

L8 Entry Elevation Plan, 07/12/02

L9 Cross-Sections Plan, 07/12/02

L10 Tree Preservation Plan, 07/1202

GWE 1 of 11 Preliminary Site Plan Cover, 07/12/02
GWE 2 of 11 Land Use/General Development Map, 07/12/02
GWE 3 of 11 Natural Features Plan, 07/12/02
GWE 4 of 11 Tree Inventory Plan, 07/12/02

GWE 5 of 11 Storm Drainage Plan, 07/12/02

GWE 6 of 11 Utility Layout Plan, 07/12/02

GWE 7 of 11 100 Scale Site Plan, 07/12/02

GWE 8 of 11 50 Scale Site Plan, 07/12/02

GWE 9 of 11 50 Scale Site Plan, 07/12/02

GWE 10 of 11 50 Scale Site Plan, 07/12/02

GWE 11 of 11 50 Scale Site Plan, 07/12/02.

The Planning Commission be authorized to provide a
recommendation to City Council regarding the Final Plan for the
Woodside Bible Church/Northwyck Planned Unit Development
(FKA Troy Baptist PUD).

The fence detail along the southern boundary be consistent with
the northern boundary and scale back length to 50 feet to the east
beyond the last unit of Rochester Villas.

The landbank portion of the church parking shall require Planning

Commission recommendation and City Council approval before
construction.

PLANNING COMMISSION MTG — DRAFT MINUTES August 6, 2002
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5. That a note be provided on the plans stating the wooden fence
along the northern property line will be adequately maintained in
the future.

6. That fire hydrants shall be indicated on the Final Plans.

Mr. Littman stated that he would like to propose an amendment to the motion
based on the request by the Fire Department having a strong preference for two
(2) entrances for the health, safety, and welfare of the future residents of this
development. That access be provided by the church parking lot. His
suggestion is that a sidewalk be provided of significant width and strength and
readily accessible and that petitioners work with the Fire Chief to get a second
access to the residential portion of the development.

Mr. Chamberlain asked for a second on the amendment.

No second. Amendment dies for lack of a second.

Yeas: Nays: Absent:
Pennington Littman

Chamberlain

Starr

Vleck

Kramer

Storrs

MOTION CARRIED
Mr. Littman stated he voted against the motion as he feels that the Commission

has worked very hard to provide a second access for safety reasons and that the
Fire Chief has a strong preference that it be provided.

PLANNING COMMISSION MTG — DRAFT MINUTES August 6, 2002



PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING — DRAFT MINUTES July 9, 2002

3. PUBLIC HEARING - PROPOSED PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT (PUD-1) —
Proposed Woodside Bible Church (FKA Troy Baptist Church)/Robertson Brothers
P.U.D., East side of Rochester and South of South Blvd., Section 2 — R-1D

Mr. Miller addressed the Chairman stating as a reminder that there are two (2)
items that are on the agenda in which notification was sent that are not being
addressed tonight and you might want to mention those so those people in the
audience can go home.

Mr. Chamberlain stated that Item #4, which is the Evanswood Parc in Section 1,
that will not be discussed tonight. The applicant withdrew his application from
the City so we don’t know when the board will see that one again. Item #5 is
proposed Freund Site Condo, north of Devonwood in Section 7, petitioner asked
for a postponement on that one, so we will not be talking about these two items
tonight.

Mr. Miller introduced Richard Carlisle, the City’s Planning Consultant, who will be
making a presentation related to the Woodside Bible Church PUD, formerly
known as Troy Baptist.

Dick Carlisle of Carlisle/Wortman Associates stated that he was primarily
responsible for the review of this project. This project was before you several
months ago whereas we provided a review, which | felt was critical review of the
matter. City Staff, along with the assistance of our office, took the direction from
the Commission and began to look at this site and determine some ways that this
site could qualify in terms of qualification under your PUD provisions in the
Ordinance. One of the essential features of the site that we felt was critical that
was not evident in the previous plan where the environmental features of the site.
That includes an extensive wetlands system, but also some significant wooded
areas, particularly in the northeast corner of the site that in the previous plan
were really proposed for development. We began to look at the project from the
standpoint under your PUD provisions, which talk about the preservation of
environmental features and assets and actually have those particular features
and assets be a significant component and a significant unifying characteristic of
the site and a feature around which the project should focus. As a result, what
you see now is a project that really, it has three (3) development components;
but I'm going to really say it has four (4) critical components. The office portion
of the project has been eliminated and has been replaced with what the applicant
is calling urban condominium units, which are going to be located. Eight-four
(84) of those located in fourteen (14) buildings. The second component of that is
eight-six (86), what they term to be suburban units and those are located in
twenty-two (22) two(2) four (4) unit buildings and those are really the rear portion
of the site along the northern property boundary and really serves more as a
transitional area between this site and the neighboring single family residential.
The church remains, although there has been some redesign of the site layout on
that in a manner that we find certainly more reasonable. That would consist of a

PLANNING COMMISSION MTG — DRAFT MINUTES July 9, 2002
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first phase of 97,000 square feet which a potential expansion of an additional
50,000 square feet. We looked at this from the standpoint very strictly in terms of
the criteria that are set forth in your PUD Ordinance in terms of the types of
things that need to be considered and that is the areas of innovation and design,
mix of uses, and unification of elements that will provide a project that appears,
as which it is planned, as a unit; therefore, the term Planned Unit Development,
as it is appropriately indicated. As a result, it has been our finding that, more
specifically, the focus of the property has shifted so that the environmental
attributes of the sites provide the underlying foundation for the PUD. And that, as
you can see, is a very significant component of this site, and primarily you see,
central and southeast portion of the site an extensive wetlands system of that will
be preserved and actually components of it enhanced by some of the stormwater
management approach that is being taken. Around the rear, in the northeast
corner, | eluded to an area, which has probably the most significant tree cover on
the site in terms of the species and the mix of the species. That to will be
preserved, and an added feature of that is the fact that it'll provide a 400 foot
buffer between this site and the Emerald Lake Subdivision. The real critical item
is what's the guarantee it's going to be preserved. Those areas that you see,
essentially will be preserved by a conservation easement that will run with the
land and ultimately...I think the details of that need to be worked out as to...it will
be recorded, but whether it's actually dedicated to a conservational organization
or not as a scenic easement | don’'t believe has been finally determined. But,
that will be something we will want to see in the development agreement in terms
of how ultimately, how that conservation easement is to be recorded and with
whom it resides. The standpoint of the focus of this project shifting, | think a
significant job has been done towards advancing that particular concept; much
more than the previous plan, and it's approach that we're very comfortable with.
One of the other things | would like to point out is that in conjunction with the 24,
25 acres of wetland plus upland that’'s going to be preserved on this site, this also
joins with the approximately 25 acres of the preserved area with Rochester Villa.
As a result, you have a significant area of environmental conservation in an area
that is pretty heavily developed. 1 think, as a result in a community that has been
developed as Troy this is quite an accomplishment. There’s also a final element
of the environmental area and that's what’s been referred to as the sacred grove
or the wooded knoll behind the church and that to, is indicated on the plan to be
preserved. We are satisfied with the approach that is currently being taken to
preserve the wetlands. The other significant issue is the issue of the drainage in
utilizing part of the wetland for additional storage. In my investigations with the
petitioner’s wetland consultant, a firm called McGregor, King, this particular area
that’s being used for storage is an area of poor quality wetland and actually the
introduction of additional water in this area would really enhance the wetland
environment, plus give the added benefit to provide an additional stormwater
storage in that area. I'm satisfied that that's a good approach in that particular
area. Regarding traffic circulation, we had had some concerns about the traffic
circulation plan that was previously proposed for the church, and in my opinion, it
has been greatly improved. The internal traffic circulation is much improved.
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The only question we have raised, and at this point the petitioner is attempting to
address, is the location of that most southerly drive. We had indicated that if it
were to be located there, we would like to see it moved further away from
Rochester Villa’s parking lot because that's got to be an area where you’re going
to have some queue during Sunday morning and the further away you can get
from the neighboring residents the better. We had also made a suggestion that it
be moved to the north of the boulevard because it could actually provide a
greater distance between the two (2) driveways and we felt it might provide a
better distribution of the dispersible traffic. This is currently under study. | am
unaware at this point if that southerly location was actually recommended by City
Staff or not, so that's an item that needs to be addressed. Another issue that we
have, which | believe the petitioner is prepared to respond to, is the issue of
screening. | think the screen across both the northern and southern boundaries
needs to be enhanced. On the northern boundary, they are proposing a
substantial fence; however, we think there needs to be more landscaping in
addition to that. Along the southern boundary, we also believe a more
substantial screening is needed, because there really could be a greater impact
in that particular regard because of the parking lot adjacent to Rochester Villa.
This is why we are recommending greater screening along that matter.

Mr. Carlisle continued stating there were several other areas that needed to be
clarified and a number of these are technical areas. One of these areas that we
raised questions on was the amount of parking the church was providing.
However, in discussions with the church, we did find that they are actually
conducting adult Sunday School classes concurrently with church services,
which does impact parking. Therefore, I'm satisfied with the amount of parking
they are providing is necessary, although there is one area that we’re suggesting
be either eliminated or landbanked, and that is that very little southerly wing of
parking that is to the south of their proposed expansion. That area is built over a
wetland and we see, for the amount of parking, you're going to obtain, in that
particular location, we think, the environmental benefit of preserving that wetland
is much greater.

Mr. Carlisle concluded stating that this is the high point of our review Mr.
Chairman, and if you would like me to answer any questions, I'd be happy to.

Mr. Kramer asked to Mr. Carlisle if he could you provide a clearer understanding
on setbacks.

Mr. Carlisle stated that the cover sheet of the site plan indicates a schedule of
setbacks; however, in the case of the condominium units, the notation says refer
to the site plan. That's not a method | prefer. | would like to see those setbacks,
actually the minimum setbacks they are providing, called out on the cover sheet
of this site plan. Our device is to have the scale of the site plan to find out what
the setbacks are and I've discussed this with their engineers and they've
indicated that would be no problem.
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Mr. Kramer asked are the actual setback distances proposed adequate.
Mr. Carlisle replied in his opinion, yes, with the additional screening.

Mr. Waller stated that this has taken some time to come to this point and we're
getting close to the goal, would you comment on your review as you came into
this and how the project is going to be better because of not only your review, but
the concerted effort of all the concerned parties.

Mr. Carlisle replied, | think in several ways. First of all, in our initial review we felt
that the environmental resources of the site could have been better recognized in
the plan. The most significant feature | think of this plan now is that the
environmental features of the site has been a significant focus of this plan and,
furthermore, they’re going to be guaranteed their perpetual preservation with a
conservation easement. That's | think first and foremost one of the most
significant things. | think the second thing is the mix of uses now. You have a
mix of housing types, the office has been eliminated, which is counter to City
policy along Rochester Road, so now it's been replaced with residential units and
the density of which is consistent with your Master Plan. | think the final item is
that there’s now an integration of the actual design elements of the site. The
pedestrian circulation system, the amenities, the landscaping, although there’s a
little bit more in that regard that we would like them to do, but there is now, I
think, a consistent approach to the physical amenities on the site to, again, make
this look as a project planned as a unit. | believe those are the three (3) major
areas | can point to that have been as a result of discussions with the applicant.

Mr. Storrs stated he honestly was not clear with all of the drawings as to what
revision date, what write-ups with what revision date, etc., now comprise a PUD,
we’re being asked to approve. We've gotten a variety of inputs over time and
quite a large stack of stuff at the last meeting, I'm wondering if anybody honestly
knows what it is.

Ms. Lancaster stated, | am not sure we’ve gotten to the point of tonight’'s meeting
for this Board to be aware, but I think Jim Clarke is going to appraise you of the
fact that we have not received final revisions due to vacationing plans and other
things from the architect, etc. What both Mark Miller and myself have asked of
Dick Carlisle is that we get a neat, clean pile of the documents with dates and
with an appendix so that this Board, when it gets to the point that’s it's ready to
make a motion, will be able to refer to those documents with dates and revisions
and hopefully, that will satisfy all your requirements. That is in the works,
however, you will not see it tonight.

Jim Clarke of Robertson Brothers stated, as Sue Lancaster just indicated to you,

due to vacation schedules and getting the letters from your professionals, we
started to work but are not able to present you with a completed package having
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lost a lot of time last week. We are in receipt of Carlisle/Wortman’s letter of June
18" and the Troy Planning Commission letter of June 20™ and all the other
correspondence. There isn’t anything in any of those documents that we see an
issue with. | talked with Mr. Carlisle on some of the specifics and how he wants
the issues handled and we will present to you by Friday, at worst case Monday of
next week, a complete package with dates and a summary of any changes that
were made from the set that you are currently looking at, which indicates how we
address the concerns in those letters of the 18™ and the 20". Just an additional
background, | had sent a letter out to the neighbors before this meeting last week
asking if anyone had any questions going into the public hearing and | had one
(1) phone call regarding our relationship to Emerald Lakes and | had to leave a
voicemail saying that we had not changed any of those dimensions or
relationships. The new books that you've received can be disregarded. They do
not reflect the current updated information. All information in those books will be
replaced on Friday with updated information. | heard you loud and clear in that
you want a summary of the changes and that will be provided.

Mr. Chamberlain stated he has a few questions and starting with the southwest
corner on the drive next to the existing residential, you heard Mr. Carlisle say that
he would like to see that moved north and at the same time put some extra
shrubbery in there to shield that; is that going to be a consideration you're going
to bring forward to this Board.

Mr. Clarke replied yes and stated that Kevan Johnston was here to represent the
church.

Mr. Chamberlain stated his concerns were if they were going to meet the main
concerns that Mr. Carlisle brought up today of moving that road north, better
buffering between the residential to the south and the church parking lot, better
buffering to the north residents and the condo units, and the parking lot out on
that little peninsula just south of the expansion and landbank that.

Mr. Clarke stated that in all cases | think we are going to adequately address all
of Mr. Carlisle’s issues and | believe he will be very pleased with what he sees.
| will let Mr. Johnston talk about location.

Mr. Chamberlain stated my question wasn’'t so much about location but if you are
considering moving it north.

Mr. Clarke replied yes, it has been moved north on their site plan.

Kevan Johnston of Woodside Baptist stated that all the issues that have been
brought up with the church regarding the landbanking of that small portion of
parking has been addressed. It is on the new plan. With regards to the southern
entrance, that has been moved north about eight (8) feet with additional
landscaping to the south of that. With regards to our screening, we’ve elected to
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do the same as Robertson Brothers with regards to a non-footed wood fence
that’ll run the length of our parking lot between ourselves and the apartments to
our south. Another concern that was brought up was regarding our future
expansion, and it is noted on the drawings that it has to come before you before
anything additional will be done on the site.

Mr. Littman brought up the letter by our environmental consultant, Dr. Jaworski,
recommending against approval, which | recognize is a couple of months old. It
has been changed since that, however that's the last communication that we
have about that issue. Has that been addressed in some way either to get that
updated or given direction to ignore it or whatever.

Mr. Johnston stated he believes it has been addressed and asked Mr. Clarke to
respond.

Mr. Clarke stated | would ask the attorney. We had come to an agreement with
your Planning Director, Larry Keisling, that J.L. Consulting was not going to be
used because they were already hired by the church to inventory the site. We
came to an agreement that the wetlands would be delineated and the line would
be agreed to by the DEQ, which is the governing agency, which has been done.
The application for the church portion of this has been submitted and has been
approved with corrections, which are in the process of being made. Now, we
don’t have the permit because it was in the ninety (90) day pile and they gave us
the comments on that application and the permit is forthcoming on the church
portion of this development. | guess | need to talk to your attorney on how we
have a guy on both sides of an equation.

Mr. Littman stated that the only point he wanted to take, which he made last time,
was that we’re shooting for a complete, accurate total package to turn over to
Council when we get done with what we’re going to do and that is the only thing
in that packet that | know of, to the best of my knowledge, the only
communication which we have about that issue, is the recommendation from our
consultant to not approve. Either that needs to be updated, replaced, somehow
made to go away. In my mind that can’t be a part of the package we approve.

Mr. Clarke stated it's your consultant...
Ms. Lancaster stated that we’ll make that a matter of priority and call Mr. Clarke
about that and petitioner and see if we can’t get you what you need to make a

complete record.

Mr. Clarke stated | think there’s been...| think there’s further information he’s not
appraised of.

Mr. Chamberlain stated | think you're right, | think it's been overcome, but like Mr.
Littman stated it's still part of the record and we got to clean the record up.
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Mr. Kramer stated that in Mr. Miller's letter of June 20™, one comment made was
that there will be a sidewalk connection to Lovell. | just wanted to make sure
that we will see some detail of that; at least from my vantage point here, | don’t
see it on the sketch in front of me.

Mr. Miller replied that we did indicate to the petitioners that we wanted a
pedestrian connection in this area and we have indicated that to them and they
are in the process of preparing revised drawings. They will have to respond if
they are going to include that; but | believe it's been the Planning Department’s
recommendation, and | think Mr. Carlisle and the Planning Commission’s intent,
to have that pedestrian connection.

Mr. Clarke stated that everything in the letter will be addressed and | believe in
every case we're going to...but, yes, there will be a pedestrian connection to
Lovell, and in addition there was a request for an additional pedestrian
connection in the area of units 1-6 of our condominiums up front, will be part of
the new plans that are submitted to you, and I'll note those once again.

Mr. Starr stated that one of the things he hasn’t seen in the packet is an outdoor
lighting plan.

Mr. Johnston stated that is in the new landscape package.

Mr. Clarke stated additionally, the condos will have photo lights on their garages
plus we have light stands at various intersections, which are detailed in the
packet.

Public hearing opened and closed.

Mr. Starr asked if we really wanted to close the public hearing.

Mr. Chamberlain stated | want to close it. We advertised for tonight, everybody
knew it was tonight, so therefore, it's tonight and no one wanted to talk, so we’ll

bring it back to the Board.

Mr. Chamberlain suggested tabling to the August 6, 2002 Special Study Meeting.

RESOLUTION
Moved by Kramer Seconded by Starr

RESOLVED, to postpone the Preliminary Plan Unit Development for the
Woodside Bible Church (aka Troy Baptist Church) /Robertson Brothers located
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on the east side of Rochester Road and south of South Boulevard, Section 2, R-
1D, to the August 6, 2002 Planning Commission Special/Study Meeting.

Yeas: Nays: Absent:
All present (9)

Mr. Chamberlain stated before we close this item, | want to ask the people who
have presented this, do we need to keep all this paper.

Mr. Clarke stated there was no need to hand on to all the prior information as
they will be preparing a whole new package.
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4., PUBLIC HEARING - PROPOSED PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT (PUD-1) —
Proposed Troy Baptist Church/Robertson Brothers P.U.D., East side of
Rochester and South of South Blvd., Section 2 — R-1D

Mr. Miller stated that the petitioner has submitted revised PUD plans. A review of
these plans is underway and a report will be provided to the Planning
Commission for the next Special / Study Planning Commission Meeting. The
Public Hearing will be postponed to the next Regular Planning Commission
Meeting.

Mr. Chamberlain stated that the Commission did not have a chance to review the
input on this as it was received in the Planning Department at close of business
on Monday, June 11, 2002.

Mr. Storrs commented that the petitioner found that they had to make some last
minute changes to the plan, so it arrived in the Planning Department too late to
take any further action at this time.

RESOLUTION

Moved by Littman Seconded by
Wright

RESOLVED, to postpone the Preliminary Plan Unit Development for the Troy
Baptist Church/Robertson Brothers located on the east side of Rochester Road
and south of South Boulevard, Section 2, R-1D, to the next Regular Planning
Commission Meeting.

Yeas: Nays: Absent:
All Present (9)

MOTION CARRIED
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8. PUBLIC HEARING - PROPOSED PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT (PUD-1) —
Proposed Troy Baptist Church/Robertson Brothers P.U.D., East side of
Rochester and South of South Blvd., Section 2 — R-1D

Mr. Miller stated that the package from Troy Baptist Church and Robertson
Brothers was received in the Planning Department last night, June 3, 2002, at
4:30 p.m. which was not enough time to review and have ready for the meeting
this evening.

Tad Kreger, Architect, stated that they have put together a ten (10) page
package to help further define the character of the development. They are also
redesigning the pedestrian circulation and by rotating the buildings it has given
us a lot more green space. We have very extensive landscaping plans.

Mr. Littman asked how wide are the sidewalks.

Mr. Kreger stated five (5) feet.

Mr. Kramer commented to Mr. Kreger that when he comes back, give us a warm
and fuzzy feeling that these sidewalks, fences, and pole areas are low
maintenance.

Mr. Starr asked about lighting and commented that you had talked about bringing
it down.

Mr. Kreger stated that is right.
Mr. Waller commented on segregating the north and south use driveways.
Mr. Littman stated his concern with only one entrance.

Mr. Johnston stated that their new name is now Woodside Bible Church and that
the fire department wants two (2) entrances.

Mr. Waller stated he would like to see some sort of breakaway gate in case a fire
truck needs to get through. There needs to be a way for a fire truck to get from
the church parking lot to the residential area.

Mr. Chamberlain stated there are churches with gated drives.

Mr. Clarke stated we need to address emergency Cross access.

Mr. Vleck stated his only question is the wetland area.

Mr. Clarke stated that the residents to the north want a 35 to 50 foot setback.
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Mr. Waller stated that emergency cross access is needed.

Mr. Kramer asked about pedestrian access to Emerald Lakes area.
Mr. Chamberlain asked about the distance from curb to private road.
Mr. Kreger stated 23 feet.

Mr. Chamberlain stated that the public hearing will continue on the second
Tuesday in July.
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6. UPDATE OF TROY BAPTIST PUD
Mr. Miller stated that the enclosed correspondence is from John Szerlag, City
Manager, to the Troy Baptist Church indicating general agreement of the
conceptual plan by the development team and City Management. It is expected
that the PUD will be presented at the June 11, 2002 regular meeting and be
discussed at all study meetings as necessary.

Mr. Miller further stated that Dick Carlisle was involved in the plan direction. We
laid down design standards while trying to preserve more of the uplands in the
northeast corner. There were some changes to the parking area that were
allowed. The office was eliminated with the introduction of the medium density
condos in that area, 170 units. The plan shows some pedestrian amenities. This
is a conceptual plan. We do know that some changes will be addressed. We
had a final meeting with City Management and they agreed to this conceptual
plan. This summarizes where we are today. We are shooting for a public
hearing at the June meeting. This plan was reviewed very quickly to get this
done. There are some additional setbacks on the north boundary.

Mr. Chamberlain asked if it meets the zoning requirements.

Mr. Miller stated that the 50 foot rear yard setback exceeds the required rear yard
setback.

Mr. Chamberlain stated he was against conservancy. He doesn't want to see
Michigan or Oakland County get it. They will trade land.

Mr. Waller commented on the north end of the conservation agreement behind
unit 40, across to 47 and 51, inasmuch these are condos, they could still walk out
their back door and still use the area there, but they couldn't build a deck or a
gazebo.

Ms. Lancaster replied it would strictly not be their property.

Mr. Waller asked why is it packed so tightly behind those units.

Mr. Miller replied they are trying to preserve natural features.

Mr. Storrs stated there is no vehicle access between the houses and the church
access. There is no way to get traffic out of there.

Mr. Vleck asked when is hydraulic analysis going to be completed.

Mr. Starr asked if the wetlands in the middle of the condo area, northeast corner,
was going to be a problem for the MDEQ.
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Mr. Miller stated that they are actually going to increase that area with natural
plantings.

Mr. Storrs commented that if we could anticipate a problem and fix it before it
happened, wouldn't that be beneficial. Maybe we could have some procedural
guestions in place on how to make it work.

Mr. Chamberlain stated a PUD is a PUD. When you're done building, it is
supposed to be complete.

Mr. Kramer stated he liked what he saw. His question was regarding this large
wonderland preserve, if we are treating this as a public place or private place. He
would like to see some definition. Is the intent here to keep this as a preserve
that no one uses.

Mr. Miller stated that in our negotiations, it was brought up about this upland
wooded area in the northeast, which would actually be dedicated to the City.
Robertson Brothers was in agreement to dedicate that to the City for better
ownership. The City chose to go with the conservancy idea for public access.
That was what was conceptually approved on. We wanted to decide which side
of the fence we are on. If it's an improvement for the public, there has to be
some access to it.

Mr. Kramer commented that he was still looking for some definition.

Mr. Chamberlain commented on water flow in this area and that it runs northwest
to the southeast. We can't make the water pool in these areas. All these
residents’ yards are going to flood if we put a six (6) foot dam in there. We have
to figure out a way to move the water underneath.

Mr. Vleck agreed there are potential problems and that it is a pretty substantial
drain. The creek holds a substantial amount of water. If you do any type of
blockage back there, you will have substantial problems.

Mr. Chamberlain asked how do we mitigate that. These are issues that need to
be resolved before this PUD is approved.

Mr. Littman commented that we need to understand vehicular separation and the
concern regarding emergency vehicles and only one entrance.

Mr. Waller stated we must save trees and vegetation. We need to let the water
flow.

Jim Clarke of Robertson Brothers came forward.
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Mr. Chamberlain stated that we have really come some distance into this
process. It sure is a lot further than it was.

Mr. Clarke stated the plan itself has come a long way. We have integrated it all
together. He complimented Mark Miller and City Staff in their working so
cooperatively with them. One consideration on who to dedicate that land to may
be to the MDEQ. He also stated that the parking now accommodates the
maximum number of required spaces.

Mr. Kramer stated he would like to be sure there is some language in there about
the height.

Mr. Smith commented on filling it in as Phase Il on the Site Plan.

Ms. Lancaster stated that could be a condition on its approval. You can actually
do an outline of the square footage. Everything else would have to come back
for review, but actually you would have already approved. You can do the
volume and the architectural pieces at a later date.

Mr. Vleck stated he would like to see the language include what the setbacks are
going to be. He commented on the drain being included in the Natural Features
Map and would like to see how it's going to be addressed.

Mr. Littman commented on a second entrance, even if it's just for emergencies.

Mr. Vleck asked if the Commission looks at engineering and drainage as part of
the approval process for the PUD.

Mr. Storrs stated he doesn't like the egress on the southwest.

Mr. Waller stated that regarding access, other departments of the City would help
us on what their feelings are on that in lining up utilities and easements going out
east and west, 600 to 800 feet. Is that the only place they can bring in water and
sewer.

Mr. Miller stated that we will be looking at it closer as we get more information.

Mr. Kramer asked what are we expecting in terms of details which is going to aid
in our decision regarding approval of this.

Mr. Storrs stated he thought it was a good idea for us to get with the other
departments and chat with them about it. A concern is safety on Rochester Road
and at the Rochester Villas.

Mr. Chamberlain stated the Commission has five (5) weeks for the target
recommendation, which would be the first Tuesday in June.
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Current Development Report

Mr. Chamberlain commented on the Troy Baptist PUD and asked if there were
any comments from those who walked the site last week.

Mr. Miller summarized the meetings with Dick Carlisle and the PUD Team.

Mr. Waller stated that he was delighted that we did the walkthrough on the site.
Everywhere there is water on the ground we should double check.

Mr. Kramer stated it is apparent there is a conflict if areas preserved in the PUD,
while others don't include uplands. We need to decide whether we feel that it
should be a public access as part of the PUD or a natural amenity just to the
residents.

Mr. Chamberlain stated this is private property, only people who own it will have
access to it. They dropped verbal words on us about splitting their property
apart. The church is going to do their part and Robertson Brothers is going to do
their part with the housing. Where do the wetlands end up in this thing. Will City
Council support some public access.

Mr. Miller stated they were talking about splitting it up, but now they are going to
keep it is as one and a PUD.

Mr. Chamberlain asked how can we control the unbuildable stuff.

Mr. Miller stated that a PUD is a form of contract zoning, but it's for a purpose. If
the Planning Commission feels that it is very important that the public has access
to certain areas within, then stick to your guns. This is a negotiated process.
What does the City want from this project. That is why a City does PUDs. We
are learning this, and we need to determine what we want from this project.

Ms. Lancaster stated she agreed with Mr. Miller. The goal of a PUD is to provide
public improvements.

Mr. Storrs asked what do we want out of this. What are we willing to get.
Mr. Miller stated private roads instead of public roads.

Ms. Lancaster stated we have a lot of power with a PUD.

Mr. Littman agreed.

Mr. Waller stated all are good neighbors. All parties, including the Planning
Commission, need to submit a document with a rationale for the PUD.
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Mr. Kramer asked if we had two petitioners.

Mr. Miller stated that Robertson Brothers is the applicant while Troy Baptist is the
majority property owner. Realistically, it is a development team.

Mr. Storrs stated that Mr. Carlisle promised to provide us with a good example of
a PUD.

Mr. Chamberlain stated he hopes the developer is not forgetting about the
neighbors to the north.

Mr. Miller stated they appear to be supportive because the petitioner is buying
their extra property. He firmly believes if we are going to develop the current
plan, all of the trees get cut down.

Mr. Waller commented, so it's going to be a clear cut.

Mr. Miller stated you can't have a 30 or 40 foot setback and build and not cut
everything down. We need to see some good landscaping and berming.
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6. PROPOSED PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT (PUD-1) — Proposed Troy
Baptist Church/Robertson Brothers P.U.D., East side of Rochester and South of
South Blvd., Section 2 — R-1D — No new information received.

Mr. Miller stated that City Staff continues to meet with the Robertson Brothers
Co., Franklin Properties and Troy Baptist Church. The petitioner is designing a
new project that may eliminate the office component and add some medium
density residential on the Rochester Road frontage. Schematic plans are
expected to be available in the near future.

Mr. Miller further stated at this point that City Management has met at least twice
with Troy Baptist and Robertson Brothers. Tomorrow, March 27", we are having
a meeting at 11:30 a.m. and he believes some schematic plans will be
presented. The general idea is leaning towards the office being eliminated.
Residential will be closer to the Rochester Road frontage, although we still have
not seen a plan. We do not have any new information available at this time.

Mr. Storrs asked what are the pink ribbons doing on those trees at the site.
Mr. Chamberlain stated they mean the trees are dead and they will be removed.

Petitioner, Jim Clark of Robertson Brothers, stated they will present a total of 3.8
units per acre under CR-1. They will not be requesting any variances with the
exception of 50% attaching of common walls and private roads. We will accept
any comments from the Commission.

Mr. Chamberlain stated that in walking the site this evening they noticed large
groves of conifers and the commission believes these would be an amenity to the
site and should be kept.

Mr. Storrs commented on retaining some of the wetlands.

Mr. Kramer asked when looking at the PUD or a modification, are we looking at
the complete development plan. What will be the final layout plan. Will there be
a Phase | and future phases. Will the development stop as presented. What
happens if the wetlands status changes.

Mr. Clark stated that there would be contractual obligations to residents as to
what would be developed and include E-P zoning. We are looking for a
residential PUD. A blended PUD that will be owned by Robertson Brothers.

Mr. Chamberlain stated that we are not going to design this right now.
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4., PUBLIC HEARING — PROPOSED PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT (PUD-1) —
Proposed Troy Baptist Church/Robertson Brothers P.U.D., East side of
Rochester and South of South Blvd., Section 2 — R-1D — Tabling Requested by
Petitioner

The petitioner submitted a request to table the PUD proposal (enclosed).

Mr. Littman asked if there was any indication from the petitioner as to when they
would be ready to appear.

Mr. Miller stated | believe they want to go forward as soon as possible. It seems
they will be proposing a different configuration of the residential area. It may or
may not be under a PUD.

Mr. Miller further stated that the Chairman, Mr. Chamberlain, wanted this item on
the agenda for the next study session and to meet at the site at 6:00 p.m.

RESOLUTION
Moved by Waller Seconded by Starr

RESOLVED, that the Proposed Planned Unit Development (PUD-1) — Proposed
Troy Baptist Church/Robertson Brothers P.U.D., East side of Rochester and
South of South Blvd., Section 2 — R-1D, is hereby tabled to the next regular
meeting which will be held on April 9, 2002. However, this item will be discussed
at the next Study Session.

Yeas: Nays: Absent:
All present (8) Chamberlain

MOTION CARRIED
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9. PUBLIC HEARING - PROPOSED PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT (PUD-1) —
Proposed Troy Baptist Church/Robertson Brothers P.U.D., East side of
Rochester Road and South of South Boulevard, 89.63 acres (gross) Section 2,
R-1D

Mr. Miller stated that the Troy Baptist Church, Robertson Brothers Company and
Franklin Property Corporation submitted a Planned Unit Development (PUD) for
Preliminary Plan Approval for the development of the 89.63 acre (gross), Troy
Baptist property on the east side of Rochester Road south of South Boulevard,
within the R-1D Zoning District. This site has approximately a quarter mile of
frontage on Rochester Road and extends east from Rochester Road
approximately one half mile.

Mr. Miller further stated that the City of Troy utilized the consulting services of
Carlisle/Wortman Associates, Inc., a community planning and landscape
architect firm to prepare an analysis and recommendation for the PUD request.
Richard K. Carlisle, PCP is the professional community planner who worked with
the City and will present his report and recommendation to the Planning
Commission meeting. A copy of the report and recommendation is provided in
the agenda package.

Mr. Miller further stated that the Planning Commission discussed the PUD
proposal at the March 27, 2001, October 23, 2001 and November 27, 2001,
Special/Study Meetings (minutes enclosed). There is also a review checklist
provided in the agenda package to allow each Planning Commissioner the
opportunity to address each PUD requirement in relation to the Troy Baptist
proposal.

Mr. Miller further stated that located on the subject property are MDEQ regulated
wetlands as determined by the MDEQ Wetlands Assessment Report. In addition
there is a regulated 100 year flood plain associated with the Ferry Drain located
on the subject property. This MDEQ report does not include the northerly portion
of the subject property within the Eyster's Suburban Home Subdivision. These
natural features are indicated on the PUD plans. In addition J & L Consulting
Services, City of Troy’s wetlands consultant, conducted a wetlands review of the
subject property.

Mr. Miller further stated that there is one correspondence from Mr. and Mrs.
Douglas Wesley regarding the proposal. A Mr. Bengt Jonsson, 1250 Hartwig,
Troy, Michigan contacted the Planning Department and indicated that part of his
property, Lot 20 Eyster's Suburban Home Subdivision, is included within the
proposal, although he has not agreed to sell that portion of his property.

Mr. Miller concluded stating that the Planning Department and City Management

coordinated with Richard Carlisle, Carlisle/Wortman Associates, Inc., and
concurred with their report and recommendation for the subject PUD request.
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Based upon these findings and recommendations, the Planning Department
recommends the subject PUD Preliminary Plan be denied approval.

Richard Carlisle, Carlisle/Wortman Associates Inc., summarized his PUD report
for the Planning Commission. Mr. Carlisle's recommended denial of the PUD.
He stated that, ultimately, the proposed project does not have merit as a PUD
and cannot be corrected with tweaking of the plan. In addition, the PUD
standards call for projects that are exemplary or higher quality development, and
this proposal does not achieve this standard.

Petitioner, Andrew Milia, stated that on March 27, 2001, Troy Baptist came
forward to the City for their consideration on which way to achieve their objective.
He stated that it was the City's recommendation to go for the PUD. April through
September of 2001 we have addressed a number of issues with the Planning
Department and attended a Study Session with the Planning Commission in
October to discuss this site. After the Study Session we resubmitted the plans;
however, we were stalled through December, January, into early February. The
whole process took too long.

Petitioner, Jim Clark, came forward and stated that he has been in front of the
Planning Commission twice and asked how much of the previous presentations
did the Planning Commission wish him to present this time.

Mr. Littman stated that the petitioner should address Mr. Carlisle's presentation.

Mr. Clark stated that Troy Baptist submitted applications to MDEQ and have
agreed to the wetlands report and have conceptually accepted it 90 days from
the beginning of January. He stated that Larry Keisling and Eugene Jawoski did
a review. He stated that Troy Baptist got the MDEQ documentation and provided
additional details in relation to plans as Mr. Miller had requested.

Mr. Clark further stated that a PUD does provide for innovation and different
types of land uses. That the PUD ensures preservation of Natural Features;
provides 35% of natural space and that they are making a contribution for
preservation. That instead of providing a 10 year stormwater detention system
that they came up with a 25 year stormwater detention system and believe it to
be exemplary. That the wetlands will be used for what they are suppose to be
used for. It will be a visual amenity for the development.

Mr. Clark further stated that 11 out of 13 sites will be accessed over a road
through Emerald Lakes. Hopefully, we will be able to come to some kind of
terms. They will be putting all our traffic out to the boulevard. Employment will
also be provided with our project.

Mr. Clark further stated that they have met with neighbors and that some are in
support of this project and some things need to worked out with others. They

PLANNING COMMISSION MTG — FINAL MINUTES February 12, 2002



PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING — FINAL MINUTES February 12, 2002

feel confident that they can meet with these people and come up some kind of
resolution provided we understand what direction we should go. They believe
the project will be successful.

Mr. Clark further stated that they have had some good initial feedback from the
Planning Commission to go forward with a PUD. He asked how can we get this
to work.

Doug Schmidt, 5184 Hertford, stated he is the Sr. Pastor of Troy Baptist and that
one of their difficulties is the congregation is growing and they have a small piece
of property. Attendance is somewhere between 2,300 - 2,500 on Sundays.
Total membership is in excess of 5,000. They have done everything to
accommodate growth and keep people safe. One of the things they are excited
about is seniors. Discussions have occurred with many regarding them living in
these proposed condominiums. They want to work with this Commission to work
out all of the details possible. The greatest expenditure has been time and a
year of work spent in good faith.

Kevin Johnston, Building Committee for Troy Baptist stated that the situation in
the current facility is growth, in excess of 5,000 members who call Troy Baptist
their Church. Part of the community is the schools, homes, and the Church.
They looked in Auburn Hills, Rochester Hills, and wanted to go with what would
work best for the church. When this property became available, the members of
City Council and the Planning Commission stated they thought this would be an
ideal location for the Troy Baptist Church. We have worked step by step with the
City Staff. The church looks with extreme disfavor at Richard Carlisle's
consideration of the woodlands did not occur. The Church was placed on the
property to preserve major woodlands. There is 26 acres of wetlands throughout
the site. The church wants to work in the City of Troy. The church has done
everything the City has asked. This eleventh hour report comes as a surprise.
The church really wants to do everything possible to make this work. It is their
belief that the development and the Church will be able to interact.

Mr. Littman stated that the Commission agrees that it is a great location for the
Church. To be built under the current zoning, you wouldn't have to be here for
this process. The remainder of the area is already zoned residential, R-1T,
which certainly could be done on portion of the property. It would still work under
the current zoning without any special process. Why does this have to be done
under a PUD? The project can be done under our current zoning.

Mr. Clark replied that stormwater agreements and the PUD is the way it has
been addressed in other communities. Mr. Clark also stated that part of the
answer to Mr. Littman's question is the encouragement we received from the City
and didn't perceive it as a problem until just recently.

Mr. Littman asked about the office component.
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Mr. Clark stated it would be a buffer from the Alibi Inn.
Public Hearing Opened

Tim Fausch, 1186 Doral, stated he has worked in Troy for 20 years and has been
a resident for 10 years. He stated that he disagrees with the consultant's report.
We talked about the opportunities that would be available to us for housing.
There will be interaction within this project. This is a sorely lacking opportunity in
the City of Troy. To see it as not a unified plan is really missing an opportunity.
He attended the study session meeting with the Planning Commission and Troy
Baptist and walked out of that meeting with a pretty strong endorsement from the
Planning Commission. Looking back at the meeting, it was favorable for the
PUD.

Mr. Waller asked for clarification of the meeting.
Mr. Miller clarified.

Mr. Waller asked if the feeling of the City and the outside consultant was that the
PUD may not be what we want now. The Planning Commission has not been a
part of that. He did not have a clear recommendation that we stop the PUD
unless you go somewhere else. That doesn't reflect well on how we run our
business. We all need to be singing out of the same hymn book.

Scott Wetzel, 1401 Hartwig, stated his biggest concerns, as well as many of my
neighbors, is when we depart for work and return, traffic is horrendous and to exit
Hartwig onto Rochester Road you need a gift from God to get on the roadway.
Another concern is traffic going in and out of Alibi Inn, everyone cuts through to
Lovell. Another concern is the office building. He understood the explanation
why they don't want to put condos next to the Alibi. Locating an office building
there to cushion the smell will not work. He doesn't want an office building near
him. He does applaud the church in saving as much wetland as proposed.

Richard Harding, 56 Whitney Ct., stated he has been a resident of Troy for 54
years and worked in the Fire Department as a volunteer for 25 years. He stated
he is the vice-chairman of the building committee for Troy Baptist and that he has
attended all meetings except with the engineering staff. He states that he is
floored that the PUD is recommended for denial when the Church is trying to
stretch to help other people. He wants to know if the City of Troy is willing to do
something different. Seven other communities have PUDs. They must work.
All they have done is try to please the City. What more does the City want us to
do? The church will do whatever we need to do to make the PUD work. He
stated the project will be an asset.
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Yvonne Stark, 1120 Hartwig, stated she agreed with Scott Wetzel. She also
stated that she just purchased her first house on Hartwig and picked this
particular house because of the environment. She stated she was of the
understanding that nothing was going to be built on that property. She
understands the growth within the Church. However, the condo complex is a
problem. There will be an excess of another 300 vehicles on Rochester Road. It
is nice to be able to walk to Church, but no one buys a condo to walk to Church.
If they are able to build these condos, they have committed to the line of trees
being left to the residents on the east, but have not committed to the trees to the
North. Is it necessary to build 142 condos.

Mr. Littman stated the Church's issue regarding changing things at the eleventh
hour and other problems related to traffic and nature. These have already been
addressed. Ask public comments address different issues.

Ali Rabbani, 18 Ford Court, Grosse Point Shores, stated that he owns
approximately 400 feet (5 lots) on the west side of Rochester Road. He doesn't
have any concerns at all, it is very good for the City of Troy.

Ron Wilson, 4457 Holly, stated he has a 15 year old daughter, a 12 year old dog,
and owns a business in Troy. When he saw the Troy Baptist Church site, not
only did he want to live in the condos, he would like to locate his company into
this office building.

Charles Joseph, 2408 Highbury, member of Troy Baptist Church, strongly
encourages the Planning Commission to work for all residents in Troy. They are
Troy residents and whether real or imagined, they have a carefully planned
development that demands all Troy residents be considered. It is an opportunity
to do something great in the City of Troy. He encourages better coordination of
all parties concerned.

Ralph Wafford, 1330 22 Mile Road, Shelby Twp., stated he lived on Lot #29 on
Hartwig for 22 years. He stated he trapped 13 skunks, a number of possums,
and couldn't hardly get out of the house due to the mosquitoes. There were a lot
of things he doesn't like in that area so he moved. This isn't anything the City
can't handle. The Church would be nice. Why did the City hire someone to tell
you not to do it?

Dick Harding, 1814 Buckmorr Ct., stated he has lived in Troy for 44 years,
worked in the Troy Fire Department as a volunteer for 17 years, and would like
to stay in Troy. Troy has offered his family what we perceived other communities
have not offered them. He doesn't think we should go backwards. We should
look at doing things differently. Troy is a desirable community for people to come
to. He would like to see the City take a chance on this PUD.
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Bob Boehle, 4313 Reilly, stated he is a member of Troy Baptist Church and that
he endorses the PUD. He encourages the City to look very seriously at this
PUD.

Public hearing closed.

Mr. Reece stated that the PUD requires more mixed use and interconnectivity.
The density is also an issue.

Mr. Kramer commented there are a number of things the PUD needs: More
integration and more amenities. When he looks at the site plan, the same issues
we talked about last March and last October are still unresolved. Connectivity of
vehicles and pedestrians are necessary. Sidewalks are as far away from the
residents as you can imagine. It's those types of details which were discussed in
the previous meetings. The wetlands area designed should be an amenity and
integrated in an overall development. He supported the Church at this location
and the Church has been working very hard in reaching their goal. But
Robertson Brothers is optimizing their return at the expense of the neighbors.
The proposal is not an improvement that we would expect from a PUD.

Mr. Waller stated he totally agreed with Mr. Kramer. There is no justification for
an office building. The objective of a PUD is to improve development and this
doesn't look like any improvement.

Mr. Littman stated that the taxpayers pay the Planning Commission to attend
conferences once a year so we that we can look at innovative ideas from other
communities. We all hoped that this PUD could bring what we saw in other
communities. We also talked about our fears. One of our biggest fears is that it
would be used by someone to just get around the Zoning Ordinance. What the
Planning Commission had in mind, is a community that fits together. This
request did not require a consultant to tell the City it is overbuilt on this site. He
didn't think it's a benefit for the citizens of this City with the concentration of
houses. The Church is a magnificent facility that should be put on this location.
He sees this PUD is an attempt to overbuild. The project doesn't begin to satisfy
the quality the Planning Commission had hoped for when the PUD ordinance
was created. Someone owns that property and is allowed to develop it,
however, the proposed PUD is a total misapplication of the PUD provisions.

Mr. Waller stated that there is a history of not wanting additional retail. He
doesn't agree that there should be a 7-Eleven on the property. Everybody needs
to calmly decide if our current Zoning Ordinance is valid. If the PUD is not the
way to do this, then we should have another meeting to get this done.

Mr. Littman stated that there are mechanisms for variances.

PLANNING COMMISSION MTG — FINAL MINUTES February 12, 2002



PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING — FINAL MINUTES February 12, 2002

RESOLUTION

Moved by Waller Seconded by None

RESOLVED, that the Planning Commission hereby recommends that the
Preliminary Plan Approval for the development of PUD-1, located on 89.63 acres
(gross) of land, located on the east side of Rochester Road south of South
Boulevard, within the R-1D Zoning District, is hereby granted.

No second on the resolution and motion fails.

RESOLUTION
Moved by Kramer Seconded by Wright

RESOLVED, that the Planning Commission hereby recommends that the
Preliminary Plan Approval for the development of PUD-1, located on 89.63 acres

(gross) of land, located on the east side of Rochester Road south of South
Boulevard, within the R-1D Zoning District, be denied for the following reasons:

1. That the application of the PUD and mix use requirement has not
been fully.

2. That the density of the PUD is incompatible with the Future Land Use
Plan.

3. One-family houses that are applicable to this area can be established
under the existing Zoning Ordinance.

Mr. Starr stated a denial does not seem to be in order and that additional
discussions are needed.

Mr. Littman commented that we have already discussed this.

Mr. Kramer stated that the proposal hasn't changed at all throughout the whole
process. Density hasn't changed.

Mr. Starr stated that pathways were provided. That they have tried to
accommodate.

Mr. Reece asked if the petitioner would like a tabling or continuance.

Mr. Clark asked for a brief moment.
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Mr. Robertson of Robertson Brothers, stated his company has been in the
building industry in Troy for 50 years. He has been challenged to accomplish this
and would like to take another shot at another meeting. He has spent a lot of
time at Planning Commission meetings because he has felt this to be very
important project.

Mr. Littman stated he does not wish to delay the process but is willing to table.
Mr. Robertson stated that they want to be cooperative to meet the demand for
empty nester homes and requested a tabling.

MOTION TO TABLE

Moved by Waller Seconded by Reece

RESOLVED, that the Planning Commission hereby recommends that the
Preliminary Plan Approval for the development of PUD-1, located on 89.63 acres

(gross) of land, located on the east side of Rochester Road south of South

Boulevard, within the R-1D Zoning District, is hereby tabled to the next regular
Planning Commission meeting.

Yeas: Nays: Absent:
All Present (7) Chamberlain
Storrs

MOTION CARRIED

PLANNING COMMISSION MTG — FINAL MINUTES February 12, 2002



PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING — FINAL MINUTES November 27, 2001

3. CURRENT DEVELOPMENT REPORT

Mr. Chamberlain stated that he had asked Mr. Miller to put together an analysis
on the PUD for Troy Baptist Church and how it fit our Ordinance. He further
stated that it was a very good document and that all should read it.

Mr. Chamberlain further stated that Troy Baptist does not seem to meet the
requirements of the PUD. Why are we looking at a PUD, except for the office
building component. If we continue down this road, we are still going to make a
recommendation to council as to why it's a good or bad idea.

Mr. Miller stated that after the last staff meeting with Troy Baptist, the project is
not moving quickly, to the point that the petitioner is not providing a Site Plan
with dimensions. The basic Site Plan does not meet the basic Zoning Ordinance
requirements. From staff's standpoint, we are not getting the necessary
information.

Mr. Chamberlain stated we still have to center on a PUD because whatever we
do is going to set a standard for future PUDs.

Mr. Keoleian asked what would be the advantage for Troy Baptist to do a PUD.

Mr. Miller stated a church is not a developer. The church bought a very
expensive piece of property and development will help recoup some of the land
acquisition costs.

Mr. Waller stated that he thinks that the legal department needs to look at the
Federal Law and case law related to religious institutions.

Ms. Lancaster stated that we have to treat churches just like anyone else and
she would provide the Planning Commission additional information.

Mr. Storrs stated the PUD analysis is alarming. Did we mislead Troy Baptist and
the Robertson Brothers.

Mr. Chamberlain asked if we should notify them. He stated we need to be
prepared for ourselves.
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Mr. Miller stated that we should explain staff's position and get a full application
from them before providing a full analysis. In staff's meeting with them, these
points were discussed. Staff explained the City required a unified development.
Further, it was asked why couldn't rezoning accomplish the development and
build it. The office use is the problem. Staff's main concern at this point is
getting a full application from them.

Mr. Chamberlain stated that the Planning Commission kind of gave them the
thumbs up on a PUD. Are we wrong in pursuing the PUD with the church.

Mr. Storrs stated they don't meet very many of the requirements.

Mr. Chamberlain stated maybe we aren't interested in them coming in with a
PUD.

Mr. Storrs stated that based on staff's analysis, maybe we should send them a
letter stating we don't think the requirements are being met.

Ms. Lancaster stated that she doesn't think it should come from the Planning
Commission. It should come from Mr. Miller and the Planning Department. Let
staff tell them they might want to reconsider.

Mr. Storrs stated that if they sat down and worked through it, they would come to
the same conclusion.

Mr. Miller stated staff could state our concern about them not meeting the
ordinance requirements and inform them that they need to justify how they do
meet the PUD requirements.
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8. PROPOSED P.U.D. (PUD-1) — Troy Baptist Church et al, East side of Rochester,
South of Hartwig, Section 2

The Troy Baptist Church, Robertson Brothers Company and Franklin Property
Corporation have submitted a preliminary proposal for the development of the 80
acre Troy Baptist property on the east side of Rochester Road south of South
Boulevard, within the R-1D Zoning District. This site has approximately a quarter
mile of frontage on Rochester Road and extends east from Rochester
approximately one half mile. Troy Baptist also owns a series of lots immediately
north of the 80-acres site, on the north side of the platted but unopened one half-
width Lovell Street right-of-way. The proposed development includes a church
complex, an approximate 5-acre area proposed for low rise office use, and
approximately 20 acres of residential condominium development. This submittal
is considered preliminary due to the incomplete nature of the site plan. City staff
recognizes that considerable information has been submitted by the petitioner;
however, the site plan is lacking information as required by the Zoning
Ordinance, as determined by the Planning Department and other City Staff.
Therefore, staff cannot complete a full review or submit the PUD proposal to the
Planning Commission for consideration until a complete application is provided
by the petitioners.

At your March 27, 2001 Special/Study Meeting this preliminary proposal was
presented by the petitioner (minutes enclosed). The Planning Commission
generally demonstrated a favorable opinion towards the concept of the PUD
proposal. Therefore, the petitioners have moved forward to develop a more
complete PUD package and are requesting additional discussions with the
Planning Commission.

The issue of the applicability of the PUD provisions to this proposal, have not
changed since March of 2001 and are as follows:

A. Are the predominant uses consistent with the intent of the Master Land
Use Plan;
B. Are the physical features of the proposed development, such as building

height and bulk, setbacks, and development density consistent or
compatible with the adjacent areas;

C. Open space and landscaped areas are intended to be a primary feature of
the PUD. Is there substantially more open space area than required for
typical developments within the underlying Zoning District, recognizing
that most of the wetlands, approximately 20 acres, are State regulated
and would be preserved to some degree;
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D. Stormwater detention shall be provided in open unfenced basins or
underground. The petitioner is proposing detention within the wetlands
and no other detention is indicated,;

E. Parking shall meet the Zoning Ordinance standards, which appears to be
feasible and ;
F. It is intended that the PUD will be implemented as a single coordinate and

cohesive development.

The Planning Department recommends that the Planning Commission provide
input to the petitioners regarding the proposed PUD. Then, City Staff can meet
with developer and clarify specifically the necessary revisions and additional
information required. Once the complete information is provided, City Staff can
conduct a complete review and submit the proposal to the Planning Commission.

Mr. Chamberlain commented on increasing the height and that we need more
site data because the site has expanded from 80 to 90 acres. If we go this route,
we are going to need street vacations. We'll require minimal sidewalk provisions.
Would like to see a little more effort made for provisions for pedestrians and who
will eventually own the wetlands.

Mr. Chamberlain also stated that another issue is the office use being
inconsistent with the Master Land Use Plan. This is the biggest question for the
Planning Commission. We need to look at that closely and provide some
information to the developer. One thing we looked at in this area was residential,
and just by itself, the density average is 1.4 units per acre including the wetland.
He was also puzzled by the large amount of parking spaces for the church and
asked why so many spaces.

Mr. Chamberlain asked if the future Senior Housing is identified to be completed
in the future. This will need to be addressed. City Staff requires more detailed
information. Further, stated that a PUD shouldn't identify future uses. Any
vacant area as approved, will remain vacant. The whole concept of a PUD is
that the whole 80 or 90 acres will be a planned development including all uses.

Mr. Chamberlain stated the major issues include; site plan information,
encroachment on the north border by other properties, tree preservation,
walkability, senior housing, and traffic impact.

Mr. Starr commented that a PUD basically becomes an amendment to the City
Ordinances and Charter and that there is no time limit. The future and proposed
uses are a problem and should be clarified.

Mr. Chamberlain stated to the petitioner that this is an informal meeting and
asked the petitioner when they would be ready to submit for formal consideration.
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Andrew Milia, joint petitioner with Troy Baptist, Franklin Properties, and
Robertson Brothers were present to answer questions and provide more input.
He stated more detailed information was provided and that Mr. Jehle will make a
presentation.

Mr. Chamberlain stated he wanted 3-D models before next study meeting, not
after.

Mr. Jehle, Robertson Brothers Co. stated that we have acquired all the
backyards but two on the north boundary. Rochester Villa is to the south of our
site and Alibi restaurant is to the north. There are 89 acres of which Troy Baptist
currently sits on 9 % acres with 97,000 square feet of church. There will be
140,000 square feet of church in second phase. There is an overlapping
situation of church services and that is why there is such a large parking area.

Office building area is 40,000 square feet and will be next to the Alibi restaurant.

Since we met with the Planning Commission in March, we have pulled together a
series of the prominent brokers that sell homes in the City of Troy to determine
what might be possible here and what were their thoughts of residential on
Rochester Road. Their opinion is that the office would provide a barrier for
residential uses. There will be 142 condominiums.

He further stated that commuting patterns are different for these types of
condominiums. There is not the normal peak volumes because the residents
don't normally have jobs.

The Church's peak volume is all on Sunday. A pedestrian walkway system is
provided, which allows access to the office.

There is also included an environmental trail system in the wetland area.

The stormwater detention is proposed in the wetlands. This can be
accomplished with an earth and berm system. In addition, there is consideration
to plan for a 10 year storm.

He further stated that Mark Miller and City Staff provided a mailing list of adjacent
property owners and we met with the neighbors. As a result of neighbors' input,
we moved buildings away from the east property lines. The site plan in the
notebook is the most recent version.

Mr. Kevin Johnson, Troy Baptist Church, presented the Church's proposed
building elevations and site plan. He added that there are three separate Church
services held on Sunday and that each service is represented by 2,100 to 2,300
people at a time.
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Mr. Chamberlain stated that everything that is to be built will be shown on the
PUD documents and site plan. We want to see it all right now. That's what a
PUD is all about.

Mr. Johnson stated that they do not have the proposed senior housing. He also
commented on protecting landmark trees and reviewed floor plans and site
plans. He stated there will be a preschool area, and 1,150 parking spaces.
Further he stated that the problem is the congregation's size. We've looked at
what we need to do in this phase to accommodate our congregation now and 20
years from now.

Mr. Chamberlain stated that on Rochester Road, the entrances need to
accommodate pedestrian access. Walkways are needed on both sides and one
right through the middle of the parking lot, so that pedestrians have safe access.
He recommended that the final plans should have considerable sidewalks to
access the facilities. Rochester Road sidewalks and connection to Emerald
Lakes is necessary for pedestrians. Troy is trying to become a walkable
community, with pedestrian safety as being very important.

Mr. Kramer asked for pedestrian connection to Emerald Lakes.

Further he stated, paths should provide access through the flood plains and
wetland areas. He asked if this would be usable at all times without flooding.

Mr. Jehle stated the walkway would be designed so it will not be under water;
therefore, making it usable.

Mr. Jehle stated that soil conditions and water levels are bad but that most of
these condominiums will have basements.

Mr. Kramer commented that he knows the petitioner's will meet the City and
State codes relative to fire safety, but will sprinklers be used.

Mr. Jehle stated that the use of block common walls will stop fires between units.

Mr. Kramer stated that the Cherry Hill development built by Biltmore, have
sprinklers in the townhouses.

Mr. Robertson stated that with 28 years experience, masonry wall works. If we
used sprinklers, there would be no solid wall and then no sound barrier. The wall
goes all the way to the roof. Robertson has had fabulous acceptance from
residents and is good soundproofing and fire proofing.

Mr. Storrs stated he was still concerned about traffic on south side of the site. He
would like to see the primary traffic flow be away from the Rochester Villas.
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Mr. Johnston stated that the main entrance will be one way in and one way out.

Mr. Storrs stated that there are a lot of activities, i.e., athletic field, gym, etc.
Primary goal is the traffic flow right behind the units that | am concerned about.
He also stated he was concerned about the office and that we have residential
across Rochester.

Mr. Chamberlain asked the petitioners when they were planning on bringing this
in front of the city.

Mr. Jehle stated 30 days.

Mr. Chamberlain stated he does not want to see any walls with footings that may
kill off trees, use pilings to save trees.

Mr. Kramer commented that if we don't see any lights on the soccer field, we can
interpret that to mean there won't be any lights on the soccer field in the future. A
lighting plan should be provided and should not impact the neighbors.

Mr. Jehle asked what would the requirements be for walls and fencing if we could
do it under a PUD. Would prefer to use landscaping rather than walls.

Mr. Chamberlain stated wherever you are required to put a fence, we don't want
one with footings. Another concern, is the residential and the lack of sidewalks.
The Future Land Use Plan is trying to make Troy a walkable community. We
would like to see sidewalks on both sides of the residential road.

Mr. Robertson stated they have looked at sidewalks, but they will reduce the
open space and some of the natural features. In the course of their experience
since 1973, they have found that this type of market does not need sidewalks.
Also, the trip generation is very low so sidewalks aren't necessary.

Mr. Chamberlain stated that in his opinion sidewalks are to be required on both
sides of the road.

Mr. Miller commented that the City Traffic Engineer wants a Traffic Impact Study.

Mr. Chamberlain stated that he does not see the Planning Commission being
ready to hear this in 30 days.

Mr. Storrs asked if there is going to be pedestrian access to Emerald Lakes and
Eister and Suburban Homes Subdivisions.

Mr. Jehle stated yes, they can do pedestrian access.
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Mr. Robertson asked if the Planning Commission would consider the December
meeting.

Mr. Chamberlain stated that it will not be easy to make December. It will
probably be tabled until January.

Mr. Robertson stated their development proposals can always get tabled.

Mr. Chamberlain commented that if we don't set that public hearing, we are going
to be really behind. He also stated that City Staff needs a traffic impact
statement. He further stated that we could tentatively set this for December and
he also questioned the timeframe that notices need to go out to the public before
the public hearing.

Mr. Miller commented notice needs to be given 5 -15 days prior to the meeting.

Mr. Chamberlain stated that the petitioners need to get with Mr. Miller to provide
3D models of the whole site. Mr. Miller will talk with you about that.

Mr. Storrs commented that back in March we discussed reasons on why we think
there should be a PUD here. He also asked why there is an office use.

Mr. Robertson answered that it is a double edge situation that we are dealing
with. No one wants the church next to a bar. Robertson doesn't want residential
on Rochester Road. Therefore, the office building will look very residential and
will fit right in with the proposed uses.

Mr. Storrs stated that it's not how the office building would look or function, the
problem is zoning. It creates a zoning problem across Rochester.

Ms. Lancaster commented on the Rabbani zoning litigation, where O-1 was
denied by the City and this PUD could affect this case.
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8. PROPOSED PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT — East side of Rochester, south
of South Boulevard — Section 2

Mr. Keisling explained that the Troy Baptist Church, along with Robertson
Brothers Company, have submitted a preliminary proposal for development of
the 80-acre Troy Baptist property on the east side of Rochester Road south of
South Boulevard. This site has approximately a quarter-mile of frontage on
Rochester Road and extends east from Rochester approximately one half mile.
Troy Baptist also owns a series of lots immediately north of the 80-acres site, on
the north side of the platted by unopened one half-width Lovell Street right-of-
way. The proposed development includes a church complex, an approximate 5-
acre area proposed for low rise office use, and approximately 20 acres of
residential condominium development. Jim Jehle of Robertson Brothers, on
behalf of the petitioners has indicated that they feel that this development
proposal may represent a reasonable application of the City's Planned Unit
Development provisions (Article XXXV of the Zoning Ordinance). They are,
however, interested in having a preliminary discussion of this proposal with the
Planning Commission, in order to obtain the Commission's input, along with that
of staff, as to the appropriateness of this development as a PUD project, along
with the appropriateness of the variety and extent of uses proposed. They have
formally filed applications both for Rezoning and for Special use Approval (in
relation to a PUD proposal and a Church proposal), with the idea that the exact
direction of their application could be determined following the preliminary
discussion with the Planning Commission. Recognizing that a preliminary
discussion such as that now proposed is somewhat unusual, it is once again the
staff's position that such an approach would be reasonable considering the
nature and scale of the property and the proposed development. The
Commission had received copies of plans and surveys covering the site, along
with the Preliminary Environmental Impact Statement. Mr. Keisling noted that
these materials have not as yet been distributed to related staff members due in
part to the fact that the nature and direction of this development proposal may
change as a result of the preliminary discussion.

At the Chairman's request, Mr. Keisling summarized some of the Planning
Department's comments regarding the applicability of the PUD provisions to this
proposal, as follows:

1. Several portions of the PUD provisions indicate that the resultant
development will be consistent with the direction of the Master Land Use
Plan. The density and extent of the proposed residential condominium
development is clearly in conflict with the Plan. Even though one of the
staff's proposals for a Plan Amendment would indicate Medium-Density
Residential use in Rochester Road frontage, such use would certainly not
be intended to extend one-half mile east from the frontage.
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2. The PUD provisions state that such an approach "——— shall not be
utilized in situations where the same land use objectives can be
accomplished by the application of conventional zoning provisions or
standards.” The proposed uses could apparently be readily implemented
through the use of conventional zoning provisions or standards.

3. Among the "Eligibility" provisions of the PUD text is the objective of
bringing about "—— — a public improvement, or other facility used by the
public, which could not otherwise be required, that would further the public
health, safety and welfare or protect existing or future uses from the
impacts of the proposed uses.”" Mr. Keisling was not aware of any such
proposed improvement or facility as a part of the proposed development.

4. The staff was concerned about the establishment of an office use in this
portion of the Rochester Road frontage, considering recent actions to deny
such zoning in the area to the north along Rochester Road and in the area
across Rochester Road opposite the center of the Troy Baptist property.

5. The City Council has historically taken the position that alternative
development approaches, including additional density, should not be
used for the purpose of "preserving” a natural feature area which would be
preserved in any event without such an action (wetlands, flood plain, etc.)

Andrew Milia, one of the partners in the proposed development, was present
along with representatives of the Troy Baptist Church and Robertson Brothers
Company. He introduced Doug Schmidt, Pastor of the Troy Baptist Church, who
summarized the 52-year history of that Church in Troy and, in particular, their
growth during his involvement there over the past decade. He also commented
on their search for a site, and their desire to remain in Troy.

Paul Robertson Jr., President of Robertson Brothers Company, was present
along with Jim Jehle and Jim Clarke, of Robertson Brothers. He noted that their
history in Troy is just 50 years in length, and that they have looked for a good site
for quite some time for an "Adams Woods" or "Heathers" type of project. They
made proposals for developments in the area of the City's proposed golf course
in Section 1 and the Civic Center, but the City chose not to have anyone proceed
with those projects. He then proceeded to describe the proposed development in
conjunction with Troy Baptist Church, noting that the Rochester Road frontage is
not a good residential location. They have therefore proposed an office site to
buffer the Church from the Alibi Restaurant to the north and to buffer their
proposed residential development from Rochester Road. He felt that a Planned
Unit Development would be the best way to implement a development such as
that proposed. They are attempting to acquire the remaining lots on the north
side of Lovell so that they can expand the residential condominium portion of the
project. He then summarized the nature of the proposed condominium
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development. He noted that if adequate area is available for residential
construction, they would be able to minimize filling of the flood plain area.

In response to Mr. Storrs questions, Mr. Robertson commented that he felt that
they had a 90% chance of being able to assemble the remainder of the lots
along the north side of the platted Lovell Street right-of-way. The present
concept plan indicates approximately 104 condominium units. In response to Mr.
Reece's question, Mr. Robertson commented that if they were able to expand the
site, and could construct approximately 150 units, they could potentially include a
clubhouse and pool in the proposed development. In response to Mr. Kramer's
guestion as to why the PUD provisions would fit a development such as that
proposed, Mr. Robertson stated that the provisions provide development
flexibility, provide more control for the City, and enable a positive development
for this unique 80-acre site with it's extensive flood plain and wetland areas, etc.
He further noted that his company has done approximately five or six PUD type
developments. In response to Mr. Reece's question regarding the seating
capacity of the proposed church complex, Pastor Schmidt indicated that a
capacity of 1500 was proposed at this time. Mr. Chamberlain felt that the
Commission should look at why a PUD would work in this area, rather than why it
would not work. He recognized that the proposed office use could lead to more
office use in this area, but felt that the overall result would be a win-win situation.
At the close of the Commission's discussion, in response to an inquiry from the
Chairman, the Commission members generally indicated their support for using
the PUD provisions at this location.
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Date: August 26, 2002 C-03
To:  The Honorable Mayor and City Council

From: John Szerlag, City Manager
Gary Shripka, Assistant City Manager/Services
William R. Need, Public Works Director

Re: Public Hearing - Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) Re -
programming of Year 2001 and 2002 Funds

2002 Funds - We are requesting permission to add the Creston Road paving
project to our 2002 CDBG list of projects. The project was initiated after the 2002
application was submitted, so it was not included on the initial list of projects.

Since the announcement of the public hearing, four (4) additional residents of
Creston have come forward and qualify for Community Development Block Grant
Funds, bringing the total number of qualified residents to six (6). Each parcel is
assessed at $3,366.67, so the total amount required is $20,200.02.

The requested funds would be transferred from the Administration and Flood
Drain Improvement accounts as detailed below.

Existing (From):

Account # | Activity Description Amount
2328 Administration $7,000.00
2696 Flood Drain Improvements $13,200.02
Proposed (To):

Account # | Activity Description Amount
3616 Special Assessment $20,200.02

2001 Funds — All 2001 projects have been completed with the exception of
Section 36 Flood Drain Improvements. This last fiscal year, our home chore
program cost $5,899.20 more than we had available, so we are requesting that
funds be re-programmed to cover the balance. We currently have no waiting list
for the home chore program. Everyone who has requested to be put on the
program is being serviced. All remaining funds for 2001 would be re-
programmed into Flood Drain Improvements.

Existing (From):

Account # | Activity Description Amount
2328 Administration $8,683.11
3616 Special Assessment $22,231.61
Proposed (To):

Account# | Activity Description Amount
3384 Public Services — CDBG $5,746.20

2696 Flood Drain Improvements $25,168.52
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A Regular Meeting of the Troy City Council was held Monday, August 19, 2002, at City Hall,
500 W. Big Beaver Road. Mayor Matt Pryor called the Meeting to order at 7:34 P.M.

INVOCATION AND PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The Invocation was given by Pastor Randall Engle — North Hills Christian Reformed Church
and the Pledge of Allegiance to the Flag was given.

ROLL CALL

PRESENT: Mayor Matt Pryor
Robin E. Beltramini
Cristina Broomfield
David Eisenbacher
Martin F. Howrylak
David A. Lambert
Anthony N. Pallotta

PUBLIC HEARINGS

C-1 Street Vacation Application (SV-174) — Somerton Street

Vote on Postponement

Resolution #2002-08-473
Moved by Pallotta
Seconded by Beltramini

RESOLVED, That the request for the vacation of a portion of the 60-foot-wide platted public
street, extending approximately 295.0 feet south from Sylvanwood Street, and part of abutting
Lots 58 and 59 of Sylvanwood Gardens Subdivision Number 1, Section 10 (Liber 25, page 13
of Oakland County Plats) be POSTPONED until the Regular City Council Meeting scheduled
for Monday, September 9, 2002.

Yes: All-7

C-2 Street Vacation Application (S.V. #14) — Section Of Alley Located East of Livernois
Road and South of Arthur Street — Section 27

Resolution #2002-08-474
Moved by Pallotta
Seconded by Lambert

WHEREAS, A request has been received for the vacation of a portion of the 18-foot-wide
platted public alley, extending south 130.0 feet from Arthur Street, and part of abutting Lots 41
through 46 and 363 of Addison Heights Subdivision, Section 27 (Liber 33, page 28 of Oakland
County Plats); and
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WHEREAS, The properties which shall benefit from this requested vacation include Lots 41
through 46 of Addison Heights Subdivision, Section 27 (City of Troy Tax Parcel 20-27-307-036
and Lot 363) of Addison Heights Subdivision, Section 27 (City of Troy Tax Parcel 20-27-307-
033); and

WHEREAS, City Management and the Planning Commission have recommended that this alley
vacation be granted, subject to the following condition:

1. Retention of easements within the rights-of-way to be vacated to the extent determined
to be necessary by the City Engineer, based in part on input or responses from
applicable utility companies.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, That the City Council concurs with the recommendations
of City Management and the Planning Commission; and,

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That final action on this street vacation request shall be taken
by the City Council, after the following action:

1. Determination by the City Engineer of the nature and extent of easements to be retained
over the subject street right-of-way, based in part on input or responses from the
applicable utility companies.

Yes: All-7

C-3 Zoning Ordinance Text Amendment — Article XXXV Planned Unit Development
(PUD - 35.30.00)

Resolution #2002-08-475
Moved by Lambert
Seconded by Broomfield

RESOLVED, That the proposed Zoning Ordinance Text Amendment for Article XXXV Section
35.30.00 is amended, as recommended by City Management, to read as follows:

35.30.00 ELIBIGILITY:
In order to qualify for the Planned Unit Development Option, it must be
demonstrated that the following condition will be met:

A. The proposed development site shall be under a single ownership or control, and be
capable of being planned and developed as one integral unit.

Yes: Broomfield, Eisenbacher, Howrylak, Lambert, Pallotta, Pryor
No: Beltramini

MOTION CARRIED
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POSTPONED ITEMS

D-1 Final Site Plan Approval — Proposed Shady Creek North Site Condominium — North
of Long Lake Road — West of Rochester Road — Section 10, R-1C — Regular
Business Item from July 22, 2002

Resolution #2002-08-476
Moved by Pallotta
Seconded by Eisenbacher

RESOLVED, That the Final Site Plan be APPROVED, as submitted under Section 34.30.00 of
the Zoning Ordinance (Unplatted One-Family Residential Development) for the development of
the one-family residential site condominium known as Shady Creek North Site Condominium,
with ten (10) units, located north of Long Lake Road and west of Rochester Road — Section 10,
within the R-1C Zoning District and being 4.010 acres in size.

Yes: All-7

D-2 Standard Purchasing Resolution 2: Low Acceptable Bidder — Two (2) 64,000 GVW
Tandem-Axle Dump Trucks — 2003 Models

Resolution #2002-08-477
Moved by Pallotta
Seconded by Beltramini

RESOLVED, That a contract to purchase two (2) 64,000 GVW Dump Trucks, 2003 Models,
with 10-12 yard dump box, underbody scraper, front mounted snowplow, wetting system, and
tailgate salt spreader with hydraulic system is hereby awarded to the lowest acceptable bidder,
Motor City Truck with Monroe Truck Equipment, at unit prices contained in the bid tabulation
opened June 7, 2002, a copy of which shall be attached to the original Minutes of this meeting
at an estimated total cost of $243,092.00.

Yes: All-7
RECESS 8:56 PM - 9:15 PM

PUBLIC COMMENT:

A. Items on the Current Agenda
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F-5 National League of Cities 2002 Congress of Cities and Exposition, December 3-7,
2002 — Salt Palace Convention Center in Salt Lake City, Utah

Resolution #2002-08-
Moved by Pallotta
Seconded by Howrylak

RESOLVED, That Mayor and Council are authorized to attend the National League of Cities
2002 Congress of Cities and Exposition at the Salt Palace Convention Center in Salt Lake City,
Utah — December 3-7, 2002.

Vote on Amendment

Resolution #2002-08-478
Moved by Pallotta
Seconded by Pryor

RESOLVED, That the resolution be amended by inserting “and the training institute” and
designating Council Member Beltramini as delegate and Council Member Lambert as alternate
delegate.

Yes: All-7

Vote on Amended Resolution

Resolution #2002-08-479
Moved by Pallotta
Seconded by Howrylak

RESOLVED, That Mayor and Council are authorized to attend the National League of Cities
2002 Congress of Cities and Exposition and the training institute at the Salt Palace Convention
Center in Salt Lake City, Utah — December 3-7, 2002; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That Council Member Beltramini will be designated as delegate
and Council Member Lambert as alternate delegate.

Yes: All-7

F-7  Preliminary Plan Review — Crestwood Site Condominium — North of Wattles — East
of Livernois — Part of the Crestfield Subdivision in the SW % of Section 15 - R-1C —
12.277 Acres

Resolution #2002-08-480
Moved by Pallotta
Seconded by Beltramini

RESOLVED, That the Preliminary Site Plan, as submitted under Section 34.30.00 of the
Zoning Ordinance (Unplatted One-Family Residential Development) for the development of a
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one-family residential site condominium known as Crestwood Site Condominium and as
recommended for approval by the Planning Commission, with Wattles Road automobile access
and pedestrian/bicycle interconnection to Tallman Drive, in the area north of Wattles Road and
east of Livernois Road, including 22 home sites, within the R-1C Zoning District, being 12.277
acres is hereby APPROVED with considerations to be given to emergency access at the other
end by either grass or concrete ribbon, or whatever is appropriate access at that point.

Yes: Pryor, Beltramini, Broomfield, Howrylak, Lambert, Pallotta
No: Eisenbacher

MOTION CARRIED

F-8 Section 1 Golf Course — Tree Removal

Resolution #2002-08-481
Moved by Lambert
Seconded by Beltramini

RESOLVED, That removal of additional trees at the Section 1 Golf Course to accommodate
clearing, access and cart paths as indicated on the site plan is hereby APPROVED.

Yes: Beltramini, Broomfield, Eisenbacher, Lambert, Pallotta, Pryor
No: Howrylak

MOTION CARRIED

B. Items Not on the Current Agenda

Suspend City Council Rules #21 and Continue with Agenda

Resolution #2002-08-482
Moved by Howrylak
Seconded by Eisenbacher

RESOLVED, That the City Council suspend the Rules of Procedure #21 and continue
discussion on Agenda items to 12:30 AM.

Yes: All-7

CONSENT AGENDA

E-1 Approval of Consent Agenda

Resolution #2002-08-483-E-1
Moved by Pallotta
Seconded by Lambert
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RESOLVED, That all items as presented on the Consent Agenda are hereby APPROVED as
presented with the exception of Items E-2 and E-12, which shall be considered after Consent
Agenda (E) items, as printed.

Yes: All-7

E-3 Proposed City of Troy Proclamations: No Proclamations Submitted

E-4 Request for Acceptance of Warranty Deed and Easements - Cedar Ridge Estates
Condominiums — Pratt Building Company — Project No. 00.938.3 — Sidwell #88-20-
24-377-014 thru -022

Resolution #2002-08-483-E-3

RESOLVED, That the warranty deeds for Pratt Drive, Big Beaver right-of-way and the Cedar
Ridge detention basin parcel and the permanent easements for storm sewer, sanitary sewer
and public utilities from Pratt Building Company, being part of property having Sidwell #88-20-
24-377-014 thru —022, are hereby ACCEPTED.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That the City Clerk is hereby directed to record said documents
with the Oakland County Register of Deeds, a copy of which shall be attached to the original
Minutes of this meeting.

E-5 Request for Acceptance of Permanent Easement for Storm/Sewer Drain from Jack
C. and Joyce Zimmerman — 530 Kenyon St. — Sidwell #88-20-35-305-015

Resolution #2002-08-483-E-5

RESOLVED, That the permanent easement from Jack C. and Joyce Zimmerman, owners of
property at 530 Kenyon St., having Sidwell #88-20-35-305-015 is hereby ACCEPTED for the
operation, maintenance, and repair of storm drain/sewer; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That the City Clerk is hereby directed to record said document
with the Oakland County Register of Deeds, a copy of which shall be attached to the original
Minutes of this meeting.

E-6 Standard Purchasing Resolution 1. Award to Low Bidder — Section 22 SW %4,
Bituminous Overlay — Contract No. 02.5

Resolution #2002-08-483-E-6

RESOLVED, That Contract No. 02-5 —Section 22 SW ¥4 - Bituminous Overlays, on Louis, Troy,
Frankton, Helena, Talbot, Kilmer, Ellenboro and Hartland streets be AWARDED to Metropolitan
Asphalt Paving, Inc. at an estimated total costs of $169,665.00; and
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BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That the award is contingent upon the contractor’'s submission
of proper contract and bid documents, including bonds, insurance certificates and all specified
requirements, and if additional work is required that could not be foreseen, such additional work
is authorized in an amount to exceed 10% of the total project cost.

E-7 Approval to Participate in the St. Clair County Auction on September 7, 2002 and
Disposal of Motor Pool Equipment

Resolution #2002-08-483-E-7

RESOLVED, That authorization is hereby GRANTED to participate in the St. Clair County
auction to sell out-of-service equipment using the City of Troy’s awarded auctioneer, Mid-
Thumb Auctioneers SVC LLC (Resolution #2001-03-160-E-9).

E-8 2003 City Council Meetings

Resolution #2002-08-483-E-9

RESOLVED, That the City Council shall hold Regular meetings on the first and third Mondays
of each month at 7:30 p.m. with the exception of May, and in observance of a holiday, or City
general election day, and then the Council shall meet on the second and fourth Mondays; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That the Study meetings may be scheduled on the fourth
Monday of each month or as needed.

E-9 Preliminary Engineering Services for Stephenson — 14 Mile to I-75 — Project No.
02.20.15

Resolution #2002-08-483-E-9

RESOLVED, That the selection of Spalding DeDecker Associates, Inc. in accordance with the
Michigan Department of Transportation Consultant Selection process, as outlined in the
memorandum dated August 5, 2002, for preliminary engineering for Stephenson Highway — 14
Mile to I-75 — Project No. 02.201.5, is hereby APPROVED at an estimated cost to the City of
Troy not to exceed $228,399.91, 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.

E-10 Private Agreement for Huntington Estates Site Condominiums — Project No.
02.902.3

Resolution #2002-08-483-E-10

RESOLVED, That the Contract for the Installation of Municipal Improvements (Private
Agreement) between the City of Troy and Fernleigh Development, L.L.C. is hereby APPROVED
for the installation of sanitary sewer, storm sewer, detention, water main, sidewalks, landscaping,
soil erosion and paving on the site and in the adjacent right-of-way, and the Mayor and City Clerk
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are authorized to execute the documents, a copy of which shall be attached to the original
Minutes of this meeting.

E-11 Final Action on the Troy (Mastin) Street Vacation — Section 27 — Caverly Heights
and Greenough Heights Subdivisions

Resolution #2002-08-483-E-11

WHEREAS, Requests have been received for the vacation of a 50-foot wide platted but
unopened street right-of-way area as follows:

1. Troy (Mastin) Street, between Hickory and Starr; abutting Lots 63 and 64 of Caverly
Heights Subdivision (Liber 27, Page 12 of Oakland County Plats), and Lots 87 and 88 of
Greenough Heights Subdivision (Liber 27, Page 14 of Oakland County Plats); and

WHEREAS, The properties which shall benefit from this vacation are as follows:

SUBDIVISION LOT PARCEL NUMBER
Caverly Heights 63 20-27-155-021
Caverly Heights 64 20-27-154-013
Greenough Heights 87 20-27-154-023
Greenough Heights 88 20-27-155-014

WHEREAS, In conjunction with this requested vacation action, it is necessary to retain
adequate right-of-way for future improvement and maintenance of intersecting streets, and
easements for public utilities and storm drainage/sewer;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, That the request for the vacation of the 50 foot wide
platted but unopened Troy (Mastin) Street right-of-way between Starr and Hickory is APPROVED
with the exception of the south 5 feet of said right-of-way, subject to the retention of an easement
for public utilities and storm drainage over the total area being vacated.

BE IT FURHTERRESOLVED, That City Council accepts the voluntary dedication, for $1.00, of
the following listed permanent easements for recording:

PARCEL NUMBER OWNER EASEMENT
1. 20-27-255-021 Davison 6 foot Public Utilities/Storm Drain/Sewer
2.20-27-154-013 Peterson 6 foot Public Utilities/Storm Drain/Sewer
3. 20-27-154-023 Vince 6 foot Public Utilities/Storm Drain/Sewer

5 foot Sidewalk/ Public Utilities/Storm Drain/Sewer
4. 20-27-155-014 Losey 6 foot Public Utilities/Storm Drain/Sewer

5 foot Sidewalk/ Public Utilities/Storm Drain/Sewer
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E-13 Winter Maintenance Agreement — Road Commission for Oakland

Resolution #2002-08-483-E-13

RESOLVED, That the Winter Maintenance Agreement between the Road Commission for
Oakland County and the City of Troy for snow and ice control of certain primary and local roads
in accordance with the provisions of 1951 PA 51, amended as described and outlined in Exhibit
A, is hereby APPROVED 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.

E-14 Standard Purchasing Resolution 1. Award to Low Bidder — Sole Bid Playground
Equipment - Troy Community Center, Preschool Courtyard

Resolution #2002-08-483-E-14

RESOLVED, That a contract to furnish and install playground equipment at the Troy
Community Center — Preschool Courtyard is hereby AWARDED to the sole bidder, Rolar
Incorporated, at an estimated total cost of $37,800.00; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That the award is contingent upon contractor submission of
properly executed bid and contract documents, including bonds, insurance certificates and all
other specified requirements; and if additional work is required that could not be foreseen, such
additional work is authorized in an amount not to exceed 10% of the total project cost.

ITEMS TAKEN OUT OF ORDER

E-2 Minutes: Regular Meeting of August 5, 2002 and Special Meeting of August 9, 2002

Resolution #2002-08-484
Moved by Beltramini
Seconded by Pallotta

RESOLVED, That the Minutes of the 7:30 PM Regular Meeting of August 5, 2002 be
APPROVED as corrected and the Minutes of the 5:30 PM Special Meeting of August 9, 2002,
be APPROVED as submitted.

Yes: All-7

E-12 Traffic Signal Maintenance Agreement — Wattles and Athens High School Drive

Resolution #2002-08-485
Moved by Pallotta
Seconded by Beltramini
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WHEREAS, The City Council of the City of Troy APPROVED the installation of a traffic signal
at the intersection of Wattles Road and the new drive from Athens High School; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, That the cost agreement with the Road Commission
for Oakland County and the Troy School District for the installation and maintenance of the new
traffic signal be APPROVED.

Yes: All-7

REGULAR BUSINESS

F-1 Appointments to Boards and Committees: Mayoral Appointments: None and
Council Appointments: (a) Advisory Committee for Persons w/Disabilities; (b)
Advisory Committee for Senior Citizens; (c) Animal Control Appeal Board; (d)
CATV Advisory Committee; (e) Historic District Commission; (f) Historical
Commission; (g) Parks and Recreation Board; (h) Planning Commission; (i) Traffic
Committee; and (j) Troy Daze

Resolution #2002-08-486
Moved by Pallotta
Seconded by Howrylak

RESOLVED, That the following persons are hereby appointed by the City Council to serve on
the Boards and Committees as indicated:

Council Appointments:

(b) Advisory Committee for Senior Citizens

JoAnn Thompson Unexpired Term Expires 04-30-2003

(f) Historical Commission

Sucheta Sikdar Student Term Expires 07-01-2003
Rosemary Kornacki Term Expires 07-31-2005
Yes: All-7

Appointments Carried-Over as Iltem F-1 on the Next Reqular City Council Meeting
Agenda Scheduled for September 9, 2002:

Mayoral Appointments with Council Approval:

None
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Council Appointments:

(a) Advisory Committee for Persons with Disabilities

Student Term Expires 07-01-2003

Student Term Expires 07-01-2003

(c) Animal Control Appeal Board

Term Expires 09-30-2003

(d) CATV Advisory Board

Student Term Expires 07-01-2003

(e) Historic District Commission

Term Expires 03-01-2005

(g9) Parks and Recreation Board

School Rep Term Expires 07-31-2003

(h) Planning Commission

Student Term Expires 07-01-2003

(i) Traffic Committee

Student Term Expires 07-01-2003

() Troy Daze

Student Term Expires 07-01-2003

F-2 Closed Session — No Closed Session Requested

F-3 Request to Waive Parking Restrictions

Resolution #2002-08-487
Moved by Pallotta
Seconded by Eisenbacher

RESOLVED, That the City Council of the City of Troy does hereby WAIVE the no parking
restrictions on the east side of Northfield Parkway from the parking lot entrance to
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Congregation Shir Tikvah to the entrance to Boulan Park, on September 6, 2002, between the
hours of 7:00 pm and 11:00 pm, September 7, 2002, between 9:00 am and 5:00 pm, and
September 16, 2002, between 9:00 am and 9:00 pm.

Yes: All-7

F-4 Traffic Committee Recommendations

1. Recommend Installing NO LEFT TURN signs from the Shell Gas Station
(Southeast Corner) onto Rochester at Wattles (ltem 7)

Resolution #2002-08-488
Moved by Pallotta
Seconded by Beltramini

RESOLVED, That Traffic Control Order No. 02- P be APPROVED for the installation of
NO LEFT TURN signs be installed from the Shell gas station (southeast corner) onto
Rochester at Wattles (Item 7).

Yes: All-7

2. Recommend Installing a YIELD Sign on Flower Hill at Seasons (ltem 8)

Resolution #2002-08-489
Moved by Pallotta
Seconded by Beltramini

RESOLVED, That Traffic Control Order No. 02- P be APPROVED for the installation of
a YIELD sign be installed on Flower Hill at Seasons (Iltem 8).

Yes: Broomfield, Eisenbacher, Lambert, Pallotta, Beltramini
No: Howrylak, Pryor

MOTION CARRIED

F-6 Identifying and Scheduling Study Session Topics

Resolution #2002-08-490
Moved by Eisenbacher
Seconded by Howrylak

RESOLVED, That the City Council suspend the Rules of Procedure #7 and schedule a Study
Session for August 26, 2002 at 7:30 PM in the Council Board Room of Troy City Hall — 500
West Big Beaver, Troy, Michigan.

Yes: All-7
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F-9 Mead Property on South Boulevard

Resolution #2002-08-491
Moved by Pallotta
Seconded by Pryor

RESOLVED, That the Agreement to Purchase between the Edna L. Mead Trust and the City of
Troy, having Sidwell #88-20-01-126-012, for the acquisition of property at 2250 Harned, for the
Section 1 Golf Course Development is hereby APPROVED; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That authorization is hereby granted to purchase the property in
the Agreement referenced above in the amount of $425,000.00, plus closing costs.

Yes: Lambert, Pallotta, Pryor, Beltramini, Broomfield
No: Howrylak, Eisenbacher

MOTION CARRIED

F-10 Authorization to Make Unconditioned Offers and for City Attorney to Initiate Court
Action if Necessary to Acquire Storm Sewer Easements for the Long Lake Road
Widening Project — Carnaby to Dequindre — Project No. 94.203.5

a) Reguest for Authorization to Make Unconditioned Offers to Acquire Storm Sewer
Easements for the Long Lake Road Widening Project — Carnaby to Dequindre —
Project No. 94.203.5 — Comerica Bank — Sidwell #88-10-07-300-014

Resolution #2002-08-492
Moved by Beltramini
Seconded by Pallotta

RESOLVED, That the Real Estate and Development Department is hereby authorized to make
an unconditioned offer to acquire a storm sewer easement for parcel #88-10-07-300-014 to
Comerica Bank in the amount of $11,366.00.

Yes: Lambert, Pallotta, Pryor, Beltramini, Broomfield, Eisenbacher
No: Howrylak

MOTION CARRIED

a) Reguest for Authorization to Make Unconditioned Offers to Acquire Storm Sewer
Easements for the Long Lake Road Widening Project — Carnaby to Dequindre —
Project No. 94.203.5 — Windmill Properties — Sidwell #88-10-07-300-016

Resolution #2002-08-493
Moved by Beltramini
Seconded by Pallotta
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RESOLVED, That the Real Estate and Development Department is hereby authorized to make
an unconditioned offer to acquire a storm sewer easement for parcel #88-10-07-300-016 to
Windmill Properties in the amount of $18,317.00.

Yes: Lambert, Pallotta, Pryor, Beltramini, Broomfield, Eisenbacher
No: Howrylak

MOTION CARRIED

a) Request for Authorization to Make Unconditioned Offers to Acquire Storm Sewer
Easements for the Long Lake Road Widening Project — Carnaby to Dequindre —
Project No. 94.203.5 — Windmill Properties — Sidwell #88-10-07-300-018

Resolution #2002-08-494
Moved by Beltramini
Seconded by Pallotta

RESOLVED, That the Real Estate and Development Department is hereby authorized to make
an unconditioned offer to acquire a storm sewer easement for parcel #88-10-07-300-018 to
Windmill Properties in the amount of $21,654.00.

Yes: Lambert, Pallotta, Pryor, Beltramini, Broomfield, Eisenbacher
No: Howrylak

MOTION CARRIED

a) Request for Authorization to Make Unconditioned Offers to Acquire Storm Sewer
Easements for the Long Lake Road Widening Project — Carnaby to Dequindre —
Project No. 94.203.5 — Charter One, fka First Federal of Michigan — Sidwell #88-10-
07-300-019

Resolution #2002-08-495
Moved by Beltramini
Seconded by Pallotta

RESOLVED, That the Real Estate and Development Department is hereby authorized to make
an unconditioned offer to acquire a storm sewer easement for parcel #88-10-07-300-019 to
Charter One, fka First Federal of Michigan in the amount of $8,100.00.

Yes: Lambert, Pallotta, Pryor, Beltramini, Broomfield, Eisenbacher
No: Howrylak

MOTION CARRIED
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b) Reguest for City Attorney to Initiate Court Action if Necessary to Acquire Storm
Sewer Easements for the Long Lake Road Widening Project — Carnaby to
Deguindre — Project No. 94.203.5 — Comerica Bank — Sidwell #88-10-07-300-014

Resolution #2002-08-496
Moved by Beltramini
Seconded by Pallotta

RESOLVED, That the City Attorney is authorized, if necessary to initiate condemnation
litigation and to execute and deliver any and all documents and papers, and to expend
necessary funds expedient for the prosecution of such proceedings or settlement of such
claims on proceedings by and with the express approval of this Council.

Yes: Pallotta, Beltramini, Broomfield, Lambert
No: Pryor, Eisenbacher, Howrylak

MOTION CARRIED

b) Request for City Attorney to Initiate Court Action if Necessary to Acquire Storm
Sewer Easements for the Long Lake Road Widening Project — Carnaby to
Dequindre — Project No. 94.203.5 — Windmill Properties — Sidwell #88-10-07-300-
016

Resolution #2002-08-497
Moved by Beltramini
Seconded by Pallotta

RESOLVED, That the City Attorney is authorized, if necessary to initiate condemnation
litigation and to execute and deliver any and all documents and papers, and to expend
necessary funds expedient for the prosecution of such proceedings or settlement of such
claims on proceedings by and with the express approval of this Council.

Yes: Pallotta, Beltramini, Broomfield, Lambert
No: Pryor, Eisenbacher, Howrylak

MOTION CARRIED

b) Request for City Attorney to Initiate Court Action if Necessary to Acquire Storm
Sewer Easements for the Long Lake Road Widening Project — Carnaby to
Dequindre — Project No. 94.203.5 — Windmill Properties — Sidwell #88-10-07-300-
018

Resolution #2002-08-498
Moved by Beltramini
Seconded by Pallotta

RESOLVED, That the City Attorney is authorized, if necessary to initiate condemnation
litigation and to execute and deliver any and all documents and papers, and to expend
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necessary funds expedient for the prosecution of such proceedings or settlement of such
claims on proceedings by and with the express approval of this Council.

Yes: Pallotta, Beltramini, Broomfield, Lambert
No: Pryor, Eisenbacher, Howrylak

MOTION CARRIED

b) Request for City Attorney to Initiate Court Action if Necessary to Acquire Storm
Sewer Easements for the Long Lake Road Widening Project — Carnaby to
Dequindre — Project No. 94.203.5 — Charter One, fka First Federal of Michigan —
Sidwell #88-10-07-300-019

Resolution #2002-08-499
Moved by Beltramini
Seconded by Pallotta

RESOLVED, That the City Attorney is authorized, if necessary to initiate condemnation
litigation and to execute and deliver any and all documents and papers, and to expend
necessary funds expedient for the prosecution of such proceedings or settlement of such
claims on proceedings by and with the express approval of this Council.

Yes: Pallotta, Beltramini, Broomfield, Lambert
No: Pryor, Eisenbacher, Howrylak

MOTION CARRIED

COUNCIL COMMENTS/REFERRALS
REPORTS AND COMMUNICATIONS

G-1 Minutes — Boards and Committees:
(a) Building Code Board of Appeals/Final — July 3, 2002
(b) Library Advisory Board/Final — July 11, 2002
(c) Board of Zoning Appeals/Draft — July 16, 2002
(d) Troy Daze/Draft — July 23, 2002
(e) Building Code Board of Appeals/Draft — August 7, 2002
) Library Advisory Board/Draft — August 8, 2002
Noted and Filed

G-2 Department Reports:

(a) Permits Issued — July 2002

(b) 2002 Year-to-Date Crime and Calls for Service Report
Noted and Filed
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G-3 Announcement of Public Hearings:

(@) Preliminary Planned Unit Development Review — Woodside Bible Church (formerly Troy
Baptist Church) Planned Unit Development (PUD), Located on the East Side of
Rochester Road — North of Square Lake Road and South of South Boulevard — Section
2 — Scheduled for September 9, 2002

(b) Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) Re-programming of Year 2001 and 2002
Funds — Scheduled for September 9, 2002

Noted and Filed

G-4 Proclamations/Resolutions from Other Organizations:

(@) City of Oak Park — Resolution Requesting Michigan State Legislature to Override Local
Revenue Sharing Veto By Governor Engler

Noted and Filed

G-5 Letters of Appreciation:

(@) Letter from Dan Johnson- DuPont Automotive — In Appreciation of the Fire Department’s
Support and Extending a Special Thanks and Certificates of Appreciation to Chris
Steigerwalk, Tonya Perry, Jim Hazan and Matt Harnold

(b) Letter from Dan Johnson — DuPont Automotive — In Appreciation of the Police
Department’'s Support and Extending a Special Thanks and Certificate of Appreciation to
Officer Dan Clark

(c) Letter from Frances Taber Thanking Police Officer Jackie Snedden for Assistance
During a Recent 911 Response on I-75

(d) Letter from Patrick and Janice Towey to Mike Karloff — DPW Expressing Their
Appreciation for the Repaving of Sections of Their Driveway by the Crew Led by Tom
O’Brien

(e) Troy Public Library Comment Card Received from Ada Valentine Griffith in Appreciation
of the “Children’s Festival of the Arts” Presentations

) Letter from Laurie Mitchener to the Library in Appreciation of the Wonderful Children
Programs that the Library Offers

(9) Letter from Kathleen Rice — Youth Services Librarian, Troy Public Library to John
Szerlag Acknowledging the Wonderful Job that Cynthia Stewart and Katie Taylor
Mowrey Have Done With the Publicity for This Year’s Children’s Festival of the Arts

Noted and Filed

G-6 Calendar — Not submitted

G-7 Memorandum — Re: Request for Funding — Asian Pacific Program for Seniors of
Oakland County

Noted and Filed

G-8 Memorandum — Re: I-75 Corridor Oakland County Planning/Environmental Study

Meeting on July 30, 2002
Noted and Filed
G-9 Memorandum — Re: Rhode Island Estates Site Condominium

Noted and Filed
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G-10 Memorandum — Re: City-Owned Property
Noted and Filed

G-11 Memorandum — Re: Standard Purchasing Resolution 8 — Best Value Contract
Awards
Noted and Filed

G-12 Memorandum — Re: Update on Section 1 Golf Course Tree Removal
Noted and Filed

G-13 Letter from John Szerlag, City Manager to Jack Nixon, 1035 Milverton— Re: Petition
to Stop Mowing Milverton Park Property — South of the Spencer Drain
Noted and Filed

PUBLIC COMMENT

The meeting adjourned at 12:27 AM

Matt Pryor, Mayor

Tonni L. Bartholomew - City Clerk

-18 -
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CITY COUNCIL MINUTES - DRAFT August 26, 2002

A Special Meeting of the Troy City Council was held Monday, August 26, 2002, at City Hall, 500
W. Big Beaver Road. Mayor Pro Tem Martin F. Howrylak called the Meeting to order at 7:35
P.M.

ROLL CALL

PRESENT: Mayor Matt Pryor (Arrived 7:45 p.m.)
Robin E. Beltramini
Cristina Broomfield
David Eisenbacher
Martin F. Howrylak
David A. Lambert
Anthony N. Pallotta (Absent)

1 Updated Property Maintenance Code

Mark Stimac reviewed proposed changes to the Property Maintenance Code. Special attention
should be given to Sections 302.9, 303.2 and 404. City Council will report back on special
concerns and proposed remedies at a later date.

2 Police Vehicle Tracking Demonstration

Cathy Neubauer and Police Chief Charles Craft gave a demonstration on the Police Vehicle
Tracking System.

3 Vote on Resolution to Excuse Council Member Pallotta

Resolution #2002-08-500

Moved by Lambert

Seconded by Beltramini

RESOLVED, That Council Member Pallotta be excused.

Yes: Pryor, Beltramini, Broomfield, Eisenbacher, Howrylak, Lambert,
Absent: Pallotta

RECESS: 9:15 - 9:30 PM

4 GIS System Demonstration
Alex Bellak gave a demonstration of the GIS system.

5 Selection of Dates & Topics for Future Study Sessions
The following dates were selected for future study sessions:
» September 16, 2002 — (Street Interconnection, Signs in Easements for Non-
Residential Properties and State Telecommunication Policy)
* October 14, 2002 — (Major Mile Road Improvement Projects, Major Road
Construction Projects and Condemnation Process)

1
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CITY COUNCIL AGENDA August 26, 2002

PUBLIC COMMENT

The meeting adjourned at 10:15 PM

Matt Pryor, Mayor

John M. Lamerato, Assistant City Manager/Finance
and Administration
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August 15, 2002

TO: The Honorable Mayor and City Council

FROM: John Szerlag, City Manager
Gary A. Shripka, Assistant City Manager/Services
Jeanette Bennett, Purchasing Director
Carol Anderson, Parks and Recreation Director

Re: Standard Purchasing Resolution 3: Exercise Renewal Option — Tee
Shirt Contract

RECOMMENDATION

On August 20, 2001, City Council approved an one-year contract to purchase tee
shirts(various types) with an option to renew for one additional year to the low
bidder, Metro Printing Service (Council Resolution #2001-08-419-E-7). Itis
recommended that the City exercise the option to renew for one (1) additional year
with Metro Printing Service, under the same prices, terms and conditions to expire
September 30, 2003.

DESCRIPTION PRICE/EACH
50/50 TEE SHIRTS w/1-COLOR SILK SCREEN
Youth — Small, Medium, Large $2.69
Adult — Small, Medium, Large, XLarge $3.07
Adult — XX-Large $4.29
Single Digit $ .27
Double Digits $ .27
100% COTTON SHIRTS w/2-COLOR SILK SCREEN
Adult — Medium, Large, XLarge $4.17
Adult — XX-Large $5.38
100% COTTON SHIRTS — NO SILK SCREENING
Adult -Medium, Large, X-Large $2.58
Adult — XX-Large $3.79
MARKET SURVEY:

A market survey conducted by the Purchasing Department indicates no change in
market conditions from last year and concurs with the recommendation to exercise
the option to renew for one additional year.

BUDGET:
Funds are available for the purchase of these tee shirts in the Parks and Recreation
Summer and Winter Program Operating Supply Accounts.

Prepared by: Barb Rupas, Recreation Supervisor
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August 14, 2002

TO: Jeanette Bennett
Purchasing Director

FROM: Susan Leirstein, CPPB

Buyer
RE: MARKET SURVEY - TEE SHIRTS —
ALL STAR GRAFHIC THOMAS TURNER 616.672.9541

Per my conversation with Jim on Tuesday, August 13, 2002, All Star Graphics
indicated there was no change in costs. Shirt prices usually change twice a vear with
the next price adjustment scheduled for January 2003.

A PLUS PRINTING TOM WILSON 248.543.9859
Tom said the industry has been very stable with no change in cost.

USA PATCH CO ALEX ANDERSON 203.284. 7701
According to Alex, there has been no major market change. However, mills have
brought costs down slightly on material, which could make USA patch more
competitive,

Note: USA Patch prices for 2001/02 tee shirts were an estimated 22% higher than
the recommended low bidder.

NORTH STAR GRAPHIC GROUP LLC PATRICIA DEHENAU 810.465.5115
According to Patricia, styles may be discontinued and manufacturers will offer
specials to move inventory, but she is not aware of any significant price changes on
tee shirts.

Based upon the above comments, the Purchasing Department recommends the City
pursue the option to renew the contract to provide Tee Shirts with the low bidder,
Metro Printing Service under the same prices, terms, and conditions as the 2001/02
contract, expiring September 30, 2003,



METRO PRINTING SERVICE INC.
1219 E. LINCOLN
ROYAL OAK, MICHIGAN 48087

{248) 545-4444

August 2, 2002

City Clerk

City of Troy

500 W. Big Beaver Road
Troy, MI 48084

Gentlemen:

We were awarded Bid #SBP 01-31 for Cotton T-Shirts for contract period
October 1, 2001 to September 30, 2002, which included an option to renew
for ome additional year.

This is to advise we wish to exercise this option to trenew at the same
prices and conditions as previously. This period would be from October
1, 2002 to September 30, 2003.

Thank vou.

Sincerely yours,

W. B. Brown
President

PRINTING & RELATED SERVICES



CITY COUNCIL MINUTES August 20, 2001

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That the award is contingent upon contractor submission of
properly executed proposal and bid documents, including bonds, insurance certificates and all
other specified requirements; and if additional work is required that could not be foreseen, such
additional work is authorized in an amount not to exceed 10% of the total project cost.

E-6 Private Agreement for Rhode Island Road Extension — Project No. 00-960-3
Resolution #2001-08-419-E-6

RESOLVED, That the Contract for the Installation of Municipal Improvements (Private
Agreement) between the City of Troy and A&M Custom Built Homes, Inc., is hereby approved
for the installation of sanitary sewer, storm sewer, detention, water main, sidewalks and paving
on the site and in the adjacent right-of-way, and the Mayor and City Clerk are authorized fo
execute the documents, a copy of which shall be attached to the original Minutes of this
meeting.

E-7 Standard Purchasing Resolution 1: Award to Low Bidder — Tee Shirt Contract

Resolution #2001-08-419-E-7

RESOLVED, That a contract to provide one-year requirements of tee shirts (various types) with
an option to renew for one additional year is hereby awarded to the low bidder, Metro Printing
Service, at unit prices contained in the bid tabulation opened August 1, 2001, a copy of which
shall be attached to the original Minutes of this meeting at an estimated total cost of
$18,778.15.

E-8 Request for Acceptance of Warranty Deed — Westwood Park Subdivision
Detention Basin Parcel — Sidwell #88-20-21-278-020

Resolution #2001-08-419-E-8

RESOLVED, That the Warranty Deed from Gulf Livernois, Inc., having Sidwell #88-20-210-278-
020, is hereby accepted for public detention and other public purposes; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That the City Clerk is hereby directed to record said Warranty
Deed with the Oakland County Register of Deeds Office and a copy of said deed shall be
attached to the original Minutes of this meeting.




August 13, 2001
TO: The Honorable Mayor and City Council

FROM: John Szerlag, City Manager
Gary A. Shripka, Assistant City Manager/Services
Jeanette Bennett, Purchasing Director
Carol K. Anderson, Parks and Recreation Director

SUBJECT: Standard Purchasing Resolution 1: Award To Low Bidder-
Tee Shirt Contract

RECOMMENDATION

The Parks and Recreation Department recommends that City Council award a one-
year contract for various types of Tee Shirts with an option to renew for one
additional year to the low bidder, Metro Printing Service, 1219 E. Lincoln, Royal
Qak, Ml 48067, 248-545-4444, at an estimated total cost of $18,778.15, at unit
prices contained in the attached bid tabulation opened August 1, 2001. The award
includes 50/50 tee shirts with printing, 100% cotton tee shirts with printing,
and100% cotton tee shirts without printing.

SUMMARY

Bids for this contract were opened on August 1, 2001, with six companies
submitting completed bids. Tip Top Tees was not considered for award because
the company failed to submit a $500 deposit, which was required with their bid.

This bid is for one year commencing October 1, 2001 and ending September 30,
2002. There is an option to renew for one additional year.

ttem 1 is 4900 50/50 cotton/polyester tee shirts with a one-color screen.
Approximately 1900 shirts have digits on the back.

ltem 2 are 330 100% cotton award tee shirts with a fwo-color screen.
ltem 3 are 825 100% cotton award tee shirts with no screen.

BUDGET

Funds are available to complete this purchase in the Parks and Recreation Summer
and Winter Program Accounts.

92 Bids Sent
12 Bids Rec'd
6 No Bids
1 Bid did not meet specifications

Prepared by: Barb Rupas, Rec¢reation Supervisor



CITY OF TROY SBP 01-31
Opening Date -- 8/1/01 BID TABULATION Pg.1of4
Date Prepared - 8/7/01 COTTON & 50/50 TEE SHIRTS
VENDOR NAME: ok METRO ALL APLUS LSA
PRINTING 5TAR PRINTING PATCH CO
SERVICE GRAPHICS
CHECK # 20137691 ONFILE| 36933623584 581658630
CHECK AMOUNT $500.00 $500.00 $500.00 $500.00
EST PRICE/ PRICE/ PRICE/ PRICE/
QTY DESCRIPTION EACH EACH EACH EACH
ITEM #1-- 50/50 Short Sleeve Shirts
(50% Cotton & 50% Polyester)
REQUIREMENTS: October 1, 2001 - September 30, 2002
2200  Youth - Small, Med,Large $ 26915 282|% 3181 5% 3.28
2400  Adult - Small,Med,l.arge Xlarge $ 3.071 8% 3.231% 3.76 | % 3.68
300  Adult- XXLarge $ 42918 447 | $ 5151% 4.68
1500  Single Digit $ 027 | % 02313 0401 % 0.50
400 Double Digit $ 027 | % 033135 080} % 1.00
QUOTING ON STYLE: 50/50 COTTON 50/50 FOL 5030 BEST 50/50 5030 BEST
MANUFACTURED BY: SCREEN STAR/GILDAN FOL/GILDAN EOL FOL
COLORS AVAILABLE: (Minimum 12 + 2 Fluorescent) 12 COLORS 18 COLORS 12 COLORS 13 COLORS
2 FLUORESCENT | 4 FLUORESCENT] NOFLUORESCENT | 2 FLUORESCENT
+$1.43 FOR
FLUORESCENT
ESTIMATED TOTAL ([ TEM#1): $ 15,086.00|% 15774001 % 1848500 | $18,602.00
ITEM #2 —- 100% Cotton - Short Sleeve Shirts (Imprinting)
REQUIREMENTS: October 1, 2001 - September 30, 2002
300  Adult - Med,Large,Xlarge $ 4171 5% 10.14 | NOBID $ 4.57
30 Adult - XXLarge $ 5381 % 11.35 | NO BID 5 5.57
QUOTING ON STYLE: COTTON CREW FOL 3930 NO BID 3930 HEAVY
MANUFACTURED BY: Fruit of the Loom Fruit of the Loom Fruit of the Loom Fruit of the Loom
COLORS AVAILABLE: (Minimum 6) 6 COLORS 18 COLORS NO BID 6 COLORS
ESTIMATED TOTAL (ITEM#2): $ 1,41240|$ 3,382.50 | NOBID $ 1,538.10
ITEM #3 -- 100% Coftton - Short Sleeve Shirts (No Imprinting)
REQUIREMENTS: October 1, 2001 - September 30, 2002
700 Adult - Med Large Xlarge $ 258 | % 2,75 1 NOBID $ 3.27
125 Adult - XXLarge $ 3.9 | § 4.06 | NOBID $ 4.27
QUOTING ON STYLE: COTTON CREW 3830 NO BID 3930 HEAVY
MANUFACTURED BY: Fruit of the Loom Fruit of the Loom Fruit of the Loom | Fruit of the Loom
COLORS AVAILABLE: (Minimum 6) 6 COLORS 18 COLORS [NOBID 6 COLORS
ESTIMATED TOTAL (ITEM#3): $ 227975 (|% 243250 NOBID $ 282275
GRAND TOTAL ALL ITEMS: =1$ 18,778.15| S 21,589.00 | N/A | $22,962.85 |

CITY OF TROY

SBP 01-31



Opening Date - 8/1/01 BID TABULATION Pg. 2 of 4
Date Prepared -~ 8/7/01 COTTON & 50/50 TEE SHIRTS
VENDOR NAME: bl METRO ALL APLUS USA
PRINTING STAR PRINTING PATCH CO
SERVICES GRAPHICS
EST PRICE/ PRICE/ PRICE/ PRICE/
QTY DESCRIPTION EACH EACH EACH EACH
SAMPLES INCLUDED Y-Yesor N - No NO YES NO NO
TERMS NET 30 DAYS NET 30 NET 10 NET 30
DELIVERY 2 WEEKS 10 DAYS AS REQUIRED 2 WEEKS
WARRANTY N/A IMPRINTDELIVERY BLANK 1 YEAR
EXCEPTIONS FLUGRESCENT SHIRTS LISTED BLANK LISTED
MEG BY GILDAN: IN BID IN BID
SCREEN STAR
DOES NOT HAVE
FLUORESCENT
DMS.

Tip Top Tees - Reason:; No Check

NO BID
Krystal Marketing Inc
AB Emblems & Caps
Broner & Kraut
Gemini Systems
Park Athletic Supply
ATD American Company

ATTEST;
Flo Opatik

** DENOTES LOW TOTAL BIDDER

Barb Rupas

Linda Bockstanz

G\ TshirtsBid SBP 01-31




CITY OF TROY SBP 01-31

Opening Date — 8/1/01 BID TABULATION Pg.30f 4
Date Prepared -- 8/7/01 COTTON & 50/50 TEE SHIRTS
VENDOR NAME: NORTH
STAR GRAPHIC
GROUP LLG
CHECK # 040201658
CHECK AMOUNT $500.00
EST PRICE/
QTY DESCRIPTION EACH
ITEM #1-- 50/50 Short Sleeve Shirts $30.00 SET-UP FEE FOR EACH LOGO

{50% Cotton & 50% Polyester)
REQUIREMENTS: October 1, 2001 - September 30, 2002

2200  Youth - Small, Med,Large $ 3.80
2400  Adult - Small,Med,Large, Xlarge 3 4.00
300  Adult - XXLarge 3 4.80
1500  Single Digit $ 2,780.00 | ($1.85)
400  Double Digit 3 800.00 [ ($2.00)
QUOTING ON STYLE: BEST CREW STYLE
MANUFACTURED BY: FOL
COLORS AVAILABLE: (Minimum 12 + 2 Fluorescent) 7 COLORS
NC FLUORESCENT
ESTIMATED TOTAL (ITEM#1): $ 22,880.00

ITEM #2 -- 100% Cotton - Short Sleeve Shirts (Imprinting) $60.00 SET-UP FEE FOR EACH LOGO
REQUIREMENTS: October 1, 2001 - September 30, 2002

300  Adult - Med,Large, Xlarge 3 5.20

30 Aduit - XXLarge 5 8.65
QUOTING ON STYLE: 3930 STYLE
MANUFACTURED BY: Fruit of the Loom
COLORS AVAILABLE: (Minimum 6) 5 COLORS
ESTIMATED TOTAL (ITEM#2): $ 1,819.50

ITEM #3 -- 100% Cotton - Short Sleeve Shirts (No Imprinting)
REQUIREMENTS: October 1, 2001 - September 30, 2002

700 Adult - Med,Large,Xlarge $ 3.15
1256 Adult - XXLarge $ 6.95
QUOTING ON STYLE: 3930 CREW
MANUFACTURED BY: Fruit of the Loom
COLORS AVAILABLE: {Minimum 6} 5 COLORS
ESTIMATED TOTAL (ITEM#3): $ 3,073.75
GRAND TOTAL ALL ITEMS: $ 27,873.25
CITY OF TROY SBP 01-31

Opening Date -~ 8/1/01 BID TABULATION Pg. 4 0of4



Date Prepared -- 8/7/01

COTTON & 50/50 TEE SHIRTS

VENDOR NAME: NORTH
STAR GRAPHIC
GROUP LLC
EST PRICE/
QTY DESCRIPTION EACH

SAMPLES INCLUDED

Y-Yes or N -No NO

TERMS NET 30 DAYS
DELIVERY 8-12 DAYS
WARRANTY BLANK
EXCEPTIONS ARTWORK DISK
MUST BE
PROVIDED

PROPQSAL- One Year Requirements of Tee Shirts (Various Types) with an Option to Renew for
One Additional Year

Jeanette Bennett
Purchasing Director

GL:TshirisBid SBPF 01-31



A B EMBLEMS & CAPS
P O BOX 685
WEAVERVILLE NC 28787

AD LIB SCREEN PRINT
9143 DEL RIO DRIVE
GRAND BLANC MI 48439-8384

ADVANCE PRINTWEAR
31191 STEPHENSON HWY
MADISGN HEIGHTS MI 48071

AFM SCREEN PRINTING & EMBROIDERY
7818 ANDERSONVILLE ROAD
CLARKSTON MI 48346

ALLIE BROTHERS INC
20295 MIDDLEBELT
LIVONIA M} 48152

A-PLUS PRINTING
25407 JOHNR
MADISON HEIGHTS Mt 48071

ATD-AMERICAN COMPANY
1356 GREENWOOD AVENUE
WYNCOTE PA 19095-1396

A J ENTERPRISES
28511 ORCHARD LAKE ROAD STEE
FARMINGTON HILLS MI 48334

ADDIS MARKETING
5097 WILLIAMS LAKE
WATERFORD MI 48329

ADVANTAGE EMBLEM INC
108688 AVENUE W
DULUTH MN 55808

ALL STAR GRAPHICS
12669 MARSH ROAD
SHELBYVILLE Ml 49344

AMERICAN SILKSCREEN & EMBROIDERY
24601 HALLWOOD CT
FARMINGTON HILLS MI 48335

ARTWEAR
34164 WOODWARD
BIRMINGHAM MI 48009

ATHLETIC SUPPORTER LTD
24601 HALLWOOD COURT
FARMINGTON HILLS MI 48335



ATHLETIC UNIFORM LETTERING CO
26114 W 6 MILE ROAD
REDFORD Mt 48240

AUSTIN INC.
1288 HOLDEN
MILFORD M 48381

BAM WEARABLES INC
28035 SOUTHFIELD ROAD #201
LATHRUP VILLAGE M| 48076

BRAZOS SPORTSWEAR
2765 BUCKNER ROAD
LAKE ORION Ml 483862

CAROL L FOREMAN & ASSOCIATES
1229 W WINDEMERE
ROYAL OAK M 48073

CREATIE CONCEPTS
1501 HALO DRIVE
TROY MI 48084

CUDA UNIFORM INC
6063 SCHAEFER ROAD
DEARBORN Mi 48126

ATTN SHELLY WILLIAMS
COUSINS SCREEN PRINTING
135 CLIVE

WATERFORD MI 48328

B C CLOTHING
175 S SAGINAW
PONTIAC MI 48342

BAVARIAN VILLAGE CORPORATE HEADQUARTERS
1885 RING DRIVE
TROY Mi 48083

CADILLAC OVERALL SUPPLY COMPANY
6401 E DAVISON
DETROIT M 48212

COACH'S CORNER
5217 DIXIE HWY
WATERFORD M| 48329

CREATIVE SCREEN STUDIOS
1818 LARCHWOOD
TROY MI 48083-2225

DBT AWARDS & GRAPHICS
253 E MILWAUKEE
BETROIT MI 48202



DEES SPORT SHOP
20456 GRATIOT AVE
ROSEVILLE MI 48066

DOUGLAS "THE TAILOR"
28561 GRATIOT
ROSEVILLE Mi 48066

E & A GRAPHICS
44002 PHOENIX
STERLING HEIGHTS Ml 48314

ENGAN-TOOLEY-DOYLE & ASSOCIATES INC
P O BOX 829
OKEMOS Mi 48805-0829

EVECAL GIFTS
23620 BEECH ROAD
SQUTHFIELD MI 48034-3484

FUTURISTIC ARTWEAR INC
1934 AUSTIN
TROY MI 48083

GNIEWEKS TROPHIES INC
21825 MICHIGAN AVENUE
DEARBORN MI 48124

DETROIT TROPHY SPORTSPRINT
4160 WOODWARD
DETROIT MI 48201

D'S TEES
7615 HIGHLAND ROAD
WATERFORD MI 48327

EBY MEDIA CORPORATION
7685 BITTERBUSH
CLARKSTON M| 48348

ETHNIC ARTWORK INC
44002 PHOENIX DRIVE
STERLING HEIGHTS MI 48314

EXCELLENT POLICE EQUIPMENT
52968 VAN DYKE
SHELBY TWP MI 48316-3548

GEMINI FORMS & SYSTEMS INGC
1902 ROCHESTER INDUSTRIAL
ROCHESTER HILLS Mi 48309

GRAPHMARK SERVICES
18 1/2 SOUTH MAIN STREET
CLARKSTON Ml 48346



GREAT LAKES EMBROIDERY
1195 ROCHESTER ROAD SUITE H
TROY Ml 48083

G-TEK PROFESSIONAL SERVICES INC
42830 MOUND ROAD
STERLING HEIGHTS MI 48315

HARWOOD UNIFORMS
908 W HURON
WATERFORD Ml 48328

J P SPORTS
P O BOX 210636
MONTGOMERY AL 36121

JO'LAINE ENTERPRISES
2880 TEWKSBURY
TROY Mt 48098

KEL GRAPHICS
110 W RIVER STREET
CADILLAC MI 49601

LIFE STYLES MARKETING INC
18450 FOX
REDFORD MI 48240

GSIINC
1409 SHAKER
TROY MI 48083

HALO CREATIVE CONCEPTS IN MARKETING

1501 HALO DRIVE
TROY Ml 48084

J & D UNIFORMS INC
3711 TEN MILE ROAD
WARREN MI 48091

JOHNNY MAC'S SPORTING GOODS
20600 NORTHWESTERN #104
SOUTHFIELD MI 48034

KATHY NIEDZWIECKI
144 LEETONIA
TROY MI 48085

KRYSTAL MARKETING INC
1120 ELONG LAKE RD STE 200
TROY MI 48098

LOGC QUTFITTERS
5373 CROOKS ROAD
TROY MI 48098



MACKELLAR ASSOCIATES INC/BURRO GRAPHICS
1804 STAR-BATT
ROCHESTER HILLS MI 48309

METRO PRINTING SERVICE INC
1219 E LINCOLN
ROYAL OAK MI 48067

MR EMBLEM
2596 WOODVILLE ROAD
TOLEDG MI 43619

OFFICIAL SPORTS CENTER
P O BOX 1070
BLOOMFIELD HILLS MI 48303-1070

PARK ATHLETIC SUPPLY
6809 RCOSEVELT
ALLEN PARK M! 48101

PRIMO SCREEN PRINTING
1304 UNIVERSITY
PONTIAC MI 48342

QUALITY TIME RECREATION
5100 AUTUMN LANE
NORTH STREET Ml 48049

MCNISH'S SPORTING GOODS & TROPHY
44480 GRAND RIVER
NOVI MI 48375

METROPOLITAN UNIFORM COMPANY
455 MACOMB
DETROIT MI 48226-2383

NORTH STAR GRAPHICS GROUP LLC
39085 LAKESHORE DRIVE
HARRISON TWP Mi 48045

OVISCO SPORTSWEAR INC
800 GRAND LAKE ROAD
CELINA OH 45822

PORTER WALLACE CORP/GARY BRILL
135 W 29TH STREET
NEW YORK NY 10001

QUALITY GRAPHIC SERVICE
11750 156 MiLE ROAD
STERLING HEIGHTS Mi 48312

R C SPORTS
335 W WALTON
PONTIAC Mi 48340



SELLING EDGE INC
214 W 20TH STREET SUITE 1401
NEW YORK NY 10001

SPANKY'S SPORTS APPAREL
42361 MAYHEW
STERLING HEIGHTS Ml 48313

SPORTMASTER
P O BOX 5000
PITTSBURGH PA 15206

STERLING PROMOTIONS CO
8853 BROUGHAM DR #100
STERLING HEIGHTS Mi 48312

STITCH MASTERS
369 SUSSEX FAIR
ROCHESTER HILLS M! 48309

SUPERIOR UNIFORM SALES INC
909 PHILLIPS AVENUE
TOLEDO OH 43612

THE IMPRESSION CENTER
1429 ROCHESTER RD
TROY Ml 48083

SOCCER NOMADS
5647 W 13 MILE ROAD
WARREN M! 48062

SPEEDY TEES
33923 WOODWARD
BIRMINGHAM M! 48009

STEPPIN OUT
1545 SHORELINE DRIVE
HARTLAND MI 48353

STITCH IN TIME INC
2200 CAMEC DR
TROY MI 48008-2460

SUPERIOR GRAPHICS
22002 DONALD AVE

EAST POINTE MI 48021-0243

TEC ENTERPRISE
1018 DREON
CLAWSON Ml 48017

TODAY'S UNIFORMS
2116 WAYWARD DRIVE

ROCHESTER HILLS M| 48309



TOOL SPORT AND SIGN COMPANY
P OBOX 221
ORTONVILLE MI 48462

USA PATCH COMPANY
P OBOX 704
NORTH HAVEN CT 06473

WITTEK GOLF RANGE SUPPLY CO INC
3650 AVONDALE AVENUE
CHICAGO 1. 60618

US SUPPLY DBA BACK OF THE NET
2315 LAURELBROOK STREET
RALEIGH NC 27604

VATEX AMERICA

P O BOX 5247

2385 HERMITAGE ROAD
RICHMOND VA 23220
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August 21, 2002
TO: The Honorable Mayor and City Council

FROM: John Szerlag, City Manager
Charles Craft, Chief of Police
Gary Mayer, Police Captain
George Zielinski, Police Sergeant

SUBJECT: Application for Corporate Reorganization by CALIFORNIA PIZZA
KITCHEN, INC.

California Pizza Kitchen, Inc. is requesting approval of a Corporate Reorganization with
respect to their 2001 12 Months Resort Class C licensed business with Sunday Sales
Permit and Official Permit (Food), located at 2800 W. Big Beaver, Troy, Ml 48084,
Oakland County. Nothing in or about the day-to-day business operations will change.

The Liquor Advisory Committee recommended approval of this application at its August
12th meeting. Present at that meeting to answer questions from the Committee was Mr.
Pat Alandt, Attorney for California Pizza Kitchen, Inc. and Olivia Huynh, manager for
California Pizza Kitchen. Mr. Alandt confirmed this is a corporate reorganization stock
transfer, and that day-to-day operations would not be affected. The history file for this
business is attached.

The Michigan Liquor Control Commission has already approved this request and is
awaiting our approval.

The police department’s background investigation of the new stockholders revealed no
history of liquor violations or criminal activity. Consequently, we have no objection to
this request.


City of Troy City of Troy
E-05


State of Michigan Liquor Control Commission
John Engler, Governor 7150 Harris Drive
P.0O. Box 30005
Lansing, Michigan 48909-7505
(517) 322-1345

Department of Consumer & Industry Service
Kathleen M. Wilbur, Director

October 3, 2001

California Pizza Kitchen, Inc. Request ID: 132874
( A California Corporation)

% Sofia Fili

Compliance & Licensing

6053 W. Century Blvd., Suite 1100

Los Angeles, CA 90045

Request For: Corporate reorganization as made by California Pizza Kitchen, Inc., wherein CPK
Acquisition Corp., (A California Corporation) & wholly owned subsidiary of Pepsico, Inc., divested its
53% stock interest in California Pizza Kitchen, Inc. & Bruckman, Rosser, Sherrill & Co., L.P., (A
Delaware Limited Partnership) & its affiliates acquired 67.4% stock interest thru merger of C.P.
Kitchen Acquisition Corp. (A Delaware Corporation) into California Pizza Kitchen, Inc. on or about 9-
30-97; and wherein on or about 8-7-00 California Pizza Kitchen, Inc. completed an initial public
offering of 5,300,000 shares of its common stock on the NASDAQ Exchange resulting in Bruckman,
Rosser, Sherrill & Co., L.P. & its affiliates owning 30/4% stock interest in California Pizza Kitchen, Inc
in connection with 2001 12 Months Resort Class C licensed business with Sunday Sales Permit &
Official Permit (Food), located at 2800 W. Big Beaver, Somerset Collection North, Space N 126, Troy,
MI 49084, Oakland County. ‘

Please be advised that the above request has been approved subject to receipt of favorable
recommendation by the Troy City Council & Troy Police Department.

We are making our records accordingly.

Sincerely,

Michigan Liquor Control Commission
jm

enc.

cc: Troy City Council w/encl

Troy Police Department w/encl
William E. Lobenherz, Legislative Counsel w/encl




Michigan Dapartment of Consumer & Industry Services
LIQUOR CONTROL COMMISSION

POLICE INSPECTION REPORT ON LIQUOR LICENSE REQUEST 7150 Harnis Drive
{Authorized by MCL 436.7a} Lansing, Michigan 48909-7505

Important: Please conduct your investigation as soon as possible and complete all four sections of this report.
Return the completed report and fingerprint cards to the Commission. REQUEST ID: 132874

ration)

BUSINESS NAME AND ADDRESS: (include zip code) (alifornis Pizza Kitchen, Ine. ( A Califernis Ceorpo
2800 W Big Beaver, Scmerset Ccllecticn North, Space N 126, Trey, MI 49084, Oakland County

REQUESTFOR:  Gnnporate Reorganization 2s made by Califernia Pizza Kitchen, Ine. ( 4
Califeornia Cerperaticon) in connection with 2001 12 Months Rescrt Class O licensed business
with Official Permit (Food)

[-:Se'ct_iorizt T oo e APPRICANTINFORMATION - o 0a
APPLICANT #1: APPLICANT #2:
CONTACT: Scfia Filid
HOME ADDRESS AND AREA CODE/PHCNE NUMBER: HOME ADDRESS AND AREA CODE/PHONE NUMBER:
Compliance & Licensing
6053 W. Century Blvd., Suite 1100
Les Angeles, CA 90045 (310) 342-4725
DATE OF BIRTH: DATE OF BIRTH:
if the applicant is not a U.S. Citizen: 1 If the applicant is not a U.S. Citizen:
o Does the applicant have permanent Resident Alien status? o Does the applicant have permanent Resident Alien status?
(] Yes [No [JYes [ONo
¢ Does the applicant have a Visa? Enter status: o Does the applicant have a Visa? Enter status:
Date fingerprinted: Date fingerprinted:
, oo Artach the fingerprint card and $15.00 for.each card and mall to the Liquor Control Commission.
ARREST RECORD: [ JFelony [_] Misdemeanor ARREST RECORD: [_] Felony [_] Misdemeanor
Enter record of all arrests & convictions (attach a signed and Enter record of all arrests & convictions (attach a signed and
dated report if more space is needed) dated report if more space is needed)
[Section2. . -~ ... lnvestigation of Business and Address to be Licensed - . .~

Can living quarters be reached from the inside of the establishment without going outside? [ ] Yes [ No

Does applicant intend to have dancing or entertainment?
[J Neo [[] Yes, complete LC-693N, Police Investigation Report: Dance/Entertainment Permit

Are gas pumps on the premises or directly adjacent? 1 No [] Yes, exptain relationship:

[Sectiond. - . -~ -Localand State Codes arid Ordinances, and General Recommendations .~~~ = -

Will the applicant's proposed location meet all appropriate state and local building, plumbing, zoning, fire, sanitation and health laws and
ordinances, if this licensse is granted? [] Yes No

It you are recommending approval subject to certain conditions, list the conditions: {Attach a signed and dated report If more space is needed)

| Sectiond. .~~~ I L Recommendation -
From your investigation:
1. Is this applicant qualified to conduct this business if licensed? [ yes {1 No
2. ls the proposed location satisfactory for this business? [ JvYes (INo
3. Should this request be granted by the Commission? [ Yes ] No

4. [f any of the above 3 questions were answered no, state your reasons: (Attach a signed and dated report it more space is needed)

Signalure (Sheriff or Chief of Police) Date

LC-1800 Rev. 06/97 (Mail white copy to the Commission, Keep yellow copy for your file)




AGREEMENT REGARDING LIQUOR LICENSE REQUEST

This Agreement, made this _ day of , 200, by and between the CITY OF
TROY, MICHIGAN, a municipal corporation, with offices located at 500 W. Big Beaver Road, Troy, Michigan,
48084, hereinafter known as THE CITY, and CALIFORNIA PIZZA KITCHEN, INC. whose address is 2800
W. Big Beaver Troy, MI 48084, the Applicant, hereinafter known as APPLICANT.

1. The City Council of the City of Troy, for and in consideration of the following covenants and

conditions, agrees to recommend to the Michigan Liquor Control Commission Approval of the
Corporate Reorganization in 2001 12 Months Resort Class C licensed business with Sunday
Sales Permit and Official Permit (Food), located at 2800 W. Big Beaver, Troy, by California Pizza
Kitchen, Inc. (a California Corporation).

2. In consideration of the City of Troy’'s recommendation for approval of the transfer, the applicant

3.

hereby agrees that:

a) It has read and is aware of the provisions of City of Troy Ordinances, Chapter No.
68 and Chapter No. 98, and agrees that it shall be deemed to have knowledge of
any subsequent amendments to said Chapters which may become effective during
the term of this agreement.

b) It has read and is in receipt of copies of the provisions of the City of Troy, City
Council Resolution No. 93-1028, and agrees that it shall be deemed to have
knowledge of any subsequent amendments to the Resolution which may become
effective during the term of this agreement.

c) It agrees to observe and comply with all laws, statutes, ordinances, rules,
regulations or resolutions of the United States government, State of Michigan, and
the City of Troy, or any department or agency of the governmental entities, as well
as the rules and regulations of the Michigan Liquor Control Commission as they
pertain to the operation of a liquor licensed business in the City of Troy.

Applicant agrees that the recommendation for Approval agreed upon by the City Council is not a

property right and is approved upon the express and continuing condition that no violation as set

forth in paragraph 2 of this agreement shall occur.

Applicant agrees that the recommendation for Approval agreed upon by the City Council is

approved upon the express and continuing condition that the physical characteristics (including

but not limited to the inside layout, building design and engineering, seating capacity, parking
space allocations, fire exits, and other physical attributes); and also the nature and type of
business intended to be conducted remain virtually the same.

Applicant agrees that upon such violation, after full investigation and an opportunity for said

applicant to be heard, upon a finding by the City Council that a violation as set forth in paragraph

2 of this agreement has occurred, the City Council shall have just cause for revocation of said

recommendation for approval.

Authorized Representative

CALIFORNIA PIZZA KITCHEN, INC.



Witnesses:

Subscribed and sworn to before me

this day of ,200

Notary Public,

County,

My commission expires:
CITY OF TROY
By:

Matt Pryor, Mayor

By:

Tonni Bartholomew, City Clerk
Witnesses:

Subscribed and sworn to before me
this day of ,200

Notary Public, Oakland
County, Michigan
My commission expires:



Business name:

Address:
Licensee:

License type:

LCC
Liquor Licensee History

California Pizza Kitchen, Inc.
2800 W. Big Beaver, Space N 126 (248) 816-0900
California Pizza Kitchen, Inc.

12 Months Resort Class C (41008-2002)

Permits: Sunday Sales, Official Permit (Food)
Comments: Somerset Collection North.

Troy
Date Incident # Type Disposition Date
07/22/96 Council Recommends License.
5/13/98 98-18231 Sale to Minor Fined $500. 7/22/98

(Compliance Insp)

01/06/99 99-00808 Liquor Inspection (Road Patrol) NO VIOLATIONS
01/14/99 99-02126 Liquor Inspection (Road Patrol) NO VIOLATIONS
02/10/99 99-05646 Liquor Inspection (Road Patrol) NO VIOLATIONS
06/23/99 99-23840 Compliance Test PASSED
11/23/99 none Compliance Test PASSED
05/11/00 00-15233 Liquor Inspection (Road Patrol) NO VIOLATIONS
07/26/00 none Compliance Test PASSED
08/07/00 00-28922 Liquor Inspection (Road Patrol) NO VIOLATIONS
08/31/00 00-32367 Liquor Inspection (Road Patrol) NO VIOLATIONS
10/25/00 00-39547 Compliance Test PASSED
10/26/00 00-39666 Liquor Inspection (Road Patrol) NO VIOLATIONS
11/17/00 00-42563 Compliance Test PASSED
05/03/01 Compliance Test PASSED
08/17/01 01-29638 Compliance Test PASSED
10/05/01 01-36163 Compliance Test PASSED
10/31/01 01-39156 Liquor Inspection (Road Patrol) NO VIOLATIONS



02/11/02

03/01/02

03/11/02

04/17/02

06/28/02

07/03/02

02-04475
02-06515
02-07627
02-11794
02-20747

02-21412

Liquor Inspection (Road Patrol)
Compliance Test

Liquor Inspection (Road Patrol)
Liquor Inspection (Road Patrol)
Compliance Test

Liquor Inspection (Road Patrol)

NO VIOLATIONS

PASSED

NO VIOLATIONS

NO VIOLATIONS

PASSED

NO VIOLATIONS

page #2
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(2) The fees provided in this act for the various types of licenses shall not be prorated for a
portion of the effective period of the license.
History: 1998, Act 58, Imd. Eff. Apr. 14, 1998.

436.1527 Special license for nonprofit charitable organization; issuance;
nontransferable; fee; auction.

Sec. 527. (1) The commission may issue a special license to a nonprofit charitable organization
that is exempt from the payment of taxes under the internal revenue code for the purpose of
allowing the organization to sell, at auction, wine donated to the organization.

(2) A special license issued pursuant to subsection (1) is not transferable. The organization
applying for the special license shall pay the fee required under section 525(1)(r).

(3) An auction permitted under subsection (1) may occur upon premises which are otherwise
licensed under this act to allow the sale of alcoholic liquor for consumption on the licensed
premises.

History: 1998, Act 58, Imd. Eff. Apr. 14, 1998.

436.1529 Transfer of license or interest in license; notice of transfer of stock in licensed
corporation or licensed limited partnership; investigation to ensure compliance;
approval; transfer fee; inspection fee.

Sec. 529. (1) A license or an interest in a license shall not be transferred from 1 person to
another without the prior approval of the commission. For purposes of this section, the transfer
in the aggregate to another person during any single licensing year of more than 10% of the
outstanding stock of a licensed corporation or more than 10% of the total interest in a licensed
limited partnership shall be considered to be a transfer requiring the prior approval of the
commission.

(2) Not later than July 1 of each year, each privately held licensed corporation and each
licensed limited partnership shall notify the commission as to whether any of the shares of stock
in the corporation, or interest in the limited partnership, have been transferred during the
preceding licensing year. The commission may investigate the transfer of any number of shares
of stock in a licensed corporation, or any amount of interest in a licensed limited partnership, for
the purpose of ensuring compliance with this act and the rules promulgated under this act.

(3) Except as otherwise provided in subdivisions (a) through (f), upon approval by the
commission of a transfer subject to subsection (1), there shall be paid to the commission a
transfer fee equal to the fee provided in this act for the class of license being transferred. A
transfer fee shall not be prorated for a portion of the effective period of the license. If a person
holding more than 1 license or more than 1 interest in a license at more than 1 location, but in
the name of a single legal entity, transfers all of the licenses or interests in licenses
simultaneously to another single legal entity, the transfers shall be considered 1 transfer for
purposes of determining a transfer fee, payable in an amount equal to the highest license fee
provided in this act for any of the licenses, or interests in licenses, being transferred. A transfer
fee shall not be required in regard to any of the following:

(a) The transfer, in the aggregate, of less than 50% of the outstanding shares of stock in a
licensed corporation or less than 50% of the total interest in a licensed limited partnership
during any licensing year.

(b) The exchange of the assets of a licensed sole proprietorship, licensed general partnership,
or licensed limited partnership for all outstanding shares of stock in a corporation in which either
the sole proprietor, all members of the general partnership, or all members of the limited


George Zielinski
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partnership are the only stockholders of that corporation. An exchange under this subdivision
shall not be considered an application for a license for the purposes of section 501.

(c) The transfer of the interest in a licensed business of a deceased licensee, a deceased
stockholder, or a deceased member of a general or limited partnership to the deceased
person's spouse or children.

(d) The removal of a member of a firm, a stockholder, a member of a general partnership or
limited partnership, or association of licensees from a license.

(e) The addition to a license of the spouse, son, daughter, or parent of any of the following:

(/) A licensed sole proprietor.

(i) A stockholder in a licensed corporation.

(i) A member of a licensed general partnership, licensed limited partnership, or other licensed
association.

(f) The occurrence of any of the following events:

(/) A corporate stock split of a licensed corporation.

(i) The issuance to a stockholder of a licensed corporation of previously unissued stock as
compensation for services performed.

(iii) The redemption by a licensed corporation of its own stock.

(4) A nonrefundable inspection fee of $70.00 shall be paid to the commission by an applicant or
licensee at the time of filing any of the following:

(a) An application for a new license or permit.

(b) A request for approval of a transfer of ownership or location of a license.

(c) A request for approval to increase or decrease the size of the licensed premises, or to add a
bar.

(d) A request for approval of the transfer in any licensing year of any of the shares of stock in a
licensed corporation from 1 person to another, or any part of the total interest in a licensed
limited partnership from 1 person to another.

(5) An inspection fee shall be returned to the person by whom it was paid if the purpose of the
inspection was to inspect the physical premises of the licensee, and the inspection was not
actually conducted. An inspection fee shall not be required for any of the following:

(a) The issuance or transfer of a special license, salesperson license, limited alcohol buyer
license, corporate salesperson license, hospital permit, military permit, or Sunday sale of spirits
permit.

(b) The issuance of a new permit, or the transfer of an existing permit, if the permit is issued or
transferred simultaneously with the issuance or transfer of a license or an interest in a license.
(c) The issuance of authorized but previously unissued corporate stock to an existing
stockholder of a licensed corporation.

(d) The transfer from a corporation to an existing stockholder of any of the corporation's stock
that is owned by the corporation itself.

(6) All inspection fees collected under this section shall be deposited in the special fund in
section 543 for carrying out of the licensing and enforcement provisions of this act.

History: 1998, Act 58, Imd. Eff. Apr. 14, 1998.

436.1531 Public licenses and resort licenses; on-premise escrowed licenses; limitations
and quotas; additional licenses for certain establishments; license for certain events at
public university; economic development factors; exceptions as to certain veterans and
airports; special state census of local governmental unit; rules; availability of
transferable licenses held in escrow; on-premise escrowed or quota license; issuance of
available licenses; hotels; definitions.
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(2) The fees provided in this act for the various types of licenses shall not be prorated for a
portion of the effective period of the license.
History: 1998, Act 58, Imd. Eff. Apr. 14, 1998.

436.1527 Special license for nonprofit charitable organization; issuance;
nontransferable; fee; auction.

Sec. 527. (1) The commission may issue a special license to a nonprofit charitable organization
that is exempt from the payment of taxes under the internal revenue code for the purpose of
allowing the organization to sell, at auction, wine donated to the organization.

(2) A special license issued pursuant to subsection (1) is not transferable. The organization
applying for the special license shall pay the fee required under section 525(1)(r).

(3) An auction permitted under subsection (1) may occur upon premises which are otherwise
licensed under this act to allow the sale of alcoholic liquor for consumption on the licensed
premises.

History: 1998, Act 58, Imd. Eff. Apr. 14, 1998.

436.1529 Transfer of license or interest in license; notice of transfer of stock in licensed
corporation or licensed limited partnership; investigation to ensure compliance;
approval; transfer fee; inspection fee.

Sec. 529. (1) A license or an interest in a license shall not be transferred from 1 person to
another without the prior approval of the commission. For purposes of this section, the transfer
in the aggregate to another person during any single licensing year of more than 10% of the
outstanding stock of a licensed corporation or more than 10% of the total interest in a licensed
limited partnership shall be considered to be a transfer requiring the prior approval of the
commission.

(2) Not later than July 1 of each year, each privately held licensed corporation and each
licensed limited partnership shall notify the commission as to whether any of the shares of stock
in the corporation, or interest in the limited partnership, have been transferred during the
preceding licensing year. The commission may investigate the transfer of any number of shares
of stock in a licensed corporation, or any amount of interest in a licensed limited partnership, for
the purpose of ensuring compliance with this act and the rules promulgated under this act.

(3) Except as otherwise provided in subdivisions (a) through (f), upon approval by the
commission of a transfer subject to subsection (1), there shall be paid to the commission a
transfer fee equal to the fee provided in this act for the class of license being transferred. A
transfer fee shall not be prorated for a portion of the effective period of the license. If a person
holding more than 1 license or more than 1 interest in a license at more than 1 location, but in
the name of a single legal entity, transfers all of the licenses or interests in licenses
simultaneously to another single legal entity, the transfers shall be considered 1 transfer for
purposes of determining a transfer fee, payable in an amount equal to the highest license fee
provided in this act for any of the licenses, or interests in licenses, being transferred. A transfer
fee shall not be required in regard to any of the following:

(a) The transfer, in the aggregate, of less than 50% of the outstanding shares of stock in a
licensed corporation or less than 50% of the total interest in a licensed limited partnership
during any licensing year.

(b) The exchange of the assets of a licensed sole proprietorship, licensed general partnership,
or licensed limited partnership for all outstanding shares of stock in a corporation in which either
the sole proprietor, all members of the general partnership, or all members of the limited
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A license or an interest in a license shall not be transferred from 1 person to
another without the prior approval of the commission.
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August 22, 2002

TO: The Honorable Mayor and City Council

FROM: John Szerlag, City Manager
Charles Craft, Chief of Police
Gary Mayer, Police Captain
George Zielinski, Police Sergeant

SUBJECT: Application for new Specially Designated Merchant (SDM) license by
TROY PARADISE, INC.

TROY PARADISE, INC. is requesting a new Specially Designated Merchant (SDM-
beer and wine only) licensed business located at 5945 John R, Troy, MI 48085,
Oakland County

At its August 12th meeting, the Liquor Advisory Committee entertained this request.
Present to answer questions from the Board was Ms. Sandra Cotter, Attorney for Troy
Paradise, and shareholders Sadik J. Sadik and Louay Joulakh. Troy Paradise indicated
server training is in process and that this will be a family run store.

Troy Paradise is also applying for a Specially Designated Distributor license (spirits)
under separate application. After discussion, the Liquor Advisory Committee is
recommending approval for the SDM and holding approval for the SDD for 90 days.

The police department’s background investigation of the shareholders revealed no
liquor violations or criminal activity. Consequently, we have no objection to this request.


City of Troy City of Troy
E-06


MICHIGAN DEPARTMENT OF CONSUMER & INDUSTRY SERVICES
LIQUOR CONTROL COMMISSION
7150 Harris Drive
P.0O. Box 30005
Lansing, Michigan 48909~7505
LOCAL GOVERNMENT 15-~-DAY NOTICE
{Authorized by MAC 436.1105 (24d) (3)]

Troy City Council

CLERK June 5, 2002

500 W. Big Beaver Road REQUEST ID# 186119
Troy, MI 48084-5285

The Liquor Control Commission has received an application from:
Troy Paradise, Inc. request a new SDM licensed business located at 5945 John R, Troy, MI 480835,
Oakland County. stockholder Sadik J. Sadik 1147 Baker Ct, Troy, MI 48083 248 526 9816

Specially Designated Merchant (SPM) licenses permit the sale of beer and wine
for consumption off the premises only. Specially Designated Distributor (SDD)
licenses permit the sale of alcocholic liquor, other than beer and wine under 21
per cent alcohol by volume, for consumption off the premises only.

For your information, part of the investigation of the application is conducted
by the local law enforcement agency and investigative forms will be released to
them either in person or by mail.

Although local governing body approval is not required by the Michigan Liquor
Contreol Act for off-premise licenses, the local governing body, or its designee,
may notify the Commission within 15 days of receipt of this letter if the
applicant location will not be in compliance with all appropriate state and
local building, plumbing, zoning, fire, sanitation and health laws and
ordinances, or if the applicant is considered ineligible due to other factors.

All conditions of non-compliance must be outlined in detail, indicating the laws
and ordinances applicable in this case, with a copy of the law and/or ordinance
submitted with notification.

PLEASE RETURN YOUR RESPONSE TO:

Michigan Liquor Control Commission
Licensing Division

P.0O. Box 30005

Lansing, Michigan 48909-7505

LC-3104 Rev. 6/90
4880-2068
nll
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Michigan Department of Consumer & Industry services
LIQUOR CONTROL COMMISSION
7150 Harris Drive
P.O. Box 30005
Lansing, Michigan 48909-7505

POLICE INVESTIGATION REQUEST
[Authorized by MCL 436.1201(4)]

Date: 06/05/2002
Request ID #: 186119

Troy Police Department
Chief of Police

500 West Big Beaver Road
Troy Mi 48084-5285

Chief Law Enforcement Officer

Applicant: Troy Paradise, Inc. request a new SDM licensed business located at 5945 John R, Troy, Ml
48085, Oakland County.

Please make and investigation of this application. If you do not believe that the applicants are
qualified for licensing, give your reasons in detail. Complete the Police Inspection Report on Liquor
License Request (LC-1800) or for the Detroit Police Department the Detroit Police Investigation on
License Request (LC-1802). If there is not enough room on the front of the form you may use the
back.

Forward your report and recommendations of the applicant to the Licensing Division.

{(xx)
PLEASE INCLUDE FINGERPRINT CARDS AND $30.00 FOR EACH CARD AND MAIL TO
THE LICENSING DIVISION, MICHIGAN LIQUOR CONTROL COMMISSION AT THE
ABOVE ADDRESS.

If you have any questions, please contact the Licensing Division at {(517) 322-1400.

LC-1972 Rev. 02/02




POLICE INSPECTION REPORT ON LIQUOR LICENSE REQUEST

(Authorized by MCL 436.1217)

Michigan Lepartment of Consumer & Industry Services
MICHIGAN LIQUOR CONTROL COMMISSION
7150 Harris Drive
P.O. Box 30005
Lansing, Michigan 48909-7505

important: Please conduct your investigation as soon as possible and complete all four sections of this report.

Return the completed report and fingerprint cards to the Commission.

186119

BUSINESS NAME AND ADDRESS: (include zip code)
TROY PARADISE, INC.
5945 JOHN R, TROY, MI 48085, OAKLAND COUNTY

REQUEST FOR:
A NEW SDM LICENSED BUSINESS

[ Section 1. APPLICANT INFORMATION |
APPLICANT #1: APPLICANT #2:
SADIK J. SADIK

HOME ADDRESS AND AREA CODE/PHONE NUMBER:
1147 BAKER CT,
TROY, M 48083 248 526 9816

HOME ADDRESS AND AREA CCODE/PHONE NUMBER:

DATE OF BIRTH:
If the applicant is not a U.S. Citizen:

° Does the applicant have permanent Resident Alien status?
OYes [INo

° Does the applicant have a Visa? Enter status:

Date fingerprinted:

DATE OF BIRTH:
If the applicant is not a U.S, Citizen:

° Does the applicant have permanent Resident Alien status?
Oyes DONo

° Does the applicant have a Visa? Enter status:

Date fingerprinted:

[ Attach the fingerprint card and $30.00 for each card

and mail to the Michigan Liquor Control Commission.

ARREST RECORD: O Felony 0 Misdemeanor

Enter record of all arrests & convictions (attach a signed and dated
report if more space is needed)

ARREST RECORD: [Felony [ Misdemeanor

Enter record of all arrests & convictions (attach a signed and dated
report if more space is needed)

| Section 2.

Investigation of Business and Address to be Licensed

Can living quarters be reached from the inside of the establishment without going outside?

O Yes O No

Does applicant intend to have dancing or entertainment?
O No

O Yes, complete LC-693N, Police Investigation Report:

Dance/Entertainment Permit

Are gas pumps on the premises or directly adjacent? [ No

O Yes, explain relationship:

[ Section 3.

Local and State Codes and Ordinances, and General Recommendations

Will the applicant's proposed location meet all appropriate state and local building, plumbing, zoning, fire, sanitation and health laws

and ordinances, if this license is granted? [ Yes [ No

If you are recommending approval subject to certain conditions, list the conditions: (attach a signed and dated report if more space is needed)

[ Section 4.

]

From your investigation:

1. Is this applicant qualified to conduct this business if licensed?

2. |s the proposed location satisfactory for this business?
3. Should the Commission grant this request?

Recommendation
O Yes O No
O Yes O No
O Yes O No

4. If any of the above 3 questions were answered no, state your reasons: (Attach a signed and dated report if more space s needed)

Signature (Sheriff or Chief of Police)

-180

Date
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AGREEMENT REGARDING LIQUOR LICENSE REQUEST

This Agreement, made this _/2 day of _Jun e , 200_Z, by and between the CITY OF
TROY, MICHIGAN, a municipal corporation, with offices located at 500 W. Big Beaver Road, Troy, Michigan,
48084, hereinafter known as THE CITY, and TROY PARADISE, INC. whose address is 5945 John R, Troy
48085, the Applicant, hereinafter known as APPLICANT.

1.

5.

The City Council of the City of Troy, for and in consideration of the following covenants and
conditions, agrees to recommend to the Michigan Liquor Control Commission Approval of the
request for a new Specially Designated Distributor (SDD) license, located at 5945 John R, Troy,
Michigan 49085, Oakland County, to be held in conjunction with proposed new Specially -
Designated Merchant (SDM) license.
In consideration of the City of Troy’s recommendation for approval of the transfer, the applicant
hereby agrees that:
(a) It has read and is aware of the provisions of City of Troy Ordinances, Chapter
No. 67, Chapter No. 68 and Chapter No. 98, and agrees that it shall be deemed
to have knowledge of any subsequent amendments to said Chapters which
may become effective during the term of this agreement.
(b) It has read and is in receipt of copies of the provisions of the City of Troy, City
Council Resolution No. 93-1028 regarding Entertainment Permits, and agrees
that it shall be deemed to have knowledge of any subsequent amendments to
the Resolution which may become effective during the term of this agreement.
(c) It agrees to observe and comply with all laws, statutes, ordinances, rules,
regulations or resolutions of the United States government, State of Michigan,
and the City of Troy, or any department or agency of the governmental entities,
as well as the rules and regulations of the Michigan Liquor Centrol Commission
as they pertain to the operation of a liquor licensed business in the City of Troy.

Applicant agrees that the recommendation for Approval agreed upon by the City Council is not a
property right and is approved upon the express and continuing condition that no violation as set
forth in paragraph 2 of this agreement shall occur.

Applicant agrees that the recommendation for Approval agreed upon by the City Council is
approved upon the express and continuing condition that the physical characteristics (including
but not limited to the inside layout, building design and engineering, seating capacity, parking
space allocations, fire exits, and other physical attributes); and also the nature and type of
business intended to be conducted remain virtually the same.

Applicant agrees that upon such violation, after full investigation and an opportunity for said
applicant to be heard, upon a finding by the City Council that a violation as set forth in paragraph
2 of this agreement has occurred, the City Council shall have just cause for revocation of said
recommendation for approval.

TROY PARADISE, INC.

Witnesses:




Subscribed and sworn to before me

this day of ,200_
Notary Public,
County,

My commission expires:

CITY OF TROY

By:

Matt Pryor, Mayor

By:

Tonni Bartholomew, City Clerk
Witnesses:

{pua o) 4!

Subscribed and sworp to before me
this /2% day of % , 2004
- & [M
L7
Notary Public, Oakland . .
County, Michigan L iNDA FEEVED:

My commission expires: .o ™, Galand Crunty, it
My Guwmisean Expires Feb. 8, 2008




AGREEMENT REGARDING LIQUOR LICENSE REQUEST

This Agreement, made this _ day of , 200, by and between the CITY OF
TROY, MICHIGAN, a municipal corporation, with offices located at 500 W. Big Beaver Road, Troy, Michigan,
48084, hereinafter known as THE CITY, and TROY PARADISE, INC. whose address is 5945 John R, Troy
48085, the Applicant, hereinafter known as APPLICANT.

1.

The City Council of the City of Troy, for and in consideration of the following covenants and
conditions, agrees to recommend to the Michigan Liquor Control Commission Approval of the
request for a new Specially Designated Merchant (SDM) license, located at 5945 John R, Troy,
Michigan 49085, Oakland County.
In consideration of the City of Troy’s recommendation for approval of the transfer, the applicant
hereby agrees that:
(a) It has read and is aware of the provisions of City of Troy Ordinances, Chapter
No. 67, Chapter No. 68 and Chapter No. 98, and agrees that it shall be deemed
to have knowledge of any subsequent amendments to said Chapters which
may become effective during the term of this agreement.
(b) It has read and is in receipt of copies of the provisions of the City of Troy, City
Council Resolution No. 93-1028 regarding Entertainment Permits, and agrees
that it shall be deemed to have knowledge of any subsequent amendments to
the Resolution which may become effective during the term of this agreement.
(c) It agrees to observe and comply with all laws, statutes, ordinances, rules,
regulations or resolutions of the United States government, State of Michigan,
and the City of Troy, or any department or agency of the governmental entities,
as well as the rules and regulations of the Michigan Liquor Control Commission
as they pertain to the operation of a liquor licensed business in the City of Troy.

Applicant agrees that the recommendation for Approval agreed upon by the City Council is not a
property right and is approved upon the express and continuing condition that no violation as set
forth in paragraph 2 of this agreement shall occur.

Applicant agrees that the recommendation for Approval agreed upon by the City Council is
approved upon the express and continuing condition that the physical characteristics (including
but not limited to the inside layout, building design and engineering, seating capacity, parking
space allocations, fire exits, and other physical attributes); and also the nature and type of
business intended to be conducted remain virtually the same.

Applicant agrees that upon such violation, after full investigation and an opportunity for said
applicant to be heard, upon a finding by the City Council that a violation as set forth in paragraph
2 of this agreement has occurred, the City Council shall have just cause for revocation of said
recommendation for approval.

Sadik J. Sadik

TROY PARADISE, INC.

Witnesses:




Subscribed and sworn to before me

this day of ,200
Notary Public,
County,

My commission expires:

Witnesses:

Subscribed and sworn to before me

this day of ,200

Notary Public, Oakland
County, Michigan
My commission expires:

CITY OF TROY

By:

Matt Pryor, Mayor

By:

Tonni Bartholomew, City Clerk



LIQUOR ADVISORY COMMITTEE MINUTES — DRAFT August 12, 2002

The meeting was called to order at 7:30 p.m. by Chairman Max Ehlert in Conference
Room C.

PRESENT: Anita Elenbaum ABSENT: David Balagna
Max Ehlert Stephanie Robotnik
W. Stan Godlewski Thomas Sawyer
Captain Gary Mayer Sgt. George Zielinski

James Moseley
James Peard
Terry Colussi, Clerk/Typist

Moved by J.Peard, seconded by J. Moseley, to EXCUSE the absent members.
APPROVED unanimously

Moved by J. Moseley, seconded by A. Elenbaum, to APPROVE the minutes of the July
8, 2002 meeting as printed.
APPROVED unanimously

AGENDA ITEMS:

1. TROY PARADISE, INC. requests a new Specially Designated Distributor
(SDD) license, located at 5945 John R, Troy, Michigan 49085, Oakland County,
to be held in conjunction with proposed new Specially Designated Merchant
(SDM) license. [MLCC Req ID#186120]

Present to answer questions from the committee were Sandy Cotter, Attorney for Troy
Paradise, Inc., Sadik Sadik, shareholder of Troy Paradise, Inc. and Louay Joulakh, Mr.
Sadik’s brother-in-law.

Ms. Cotter presented the committee with an information packet that included a layout of
the building. They are working with distributors at this time to stock the store. They
should be ready to open within a few weeks. This is to be a family run operation with a
few employees to be hired when business increases. Cotter explained that they have
good experience with this type of business; they live in Troy and have a strong
commitment to the community.

Moseley inquired as to what experience they have in liquor sales. The owners have 5
years experience in the supermarket business in Jordan. This is the first business they
have owned in the United States.

Elhert inquired as to the hours of business and who will be working in the business.
The business will be open from 8:00 am. to 10:00 pm. and will be run by family
members until the business requires more employees.

Elhert inquired as to the type of training the employees would receive. Ms. Cotter
explained that Mrs. Sadik will go to the TAM course to be certified and then she will

Page 1 of 2



LIQUOR ADVISORY COMMITTEE MINUTES — DRAFT August 12, 2002

train the rest of the staff. Mrs. Sadik is in the process of completing this State
requirement.

Moseley stated that at one time they held back the SDD license on a requesting
business until there was sufficient time to track the way the business was run. Itis
possible to give a SDM license and then when credibility has been established,
reconsider the SDD license. Elhert inquired if this was something that been considered
by the Troy Paradise Inc., representatives.

Ms. Cotter explained that the Liquor Control Board already went through their
exhausting background check and they were just waiting for the local Police
Department background check to be forwarded to them. Ms. Cotter reemphasized that
profits are mainly from liquor sales thus making the SDD very important to their
business.

Elhert inquired as to where other party stores are located in proximity to the location of
Troy Paradise. There were many stores named that are in the same general area.

Moved by J. Moseley, to grant Troy Paradise, Inc. a new Specially Designated
Merchant (SDM) license for 90 days so we can review the business and then after 90
days they can request a new Specially Designated Distributor (SDD) license.
Seconded by S. Godlewski, APPROVED 5 votes yes, 1 opposed.

Elhert advised the committee from Troy Paradise, Inc. that this will now be an agenda
item before City Council and they can make their presentation. Capt. Mayer advised
that Sgt. Zielinski would be calling the Troy Paradise representatives.

2. CALIFORNIA PIZZA KITCHEN, INC. requests a Corporate Reorganization as
made by CALIFORNIA PIZZA KITCHEN, INC. in connection with 2001 12
Months Resort Class C licensed business with Official Permit (Food).

[MLCC REF# 132874]

Present to answer questions from the committee were Pat Alandt, Attorney for
California Pizza Kitchen, Inc. and Olivia Huynh, manager of California Pizza Kitchen,
Inc.

The original owner of California Pizza Kitchen, Inc. was Pepsi Co., they sold off the
business and it is now a publicly owned company. California Pizza Inc. has been
located in Troy for 7 years. The state has approved the reorganization of the Livonia,
Ann Arbor and Troy businesses. They are seeking local government approval for the
reorganization.

Moved by M. Elhert, seconded by S. Godlewski to APPROVE the above request.
APPROVED unanimously

Page 2 of 2



Liquor Control Commission 13

(3) "Professional account” means an account established for a person by a class C licensee or
tavern licensee whose major business is the sale of food, by which the licensee extends credit
to the person for not more than 30 days.

(4) "Residence" means the premises in which a person resides permanently.

(5) "Retailer" means a person licensed by the commission who sells to the consumer in
accordance with rules promulgated by the commission.

(6) "Sacramental wine" means wine containing not more than 24% of alcohol by volume which is
used for sacramental purposes.

(7) "Sale" includes the exchange, barter, traffic, furnishing, or giving away of alcoholic liquor. In
the case of a sale in which a shipment or delivery of alcoholic liquor is made by a common or
other carrier, the sale of the alcoholic liquor is considered to be made in the county within which
the delivery of the alcoholic liquor is made by that carrier to the consignee or his or her agent or
employee, and venue for the prosecution for that sale may be in the county or city where the
seller resides or from which the shipment is made or at the place of delivery.

(8) "School" includes buildings used for school purposes to provide instruction to children in
grades kindergarten through 12, when that instruction is provided by a public, private,
denominational, or parochial school, except those buildings used primarily for adult education or
college extension courses. School does not include a proprietary trade or occupational school.
(9) "Small wine maker" means a wine maker manufacturing or bottling not more than 50,000
gallons of wine in 1 calendar year.

(10) "Special license" means a contract between the commission and the special licensee
granting authority to that licensee to sell beer, wine, mixed spirit drink, or spirits. The license shall
be granted only to such persons and such organization and for such period of time as the
commission shall determine so long as the person or organization is able to demonstrate an
existence separate from an affiliated umbrella organization. If such an existence is
demonstrated, the commission shall not deny a special license solely by the applicant's affiliation
with an organization that is also eligible for a special license.

(11) "Specially designated distributor" means a person engaged in an established business
licensed by the commission to distribute spirits and mixed spirit drink in the original package for
the commission for consumption off the premises.

(12) "Specially designated merchant" means a person to whom the commission grants a license
to sell beer or wine, or both, at retail for consumption off the licensed premises.

(13) "Spirits" means a beverage that contains alcohol obtained by distillation, mixed with potable
water or other substances, or both, in solution, and includes wine containing an alcoholic content
of more than 21% by volume, except sacramental wine and mixed spirit drink.

(14) "State liquor store" means a store established by the commission under this act for the sale
of spirits in the original package for consumption off the premises.

(15) "Supplier of spirits" means a vendor of spirits, a manufacturer of spirits, or a primary source
of supply.

History: 1998, Act 58, Imd. Eff. Apr. 14, 1998.

436.1113 Definitions; T to W.

Sec. 113. (1) "Tavern" means any place licensed to sell at retail beer and wine for consumption
on the premises only.

(2) "Vehicle" means any means of transportation by land, by water, or by air.

(3) "Vendor" means a person licensed by the commission to sell alcoholic liquor.

(4) "Vendor of spirits” means a person selling spirits to the commission.
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(b) A copy of the constitution, charter, and bylaws of the club.

(c) An affidavit certifying that there are no racial disqualifications for membership or guest
privileges contained in the charter, constitution, franchise, bylaws, membership application, or
related documents under which the club operates.

(2) An applicant for a club license shall have its minutes recorded in English and available for
inspection.

History: 1954 ACS 94, Eff. Mar. 15, 1978; 1979 AC

R 436.1129 Specially designated merchant license; issuance and transfer;
limitation; waiver; applicability.

Rule 29. (1) For the issuance of a new, or the transfer of location of an
existing, specially designated merchant license, all of the following are
approved types of businesses:

(a) A grocery store.

(b) A party store.

(c) A food specialty store.

(d) A meat market.

(e) A delicatessen.

() A drugstore.

(9) A patent medicine store.

(h) A tobacconist.

(i) A florist.

(j) A department store that includes 1 or more of the stores listed in
subdivisions (a) to (l) of this subrule.

(k) A specially designated distributor.

() A class C.

(m) A class B hotel.

(n) A club.

(o) A tavern.

(p) A class A hotel licensed establishment.

(2) The commission shall not issue a new, or transfer location of an existing,
specially designated merchant license to an applicant operating an approved
type of business who also holds, or a partner or stockholder of an applicant
who holds, an interest, directly or indirectly, in a nonapproved type of business
on, or contiguous to, the proposed licensed premises, unless 50% or more of
the combined monthly gross sales of the approved and nonapproved
businesses are of goods and services customarily marketed by the approved
type of business. For purposes of this subrule, combined monthly gross sales are sales
exclusive of all taxes collected by a retailer on sales and are computed for an
accounting period of not less than 180 consecutive days. The commission
may approve an application under this rule subject to the condition that the
applicant shall demonstrate compliance with this subrule at the end of the 180-
day accounting period. The commission shall cancel the license if the
licensee has failed to comply with the provisions of this subrule at the end of
the 180-day accounting

period.

(3) The commission shall not issue a specially designated merchant license
to any of the following entities and shall not allow any of the following entities
to change the nature of an existing business that has a specially designated
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merchant license:

(@) An applicant who owns gasoline pumps which are at the same location

as, which are operated in conjunction with, or which are a part of, the
proposed licensed business.

(b) An applicant who holds any financial interest, directly or indirectly, in
gasoline pumps in the establishment, maintenance, operation, or promotion of
the sale of gasoline at the proposed location of, in conjunction with, or as a
part of, the proposed licensed business.

(c) An applicant who holds any interest, directly or indirectly, by ownership in
fee, leasehold, mortgage, or otherwise, in the establishment, maintenance,
operation, or promotion of the sale of gasoline at the proposed location of, in
conjunction with, or as a part of, the proposed licensed business.

(d) An applicant who holds any interest, directly or indirectly, through
interlocking stock ownership in a corporation or through interlocking directors
in a corporation engaged in the establishment, maintenance, operation, or
promotion of the sale of gasoline at the proposed location of, in conjunction
with, or as a part of, the proposed licensed business.

(e) An applicant at any location at which gasoline is sold or offered for sale

by any person, whether or not the applicant has any interest or derives any
profit from the sale.

(4) In a city, incorporated village, or township that has a population of 3,000

or fewer people, the commission may, in its discretion, waive the provisions of
subrules (1), (2), and (3) of this rule if the applicant for a license has and maintains a minimum
inventory on the premises, excluding alcoholic liquor, of

not less than $10,000.00, at cost, of the goods and services customarily
marketed by approved types of businesses. The commission shall accept the
means prescribed in

R 436.1141(1) as a method for determining the population of a city,
incorporated village, or township.

(5) In a township which is comprised of 72 square miles or more and which
has a population of 7,000 or fewer people, the commission may, in its
discretion, waive the provisions of subrule (3) of this rule if the applicant for a
license has and maintains a minimum inventory on the premises, excluding
alcoholic liquor, of not than $10,000.00, at cost, of the goods and services customarily marketed
by approved types of businesses.

(6) The commission shall not issue a specially designated merchant license
to an applicant who operates a drive-in or drive-through establishment and
shall not allow an applicant who operates a drive-in or drive-through
establishment to change the nature of an existing business that has a
specially designated merchant license.

(7) This rule does not apply to the renewal of an existing specially

designated

merchant license that is in operation before the effective date of this rule and
does not apply to a new specially designated merchant license or the transfer
of location of a specially designated merchant license conditionally approved
by the commission before the effective date of this rule.

History: 1954 ACS 94, Eff. Mar. 15, 1978; 1954 ACS 96, Eff. June 23, 1978; 1979 AC; 1985 MR
2, Eff. Mar. 1, 1985; 1985 MR 5, Eff. June 18, 1985. Rev 03/17/2000.
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(iii) The existence of mandatory contractual restrictions or inclusions attached to the sale of the
license.
History: 1998, Act 58, Imd. Eff. Apr. 14, 1998;-Am 1998, Act 282, Imd. Eff. July 27, 1998.

436.1533 Eligibility for license as specially designated merchant or specially designated
distributor.

Sec. 533. A retail vendor licensed under this act to sell for consumption on the premises may
apply for a license as a specially designated merchant. A specially designated distributor may
apply for a license as a specially designated merchant. In cities, incorporated villages, or
townships, the commission shall issue only 1 specially designated distributor license for each
3,000 of population, or fraction of 3,000.

History: 1998, Act 58, Imd. Eff. Apr. 14, 1998.

436.1535 Vendor as authorized to do business.
Sec. 535. A vendor shall be a person authorized to do business under the laws of this state.
History: 1998, Act 58, Imd. Eff. Apr. 14, 1998.

436.1537 Classes of vendors permitted to sell alcoholic liquors at retail; sale of wine by
wine maker; wine tastings.

Sec. 537. (1) The following classes of vendors may sell alcoholic liquors at retail as provided in
this section:

(a) Taverns where beer and wine may be sold for consumption on the premises only.

(b) Class C license where beer, wine, mixed spirit drink, and spirits may be sold for
consumption on the premises.

(c) Clubs where beer, wine, mixed spirit drink, and spirits may be sold for consumption on the
premises only to bona fide members, who have attained the age of 21 years.

(d) Hotels of class A where beer and wine may be sold for consumption on the premises and in
the rooms of bona fide registered guests. Hotels of class B where beer, wine, mixed spirit drink,
and spirits may be sold for consumption on the premises and in the rooms of bona fide
registered guests.

(e) Specially designated merchants, where beer and wine may be sold for consumption off the
premises only.

(f) Specially designated distributors where spirits and mixed spirit drink may be sold for
consumption off the premises only.

(g) Special licenses where beer and wine or beer, wine, mixed spirit drink, and spirits may be
sold for consumption on the premises only.

(h) Dining cars or other railroad or Pullman cars, watercraft, or aircraft, where alcoholic liquor
may be sold for consumption on the premises only, subject to rules promulgated by the
commission.

(i) Brewpubs where beer manufactured on the premises by the licensee may be sold for
consumption on or off the premises by any of the following licensees:

(/) Class C.

(i) Tavern.

(iii) Class A hotel.

(iv) Class B hotel.

(j) Micro brewers where beer produced by the micro brewer may be sold to a consumer for
consumption on or off the brewery premises.


zielinskge
A retail vendor licensed under this act to sell for consumption on the premises may
apply for a license as a specially designated merchant.
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August 20, 2002

TO: The Honorable Mayor and City Council

FROM: John Szerlag, City Manager
Gary A. Shripka, Assistant City Manager/Services
Douglas J. Smith, Real Estate & Development Director
Patricia A. Petitto, Senior Right of Way Representative

SUBJECT: Request for Acceptance of Warranty Deed and Easement
Bellingham Street Extension - Project No. 98.911.3

In connection with the development of the former Big Beaver Airport into a research
park Bellingham Street was extended in the northeast quarter of Section 26. The
agreement with the developer was to make Bellingham Street a public thoroughfare.
The Real Estate & Development Department has acquired the documents listed
below to complete the turnover of Bellingham as a public street. The consideration
on each document is $1.

PARCEL GRANTOR TYPE OF DOCUMENT
26-200-032 Liberty Property Limited = Permanent Easement for

Partnership Public Improvements
26-200-056 & Liberty Property Limited =~ Warranty Deed
26-200-066 Partnership

In order for the developers to proceed with this project, we recommend that City
Council accept the attached deed and easement.


City of Troy City of Troy
E-07


PERMANENT EASEMENT

Sidwell #88-20-26-200-032

Liberty Property Limited Partnership, a Pennsylvania Limited Partnership, Grantors, whose address is
Suite 100, 65 Valley Stream Parkway, Great Valley Corporate Center, Malvern, PA 19355 for and in
consideration of the sum of: One Dollar ($1.00) paid by the CITY OF TROY, a Michigan Municipal
Corporation, Grantee, whose address is 500 West Big Beaver Road, Troy, Michigan, grants to the Grantee
the right to construct, operate, maintain, repair and/or replace public improvements, said easement for land
situated in the City of Troy, Oakland County, Michigan described as:

SEE ATTACHED EXHIBIT "A"

and to enter upon sufficient land adjacent to said improvement(s) for the purpose of the construction,
operation, maintenance, repair and/or replacement thereof.

The premises so disturbed by the exercise of any of the foregoing powers shall be reasonably restored to
its original condition by the Grantee. .

This instrument shall be binding upon and inure to the benefit of the parties hereto, their heirs,
representatives, successors and assigns and the covenants contained herein shall run with the land.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the undersigned hereunto affixed 4 /S5 signature(s) this {5 day of

fpea.  AD. 2000

In presence of:
WITNESS LIBERTY PROPERTY LIMITED PARTNERSHIP

a Pennsylvania Limited Partnership

(A O . & "

Brad Klintworth Kevin Shea
Its

Q// /—#él—— veo Qeodek ey Muze ™ (LS)
ﬁ'ﬂauska _ 7 =

STATE OF MICHIGAN )
COUNTY OF Cklanh. )

. . Qord
The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this '@g day of A P.é/L ,49es;
by _Kev'n Shea on behalf of the Liberty

Property Limited Partnership, a Pennsylvania Limited Partnershi

t_sr st
-
Notary Public, (D8K/LArt . County, Michigan
ELLEN G. EVERETT

Notary Public, Oakiand County, Mt My Commission
Expires_My Commssion Expires 01/11/2003 N

Prepared by: Retumn to: i
Alicia T. Worthley City Clerk, ity of Troy -
500 West Big Beaver 500 West Big Beaver Road

Troy, Michigan 48084 Troy, Michigan 48084



EXHIBIT "A"
LEGAL DESCRIPTION
WEST 30 FEET OF THE NORTH 261.30 FEET OF THE FOLLOWING DESCRIBED PARCEL:

TOWN 2 NORTH, RANGE 11 EAST, SECTION 26 PART OF NORTHEAST 1/4 BEGINNING AT POINT
DISTANT NORTH 89 DEGREES 10 MINUTES 00 SECONDS WEST 961.00 FEET AND NORTH 00
DEGREES 10 MINUTES 33 SECONDS WEST 318.08 FEET FROM EAST 1/4 CORNER, THENCE
NORTH 88 DEGREES 47 MINUTES 48 SECONDS WEST 319.63 FEET, THENCE NORTH 00 DEGREES
08 MINUTES 00 SECONDS WEST 4544 FEET, THENCE NORTH 89 DEGREES 10 MINUTES 00
SECONDS WEST 30.00 FEET, THENCE NORTH 00 DEGREES 08 MINUTES 00 SECONDS WEST
261.30 FEET, THENCE SOUTH 89 DEGREES 10 MINUTES 00 SECONDS EAST 348.44 FEET, THENCE
SOUTH 00 DEGREES 10 MINUTES 33 SECONDS EAST 303.22 FEET TO BEGINNING.

2.42 ACRES
SIDWELL #88-20-26-200-032

ALSO
THE OWNER ALSO GRANTS A TEMPORARY CONSTRUCTION AND REGRADING PERMIT OVER THE

EAST 20 FEET OF THE WEST 50 FEET OF THE ABOVE PARCEL FOR REMOVAL OF THE EXISTING
NORTH/SOUTH DRIVE. THE AREA WILL BE REGRADED AND RESTORED WITH GRASS SEED.
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WARRANTY DEED

Sidwell #88-20-26-200-056
#88-20-26-200-066
Resolution #

The Grantor(s), Liberty Property Limited Partnership, a Pennsylvania Limited Partnership, whose address is
65 Valley Stream Parkway, Suite 100, Great Valley Corporate Center, Malvern, PA 19355 convey(s) and warrant(s) to
The City of Troy, a Michigan Municipal Corporation, Grantee, whose address is 500 West Big Beaver, Troy, Michigan
48084, the following described premises situated in the City of Troy, County of Oakland and State of Michigan:

SEE ATTACHED EXHIBIT "A"

For the sum of One Dollar ($ 1.00)

subject to easements and building and use restrictions of record and further subject to

Datedthis 21 dayof N\*ﬂ- , 2000.

Signed in presence of: Signed by:
d LIBERTY PROPERTY LIMITED PARTNERSHIP

A Pennsylvania Limited Partnership

By: LIBERTY PROPERTY TRUST, ITS SOLE

2 (O s S

* Baap  Wiinuoath. Kevin . SHea
: s Vice Peesidendt- [ Gy rkadagen

Nebwahk, Drdrson” i

* DE paw’ K. Avdetsod

STATE OF _MleH /e 44/ )
COUNTY OF __ QAKX LMD )

The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this/ i _day of W 2000, by Kevin_Shea, City
Manager and Regional Vice President of Liberty Property Limited Partnership, & Penffsylvania Limited Partnership, by
Liberty Property Trust, its sole General Partner, on behalf of the partnership.

i ~iLe &l guereTr

ELLEN G. EVERETT : o
Notary Public, Oakiand County, Mi S"‘af&' Public, {1 A4 County, /M /_
¥y Commission Expires 01/11/2003 ¥y commission expires:

County Treasurer's Certificate City Treasurer's Certificate
When recorded return to: Send subsequent tax bills to: Drafted by:
City Clerk Grantee Alicia T. Worthley
City of Troy City of Troy
500 West Big Beaver 500 West Big Beaver
Troy, MI 48084 Troy, Ml 48084

Tax Parcel # Recording Fee Transfer Tax

*TYPE OR PRINT NAMES UNDER SIGNATURES



EXHIBIT "A" |
PROPOSED BELLINGHAM ROAD RIGHT-OF-WAY

PART OF THE NORTH 1/2 OF SECTION 26, TOWN 2 NORTH, RANGE 11 EAST, CITY OF
TROY, OAKLAND COUNTY, MICHIGAN DESCRIBED AS BEGIINING AT A POINT "J" ON THE
SOUTH RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF BIG BEAVER ROAD (204 FEET WIDE) DISTANT S 89°42'00"
W 720.60 FEET ALONG THE NORTH LINE OF SAID SECTION 26 AND S 00°29'22" E 102.00
FEET AND S 89 °42'00" W 822.05 FEET FROM THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF SAID
SECTION 26; THENCE FROM SAID POINT OF BEGINNING S 00°36'00" E 100 FEET; THENCE
90.21 FEET ALONG AN ARC OF A CURVE TO THE RIGHT, RADIUS 200.00 FEET, CENTRAL
ANGLE 25°50'31", CHORD LENGTH 89.44 FEET AND A CHORD BEARING S 12°19'15" W;
THENCE 90.21 FEET ALONG AN ARC OF A CURVE TO THE LEFT, RADIUS 200.00 FEET,
CENTRAL ANGLE 25°50'31", CHORD LENGTH 89.44 FEET AND A CHORD BEARING S
12°19'15" W; THENCE S 00°36'00" E 285.00 FEET; THENCE 306.09 FEET ALONG AN ARC OF
A CURVE TQ THE RIGHT, RADIUS 305.00 FEET, CENTRAL ANGLE 5§7°30'00", CHORD
LENGTH 293.40 FEET AND A CHORD BEARING S 28°09'00" W; THENCE §56°54'00" W 88.18
FEET; THENCE 245.87 FEET ALONG AN ARC OF A CURVE TO THE LEFT, RADIUS 245.00
FEET, CENTRAL ANGLE 57°30'00", CHORD LENGTH 235.68 FEET AND A CHORD BEARING
S 28°09'00" W; THENCE S 00°36'00" E 528.72 FEET, THENCE 92.97 FEET ALONG AN ARC
OF A CURVE TO THE LEFT,

RADIUS 70.00 FEET, CENTRAL ANGLE 76°05'39", CHORD LENGTH 86.28 FEET AND A
CHORD BEARING S 38°38'50" E; THENCE S 76°41'39" E 342.10 FEET; THENCE 269.24 FEET
ALONG AN ARC OF A CURVE TO THE RIGHT, RADIUS 305.00 FEET, CENTRAL ANGLE 50
°34'45", CHORD LENGTH 260.59 FEET AND A CHORD BEARING S 51°24'17" E; THENCE S
00°29'22" E 131.91 FEET; THENCE N 89°21'30" W 30.00 FEET; THENCE 325.26 FEET ALONG
AN ARC OF A CURVE TO THE LEFT, RADIUS 245.00 FEET, CENTRAL ANGLE 76°03'59",
CHORD LENGTH 301.90 FEET AND A CHORD BEARING N 38°39'40" W; THENCE N 76°41'39"
W 443.84 FEET; THENCE N 00°36'00" W 630.46 FEET; THENCE 306.09 FEET ALONG AN
ARC OF A CURVE TO THE RIGHT, RADIUS 305.00 FEET, CENTRAL ANGLE 57°30'00",
CHORD LENGTH 293.40 FEET AND A CHORD BEARING N 28°09'00" E; THENCE N 56°54'00"
E 88.18 FEET; THENCE 245.87 FEET ALONG AN ARC OF A CURVE TO THE LEFT, RADIUS
245.00 FEET, CENTRAL ANGLE 57°30'00", CHORD LENGTH 235.68 FEET AND A CHORD
BEARING N 28°09'00" E; THENCE N 00°36'00" W §59.88 FEET; THENCE N 89°42'00" E 100.00

FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING.
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August 27, 2002
E-08

TO: The Honorable Mayor and City Council

FROM: John Szerlag, City Manager
Charles T. Craft, Chief of PoliceCtitC

SUBJECT: Request To Waive Parking Restrictions

Smith Middle School requests that the parking restrictions be waived on
Donaldson street from Square Lake Road to Cotswald street, so that they may
host parent conferences and an open house The specific dates and times are
as follows:

e September 19, 2002 (Thursday), 6:30 pm — 9:30 pm (Open House)
¢ November 25 (Monday) and November 26 (Tuesday), 2002, 1:00 pm —
9:00 pm (Parent Teacher Conferences)

Both sides of Donaldson are posted no parking areas and parking at Smith
Middle School is limited.

Smith Middle School makes about four such requests each year and city staff is
supportive of the requests. It is recommended that parking restrictions on the
non-hydrant side of the street (the west side) be waived on the dates and times
requested. Waiving the restrictions on the non-hydrant side will provide
additional parking while still allowing for the passage of emergency vehicles.
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Troy School District . 4

Smith Middle School Stuart F. Redpath Jennife\r—l-ﬁenburg
5835 Donaldson Principal Counselor

Troy, Michigan 48085 Joseph Hosang Chris Summerell
(248)823-4700 / FAX# (248)823-4713 Assistant Principal Counselor

August 26, 2002 RECE‘V ED

Mayor Matthew Pryor and AUG 2 7 2077
Troy City.COmeil Members CITY OF TROY
500 W, Big Beaver Road CITY MAN AGER'S OFFICE

Troy, MI 48083
Dear Mayor Pryor & Council Members:
We would like to request that the street parking restrictions on Donaldson be
waived on the following dates due to activities at Smith Middle School that
require extra street parking;

= Thursday, September 19 from 6:30 — 9:30 pm ~ Open House

* Monday, November 25 & Tuesday, November 26 from 1:00 — 4:00 and

6:00 — 9:00 pm — Parent Teacher Conferences _

Thank you for your consideration in this matter.

df:parking.city
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August 21, 2001

TO: Honorable Mayor and City Council
FROM: John Szerlag, City Manager
William Nelson, Fire Chief
David Roberts, Assistant Fire Chief

SUBJECT:  Troy Daze Fireworks Permit

BACKGROUND

This year's Troy Daze Festival is scheduled to end with a public fireworks display.
Michigan’s Fireworks Law requires that before anyone can conduct a fireworks display, a
permit must be obtained from the local unit of government. The law states that any
person or group that would like to conduct a fireworks display must apply to the local unit
of government for a permit. The law defines local unit of government as the council or
commission of a city or village, or the township board of a township.

With this fact in mind, the vendor selected to conduct this year’s fireworks display,
Melrose Pyrotechnics, Inc., of Kingsbury, Indiana, along with the Troy Daze Advisory
Committee, is requesting the Troy City Council to grant a permit for a public fireworks
display to occur on Sunday, September 15, 2002. City Council has previously granted
permission for the fireworks display on January 22, 2001. The purpose of this item is to
issue the permit to the vendor.

The Fire Department has worked closely with the Troy Daze Advisory Committee and
other involved City departments for the past few years to plan for this event and will
continue to participate to help insure that it is a safe and enjoyable event for everyone.

RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends that City Council issue a fireworks permit to Melrose Pyrotechnics,
Inc., for a public fireworks display. Enclosed for Council’s review is the permit application
and permit to be signed and issued. If there are any questions regarding this matter,
please contact the Fire Department.

Copy: Bob Berk, Chairman, Troy Daze Advisory Committee
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August 29, 2002

TO: The Honorable Mayor and City Council

FROM: John Szerlag, City Manager
Lori Grigg Bluhm, City Attorney
Gary A. Shripka, Assistant City Manager/Services
Douglas J. Smith, Real Estate & Development Director
Patricia A. Petitto, Senior Right of Way Representative

SUBJECT: Request for Approval of Purchase Agreement
Civic Center Area Improvement Project
Anthony P. Aguinaga and Nancy L. Aguinaga
Project No. 97.110.0 — Parcel 4 - Sidwell #88-20-21-476-008

As part of the proposed Civic Center Area Improvement Project, we have reached an
agreement to purchase the property that was formerly known as 3329 Livernois. On May 10,
1999 City Council authorized an unconditioned offer and condemnation action if necessary for
this parcel. The City received possession of the property on July 15, 1999 and the Aguinaga
family moved to a replacement property in Troy. They were paid the estimated compensation of
$204,600, plus relocation costs. At that time they executed a Possession and Use Agreement,
but the issue of final compensation remained open.

The recommended compensation of $229,100.48 is based on the same land value per square
foot used for a recent settlement of another condemnation case. As you may recall there were
several delays incurred in the Thomas condemnation case, which was used as the basis for
settlement of this matter. Management believes that the square footage figures paid in the
Thomas case were fair compensation and therefore feels that a settlement using these same
figures is in the best interest of the City.

Management therefore recommends that City Council approve the attached Purchase
Agreement with Mr. and Mrs. Aguinaga in the total amount of $229,100.48, plus closing costs.
The estimated compensation that was previously paid will be deducted from the final check
($229,100.48 - $204,600 = $24,500.48). Monies for this acquisition will come from the 2002-
2003 Park Development Fund.

cc: Carol Anderson, Parks & Recreation Director


City of Troy City of Troy
E-10


CITY OF TROY
AGREEMENT TO PURCHASE REALTY FOR PUBLIC PURPOSES

Sidwell #88-20-21-476-008
Project #97.110.0
Parcel 4

The CITY OF TROY (the "Buyer"), agrees to purchase from Anthony P. Aguinaga and Nancy L. Aguinaga,
his wife (the "Sellers"), the following described premises (the "Property”):

Land situation in the Southeast % of Section 21, Town 2 North, Range 11 East, City of Troy,
Oakland County, Michigan, described as: Lot 19, except the North 80 feet, Supervisor's Plat No.
26, according to the plat thereof as recorded in Liber 57, Page 59 of Plats, Oakland County
Records.

for a public project within the City of Troy and to pay the sum of Two Hundred Twenty-NineThousand, One
Hundred and 48/100 Dollars {$229,100.48) under the following terms and conditions:

1. Seller shall assist Buyer in obtaining all releases necessary fo remove all encumbrances from the
property so as to vest a marketable title in Buyer.

2. Seller shall pay all taxes, prorated to the date of closing, including all special assessments, now due or
which may become a lien on the property prior to the conveyance.

3.  Seller shall deliver the Warranty Deed upon payment of the purchase money by check drawn upon the
account of the City of Troy.

4.  Buyer shall, at its own expense, provide title assurance information to the Buyer, and the Seller shall
disclose any encumbrances against the property.

5.  This Agreement is binding upon the parties and closing shall occur within ninety (90) days of the date
that all liens have been released and encumbrances have been extinguished to the satisfaction of the Buyer,
unless extended by agreement of the parties in writing. It is further understood and agreed that this period of
time is for the preparation and authorization of purchase money.

6.  Buyer shall notify the Seller immediately of any deficiencies encumbering marketable title, and Seller
shall then proceed to remove the deficiencies. If the Seller fails to remove the deficiencies in marketable title to
Buyer's approval, the Buyer shall have the option of proceeding under the terms of this Agreement to take title in
a deficient condition or to render the Agreement null and void.

7. The City of Troy's appraisal of the property being acquired represents the properiy being free of all
environmental contamination. Although the City of Troy will not withheld or place in escrow any portion of the
appraised value, the City reserves its rights to bring federal and/or state and/or local cost recovery actions
against the present owners and any other potentially responsible parties, arising out of a release of hazardous
substances at the property.

8.  Seller acknowledges that this offer to purchase is subject to final approval by Troy City Council.

9. Seller grants to Buyer temporary possession and use of the property commencing on this dale and
continuing to the date of closing in order that the Buyer may proceed with the public project.

Additional conditions, if any:

SELLER HEREBY ACKNOWLEDGES THAT NO PROMISES WERE MADE EXCEPT AS CONTAINED IN
THIS AGREEMENT.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the undersigned hereunto affixed their signatures this 277t day of
YEUST ,AD.20¢*

CITY OF TROY (BUYER)

Al g Fzth
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September 3, 2002

TO: The Honorable Mayor and City Council

FROM: John Szerlag, City Manager
Gary A. Shripka, Assistant City Manager/Services
Steven Vandette, City Engineer

SUBJECT: Private Agreement for Fountain Park Condominiums
Project No. 01.957.3

The Engineering Department has reviewed and approved plans for this project, which
includes water main, storm sewer, detention, sanitary sewer, sidewalks, landscaping,
soil erosion and paving.

The Owner has provided a Letter of Credit for escrow and cash fees in the amount of
the estimated cost of public improvements, as required.

Approval is recommended.

G:\Projects\Projects - 2001\01.857.3 Fountain Park Condomintums\Private Agreement Cover Letter.doc

CC: Tonni Bartholomew, City Clerk (Original Agreement)
James Nash, Financial Services Director
Carol Anderson, Director of Parks and Recreation
Mark Miller, Interim Planning Director
Nino Licari, City Assessor
William Need, Director of Public Works
William Jawlik, inspector Supervisor
Land Engineering Services, Inc.
Fountain Park Troy, L.L.C.

Prepared by: Gary Streight, PE
Civil Engineer

Enclosed: Private Agreement, Detailed Summary, Sketch, and Suggested Resolution
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. Page 1 of 3
CONTRACY FOR INSTALLATION OF MUNICIPAL IMPROVEMENTS
(PRIVATE AGREEMENT)
PROJECT No. 01.957.3 PROJECT LOCATION: SW Y% SECTION 14
RESOLUTION No. h DATE OF COUNGIL APPROVAL:

KNOW ALL MEN BY THESE PRESENT; That the City of Troy, a Michigan Municipal Corporation of the
County of Qakland, State of Michigan, hereinafter referred to as “City" and Eountain Park Troy, L.L.C. whose
address is 1535 Sixth Strest, Suite 1, Detroit, M 48226 and whose telephorie number is (313)965-1511
hereinafter referred to as “Owners”.

WITNESSETH, FIRST: That the City agrees to aliow the mstallatlon of water main, storm sewer, detention,
sanitary sewer, sidewalks, soil erosion, landscaping and paving in accordance with plans prepared by Land
Enaineering Services, Inc. whose address is 2201 12 Mile Road, Warren, M| 48092 and whose telephone
number is (586)582-9800) and approved prior to construction by the City Specifications of the City shali be
complied with for this construction.

SECOND: That the Owners agreé to contribute the approximate contract price of $311,966.00. This amount.
will be transmitted to the City Clerk for installation of said improvements in the form. of (check one.

Cash ' - O
Certificate of Deposit []
Irrevocable Bank Letfer of Credit )@f
Check [

Sald funds shall be placed on deposit with the City upon the execution of this contract and shall be disbursad
to the owner by the City only upon presentation of duly executed waivers of lien and sworn statements
satisfactory to the City, and after final inspection and approval by the Engineering Department for the City. In
addition, the owners agree to contribute $36,960.00 cash fee per the attached Detalled Summary of
Réquired Escrow Deposits and Cash Fees,
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Page 2 of 3

CONTRACT FOR INSTALLATION OF MUNICIPAL IMPROVEMENTS

{PRIVATE AGREEMENT)
PROJECGT No. 01.957.3 PROJECT LOCATION: Sw Y SECTION 14
¢0UNCIL RESOLUTION No, DATE OF COUNGIL APPROVAL

THIRD: The owners rnay contract for construction of said improvement or may have the City advertise for
bids. In the event the Owners select their own contractor, such contractor shall be subject to prior written
approval by the City and completed contract documents shall be submitted fo the City.

Owners agree to arrange for a pre-construction meeting with the City Engineer and the contractor prior to start
of work. All municipal improvements must be completely staked in the field under the direct supervision of a

registered civil engineer or registered land surveyor, according to the approved plans.

FOURTH: Owners hereby ackhowledge the benefit to their property conferred by the construction of the
aforementioned and agree and consent to pay the total sum of $348,926,00 for the construction of said public
utifities in ieu of the establishments of any special district by the City. Further, owners acknowledge that the.
benefit to their property conferred by the improvement is equal to, or in excess of, the aforementioned amount,

FIFTH: Owners agree that if, for any reason, the total cost of completion of such improvement shall exceed
the sum deposited with the City in accordance with Paragraph SECOND hereof, that Owners will immediately
remit such additional amount to the City upon request and City will disburse such additional amount in
accordance with Paragraph SECOND hereof, In the event the fotal cost of completion shall be less than the
sum deposited with City in accordance with Paragraph SECOND hereof, City will reimburse to the Owners the
axcess funds remaining after disbursement of funds.

SIXTH: Owners agree to indemnify and save harmless Gity, thelr agents and employees, from and against al)
loss or expense (including costs and attorneys’ fees) by reason of liability imposed by law upon the City, its
agents and employees for damages because of hodily injury, including death, at any time‘resukting therefrom
sustained by any person or persons or on account of damage to property, including work, provided such injury
to persons or damage to property is due or claimed to be dug to negligence of the Owner, his contractor, or
subcontractors, empioyaes or agents, Owner further agrees to obtain and cohvey to the City all necessary
easements for such public ufilities as required by the City Engineer.
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CONTRACT FOR INSTALLATION OF MUNICIPAL IMPROVEMENTS
{(PRIVATE AGREEMENT)
PROJECT NO. 01.957.3 PROJECT LOCATION: SW Vs SECTION 14
COUNGIL RESOLUTION NO,  DATE OF COUNCIL APPROVAL:

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have caused this agreement to be executed in duplicate on this __

v day of =SPOTEN YL , 200 I
OWNERS ~ CITY OF TROY
gy Fﬁm»mﬁw p%-f&. ma7 LA & By:

R |‘
e
k-m}e.ia-aséj Print or Typ'a J Matt Pryor, Mayor

e R R TN m@N) de'q&;%fﬁﬁm&W

Please Print or Type Tonni Bartholomew, City Clerk

STATE OF MICHIGAN, COUNTY OF OAKLAND

On this 2 day of S@p‘f’\ , AD.2004 ' ., before me personally
appeared ___PAVID  JIEH AEL_Ld b Vi iIGT o A known by me to be
the same person(s) who executed this instrument and who acknowledged this to be his/her/thelr free act and

deed. ~

NOTARY PUBLIC: "j@'z‘ i Q’ﬂm M&L Michigan
Gt o T

s -

JACQUELINE p. 7 -
WOTARY PUBLIC, OAKLAND G0y,
My cammission expires: MY Commssion ans, COUNTY, MICHiGAN



Detailed Summary of Required Escrow Deposits and Cash Fees
Fountain Park Condominiums - Project No. 01.957.3
14 Units — Section 14

The estimated costs of public improvements are:

ESCROW DEPOSITS;

Sanitary Sewers 78,855
Water Mains 22,640
Storm Sewers 42,114
Rear Yard Drains 31,070
Asphalt Pavement 39,645
Grading 7,500
Detention Basin 10,000
Soil Erosion Control Measures 2,835
Monuments and Lot Corner frons 100
Temporary Access Road ' 4,800
fmprovement of Park or Open Space 24,000
Deceleration on Rochester Road 72,360
Sidewalks on Rochester Road 7,770
Sidewalks on site 5,850
Street Light ($7,000 each) 7,000
Deposit for Repair of Damage to 8,400
Existing Public Streets Used for Access
TOTAL ESCROW DEPOSITS: 311,966
. CASH FEES:

SUB1. Sidewalk Closures: , 324
SUB3. Water Main Testing and Chlorination: 650
SUB4. Street Name and Traffic Signs: 223
SUB5. Street Island Improvements: 362-
SUB6. Landscaping and Screen Planting of Non-access

Greenbelt Easement with Berm: 3,120
SUB7. lLandscaping and Screen Planting of Detention Basin 3,606
~~~~~~~ Maintenance of Detention Basin: PRIVATE
SUB9. Topsoil, Fertilizer, Seed and Muich, Right of Way Rochester Rd. 2,520
SUB 9. Topsoil, Fertilizer, Seed and Mulch, Right of Way On Site 1,500
SUB10. Soil Erosion and Sedimentation Control Permits: 734
SUB11. Testing Services: 4,403
SUB13. Engineering Review and Inspection Fees 16,628
SUB14. Deposit for the Maintenance and Cleaning of Existing

- Public Streets used for Access: 2,800

TOTAL CASH FEES: ' 36,960

Storm water detention for this development will be provided by
Two new private detention basins within the development.
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AUG-30-02  §0:14AM  FROM-STERLING BANYK + T-054  P.0Z/02  F-829

"Wa Craate Solutions™®

May 3, 2002

7. David Kilvington VYia Fax and Mail
Ir. Nino Spagnuolo

r. Vicha Janviriya

arren Properties, L1.C

33 Sixth Street, Suite 1

Detroit, Michigan 48226

R

A

>: Fountain Park Troy, LLC
Cornmirment Letter

Dear David:

This letter is to inform you that the Sterling Bank & Trust, fsh. Loan Comunittee has
approved the issuance of a $311,966.00 Letter of Credit for the benefit of the City of
Tioy concerning the Fountain Park Troy Project. The Lettsr of Credit will be Issued at
lchn closing, '

I'book forward to working with yvou on the Proiect.

Please call me if you have anYy questions,

ngcerely, .
7z ﬁ ¢
4 Sy Cev

Relationship Manager
C rnstruction Lending

One Towne Square » 17ih Floor = Southfield, Michigan 48075
g {248) 3553-2400 » FAX {248} 355-3015 » www sterlingbank com
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August 26, 2002
TO: Honorable Mayor and City Council

FROM: John Szerlag, City Manager
Gary A. Shripka, Assistant City Manager/Services
Jeanette Bennett, Purchasing Director
William R. Need, Public Works Director

Subiject: Standard Purchasing Resolution 1: Award To Low Bidders —
Car and Truck Wash Service

RECOMMENDATION

On August 7, 2002, bid proposals were opened to furnish two -year requirements
for Car and Truck Wash Service with an option to renew for two additional years.
After reviewing these proposals, the Fleet Maintenance Division recommends
awarding the contract to the low bidders, Pro Enterprise Inc. and Jax Kar Wash
for an estimated total cost of $19,115.00, at the unit prices listed below. Cars and
Trucks are washed on an as needed basis.

ITEM ESTQTY DESCRIPTION PRICE TOTAL
(Washes) PER WASH
Pro Enterprise Inc.
1. 2,750 Wash Outside Only $3.50 $9,625.00
Car
3. 1,600 Wash Outside Only $3.90 $6,240.00
Pickup Trucks & Vans
Jax Kar Wash
2. 650 Complete Car Wash $5.00 $ 3,250.00
(inside/out)
4, *0 Complete Truck & Van $5.00 $ 0.00
Wash (inside/out)
ESTIMATED TOTAL COST: $19,115.00

* This service is included to establish a price, if needed during the contract term.

The contract shall commence on December 10", 2002.

BUDGET

Funds for these services are available through the Fleet Maintenance operating
budgets.

10 Bids Sent
2 Bid Responses Rec’d

Prepared by: Samuel P. Lamerato, Superintendent Motor Pool
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CITY OF TROY SBP 02-27
Opening Date -- 8/7/02 BID TABULATION
Date Prepared -- 8/26/02 CAR AND TRUCK WASH SERVICES
VENDOR NAME: JAX KAR PRO
WASH ENTERPRISE
INC
SERVICE COSsT/ COSsT/ COST/ COST/
ITEM EST. QTY. DESCRIPTION LEVEL UNIT UNIT UNIT UNIT
1. 2,750 Wash Outside of Vehicle A $ 499 ($ 3.50
(passenger car only)
2. 650 Complete Car Wash B $ 5.00 N/A
(clean inside/out)
3. 1,600 Pickup Trucks and Vans A $ 499 | $ 3.90
(outside wash)
4, 0 Pickup Trucks and Vans B $ 5.00 N/A
(clean inside/out)
ESTIMATED TOTAL AWARDED ITEMS: |$ 3,250.00|$ 15,865.00
OUTSIDE
CAR WASH LOCATIONS: WOODWARD 3785 ROCHESTER
13 MILE 3688 ROCHESTER
INSURANCE Can meet BLANK XX
Cannot meet
TERMS: BLANK NET 25TH
EXCEPTIONS:
BLANK NONE
ATTEST:
Samuel Lamerato
Cheryl Morrell BOLDFACE TYPE DENOTES LOW BIDDERS

Linda Bockstanz

G: Car-Truck Wash Services SBP 02-27

Jeanette Bennett
Purchasing Director




ATTN D KLAUSEN

PAUL'S CLAWSON AUTO WASH
1339 W 14 MILE ROAD
CLAWSON MI 48017-2803

ATTN TIMOTHY DRISCOLL
TROY AUTO WASH

1300 W MAPLE

TROY MI 48084

JAX CAR WASH
2823 W MAPLE
TROY MI 48084

PRO CAR WASH - EAST
ATTN: ROBERT WALDRON
3688 ROCHESTER ROAD
TROY MI 48083

SIMONIZ/JAX CAR WASH

ARCO CONSTRUCTION COMPANY
25200 TELEGRAPH RD STE 419
SOUTHFIELD MI 48034

ATTN RANDY HALL
TUNNEL-O-SUDS
2886 E MAPLE
TROY MI 48083

C/O PECO CORPORATION OF TROY
PAUL'S AUTO WASH

1950 STEPHENSON HWY

TROY MI 48083

JAX KAR WASH INC
28845 TELEGRAPH
SOUTHFIELD MI 48034

PRO CAR WASH - WEST
ATTN: ROBERT WALDRON
3785 ROCHESTER ROAD
TROY MI 48083

SUPER CAR WASH COMPANIES
13665 EAST 12 MILE ROAD
WARREN MI 48088
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August 30, 2002
To: The Honorable Mayor and City Council

From: John Szerlag, City Manager
Gary A. Shripka, Assistant City Manager/Services
Jeanette Bennett, Purchasing Director
William R. Need, Public Works Director

Re: Standard Purchasing Resolution 1: Award To Low Bidders —
Type "K" Copper Tubing

RECOMMENDATION

On August 23,2002, bid proposals were opened to furnish Type "K" Copper
Tubing. After reviewing these proposals, the Public Works Department
recommends awarding the contract to the low bidders, US Filter Inc. and SLC
Meter Service, at the unit prices listed below.

US Filter Inc.

ITEM Quantity Description Unit Price Total Price

1. 15,000 Ft. 1" Type “K” Copper Tubing $1.06 $15,900.00

2. 480 Ft 1 1/2" Type "K" Copper Tubing _$1.70 $ 816.00
$16,716.00

SLC Meter Service

2. 480 Ft 1 1/2" Type "K" Copper Tubing $1.70 $ 816.00

3. 3,000 Ft. 2" Type "K" Copper Tubing $3.00 $ 9,000.00
$ 9,816.00

GRAND TOTAL ALL ITEMS: | $26,532.00 |

NOTE: Quantity for Item #2 has been split between the two tie bids.

BUDGET
Funds for these materials are available through the 2002-2003 Water
Department Operating Supply Accounts.

22 Bids Sent
6 Bid Responses Rec'd
3 No Bids

Prepared by: Vicki C. Richardson, Administrative Aide


City of Troy City of Troy
E-13


CITY OF TROY SBP 02-37
Opening Date: 8/23/02 BID TABULATION
Date Prepared: 8/28/02 TYPE "K" COPPER TUBING
VENDOR NAME: US FILTER SLC METER ETNA SUPPLY
INC SERVICE COMPANY
CHECK NUMBER: 542341972 445040986 548081527
CHECK AMOUNT: $500.00 $500.00 $500.00
UNIT UNIT UNIT UNIT
ITEM DESCRIPTION QTY/FT PRICE PRICE PRICE PRICE
1. 1" Type "K" Copper 15,000 $ 1.060 | $ 1.07 | $ 1.0689
Tubing
2. 1 1/2" Type "K" Copper 960 $ 1.70 1.70 [ $ 1.7136
Tubing
3. 2" Type "K" Copper 3,000 $ 3.02 3.00| $ 3.0447
Tubing
GRAND TOTAL AWARDED ITEMS-- $ 16,716.00 9,816.00 | $ -
TERMS NET 30 DAYS NET 30 NET 30 DAYS
WARRANTY MFG MFG MFG
DELIVERY DATE AS NEEDED STOCK-3 WEEKS STOCK-60 DAYS
EXCEPTIONS BLANK BLANK BLANK
NO BIDS
Graybar
State Wire & Terminal
Grainger BOLDFACE TYPE DENOTES LOW BIDDERS
ATTEST:

MaryAnn Hays

Vicki Richardson

Linda Bockstanz

G:\CopperTubing SBP 02-37

NOTE: Quantity for Item #2 has been split between the two tie bids.

Jeanette Bennett

Purchasing Director




AJ DANBOISE
31015 GRAND RIVER AVE
FARMINGTON HILLS MI 48336

CAPI TUBE INC
24075 GIBSON DR
WARREN MI 48089

COPPER SALES INC
1001 LUND BLVD
ANOKA MN 55303

ETNA SUPPLY CO

ATTN DEBRA WILTSIE

529 32ND STREET SE

GRAND RAPIDS MI 49548-2392

GRAYBAR ELECTRIC INC
28300 SCHOOLCRAFT ROAD
LIVONIA MI 48150

J A HALL ENTERPRISES INC
6500 EPWHORTH
DETROIT MI 48210

LINWOOD PIPE & SUPPLY CO INC
14860 LINWOOD
DETROIT MI 48238

ATLAS TUBE INC
13101 ECKLES ROAD
PLYMOUTH MI 48170

CERTIFIED PRODUCTS & SUPPLY INC
500 N PERRY
PONTIAC MI 48342

ENGINEERED COMFORT SYSTEMS
4413 BEECH DALY ROAD
DEARBORN HEIGHTS MI 48125

GRAINGER INDUSTRIAL SUPPLY
1201 W LAFAYETTE
DETROIT MI 48226

HOME DEPOT
225 W AVON
ROCHESTER HILLS MI 48307

JAMES STEEL TUBE CO
P.O. BOX 71545
MADISON HEIGHTS MI 48071

MATHISEN CO/SERVICE
4800 JOSLYN ROAD
ORION MI 48359



MILLENNIUM FABRICATING & DESIGN
575 S MANSFIELD ROAD
YPSILANTI MI 48197

PREMARC CORPORATION
ATTN RICHARD THIELL
7505 HWY M-71

DURAND MI 48429

S L C METER SERVICE INC
3059 DIXIE HWY
WATERFORD MI 48328-1719

STATE WIRE & TERMINAL INC
16140 DIXIE HIGHWAY
DAVISBURG MI 48350-1004

PIRTEK METRO DETROIT
25363 DEQUINDRE ROAD
MADISON HEIGHTS MI 48071

PROCESS PIPING & EQUIPMENT INC
435 UNION
MILFORD MI 48381

STATE PLUMBING & HEATING
2501 FENKELL
DETROIT MI 48238

U S FILTER/WATER PRO
6575 23 MILE ROAD
SHELBY TOWNSHIP MI 48316



Troy

September 5, 2002

TO: MAYOR AND MEMBERS OF CITY COUNCIL

FROM: LORI GRIGG BLUHM, CITY ATTORNE?

RE: WEBHE V. CITY OF TROY, L. D’AGOSTINI, & HUTCH PAVING

The City has been recently served with a new lawsuit that was filed by Sandra
Wehbe, on behalf of her minor son, Robert Wehbe (12 years old). The Plaintiifs
have named the City of Troy, L. D’Agostini, and Hutch Paving, Inc. as co-defendants.

Robert Wehbe alleges that he sustained injuries on June 26, 2001, when he
was roller-blading on the street in front of 1214 Torpey Drive, which is near Baker
Middle School. According to the complaint, he roller bladed into “freshly poured
and/or repaired asphalt” He argues that he sustained severe burns and scarring to
his left pinky, elbow, and both knees. He also claims loss due to pain and
embarrassment, and also claims wage loss and/or an impairment of earming
capacity.

City records confirmed that our contractor, L. D'Agostini, was completing
water main replacements in that area at that time. It is very likely that L. D'Agostini
hired Hutch Paving, Inc. as a sub-contractor, which will soon be confirmed.

The complaint lists three separate counts. The first count argues that all
defendants were negligent on several alternate theories. Defendants argue that the
defective highway exception to governmental immunity imposes liability on the City of
Troy. The second and third counts allege that Plaintiffs are the intended third party
beneficiaries of the contract between the City of Troy and L. D’Agostini and the
contract between L.. D’Agostini and Hutch Paving.

The City of Troy is a named insured on the policy of L. D’Agostini, and
therefore our office will pursue indemnification and/or defense from the insurance
company. However, in the interim, the complaint should be answered to insure that
governmental immunity is preserved. Our office will handle the defense of this case
absent objection from the City Council.

E-14
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App}oved, SCAD ' Original - Court 15t copy - Defendant o 315

STATE OF MICHIGAN ' o
: JUDICIAL DISTRICT SUMMONS AND COMPLAINT
& JUDICIAL CIRCUIT :
Court Address ) COUNTY PROBATE ] ﬁw'? dEaGE ALICE L%G%‘lﬁ%‘f CITY o
1200 N. Telegraph Road, Pontiac, Ml 48341
Piaintff name(s), address(es) and telephone na(s). Defendant name(s}, address(es), and telephone no(s).
ROBERT WEHBE, by his Next Friend, v | CITY OF TROY, a Municipal Corporation

SANDRA WEHBE

Plaintiff attorney, bar no., address, and telephone no.
STEVEN P. KARFIS (P56578)

23077 Greenfield Road, Suite 557

Southfield, M1 48075

{248} 443-6552

SUMMONS | NOTICE TO THE DEFENDANT: In the name of the pecple of the State of Michigan, you are r@ﬂf ed:

1. You are being sued.

2. YOU HAVE 21 DAYS after receiving this summons to file an answer with the court and serve a copy on the other
- party or to take other lawful action (28 days if you were served by mail or you were served outside this state).

3. If you do not answer or take other action within the time allowed, judgment may be entered against you for

the relief demanded in the complaint.

Issue : This,s ire Court clerk
o i 10 2007 NQleLg?ﬂﬁ " NE E*g

*This sulhd iiwalid unless served on or before its expiration date.

COMPLAINT | Instruction: The following is information that is required to be in the caption of every complaint and is fo be
completed by the plaintiff. Actual allegations and the claim for relief must be stated on additional cornplaint pages and attached
to this form.
Family Division Cases
D There is no other pending or resolved action within the jurisdiction of the famity division of circuit court involving the
family or family members of the parties.
[:] An action within the jurisdiction of the family division of the circuit court involving the family or family members of the

parties has been previously filed in Court.
The action [ | remains [ | isnolonger  pending. The docket number and the judge assigned to the action are:
Dacket.no. Judge Bar no.

General Civil Cases
. There is no other pending or resolved civil action arising out of the same transaction or occurrence as alteged in the complaint.

[:] A civil action between these parties or other parties arising out of the transaction or occurrence alleged in the complaint
been previously filed Court.
The action |:| remains D is no longer pending. The docket number and the judge assigned to the achon are;

Docket no. Judge Bar no.

CYENGE ]

Plaintiff(s) residence (inciude city, township, or village) Defendant(s) residence {include city, township, or village)

City of Troy, County of Oakland City of Troy, County of Oakland
Place where action arose or business conducted

City of Troy, County of Oakland

| declare thztt the romplamt information above and attached is trye to the of yﬁﬂ' n, k w|edge and belief.

Date ' Stg’nature of attorney/plamuff

i you require special accommodations to use the court because of disabiliies, please contact the court lmmedlaiely to make arrangemenis.



ZAMLER, MELLEN, & SHIFFMAN, P.C.

STATE OF MICHIGAN

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR THE COUNTY OF OAKLAND

ROBERT WEHBE, a minor, by

ST i

FOR FILMA

CITY OF TROY, a Municipal Corporation, -
HUTCH PAVING, INC., a Michigan

Corporation, and L. D’AGOST&H &SONS, 11 140
INC. a Michigan Corporation,

Defendants. . .

. wm-mw“

/ % n?\

STEVEN P. KARFIS (P56578)
Attorney for Plaintift

23077 Greenfield Rd., Ste. 557
Southfield, MI 48075

(248) 443-6552

/

There is no olher civil action between these parties arising out of the same transaction or ocguIrence
as alleged in this complaint pending in this Court, nor has any such action been prevmus]y filed and
dismissed or transferred after having been assigned fo a judge, not do [ know of any olher civil
action, not between these parties, arising euf of the same transaction or occurrence as diiegcd ins this
complaint that is either pending or was previously filed and dismissed, traﬁsfcrred or otherwise
disposed of after having been assigned to a3uclgc in this ourlp

COMPLAINT
AND DEMAND FOR TRIAL BY JURY

Plaintiff, ROBERT WEHBE, by his next friend, SANDRA WEHBE, and by his attorneys,
7AMLER, MELLEN & SHIFFMAN, P.C., complains against the above-named Defendants as

follows:




ZAMLER, MELLEN, & SHIFFMAN, P.C.

I. (Junisdiction & Venue)

Plaintiff, ROBERT WEHRBE, is a resident of the City of Troy, County of Oakland,

State of Michigan.

Plaintiff, ROBERT WEHBE, is a minor, represented by his next friend, SANDRA

WEHBE

“Defendant, CITY OF TROY, is a Municipal Corporétion duly organized

accordance with the laws of the State of Michigan and Iiocated in the County of
Oakland, State of Michigan and whose resident agent 1s Lé)ri Grigg Bluhm, located
at 500 W. Big Beaver, Troy, Michigan 43084. |

Defendant, HUTCH PAVING, INC is a Michigan Corpoéation, duly organized in
Michigan and whose resident agent is Dale Campbell locatf%d at 2020 Riggs, Warren,
Michigan 48091,

Defendant, L. D'AGOSTINI & SONS, INC is a Domestichroﬁt Corporation, duly
organized in Michigan and whose resident agent is L. Rolé)ert D'Agostini located a
15801 Twenty Three Mile Road in Macomb Township, Michigan 48042.

The amount in contrdvcrsy exceeds the sum of T chty%—Five Thousand Dollars

($25.000.00). [MCR 2.111 (B)(2)].

1I. (Allegations Common to All Counts)

On or about the 26th day of June, 2001, at approximately 3:10 p.m., Plaintiff was an
invitee lawfully in the street located in front of 1214 Tox’fuey Drive, in the City of

Troy, County of Oakland, State of Michigan.

On or about the same date and location, Defendants, CITY OF TROY, HUTCH
PAVING, INC and L. D’'AGOSTINI & SONS, INC wer;e the owners, operators,

managers, or otherwise in control of that street location.

2



ZAMLER, MELLEN, & SHIFFMAN, P.C.

10.

i1.

12.

I3,

14.

15.

16.

Plamtiff was ﬁuu .:guilty' of negligence or comparative neb.;gence in the happening of
the hereinafter described accident. .

bn or about the above stated date and location, Plaintiff was rollerblading on the
street when he encountered freshly poured and/or repaireé asphalt, causing him to
trip and fall to the ground and sustain serious injuries. .

That pursuant to MCLA 691.1401 et seq., and more Speciﬁcally, MCL.A-\ 691.1402
(the Defective Highway Exception), the Defendant, CITY OT TROY is not shielded

or protected by a claim of governmental immunity.

Count I (Negligence)

Plaintiff incorporates Paragraphs 1 through 11 of this Corﬁplaint,

1t was the duty of the Defendants, CITY OF TROY, HU"Z[‘CH PAVING, INC and
L. D'AGOSTINI & SONS, INC, to provide a safe place foréinvitees such as Plaintiff
and others, and to exercise due care in the operation ai’ld maintenance of said
premises so as to prevent injury to thier invitees.

Further, it was the duty of Defendants CITY OF TROY, H[fTCH PAVING, INCand
L. D'AGOSTINI & SONS, INC to maintain the streets in réasonable repair so that it
was reasonably safe and convenient for public travel. |

Further, Defendants had a duty toward Plaintiff and other f.:atrons of said premises,
as invitees, to inspect for dangerous conditions and to vivam Plaintiff and other
patrons of dangerous conditions of which they knew or slléuld have known.
Notwithstanding said duties, Defendants breached them in ithe following particulars:
(a) Negligently maintaillzing a dangerous and defective icondition

on a portion of the street where it knew or should have known
invitees, pedestrians, cyclists and/or rollerbladers would traverse;



ZAMLER, MELLEN, & SHIFFMAN, P.C.

17.

18.

(b)  Failing 10 keep the street in a safe condition;

(c) Failing to take precautionary measures to correct or alleviate
the unsafe condition created by the freshly poured and/or repaied

asphalt;
(d) Failing to inspect the street for dangerous conditions and
failing to warn Plaintiff and others of the unsafe condition created by

the freshly poured and/or repaired asphalt, after such time as
Defendant knew or could reasonably have known of the unsafe

condition;

(e) Failing to provide a reasonably safe street surface for invitees,
and/or rollerbladers to traverse upon;

(f) Failing to comply with MCLA 691.1402;

(g) Failing to barricade off or otherwise warn of freshly poured and/or repaired
asphalt; '

(h)  Performing otheracts of negligence not yetknown by Plaintiff
but which will be ascertained during the discovery of said litigation.

As a direct and proximate result of the negligence of and statutory violation by
Defendants, Plaintiff, ROBERT WEHBE, was violentlyi thrown to the ground
sustaining severe personal injuries including but not lim'ited to the following: severe
burns to the left pinky, left elbow, both knees and right elbow with resulting scaring,
and any and all damages which the proofs may show.

Prior to said accident, Plaintiff, ROBERT.WE}%IBE, was a reasonably strong and
healthy person, but because of the negligence of the Defendant and the injuries
received, Plaintiff became ill, sore, and lame; he has suffefed and will continue to
suffer pain, humiliation, embarrassment, mental anguisﬁh, gross indignity and
inconvenience because of the permanent nature of said injuries; he has suffered or
may yet suffer aggravation or activation of a pre-existing cc}ndition; he has suffered
both wage loss and impairment of her earning capacity due:to the permanent nature

of his injuries; he has been forced to expend and will continue to expend
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considerable suns of money in and about the alleviation . his suffering; and he finds
it impossible to participate in the usual activities of life in fwhich he indulged prior

to sustaining his injuries.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff prays for a Judgment against the Defeﬂdants CITY OF TROY,

HUTCH PAVING, INC and L. D'AGOSTINI & SONS, INC of actual and consequential damages

in whatever amount in excess of Twenty-Five Thousand Dollars ($25,000.00) he is deemed to be

entitled by this Honorable Court and/or Jury, together with costs, interest; and attorney fees.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23,

24,

Coguni 11 (Third Party Beneficiary of Contract)- L. D'Agostini & Sons, Inc.

Plaintiffs hereby adopt and incorporate by reference ali of the allegations and
statements set forth in Paragraph 1 through 18 of this Complaint as if set forth herein
in full.

That pursuant to a contract with Defendant, CITY :OF TROY, Defendant,
L.D'AGOSTINI & SONS, INC, was obligated to perform Ec:er‘[ain duties.

That Plaintiff was an intended third party beneficiary of the contract.

That Plaintiff has the same rights to enforce the provisioné of that contract as does
Defendant, CITY OF TROY. (MCLA 600.1405).

That Defendant, L. D'AGOSTINI & SONS, INC, owed duties to Plaintiffto perform
its obligations under the contract with due care and cautim:l.

That not withstanding said duties, Defendant, L. D'AGOSTINI & SbNS, INC
breached them in the following ways:

(a) Negligently maintaining a dangerous and defective condition on a portion of
the street where it knew or should have known invitees would traverse;

(b) Failing to keep the street in a safe condition;

{c) Failing to take precautionary measures to correct or alleviate the unsafe
condition created by the freshly poured and/or repaired asphalt;

5
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(d)  Failing to inspect said premises for dangerous co..ditions and failing to warn
Plaintiff and others similarly situated of the unsafe condition created by the
freshly poured and/or repaired asphalt on the street, after such time as
Defendant knew or could reasonably have known of the unsafe condition;

(e} Failing to provide warning signs and/or barricade the freshly poured asphalt;
(f) Creating a dangerous condition by improperly maintaining the premises;

() Performing other acts of negligence not yet known by Plaintiff but which will
be ascertained during the discovery of said litigation.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs pray for a Judgment against the Defendant, L. D'AGOSTINI &

SONS, INC, of actual and consequential damages in whatever amount in excess of Twenty-Five

Thousand Dollars ($25,000.00) they are deemed to be entitled by this Honorable Court and/or Jury,

together with costs, interest, and attorney fees.

Count 11 {Third Party Beneficiary of Contract)- HUTCH PAVING, INC.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

Plaintiffs hereby adopt and incorporate by reference all of the allegations and
statements set forth in Paragraph 1 through 24 of this Comp.laint as if set forth herein
in full. ”

That pursuant fo a contract with Defendant, L.D‘AGQSTINI & SONS, INC,
Defendant, HUTCH PAVING, INC, was obligated to perfiorm certain duties.

That Plaintiff was an intended third party beneficiary of tﬁe contract.

That Plaintiff has the same rights to enforce the provisions of that contract as does
Defendant, L. D'AGOSTINI & SONS, INC. (MCLA 600.1405).

That Defendant, HUTCH PAVING, INC, owed duties to Plaintiff to perform its
obligations under the contract with due care and caution. -

That not withstanding said duties, Defendant, HUTCH PAVING, INC breached them

in the following ways:
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(a) Qegiigently maintaining a dangerous al.. defective condition on a
portion of the street where it knew or should have known invitees would
traverse; :

(b} Failing to keep the street in a safe condition,

(c) Failing to take precautionary measures to correct or alleviate the
unsafe condition created by the freshly poured and/or repaired asphalt;

(d)  Failing to inspect said premises for dangerous conditions and failing
to warn Plaintiff and others similarly situated of the unsafe condition created
by the freshly poured and/or repaired asphalt on the street, after such time as
Defendant knew or could reasonably have known of the unsafe condition;

(e) Failing to provide warning signs and/or barficade the freshly poured
asphalt; :

() Creating a dangerous condition by improperly maintaining the
premises;

(g) Performing other acts of negligence not yet known by Plaintiff but
which will be ascertained during the discovery of said litigation.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs pray for a Judgment against the Defendaut, HUTCH PAVING,

INC, of actual and consequential damages in whatever amount in excess of Twenty-Five Thousand

Dollars ($25,000.00) they are deemed to be entitled by this Honorable Court and/or Jury, together

with costs, interest, and attorney fees.

Date: August 15, 2002

Respectfully Submitted,

ZAMLER, MELLEN & SHIFFMAN, P.C.

By, //

STEVEN P. KARFIS (P56538f
Attorney for Plaintiffs

Advance Building :

23077 Greenfield Road, Suite 557
Southfield, Michigan 48075

(248) 443-6552 '




ZAMLER, MELLEN, & SHIFFMAN, P.C.

il . DEMAND FOR TRIAL BY JURY

NOW COMES j;he Plaintiff, ROBERT WEHBE, by his next-friend SANDRA WEHBE, and
by and through his attorneys, ZAMLER, MELLEN & SHIFFMAN, P.C., and hereby demands a trial

by jury in the above-entitled matter.

Respectfully submitted,

Zamler, Mellen, & Shiffman, P.C.

STEVEN P. KARFIS (PSGS’M

Attorney for Plaintiffs -~
23077 Greenfield Rd., Ste. 557
Southfield, MI 48075

(248) 443-6552

BY

Dated: August 15, 2002
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August 22, 2002

TO: The Honorable Mayor and City Council

FROM: John Szerlag, City Manager
Gary A. Shripka, Assistant City Manager/Services
Douglas J. Smith, Real Estate & Development Director
Larysa Figol, Right of Way Representative

RE: Request for Acceptance of 2 Permanent Easements for Water
Mains and 1 Sanitary Sewer Easement -
Sidwell # 88-20-26-200-081 from INA USA Corporation and Liberty
Property Limited Partnership

In connection with the construction of an office building in Section 26 on the
southeast corner of Big Beaver and Bellingham roads, the Real Estate and
Development Department has acquired 2 permanent water main easements from
INA USA Corporation, owner of the property having Sidwell #88-20-26-200-081.
One of the easements is acknowledged by Liberty Property Limited Partnership,
INA USA'’s predecessor-in-interest.

In addition to the above mentioned water main easements the City of Troy
required a sanitary sewer easement. The easement was executed by Liberty
Property Limited Partnership, prior to the sale of the property to INA USA
Corporation. Subsequently, the document was recorded with Oakland County
Register of Deeds by Metropolitan Title Company. Normally, such documents
are presented to City Council prior to recording.

The consideration amount for each document is $1.00. In order for this project to
proceed, management recommends that City Council accept the attached 2
water main easements and 1 sanitary sewer easement.


City of Troy
E-15


PERMANENT EASEMENT

Sidwell # 88-20-26-200-081
Project #
Resolution #

INA USA Corporation, a Delaware Corporation, Grantor, whose address is 335 East Big Beaver, Suite 101,
Troy, 48083, MI for and in consideration of the sum of: Ona Dollar ($1.00) paid by the CITY OF TROY, a
Michigan Municipal Corporation, Grantee, whose address is 500 West Big Beaver Road, Troy, Michigan,
grants to the Grantee the right to construct, operate, maintain, repair and/or replace water main, said non-
exclusive easement for land situated in the City of Troy, Oakland County, Michigan, described as:

SEE ATTACHED EXHIBIT A"

and to enter upon sufficient land adjacent to said improvement(s) for the purpose of the construction,
operation, maintenance, repair and/or replacement thereof.

The premises so disturbed by the exercise of any of the foregoing powers shall be reasonably
restored to its original condition by the Grantee. Grantor reserves all use of the easement land not
inconsistent with this easement grant, but no buildings or signs shall be erected on the easement area
without the prior written approval of Grantee.

This instrument shall be binding upon and inure to the benefit of the parties hereto, their heirs,
representatives, successors and assigns and the covenants contained herein shall run with the land.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the undersigned hereunto affixed his signature(s) this ﬁOﬁ{ day of
/}uf}usf AD. 20 0y .

INA USA CORPORATION, a Delaware Corporation

oy %ﬂ%/aﬂ///

Name: Bruce G. Warmbo’id
Its: Pngident & CEO

s 2 35

Name: 4#imfthy U. Zygmont
Its: Secretary/Treasurer

9
STATEOF O )
COUNTY OF yi)/ F )

‘IF foregoing instrument as acknowledged before me this éaé day of gﬂglzsf , 2002, by
Lo o’ LY

[uce G. Warmm (IO Ty [/-L’)/fﬂ/
On behailf of INA USA Corporation, a Delaware Corporation.

; At Frapte,
d 7/ Sc

Notary Public, }éﬁg County, Michigan _
My Commissidn Expires __ /D7, 2y Fo ;0

Prepared by: Return to:
Larysa Figol City Clerk
City of Troy City of Troy
500 West Big Beaver 500 West Big Beaver Road

Troy, Michigan 48084 Troy, Michigan 48084




EXHIBIT “A”
GRANTOR'S PARCEL

PART OF THE NORTHEAST % OF SECTION 26, T.2N., R.11E., CITY OF TROY, OAKLAND COUNTY
MICHIGAN, BEING DESCRIBED AS: COMMENCING AT THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF SAID
SECTION 26; THENCE S, 89°42'00" W., 720.60 FEET ALONG THE NORTH LINE OF SAID SECTION
26, THENCE S. 00°29'22" E., 102.00 FEET TO A POINT ON THE SOUTHERLY LINE OF BIG BEAVER
ROAD (204 FEET WIDE); THENCE S. 89°42'00" w., 482.22 FEET ALONG SAID SOUTHERLY LINE OF
BIG BEAVER TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING; THENCE S. 00°29'22" E., 812.99 FEET: THENCE

S. 89°42'00" W., 117.78 FEET, THENCE 8. 00°29'22" E., 32.79 FEET; THENCE N. 66°41'32" W., 330.33
FEET TO A POINT ON THE EASTERLY LINE OF BELLINGHAM ROAD (60 FEET WIDE); THENCE THE
FOLLOWING FIVE (5) COURSES ALONG SAID EASTERLY LINE OF BELLINGHAM ROAD 1) 161.10
FEET ALONG AN ARC OF A CURVE TO THE LEFT (RADIUS 305.00 FEET, CENTRAL ANGLE
30°15'53", CHORD BEARS N. 14°32'01" E., 159.24 FEET) 2) N. 00°36°00" W., 285.00 FEET 3) 90.20
FEET ALONG AN ARC OF A CURVE TO THE RIGHT (RADIUS 200.00 FEET, CENTRAL ANGLE
25°50'28", CHORD BEARS N. 12°19'15" E., 89.44 FEET) 4) 90.20 FEET ALONG AN ARC OF A CURVE
TO THE LEFT (RADIUS 200.00 FEET, CENTRAL ANGLE 25°50'28", CHORD BEARS N. 12°19'15" E.,
89.44 FEET 5) N. 00°36'00"W. 100.00 FEET TO A POINT ON THE SOUTHRLY LINE OF BIG BEAVER
ROAD (204 FEET WIDE); THENCE N. 89°42'00" E., 339.83 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING.
CONTAINING 296,803 SQUARE FEET OR 6.814 ACRES, AND SUBJECT TO EASEMENTS OF
RECORD, IF ANY.

LEGAL DESCRIPTION OF EASEMENT ARFA

A PROPOSED TWENTY (20.00) FOOT WIDE WATER MAIN EASEMENT BEING PART OF THE
NORTHEAST CORNER OF SECTION 26, T. 2N,, R. 11E., CITY OF TROY, OAKLAND COUNTY,
MICHIGAN, WHOSE CENTERLINE IS DESCRIBED AS COMMENCING AT THE NORTH % CORNER
OF SAID SECTION 26; THENCE 1100.54 FEET ALONG THE NORTH LINE OF SAID SECTION 26,
THENCE S. 00°18'00" E., 102.00 FEET TO A POINT ON THE SOUTH R.O.W. LINE OF BIG BEAVER
ROAD (204 FEET WIDE), THENCE S. 00°36°00"E., 100.00 FEET ALONG THE EAST R.O.W. LINE OF
BELLINGHAM ROAD (60.00 FEET WIDE); THENCE 90.21 FEET ALONG AN ARC OF A CURVE TO
THE RIGHT (RADIUS OF 200.00 FEET, CENTRAL ANGLE OF 25°50'31", CHORD BEARS S.
12°19'16" W., 89.44 FEET); THENCE 90.21 FEET ALONG AN ARC OF A CURVE TO THE LEFT
(RADIUS OF 200.00 FEET, CENTRAL ANGLE OF 25°50'31", CHORD BEARS S.12°19'15" W., 89.44
FEET), THENCE S00°36'00" E., 121.62 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING; THENCE N.89°42'00"
E., 42.00 FEET TO POINT ‘A", THENCE N. 00°36'00" W., 152.11 FEET; THENCE N. 44°24'00" E
48.52 FEET; THENCE N.89°24'00” E., 268.36 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING.

ALSO A TWENTY (20.00) FOOT WIDE WATER MAIN EASEMENT WHOSE CENTERLINE IS
DESCRIBED AS BEGINNING AT THE AFOREMENTIONED POINT ‘A’; THENCE S.00°36'00” E., 58.48
FEET; THENCE N.89°24'00" E., 22.86 FEET; THENCE S.89°24'00" W., 22.86 FEET:; THENCE
$.00°36'00" E., 193.21 FEET; THENCE S$.23°08'29" W., 20.51 FEET; THENCE S.21°51'42E., 26.55
FEET, THENCE 8.66°51'42" E., 84.73 FEET TO A POINT ENDING, SAID POINT ALSO BEING POINT
‘B

ALSO A TWENTY (20.00) FOOT WIDE WATER MAIN EASEMENT WHOSE CENTERLINE IS
DESCRIBED AS COMMENCING AT THE AFOREMENTIONED POINT ‘B": THENCE S.66°51'42" E.,
10.00 FEET; THENCE N.22°41°29" E., 5.08 FEET; THENCE N.89°21'14" E., 163.12 FEET; THENCE
N.00°38'46" W., 10.00 FEET; TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING; THENCE N.00°38'46" W., 22.54 FEET
TO THE POINT OF ENDING.



EXHIBIT A
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PERMANENT EASEMENT

Sidwell #88-20-26-200-081
Project #
Resolution #

INA USA Corporation, a Delaware corporation having an address at 335 East Big Beaver Road, Suite
101, Troy, Michigan ("Grantor") and Liberty Property Limited Partnership, a Pennsylvania limited
partnership, whose address is 65 Valley Stream Parkway, Suite 100, Great Valley Corporate Center,
Malvern, PA 19355 ("Liberty") for and in consideration of the sum of: One Dollar ($1.00) paid by the
CITY OF TROY, a Michigan Municipal Corporation, Grantee, whose address is 500 West Big Beaver
Road, Troy, Michigan, grant to the Grantee the right to construct, operate, maintain, repair and/or replace
a water main, said non-exclusive easement for land situated in the City of Troy, Oakland County,
Michigan described as: . *

SEE ATTACHED EXHIBIT "A"

and to enter upon sufficient land adjacent to said improvement(s) for the purpose of the construction,
operation, maintenance, repair and/or replacement thereof.

The premises so disturbed by the exercise of any of the foregoing powers shall be reasonably restored to
its original condition by the Grantee. Grantor reserves all use of the easement land not inconsistent with
this easement grant, but no buildings or signs shall be erected on the easement area without the prior
written approval of Grantee.

This instrument shall be binding upon and inure to the benefit of the parties hereto, their heirs,
representatives, successors and assigns and the covenants contained herein shall run with the land.
Liberty joins in the grant of this easement pursuant to and solely in order to convey any rights in the
easement land that it may have pursuant to the Declaration of Easement (Water Main) which it previously
recorded in the Oakland County Records with respect to the easement.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the undersigned hereunto affixed their signatures thiso?"?)% day of
ust A.D. 2002. -

INA USA CORPORATION

By: ﬁc /ﬁwﬁ&w/ ,

Name: Bruce G. Warmbold
Its: President & CEO

wi. e 2

Name: Timegthy U. Zygmont
Its: Secretary/Treasurer




LIBERTY PROPERTY LIMITED PARTNERSHIP,
A PENNSYLVANIA LIMITED PARTNERSHIP

By: LIBERTY PROPERTY TRUST, (L.S.),
Its: SOLE GENERAL PARTNER

By: \@ (L.S)

KEVIN F. SHEA
VICE PRESIDENT, CITY MGR.

STATEOF _$< )
) 88.
COUNTY OF M (. )
The forego:ng instrument was acknowledged before m ls_-Q‘C'i% day of /41/(& ST , 2002 by
@fu CCB WemnlA. and T/ 7.0Fty U 2T pont the ‘ﬁfps (dent s & E1 and
Secrotoly [ FIeas vrer , respectively, of INA USA Corporation, a Delaware corporation, on
behalf of the corporation. .

Pfint N%@él Merauers fe e/ /20y
blic

Notary Public, _ /8 & County, _ SC__"
My commlssmn éxpires: et 2y Jo;70
STATE OF MICHIGAN )
) SS.
COUNTY OF OAKLAND )

The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this1L5TH day of __AUGUST , 2002 by
Kevin P. Shea, the Vice-President-City Manager of Liberty Property Trust, the Sole General Partner of
Liberty Property Limited Partnership, a Pennsylvania limited partnership, on behalf of the partnership.

s ‘ ,«:/th

Name: ANELL M. GILARDONE

Notary Public, Oakland County of Michigan
My commission expires: 25TH JULY 2004

Prepared by: ' Return to:

Bethany E. Hawkins City Clerk, City of Troy
Dickinson Wright PLLC 500 West Big Beaver
38525 Woodward Ave. Troy, Michigan 48084

Bloomfield Hills, Ml 48324

PLEASE SIGN IN BLUE INK AND PRINT OR
TYPE NAMES IN BLACK INK UNDER SIGNATURES




EXHIBIT "A"

LEGAL DESCRIPTION

Part of the Northeast 1/4 of Section 26, T.2N., R.11E,, City of Troy, Oakland County, Michigan, being
described as: Commencing at the Northeast corner of said Section 26; thence S. 89° 42' 00" W., 720.60
feet along the North line of said Section 26; thence S. 00° 29' 22" E., 102.00 feet to a point on the
Southerly line of Big Beaver Road (204 feet wide); thence S. 89° 42' 00" W., 482.22 feet along said
Southerly line of Big Beaver to the point of beginning; thence S. 00° 29' 22" E 812.99 feet; thence S.

89° 42' 00" W., 117.78 feet; thence S. 00° 29' 22" E., 32.79 feet; thence N. 66° 41' 32" W, 330.33 feet to
a point on the Easterly line of Bellingham Road (60 feet wide); thence the following ﬁve (5) courses
along said Easterly line of Bellingham Road 1) 161.10 feet along an arc of a curve to the left (radius
305.00 feet, central angle 30° 15' 53", chord bears N. 14° 32' 01" E,, 159.24 feet) 2) N. 00° 36' 00" W

285.00 feet 3) 90.20 feet along an arc of a curve to the right (radius 200.00 feet, central angle 25° 50' 28",
chord bears N. 12° 19' 15" E., 89.44 feet) 4) 90.20 feet along an arc of a curve to the left (radius 200.00
feet, central angle 25° 50' 28", chord bears N. 12° 19' 15" E., 89.44 feet 5) N. 00° 36' 00" W., 100.00 feet
to a point on the Southerly line of Big Beaver Road (204 feet wide); thence N. 89° 42' 00" E., 339.83 feet
to the point of beginning. Containing 296,803 square feet or 6.814 acres. And subject to easements of

record, if any.

Tax ID No. 88-20-26-200-081



lBl AN

Sidwell #88-20-26-200-081
Water Main Easement

A TWENTY (20.00) FOOT WIDE EASEMENT FOR WATER MAIN BEING PART OF THE N.E. % OF
SECTION 26, T. 2 N,, R. 11 E,, CITY OF TROY, OAKLAND COUNTY, MICHIGAN, WHOSE
CENTERLINE IS DESCRIBED AS BEGINNING AT A POINT DISTANT S. 89° 42' 00" W., 720.60 FEET
ALONG THE N. LINE OF SAID SECTION 26; THENCE S. 00° 29' 22" E., 102.00 FEET, THENCE S. 89°
42' 00" W., 482.22 FEET; THENCE S. 00° 29' 22" E., 729.87 FEET; TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING;
THENCE S. 89° 21' 14" W., 246.32 FEET; THENCE S. 22° 41' 29" W, 33.16 FEET TO THE POINT OF
ENDING ON EXISTING WATER MAIN EASEMENT, SAID PROPOSED EASEMENT LIMITS SHALL
TERMINATE AT SAID EXISTING WATER MAIN EASEMENT.

BLOOMFIELD 45425-49 502698 8/12/02
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EXHIBIT C
Proposed Off-Site
Water Main Easement

N.E. CORNER
SECTION 26
T.2N,, R.11E.
S.89'42'00"W
BIG BEAVER ROAD 720.60
. S00°29'22"E
EX. 8" WATERMAIN 102,00 —f,
— —— — —— .—! HHHHH h\ — — — — —— --—-‘ —
N89'42'00"‘E *x_ 102" RO.W. LINE 482,22
~ | $89°'42'00"W
© | 482,22
Q | .
;] 2
E: } o
o ©
b |
Foooo T
7 | Z 7
|
% |
= _
z | Altair
; | Englneering
o |
=
£
w =
8 o f
[« 8 wn
S Iy
3 °)
| I e <
Adjacent N [ &
Parcel g | ﬂ
N | 8
3 ' 2
- P.0B~ |7 |
WX )
e e - /
20" WD. WATER
MAIN EASEMENT
$89'42'00"W .\ 482.22'

A

NOWAK & FRAUS

Consulting Engineers o Land Surveyors s Land Planners

1310 N, Stephenson Highway
Royal Oak, Michigan 48067-1508

SCALE
"= 100

DATE
03-05-02

DRAWN
A,

Tel. (248) 399-0886G
Fax. (248) 399-0805

JOB No.
1-B819

SHEET

P.W. lof3




L (N R FRS v Bl ol IS WAl TP ke A et e

Metropolitan Title Company

COMMERCIAL DIVISION

239400 Woodward, Sujte 135 - Bloomfield Hills, Ml 48304
{248) 5I40*41 02 - FAX (248) 540-2428

August 9, 2002

VIA telefax to 248/526 5131

City of Tray

Real Estate and Pevelopment
Troy, Michigan

Attn: Larysa Figol (248/624 3380)

Re: Liberty Property Limited Partnership ("Liberty")

INA USA Corporation ("Buyer")
6.814 acre parcel in Big Beaver Business Park, Troy, Michigan
Metropolitan Title Commitment No. CM-418081

DPear Sir/lMadam:

Please be advised that Metropolitan Title Company acted as escrow agent far the closing
of the sale by Liberty to Buyer of the captioned parcel. In conpection with the sale,
Metropolitan Title Company recorded the easements described on Exhibit A attached with
the Oakland County Register of Deeds. Recording information far these easements is
not vet available from Oakland County. Copies of the easements listed as [tems 6 and 8
on Exhibit A are attached to this letter. Copies of the other documents can be provided to
you at your request.

METROPOLITAN TITLE COMPANY

By TS S A

KarenBenton
Commercial Closing Officer




EXHIBIT A

Documents Recorded

1. First Amendment to Protective Covenants executed by Liberty.

2, Termination of Access Easement Agreement Recorded in Liber 22275, Page
534, O.C.R. executed by Liberty and Altair Bellingham LLC.

3. First Amendment to Easement to Access and Utility Easement Agreement
Recorded in Liber 23146, page 751, O.C.R executed by Liberty and Altair
Bellingham LLC.

4. Declaration of Easement (South Parcel Entrance from Bellingham Road)
executed by Liberty .

5. Grant of Easement (Storm Sewer) executed by Liberty.
6. Declaration of Easement (Water Main) executed by Liberty.
7. Declaration of Easement (Entrance Improvements) executed by Liberty.

8. Permanent Easement to City of Troy (sanitary sewer and public utilities)
executed by Liberty.

BLOOMRFIELD 4842548 502530 &AN02
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4 PERMANENT EASEMENT

Sidwel| #88-20-26-200-080
Resolutlon #

Liberty Property Limited Parinership, a Pennsylvania Limited Partnership, Grantor, whose address is 65
Valley Stream Parkway, Suite 100, Great Valley Corporate Center, Malvern, PA 19355 for and In
consideration of the sum of: One Dollar ($1.00) paid py the CITY OF TROY, a Michigen Municipsl
Carparation, Grantes, whose address Is 500 West Big Beaver Road, Troy, Michigan, grants fo the
Grantee the right to construct, qperate, maintaln, repair and/or replace Sanijtery Sewer and Public
Ulilities, sald non-exclusive easement for land sltuated In the Clty of Troy, Oakland County, Michigen
described as:!

4% SEE ATTACHED EXHIBIT "A"

and to enter upon sufficient land adjacent to said improvement(s) for the purpose of the construction,
operation, maintenance, repair and/or replacement thereof.

The premises so disturbed by the exerclse of any of the foregoing powers shall be reasonably restored to
its driginal conditlon by the Grantee, Grantor reserves all use of the easement land not inconsistent with
this easement grant, but no bulldings or signs shall be erected on the easement area without the prior
written approval of Grantee, : -

This Instrument shall be binding upon and inure to the benefit of the parties hereto, their heirs,
represeniatives, successors and assigns and the covenants contained hereln shall run with the land.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the undersigned hereunto affixed 1 signature this 24 day of _Tyne.
A.D. 2002, .

In presence of;

WITNESS i LIBERTY PROPERTY LIMITED PARTNERSHIP,
A PENNSYLVANIA LIMITED PARTNERSHIP

/ |
/é%«m 3 /‘/W"Aﬁ By:  LIBERTY PROPERTY TRUST, (L.S.),

Betnaly €. HuoR s its: SOLE GENERAL PARTNER

By: (L.S.)
KEYIN P, SHEA
VICE PRESIDENT, CITY MGR.
om H1208)

08§v
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STATE OF MICHIGAN )
) SS.
COUNTY OF OAKLAND )
The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this ,z%}%ay of L2y , 2002 by

Kevin P. Shea, lhe Vice-President-City Manager of Liberty Property Trust, the S6le General Partner of
Liberty Property Limited Parinership, a Pennsylvanla limited partnership, on behalf of the partnership.

Print Narre: NBEX
Notary Publlic, Oakland County of Michigan
My commission expires:__&7. £ 27

PERORAH P, DOMBROWSK
Notary Publio, Oakland County. Michigan
My Sammission Explres August 17, 2004

Prepared by: Return to:

Patricia A. Petitlo Clty Clerk, City of Troy
500 Wesl Blg Beaver Road 500 West Big Beaver
Troy, Ml 48084 Troy, Michigan 48084

PLEASE SIGN IN BLUE INK AND PRINT OR
TIYPENAMES N BLACK INK UNDER SIGNATURES
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EXHIBIT "A

85~ Fo~A6 ~S0°— OF/
Sidwell #88-20-26-200-880" OF #A
SANITARY SEWER AND PUBLIC UTILITIES

Part of the North 2 of Sectipn 26, 7. 2 N., R. 11 E., City of Troy, Oakiand County, Michigan described as
beginning at a point *A" on {he South Right-of-Way line of Big Beaver Road (204 feet wide) distant S.
88°42'00" W. 720.80 feel along the North line of said Section 26 and S, 00°29'22" £, 102.00 feet and S.
88°42'00" W, 790,05 feet from the Northeast comer of sald Section 26; thence from sald point of
beginning S. 00*36°00" E. 99.83 faet; thence 104.64 feet along the arc of a curve to the right, radius
232.00 feet, central angle 26°50'31", chord length 103.75 feet, and a chord bearing of S. 12°19'156" W.;
thence 75.77 feet along the are of a curve to the left, radius 168.00 feet, central angle 25°50'31", chord
lenglth 75,13 feel, and a chord bearing S. 12°19'15" W.; thence S. 00°36'00" E. 285.00 feet; thence '
338.20 feet along the are of a curve to the right, radius 337.00 feel, central angle 57°30'00", chord length
324.19 feat, and a chord bearing S. 28°09'00" W.; thence S. 56°54'00" W, 88,18 feel; thence 213.76 feet
along the arc of a curve to the left, radlus 213.00 feet, central angle §7°30'00", chord length 204.90 feet,
and a chord bearing S. 28°09'00" W.; thence S. 00*36'00" E. 393,55 feet; thence S. 89°24'00" W, 20.00
fest; thence S, 00°36'00" E. 133.17 feet; thence 77.03 feet along the arc of a curve to the left, radlus
58.00 feel, central angle 76°056'39", chord length 71.49 feet, and a chord bearing of S. 38°38'50" E.;
thence S. 76°41'39" E. 342,10 feet; thence 256,58 feel along the are of a curve to the right, radius 317.00
feel, central angle 46°22'30", chord length 249.63 feel, and a chord bearing of S. 5330'24" E.; thence S.
00°29'22" E. 25.77 feet; thence 268.24 feel along the arc of a curve {o the left, radius 306.00 feet, central
angle 50°34'45", chord length 260.59 feel, and a chord bearing of N. 51°24"17" W.; thence N. 76°41'39"
W. 342.10 feet; thence 92.97 feel along the arc of a curve to the right, radius 70.00Q feet, central angle
76°05'39", chord length 86.28 feet, and a chord bearing N. 38°38'50" W.; thence N. 00°36'00" W, 5§28.72
feel, thence 245,87 feet along the arc of a curve to the right, radlus 245.00 feet, central angle 57°30'00",
chord length 235.68 feet, and a chord bearing of N. 28°09'00" E.; thence N. 56°54'00" E. 88.18 feet;
thence 306,09 feet along the arc of a curve fo the left, radius 305,00 feet, central angle §7°30'00", chord .
length 293.40 feet, and a chord bearing of N. 268°08'00" E. thence N. 00°36'00" W. 285.00 fest; thence
80.21 feel along the arc of a curve to the right, radius 200.00 feet, central angle 25°50'31", chord |ength
89.44 feel, and a chord bearing N. 12°19'15" E.; thence 90.21 fest along the arc of a curve fo the left,
radius 200.0Q feet, central angle 25°50'31", chord length 89.44 feet, and a chord besring N. 12°19'15" E.;
thence N. 00°36'00" W. 100.00 feet; thence N. 83°42'00" E. 32.00 feet to the point of beginning.

BLOOMFIELD 45425-49 494893 5/19/02
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August 26, 2002
E-16

TO: The Honorable Mayor and City Council

FROM: John Szerlag, City Manager
Jeanette Bennett, Purchasing Director
Charles T. Craft, Chief of Police(*¢C

SUBJECT: Standard Purchasing Resolution 4: State of Michigan Extended
Purchasing Agreement — Optical Scanning Services

RECOMMENDATION

The Records Section of the City of Troy Police Department requests approval and
authorization to have Graphic Sciences convert our 1997/1998 Incident and Accident
Reports to digital (tiff) images and 16mm digital microfilm backup through the State of
Michigan Extended Purchasing Agreement at an estimated cost of $55,105.00. See
Appendix I.

BACKGROUND

The proposed conversion system will give us the ability to retrieve or view documents
from our computer workstations allowing for superior quality, speedy retrieval and
copying of reports. The 16mm digital microfilm backup meets the Optical Imaging
Systems Rules as mandated by Public Act 116 of 1992, “Records Media Act.” We
would purchase two sets of CD’s. The first set would be for Police Department use.
The second CD would be in a tiff format. This format is compatible with any document
imaging system the City purchases in the future.

BUDGET
Funds are available from the Police Department’s Microfiim/CD Project Account

401325.7980.030.

Prepared by: Bonnie R. Korttila, Police Records Supervisor

Cc: Gary Mayer, Captain
Michael Lyczkowski, Lieutenant


City of Troy
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Example: Sample Incident & Accident Reports

1997/1998 RECORDS

Based on 214,236 (8 2 x 11) Images

Description
Scanning

Image Finishing
Data Entry
Preparation

Imbedded Retrieval Software
(CD holds about 10,000 images)

CD Duplicate
CD (tiff) images
Pickup/Delivery

Total

Example: Sample Incident & Accident Reports

47,608 Reports

Unit Price
.05/image
.01/image

.007/character

13.75/hour

45.00/license

10.00/CD

Total
$10,712.00
2,142.00
2,332.00
3,682.00
967.00

214.00
No Charge

No Charge
$20,049.00

Based on 250,000 (8 2 x 11) Images

Description
Scanning

Image Finishing
Data Entry
Preparation
Microfilm Creation

Imbedded Retrieval Software
(CD holds about 10,000 images)

CD Duplicate
CD (tiff) images
Pickup/Delivery
Total

TOTAL ESTIMATED COST:

52,695 Reports

Unit Price
.058/image
.01/image

.007/character

13.75/hour
.04/image

45.00/license

10.00/CD

Total
$12,500.00
2,500.00
2,951.00
5,730.00
10,000.00
1,125.00

250.00
No Charge

No Charge
$35,056.00

$55,105.00

APPENDIX |
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September 3, 2002

TO: Honorable Mayor and City Council

FROM: John Szerlag, City Manager
Doug Smith, Real Estate & Development Director

SUBJECT: Request for Public Hearing

On September 12, 2002, the Brownfield Redevelopment Authority is considering a
proposed Brownfield Redevelopment plan for the former Stanley Door Systems Property
at 1225 East Maple Road, Troy, Michigan. The Brownfield Redevelopment Authority is
expected to issue arecommendation on the proposed plan to the Troy City Council, and
request a public hearing on the proposed plan for October 7", 2002.

Management requests that Troy City Council set a public hearing for October 7, 2002.


City of Troy
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F-1
BOARDS AND COMMITTEES VACANCIES

The appointment of new members to all of the listed board and committee vacancies will require only
one motion and vote by City Council. Council members submit recommendations for appointment.
When the number of submitted names exceed the number of positions to be filled, a separate motion
and roll call vote will be required (current process of appointing). Any board or commission with
remaining vacancies will automatically be carried over to the next Regular City Council Meeting
Agenda.

The following boards and committees have expiring terms and/or vacancies. Bold red lines indicate
the number of appointments required:

Advisory Committee for Persons w/Disabilities

Approved by Council (9)- 3 years

Term expires 7-01-2003 (Student)

Term expires 7-01-2003 (Student)

PHONE NAME ADDRESS TERM EXPIRES
828-1967H Susan Burt (Alternate) 1060 Glaser, 85 Nov. 1, 2003
313-577-1435B
689-1457 Angela Done 2304 Academy, 83 Nov. 1, 2002
740-8983 Nancy Johnson 1461 Lamb, 85 Nov. 1, 2003
813-9575 Leonard Bertin 5353 Rochester, 85 Nov. 1, 2002
258-2500B
689-4983H Pauline Manetta(Alternate) 1473 Lila, 85 Nov. 1, 2003
547-3286B
641-7764 Dick Kuschinsky 5968 Whitfield, 98 Nov. 1, 2004
313-496-2686B
680-1233 Theodora House 301 Belhaven, 85 Nov. 1, 2003
641-3860 Sharon Lu (Student) 1749 Freemont, 98 July 1, 2002
952-0484 Jerry Ong (Student) 1903 Fleetwood, 98 July 1, 2002
524-9160 Dorothy Ann Pietron 1716 Eldridge, 83 Nov. 1, 2004
641-9538 John J. Rodgers 5925 Whitfield, 98 Nov. 1, 2003
362-0671 Cynthia Buchanan 840 Huntsford, 84 Nov. 1, 2004
680-0325 Kul B. Gawri 5305 Greendale, 85 Nov. 1, 2002
952-5555H Jayshree Shah (Alternate) 4053 Drexel, 84 Nov. 1, 2003
810-986-3191B

08/27/02
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Animal Control Appeal Board

Appointed by Council (5)- 3 years

Term expires 9-30-2003

Term expires 9-30-2005

Term expires 9-30-2005

PHONE NAME ADDRESS TERM EXPIRES
879-0100 Harriet Barnard, Ch 5945 Livernois, 98 Sept. 30, 2005
1-800-428-1287 | Leith Gallaher 491 Troywood, 83 Sept. 30, 2003
Day Time Only
879-6576 Kathleen Melchert 6385 Tutbury, 98 Sept. 30, 2004
643-6849 Warren Packard (Resigned) 4200 Beach, 98 Sept. 30, 2003
689-1697 Jayne Saeger 1740 Westwood, 83 Sept. 30, 2005

Ms. Barnard and Ms. Saeger wish to be reappointed.

CATV Adyvi

sory Committee

Appointed by Council (7)- 3 years

Term expires 7-01-2003 (Student)

PHONE NAME ADDRESS (Voters) TERM EXPIRES
689-8176 Alex Bennett 1065 Arthur, 83 Sept. 30, 2003
362-3107 Jerry L. Bixby 891 Kirts Blvd, 84 Feb. 28, 2003
689-3430 Michael J Farrug 6781 Little Creek Ct., 85 Nov. 30, 2002
689-2528 Richard Hughes 1321 Roger Ct., 83 Feb. 28, 2003
952-5179 Lusi Fang (Student) 1948 Freemont, 98 July 01, 2002

740-8920H Penny Marinos 1128 Larchwood, 83 Feb. 28, 2004
827-4065B
879-0793 W. Kent Voigt 2620 Coral, 85 Feb. 28, 2004
649-6578 Bryan H. Wehrung 3860 Edgemont, 84 Feb. 28, 2005
08/27/02 Page 2
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Downtown Development Authority

Mayor, Council Approval (13)-4 years

Term expires 9-30-2006

Term expires 9-30-2006

Term expires 9-30-2006

Term expires 9-30-2004 (Mayor)

PHONE NAME ADDRESS (Voters) TERM EXPIRES
952-1952H Michael W. Culpepper 1236 Autumn Dr.,98 Sept. 30, 2004
391-3777B

248-391-4895F mculpepp@auburnhills.org
649-2924 Stuart Frankel 3221 W. Big Beaver, Ste. 106, 84 Sept. 30, 2003

313-881-0523H
248-641-0197B

Michele Hodges

1169 Bedford
Grosse Point Park, 48230
Mhodges4@aol.com

Sept. 30, 2005

879-6439H William Kennis 249 W. Hurst, 98 Sept. 30, 2002
526-0576B 100 W Big Beaver, Ste.200, 84
642-1875H Alan M. Kiriluk , Ch Kirco Development Corp Sept. 30, 2004
680-7180W 101 W. Big Beaver, Ste.200, 84
248-680-7181F
827-4600B G. Thomas York Forbes/Cohen Properties Sept. 30, 2004
100 Galleria Officentre Ste 427
Southfield MI 48037
524-3244W Daniel MacLeish Macleish Building, Inc. Sept. 30, 2005
641-7999H 650 E. Big Beaver, Ste. F, 84
248-524-2345F
258-5734H Clarke B. Maxson 1091 Oxford, Birmingham, 09 Sept. 30, 2003
689-8081B Midwest Guaranty Bank
248-689-8651F 201 W. Big Beaver Ste. 125, 84
786-1450W Nick Najjar 3150 Livernois, Ste 105, 83 Sept. 30, 2005

248-689-4722F
810-206-9000C

879-8695 Carol A. Price 6136 Sandshores, 85 Sept. 30, 2003
879-6033 Ernest C. Reschke 6157 Walker, 85 Sept. 30, 2002
879-2646 H Douglas J. Schroeder 2783 Homewood Dr., 98 Sept. 30, 2002
689-6555 B
879-3896H Matt Pryor 6892 Coolidge, 98 Sept. 30, 2002

248-879-3896F
248-709-0383C

Mr. Kennis, Mr

08/27/02

. Reschke, and Mr. Schroeder wish to be reappointed.
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Ethnic Community Issues Advisory Committee

F-1

Approved by Council (9)- 3 years

Term expires 9-30-2005

Term expires 9-30-2005

Term expires 9-30-2005

Term expires 9-30-2005

Term expires 9-30-2005

Term expires 9-30-2005

Council established this committee on March 18, 2002. See attached resumes.

Historic District Commission

Appointed by Council (7)- 3 years

(One member must be an architect)

(Two members recommended by Troy Historical Society)

(One member recommended by Troy Historical Commission)
Chapter 13, Troy City Ordinance

Term expires 3-01-2005

PHONE NAME ADDRESS (Voters) TERM EXPIRES
879-9494H Marjorie A. Biglin 5863 Cliffside, 85 March 1, 2004
366-1224B
614-0011H Wilson Deane Blythe 3458 Gresham, 84 March 1, 2005

313-392-7122B
689-7031 Kevin Danielson 210 Paragon, 98 May 15, 2003
619-7119H David J. Eisenbacher 1863 Lakewood, 83 March 1, 2002
362-2888B
645-2187H Paul C. Lin 1599 Witherbee, 84 May 15, 2003
524-1874H Jacques O. Nixon 1035 Milverton, 83 March 1, 2005
689-0516 Dorothy Scott 129 Belhaven, 85 May 15, 2003

See attached recommendation from the Troy Historical Society

08/27/02

Page 4




F-1
Parks and Recreation Board

Appointed by Council (10)- 3 years

Term expires 7-31-2003 (School Rep)

Term expires 9-30-2005

Term expires 9-30-2005

PHONE NAME ADDRESS (Voters) TERM EXPIRES
828-8940 Douglas M. Bordas, Ch. 5902 Cliffside, 85 Sept. 30, 2005
828-4361 Kathleen M. Fejes 6475 Elmoor, 98 Sept. 30, 2004
644-6744 John F. Goetz, Jr 2539 Black Pine, 98 Sept. 30, 2003
689-3794 Gary Hauff (School Rep.) 3794 Wayfarer, 83 July 31, 2002
879-9314 Lawrence Jose (Sr. Rep.) 5581 Livernois, 98 Apr. 30, 2003
828-8084 Orestes (Rusty) Kaltsounis 6798 Jasmine, 98 Sept. 30, 2003
649-4948 Tom Krent 3184 Alpine, 84 Sept. 30, 2004
619-9217 Deanna Ned (Student) 3740 Horseshoe, 83 July 01, 2003
879-1466 Robert J. O'Brien 6285 Brookings, 98 Sept. 30, 2005

689-2074H Jeffrey Stewart 884 Hidden Ridge, 83 Sept. 30, 2003
569-8454B (Troy Daze Rep.)

528-1919 Janice C Zikakis 1346 Judy, 85 Sept. 30, 2005
524-3484 Carol Anderson Parks & Rec. Dir. (Ex-officio)

Mr. O’Brien does not wish to be reappointed. School Board recommendation is attached.

Planning Commission

Appointed by Council (9) — 3 yvears

Term expires 7-01-2003 (Student)

PHONE NAME ADDRESS (Voters) TERM EXPIRES
524-9850 Gary G. Chamberlain 4850 Alton, 85 Dec. 31, 2002
689-1849 Jordan C. Keoleian 3709 Kings Point Dr, 83 July 01, 2002

(Student)
952-5588 H Dennis A. Kramer 1903 Spiceway, 98 Dec. 31, 2003
435-1712 B
879-8877H Larry Littman 6867 Killarney, 98 Dec. 31, 2004
649-1150B
528-3848 Cynthia Pennington 1924 Westwood, 83 Dec. 31, 2002
BZA Rep
524-2285 James H. Starr 2643 Arrowhead, 83 Dec. 31, 2002
879-8529 Walter A. Storrs, lll 5676 Martell, 85 Dec. 31, 2003
Mark J Vleck 1060 Hartwig, 85 Dec. 31, 2004
642-9737 David T. Waller BZA Alt 2921 Townhill, 84 Dec. 31, 2003
641-7115H Wayne C. Wright 2525 Homewood, 98 Dec. 31, 2004
775-7710 B

08/27/02 Page 5




Traffic Committee

F-1

Appointed by Council (7) — 3 years

Term expires 7-01-2003 (Student)

PHONE NAME ADDRESS (Voters) TERM EXPIRES
649-2319 David Allen (Student) 3755 Ledge Ct., 84 July 01, 2001
879-0103 John Diefenbaker 5697 Wright, 98 Jan. 31, 2003

879-0250H Eric S Grinnell 406 E Square Lake, 84 Jan. 31, 2003
663-5055B MAIL TO:
PO Box 99417
Troy MI 48099
689-1223 Lawrence Halsey 663 Vanderpool, 83 Jan. 31, 2003
689-9401H Jan L. Hubbell 1080 Glaser, 85 Jan. 31, 2005
(313)665-4284B
524-1595 Richard A. Kilmer 62 Hickory, 83 Jan. 31, 2005
362-2128H Robert M. Schultz 883 Kirts Blvd, 84 Jan. 31, 2005
827-2359B
524-9062H Charles A. Solis, Ch. 1866 Crimson, 83 Jan. 31, 2003
689-2920B
524-3379 John Abraham Traffic Engineer (Ex-officio)
524-3443 Charles Craft Police Chief (Ex-officio)
524-3419 William Nelson Fire Chief (Ex-officio)

Troy Daze Committee

Appointed by Council (9) —3years

Term expires 7-01-2003 (Student)

PHONE NAME ADDRESS (Voters) TERM EXPIRES
528-0155 H Robert A. Berk 726 Thurber, 85 Nov. 30, 2003
322-9813B
879-9030H Sue Bishop 6109 Emerald Lake, 85 Nov. 30, 2004
879-0272B

528-1551 Jim D. Cyrulewski. 626 Randall, 85 Nov. 30, 2004
689-9244 Cecile Dilley 2722 Sparta, 83 Nov. 30, 2004
828-8084 Kessie Kaltsounis 6798 Jasmine, 98 Nov. 30, 2002
879-6958H Richard L. Tharp 6881 Westaway Dr, 85 Nov. 30, 2003
354-3710B

649-4345H William F Hall 1891 Kirts, Apt 215, 84 Nov. 30, 2002
944-5968B

689-2074H Jeffrey Stewart 884 Hidden Ridge, 83 Sept. 30, 2003
569-8454B (Repr to Parks/Rec Board)

528-2647H Robert S. Preston 4458 Lancashire Ct., 85 Nov. 30, 2002

877-678-2747B
952-1732 Cheryl A Kaszubski 1878 Freemont, 98 Nov. 30, 2003
641-0175 Xin Li (Student) 5826 Faircastle, 98 July 1, 2002
08/27/02 Page 6




RESUMES/CURRENT MEMBERS/INTERESTED CITIZENS BOARDS/COMMITTEES OF TROY  F-1
Advisory Committee for Persons With Disabilities
Committee of 9, 3 Alternates

Presently Serving Telephone Term Original TimeApplied
Name Address Numbers Expires Appt Date Term Limits
Bertin, Leonard O 5353 Rochester Rd, 85 813-9575 11/1/02 1/10/00 1/10/00
258-2500B
Buchanan, Cynthia 840 Huntsford, 84 362-0671 11/1/04 4/23/01 4/23/01
Burt, Susan 2134 Oakwood, 85 828-1967H 11/1/03 1/14/01 1/14/01
(Alternate) 313-577-1435B
Done, Angela 2304 Academy, 83 689-1457 11/1/02 3/1/93 11/15/99
Gauri, Kul B 5305 Greendale, 85 680-0325 11/1/02 4/23/01 4/23/01
House, Theodora 301 Belhaven, 85 680-1232 11/1/03 10/19/99 10/18/99
11/20/00
Johnson, Nancy 1461 Lamb, 85 740-8983 11/1/03 9/13/93 11/20/00
Kuschinsky, Dick 5968 Whitfield, 98 641-7764 11/1/04 6/27/94 6/21/99
313-496-2686B
Lu, Sharon 1749 Freemont, 98 641-3860 7/1/02 9/10/01 N/A
(Student)
Manetta, Pauline 1473 Lila, 85 689-4983H 11/1/03 4/22/02 4/22/02
(Alternate) 547-3286B
Ong, Jerry 1903 Fleetwood, 98 952-0484 7/1/02 12/04/00 N/A
(Student)
Pietron, Dorothy Ann | 1716 Eldridge, 83 524-9160 11/1/04 1/14/01 1/14/01
Rodgers, John J 5925 Whitfield, 98 641-9538 11/1/03 4/23/01 4/23/01
Shah, Jayshree 4053 Drexel 952-5555H 11/1/03 1/14/01 1/14/01
(Alternate) 810-986-3191

Each member shall not serve more than three consecutive terms, any portion of a term served shall constitute one full term and this resolution shall
apply only to terms starting after January 1, 1999 COUNCIL RESOLUTION #98-540

08/27/02 1



RESUMES/CURRENT MEMBERS/INTERESTED CITIZENS BOARDS/COMMITTEES OF TROY  F-1

Advisory Committee for Persons With Disabilities
Committee of 9, 3 Alternates

Interested Citizens Telephone Date Sent Currently
Name Address Numbers Received To Council Serving
Zhou, Hannah 6365 Elsey, 98 879-9052 8/19/02

Each member shall not serve more than three consecutive terms, any portion of a term served shall constitute one full term and this resolution shall
apply only to terms starting after January 1, 1999 COUNCIL RESOLUTION #98-540

08/27/02 2



RESUMES/CURRENT MEMBERS/INTERESTED CITIZENS

BOARDS/COMMITTEES OF TROY

Advisory Committee for Senior Citizens

Committee of 9

Presently Serving Telephone Term Original TimeApplied
Name Address Numbers Expires | Appt Date Term Limits
Banch, Steven 2731 West Wattles, 98 | 646-3267 4/30/2004 11/04/96 5/07/01
Crowe, Jane 1984 Muer, 84 643-0158 4/30/2004 7117179 4/23/01
Dixon, Merrill 5974 Diamond, 85 879-2887 4/30/2003 11/04/96 3/20/00
Forst, Edward 2731 Dover, 83 689-6572 4/30/2004 5/12/97 4/23/01
Jose, Lawrence 5581 Livernois, 98 879-9314 4/30/2003 2/22/93 3/20/00
Ogg, David S 3951 Forge, 83 689-2210 4/30/2005 4/24/93 3/29/99
Rhoads, Josephine 4226 Gatesford, 85 689-2741 4/30/2005 11/11/91 3/29/99
Thompson, JOAnn 6177 Livernois, 98 879-2637H 4/30/2003 8/19/02 8/19/02
362-2165B
Weisgerber, William 2475 Charnwood, 98 828-7072 4/30/2005 4/23/01 4/23/01

F-1

Each member shall not serve more than three consecutive terms, any portion of a term served shall constitute one full term and this resolution shall
Apply only to terms starting after January 1, 1999 COUNCIL RESOLUTION # 98-540

08/27/02



RESUMES/CURRENT MEMBERS/INTERESTED CITIZENS

BOARDS/COMMITTEES OF TROY

Advisory Committee for Senior Citizens
Committee of 9

Interested Citizens Telephone Date Sent Currently
Name Address Numbers Received To Councill Serving
Buchanan, Cynthia 840 Huntsford, 84 | 362-0671 6/07/00 6/19/00 Advisory Committee
Persons
w/Disabilities
Burt, Susan 2134 Oakwood, 828-1967H 9/24/01 10/01/01 Advisory Committee
85 313-577- Persons
1435B WI/Disabilities Alt
Pietron, Dorothy A 1746 Eldridge, 83 | 524-9160 12/21/98 7/23/01 Advisory Committee
7/10/01 Persons
W/Disabilities
Shah, Jayshree 4053 Drexel, 84 952-5555H 08/28/01 9/17/01 Advisory Committee

810-986-3191

Persons
W/Disabilities Alt

F-1

Each member shall not serve more than three consecutive terms, any portion of a term served shall constitute one full term and this resolution shall
Apply only to terms starting after January 1, 1999 COUNCIL RESOLUTION # 98-540

08/27/02



RESUMES/CURRENT MEMBERS/INTERESTED CITIZENS

BOARDS/COMMITTEES OF TROY

Animal Control Appeal Board
Committee of 5

Barnard, Harriet 5945 Livernois, 98 879-0100 9/30/2002 9/10/73 10/04/99
Gallaher, Leith 491 Troywood, 83 1-800-428-1287 | 9/30/2003 11/6/95 11/20/00
Day time only
Melchert, Kathleen 6385 Tutbury, 98 879-6576 9/30/2004 9/29/80 10/15/01
Packard, Warren 4200 Beach, 98 643-6849 9/30/2003 9/10/73 9/25/00

(Resigned)
Saeger, Jayne 1740 Westwood, 83 689-1697 9/30/2002 11/2/81 10/04/99
Interested Citizens Telephone Date Sent Currently
Name Address Numbers Received To Council Serving
Larue, Patricia M 95 Cutting, 85 879-5716H 8/12/02 8/19/02
313-567-1000B 8/2004
Zhou, Hannah 6365 Elsey, 98 879-9052 8/19/02

F-1

Each member shall not serve more than three consecutive terms, any portion of a term served shall constitute one full term and this resolution shall
Apply only to terms starting after January 1, 1999 COUNCIL RESOLUTION # 98-540
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RESUMES/CURRENT MEMBERS/INTERESTED CITIZENS

CATV Advisory Committee

Committee of 7

BOARDS/COMMITTEES OF TROY

Presently Serving Telephone Term Original TimeApplied
Name Address Numbers Expires | Appt Date Term Limits
Bennett, Alex 1065 Arthur, 83 689-8176 9/30/03 10/25/88 3/01/99
MAIL TO: 11/6/00
PO Box 346, 99
Bixby, Jerry L 891 Kirts Blvd, 84 362-3107 2/28/03 5/05/97 2/07/00
Farrug, Michael J 6781 Little Creek Ct, 689-3430 11/30/02 8/07/00 8/07/00
85
Hughes, Richard 1321 Roger Ct., 83 689-2528 2/28/03 2/17/97 1/17/00
Lusi Fang 1948 Freemont, 98 952-5179 7/01/02 9/10/01 N/A
(Student)
Marinos, Penny 1128 Larchwood, 83 740-8920H 2/28/04 10/01/01 10/01/01
827-4065B
Voight, W Kent 2620 Coral , 85 879-0793 2/28/04 5/07/01 5/07/01
Wehrung, Bryan H 3860 Edgemont, 84 649-6578 2/28/05 2/18/91 3/01/99

Each member shall not serve more than three consecutive terms, any portion of a term served shall constitute one full term and this resolution shall
Apply only to terms starting after January 1, 1999 COUNCIL RESOLUTION # 98-540
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RESUMES/CURRENT MEMBERS/INTERESTED CITIZENS

BOARDS/COMMITTEES OF TROY

Interested Citizens Telephone Date Sent Currently
Name Address Numbers Received To Council Serving
Butt, Shazad 5381 Clearview, 98 641-8505 7/13/00/6/26/01 8/07/00
5/2003 7/09/01
Gauri, Kul B 5305 Greendale, 85 680-0325 8/26/99 Advisory Comm for
Persons
w/Disabilities
Godlewski, W S 2784 Whitehall, 85 689-4614H 12/28/01 1/07/02 Liguor Committee
456-2966B
Kuschinsky, Dick 5968 Whitfield, 98 641-7764H 10/11/01 11/05/01 Advisory Comm
313-496-2686B for Persons
w/Disabilities
Manzon, Alan 2946 Shirley 828-3155H 6/04/02 6/17/02
248-583-2710B
Minnick, Richard D Il | 28 Millstone, 84 619-7478 4/29/02 5/06/02
4/2004
Wattles, Brian J 3864 Livernois, 83 689-1249 7/10/01 7/23/01 Historical
Commission
Zhou, Hannah 6365 Elsey, 98 879-9052 8/19/02

F-1

Each member shall not serve more than three consecutive terms, any portion of a term served shall constitute one full term and this resolution shall
Apply only to terms starting after January 1, 1999 COUNCIL RESOLUTION # 98-540

08/27/02 2



RESUMES/CURRENT MEMBERS/INTERESTED CITIZENS
Downtown Development Authority/ Committee of 13

BOARDS/COMMITTEES OF TROY

Presently Serving Telephone Numbers Term Original
Name Address Expires Appt Date
Culpepper, Michael W 1236 Autumn, 98 952-1952H/391-3777B 9/30/04 8/16/99
248-391-4895Fax
mculpepp@auburnhills.org
Frankel, Stuart 3221 W. Big Beaver Ste 106, 84 649-2924 9/30/03 10/18/99
Hodges, Michele 1169 Bedford 313-881-0523H 9/30/05 1/14/02
Grosse Point Park, 48230 248-641-0197B
mhodges4@aol.com
Kennis, William 249 W Hurst, 98 879-6439H 9/30/02 9/13/93
100 W Big Beaver, Ste. 200, 84 526-0576B
Kiriluk, Alan M Kirco Development Corp 680-7180W 9/30/04 9/13/93
101 W Big Beaver Ste 200, 84 642-1875H
248-680-7181Fax
MacLeish, Daniel MacLeish Building, Inc 524-3244W 9/30/05 9/13/93
650 E Big Beaver Ste F, 83 641-7999H
248-524-2345Fax
Maxson, Clarke B 1091 Oxford 258-5734H 9/30/03 8/31/98
Birmingham MI 48009 689-8081B
Midwest Guaranty Bank 248-689-8651Fax
201 W Big Beaver Ste 125, 84
Nick Najjar 3150 Livernois Ste 105, 83 786-1450W 9/30/05 11/19/01
248-689-4722Fax
810-206-9000Cell
Price, Carol A 6136 Sandshores, 85 879-8695 9/30/03 9/13/93
Pryor, Matt 6892 Coolidge, 98 879-3896H 9/30/02 4/23/01
248-879-3896Fax
248-709-0383Cell
Reschke, Ernest C 6157 Walker, 85 879-6033 9/30/02
Schroeder, Douglas J 2783 Homewood, 98 689-6555B 9/30/02 12/07/98
York, G Thomas 2800 W. Big Beaver Rd., 84 827-4600B 9/30/04 11/15/99
Forbes/Cohen Properties
100 Galleria Officentre, Ste 427
Southfield MI 48037
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BOARDS/COMMITTEES OF TROY
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Interested Citizens Telephone Date Sent Currently
Name Address Numbers Received To Serving
Council
Alexander, Larry 4685 Rambling Dr., 98 | 952-5355H 6/12/01 7/09/01
313-202-1801B 5/2003
Baughman, Deborah L 967 Muer, 84 362-3082H 3/29/01/6/18/01 4/09/01
313-961-8380B 5/2003 7/09/01
Brodbine, Anju C. 263 Falling Brook, 98 689-0056H 8/13/02 8/19/02
689-9959B 8/2004
Calice, Mark A 4235 Beach, 98 644-8310 6/97 Employee Retirement
System
Chang, Jouky 3654 Boulder, 84 649-8237H 10/02/01 10/15/01
313-394-6941B 10/2003
Daugherty, Patrick 5512 Whitfield, 98 641-1849H 11/14/01 11/19/01 | Act 78, Civil Service
313-442-6495B
Elenbaum, Anita 870 Barilane, 84 362-0337H 4/17/02 4/22/02
1-800-477-5035B | 4/2004
Hall, Patrick C 5363 Clearview, 98 641-4765H 1/26/01 2/05/01
952-0400B 1/2003
Howrylak, Frank J 3035 Newport Ct, 84 643-6653H 4/05/01 4/09/01 Board of Review
512-3110B
Huber, Laurie G 2794 Saratoga, 83 619-1487 6/18/01 7/09/01
5/2003
Victoria Lang 2700 Dashwood, 83 589-3304 7/09/01 7/23/01
6/2003
Lin, Paul Chu 1599 Witherbee, 84 645-2187 5/22/00 6/05/00 Historic District
Milia, Carmelo 3911 Boulder, 84 643-0859 6/14/01 7/09/01
5/2003
Rocchio, James A 2810 Waterloo, 84 649-9612H 4/16/01 4/23/01 Economic
205-2748B DevelopmentCorp
Schultz, Robert M 883 Kirts Blvd, 84 362-2128 6/19/01 1/22/01 Traffic Committee
7/09/01
Shah, Jayshree 4053 Drexel, 98 952-5555H 08/28/01 9/17/01 Advisory Comm for
810-986-3191 8/2003 Persons w/Disabilities
Shiner, Mary E 5456 Patterson, 85 879-9776H 11/28/01 12/09/01 Bd of Canvassers
586-254-7707B 11/2003
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