
 

 
 

ARCHITECTURE REVIEW COMMITTEE 
CITY HALL LOWER LEVEL CONF. RM 

151 MARTIN ST, Birmingham, MI  
 

TUESDAY – APRIL 19, 2016 
3:00 PM 

NOTICE OF MEETING 
 

 

 

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that a Regular Meeting of the Architectural Review Committee 
will take place on Tuesday, April 19, 2016 at the Lower Level Conference Room, at 151 Martin St., 
Birmingham, MI 48009. The meeting will begin at 3:00 p.m. 

 
 

MEETING AGENDA 
 

1. Roll Call 
 

2. Review the final plans for the Chesterfield Fire Station, based on the April 
15, 2016 meeting. 

 
3. Approve the Meeting minutes from 12/17/15, 3/23/16, and 4/4/16. 

 
4. Adjournment 

 
 
 

Approved minutes of this meeting will be available in the City Manager’s Office or online 
at www.bhamgov.org. 

 

THIS NOTICE IS GIVEN in accordance with Act 261, 1968 Public Act 267. 

Posted: April 15, 2016 

 
 

 

Notice:   Due to Building Security, public entrance during non-business hours is through the Police Department—Pierce St. 
Entrance only.  Individuals with disabilities requiring assistance to enter the building should request aid via the intercom system at the 
parking lot entrance gate on Henrietta St. 

 
Persons with disabilities that may require assistance for effective participation in this public meeting should contact the City Clerk’s Office at 
the number (248) 530-1880, or (248) 644-5115 (for the hearing impaired) at least one day before the meeting to request help in mobility, 
visual, hearing, or other assistance. 

 
Las personas con incapacidad que requieren algún tipo de ayuda para la participación en esta sesión pública deben ponerse en contacto 
con la oficina del escribano de la ciudad en el número (248) 530-1800 o al (248) 644-5115 (para las personas con incapacidad auditiva) por 
lo menos un dia antes de la reunión para solicitar ayuda a la movilidad, visual, auditiva, o de otras asistencias. (Title VI of the Civil Rights Act 
of 1964). 

http://www.bhamgov.org/


 

 
 
 

DRAFT – NOT APPROVED 

Architectural Review Committee 
City Hall Lower Level Conference Room, 151 Martin St. 

248.530.1880 
Thursday, December 17, 2015 

 
 
 
Meeting called to order at 4:03 p.m. 
 
Present: Larry Bertollini, Scott Bonney, Christopher Longe, Stacy Peterson  
 
City Staff: Joe Valentine, City Manager 
 Jana Ecker, Planning Director 
 John Donohue, Assistant Fire Chief 
 Joellen Haines, Assistant to the City Manager  
 
 
There was discussion by Larry Bertollini regarding approval of the minutes from the December 
1, 2015 meeting. Mr. Bertollini said he didn’t recall the Committee directing but rather discussing 
that the floor plan of the station should have the living quarters on the east side. Mr. Bonney 
said the merits of both plans were discussed, and the group settled on the idea that the living 
quarters be oriented on the east side. Bertollini wanted to strike that the Committee directed the 
orientation of the plan, only discussed the orientation as it was presented. Bertollini said he 
wanted it noted that in the site plan, the reason they recommended taking down the screen wall 
was because they had concerns that truck maneuvering would be tight, but it was the best that 
could be done with the size of the site.  
 
Motion by Larry Bertollini to approve the minutes as amended to strike that the Committee 
directed the orientation of the floor plan from the December 1, 2015 meeting, seconded by Scott 
Bonney, 3 yeas, 0 nays. The meeting notes from December 1, 2015 were approved as 
amended; 3-0. 
 
Stacy Peterson presented drawings based on the Dec. 1, meeting of the ARC regarding the 
Chesterfield Fire Station which addressed the comments from the Planning Board and the 
Architectural Review Committee. Sidock presented a different style, incorporated a lot more light 
into the apparatus bays, added additional-sized windows and orientation, improving the day 
room and the kitchen and dining areas and developed a site plan that addresses a public entry-
way with screening and privatization of the patio area.  
 
Scott Bonney noted that this new design suggests flat roofs of all varying heights, and said it 
suggests that one bay area would have to get taller for clearance to use the mezzanine as an 
exercise and storage unit. Bonney commented on how this design is quite a bit lower than the 
original, and said he likes that the design is discreet; with a more modern flair. Chris Longe 
agreed with him. Bonney said he personally liked the use of the clerestories to get light in, and 
the flag pole incorporated into the front gives it a classic look and makes a focal point. Bonney 



noted that the design proposes incorporating some cast stone into the side brick, which he 
would encourage as a nice idea. Bonney said he likes idea of a canopy which provides a great 
place for signage; to him it’s classy and feels like a lot of what is done in the downtown for retail 
signage, and makes it feel a little bit more urban and less suburban.  
 
Bertollini said he thinks Peterson has listened to what the Committee has recommended and 
appreciates the effort that was put into it. He noted that with the clerestory, the mezzanine area 
can get light, which makes a real nice entry. Bertollini said with regard to the placement of the 
parking area, the architects may want to get their pros and cons together if the Planning Board 
decides to address the idea of moving the entry to the east side. Bertollini said he is more in 
keeping with the existing scheme, because the fire fighters have a nice corner living space, but 
if the public visits, visitors have to walk across the bay area in front of the building. Bonney said 
he doesn’t think the public visits to the fire station are a common occurrence. Longe agreed. 
Bonney said it’s not like City Hall; it’s for an occasional event held at the fire station that people 
would be visiting.  
 
Assistant Fire Chief John Donohue commented that when they have large groups, they are 
brought in through the apparatus bay area which is open, and through the side door. When 
asked what he thought of the design by the Committee, Donohue said he thought it was a 
remodel of Chesterfield Fire Station. And the glass that is proposed all the way around has 
maintenance concerns. The fire station is designed for functionality, housing equipment, 
housing personnel and has become a place of refuge. By placing glass all the way around, it 
makes the station not a place of refuge for citizens if they were to come to the station to take 
shelter. As far as the mezzanine being all glass, trucks are washed three times a day, and on a 
93 degree day, the apparatus bay is already hot, not air conditioned, and for that to be a 
workout area with all that glass, it’s going to be 110 degrees, which is unusable. And, if it is 
going to be glass, he doesn’t want his personnel working out in the front of the station and being 
visible.  
 
Joe Valentine asked for clarification from Peterson about the temperature in the mezzanine 
which may make the area unusable in the summer area. Peterson said that on a 100 degree 
day, it would be unusable, but in a normal summer day, 80-90 degrees, there will be a lot of air 
circulation in that area. It has been done before, but this is not an air-conditioned space. 
 
Donohue said that once those trucks are washed, the humidity rises, and it is already hot and 
would be unusable space. Longe suggested that all the glass as a design scheme, that the 
amount of glass does not have to be as grand as it is here. Longe said the amount of glass was 
probably put in as a result of ARC and Planning Board comments. Longe said the size of the 
windows in the bay could probably be cut down.  
 
Bertollini asked Donohue to talk about the fire station being a place a refuge. Donohue said it 
has become a place of refuge when there are tornadoes or power outages, and people come 
into the station to get information and reassurance, and having that type of glass in there is not 
desirable for protecting the equipment, the personnel, and citizens seeking refuge at the station. 
 
Longe said that there needs to be more balance. Bonney said he thinks Stacy has captured the 
idea of the truck being highly visible, but it might not be necessary to do all of it, just focus on 
one section, and line up one truck with graphics on the side as a feature, as opposed to doing 
30 feet or 15 or 10 feet of glass. Bonney said clerestories all the way around the mezzanine 
seems excessive to him, and one could still capture some of that taller space and have some of 
it being an opaque metal stripping.  
 
The Committee discussed the idea of creating a nice space through lighting or color and making 
the ceiling height taller to the clerestory above the mezzanine, but there were some 
considerations about exhaust getting into the living area.  
 



Valentine asked for solutions to address the specific issue of warm temperatures in the workout 
area. Paddle fans were suggested to circulate the air. Bertollini questioned why it could not be 
air conditioned. Peterson said it would have to be sealed off from the apparatus bay to temper it. 
A wall fan was suggested as well.  
 
The Committee discussed the use of a screen wall between the sidewalk and the parking space 
using it functionally and as an artistic element, running the wall longer and low. 
 
The Committee made the following recommendations based on each elevation: 
 
South Elevation 

1. Add extra height to the clerestory above the mezzanine and add a pitched roof from front 
to rear with an overhang to shield glass. 

2. Parapet capped with metal coping over stone. 
3. Extend flagpole further down the building; add additional brackets for appearance and 

keep the flag height the same. 
 
West Elevation 

1. Include a pitched roof with less glass above bays. 
2. Remove clerestory glass and leave the corner glass element;  
3. Modify the proportion of the first floor window openings into apparatus bay. 

 
North Elevation 

1. Remove glass and add metal panels or Kalwall panels above bay. 
2. Eliminate glass in garage door. 
3. Blend roll up door color with the same color as brick. 

 
East Elevation 

1. Include a pitched roof over the clerestory, and leave the corner glass element. 
2. Increase landscaping 

 
Landscape Plan 

1. Put up a screen wall element, a minimum of 12” thick, that becomes a feature that 
doubles as seating along the frontage of Chesterfield Road, and wrap around the corner.  

2. Enhance the landscaping with big trees on the property. 
3. Use high quality barrier free signage for the area in front of the building. 

 
The meeting was adjourned at 5:30 p.m. 



 

 
 
 

DRAFT – NOT APPROVED 

Architectural Review Committee 
Adams Fire Station 572 S. Eton, Birmingham, MI 

248.530.1807 
Wednesday, March 23, 2016 

 
 
 
Meeting called to order at 3:06 p.m. 
 
Present: Larry Bertollini, Scott Bonney, Christopher Longe, Stacy Peterson  
 
City Staff: Joe Valentine, City Manager 
 Jana Ecker, Planning Director 
 John Connaughton, Fire Chief 
 John Donohue, Assistant Fire Chief 
 Lyle Bigger, Fire Marshall 
 Joellen Haines, Assistant to the City Manager 
  
Others: Scott Clein 
 Stuart Jeffares 
 Robin Boyle 
 J.C. Cataldo 
 Casey Leach, Sidock Group 
 Geroge Kacan, Sidock Group 
 George Petkoski, Sidock Group 
 Stacy Peterson, Sidock Group 
 
City Manager Valentine provided an introduction and explained there were three areas of review 
for the meeting. The first was a review of the needs assessment. Second, was a review of site 
considerations and the incorporation of the adjoining B1 zoning classification to this parcel. And 
third was a review of the design considerations. It was noted that all prior comments by the 
Planning Board has been provided for review at this meeting. 
 
Fire Chief Connaughton gave a Needs Assessment presentation, which included an overview of 
the need to build a new fire station, current deficiencies in the existing Chesterfield station, and 
the importance of having more than one means of egress from the station. 
 
Chief Connaughton reviewed the considerations for the site and why the station was located in 
its current location. This included additional depth on the west side of the property to 
accommodate the need for the bays in the station and the approach in front of the station similar 
to the Adams Fire Station. The Chief also noted there is a sewer line that runs through the 
middle of the property which also lent the station being reconstructed on the west side of the 
property. 
 
 



The group discussed the issue of relocating the living quarters to the west side of the building. 
The department noted the concerns of having the living quarters so close to Chesterfield with 
firefighters working 24-hour shifts, with some shifts up to 72 hours, and the need for firefighters 
to be able to rest when needed; and placing the living quarters so close to the road was viewed 
as problematic and should be set back from the road as bedrooms are not typically adjoining the 
sidewalk. 
 
Discussion continued regarding Site Review issues brought up at the Planning Board meetings. 
George Kocan, Sidock Group, noted that after hearing issues about needing another egress to 
the building, they opened up a line of egress to Chesterfield on the current design, which made 
the apron slightly more narrow. 
 
Stacy Peterson, Sidock Group, noted the dumpsters had been moved to the back of the building 
away from the residential side and were hidden, along with the transformers. 
 
The group discussed the plan for the big open green space next to the proposed new station on 
the Fairfax side and came up with potential options which may be looked into depending on the 
progress of the new station. One idea was to turn the space into a Firefighter’s Park to honor 
fire fighters. Another idea was to sell the property. One idea was to enhance the area, as part of 
a Phase 2 of the Fire Station project once it is completed. One comment was that the open lot 
looked ridiculous next to the proposed station. Donohue said kids often use the open lot like a 
park to play football or baseball. 
 
There was discussion about the design considerations by the group. The issue with using 
translucent panels was discussed as a result of earlier requests to allow in more light and 
illuminate the upper area of the station. Stuart Jeffares expressed concern with using the 
Calwall for this purpose and suggested using another type of material. There was a suggestion 
to make larger or taller windows which go all the way to the ground on the West Elevation, but 
realized that the design may be limited by the height restriction of the ceiling.  
 
It was recommended that more and larger windows be added to the East Elevation for the 
lieutenant’s office and lounge. Sidock said they will look at the East Elevation and try to 
articulate the concerns of the group to make the windows bigger. Longe had issue with the 
divisions of sizes of the windows, feeling it needs more uniformity and done intentionally and not 
in a confusing and non-coherent way, which is what he feels it currently suggests. Longe also 
feels the aesthetics of the tower element don’t look right; it looks small compared to the size of 
the building and the doors don’t look right. Others in the group suggested the glass tower 
reminded them of a car dealership, and suggested having a stronger more symmetrical design.  
 
Boyle added comments that there is too much openness to the design for the front of the 
building, which weakens the design, and suggested having two towers of brick. Clein agreed 
that he likes the brick towers on each side and the East Elevation is ugly with too much brick; 
more work needs to be done on the East Elevation. 
 
Longe summed up his concerns by saying there needs to be balance, alignment and symmetry 
of windows so it looks like one cohesive unit. He suggested the glazing is all over the map and 
should be cohesive. Peterson said there is an opportunity to revisit this concern. 
 
City Manager Joe Valentine suggested this group meets the first week of April to review a 
revision to the plan incorporating their comments in anticipation of presenting a revised plan to 
the Planning Board on April 13th and then to the City Commission on April 25th, 2016. 
 
 
The meeting was adjourned at 5:30 p.m. 



 

 
 
 

DRAFT – NOT APPROVED 

Architectural Review Committee 
Adams Fire Station 572 S. Eton, Birmingham, MI 

248.530.1807 
Monday, April 4, 2016 

 
 
 
Meeting called to order at 3:09 p.m. 
 
Present: Larry Bertollini, Christopher Longe, 
 
City Staff: Joe Valentine, City Manager 
 Jana Ecker, Planning Director 
 John Connaughton, Fire Chief 
 John Donohue, Assistant Fire Chief 
 Lyle Bigger, Fire Marshall 
 Joellen Haines, Assistant to the City Manager 
  
Others: Scott Clein 
 Robin Boyle 
 J.C. Cataldo 
 Casey Leach, Sidock Group 
 George Kacan, Sidock Group 
 George Petkoski, Sidock Group 
 Stacy Peterson, Sidock Group 
 
 
George Petkoski, Sidock Group, presented the revised plans for the Chesterfield Fire Station 
based on the assimilated comments from the ARC meeting on March 23, 2016. Each elevation 
was discussed, followed by discussions on key design elements as a whole.  
 
For the South Elevation, Petkoski showed how the tower was made more substantial by itself by 
eliminating the roof behind it, with the open air tower concept allowing for illumination at night. 
Also, all the glass was taken out of the tower. The windows were enlarged in the front and 
increased to 2 windows instead of 1. Bertollini questioned whether the trucks would have 
enough clearance for backing in, and Asst. Chief Donohue said with the new 14 foot doors, it 
will not be a problem, and the fire fighters are very cautious when backing in the truck. 
 
Looking at the West Elevation, the main concern was to make better use of windows. Two 
panels were added to the left and the right of the main windows, and lowered down to the lower 
portion of the base. Coming across, the Calwall was eliminated. There are two alternatives that 
were presented to the group; either frosted white glass (which can be insulated) or corrugated 
glass (which cannot be insulated), making it translucent but not transparent. Scott Clein, Robin 
Boyle and Chris Longe agreed that between the two choices, frosted glass would be preferred. 
 



The East Elevation shows a simplified wall with a flat roof with square punched windows and 
wrapping precast stone around. The windows were enlarged. Larry Bertollini made a comment 
that the roof looked too high from the rendering. 
 
Discussion continued regarding key concerns/features. 
 
Tower 
Clein said he likes the tower much better now and questioned why the precast stone does not 
extend below. Petkoski said it was to blend the high and the low. Longe said the tower really 
isn’t integrated into the facade of the building and looks foreign to the composition. Longe felt it 
needed to be integrated into the body of the space itself, and the corner of the tower could 
become a solid stone all the way down. Boyle asked for clarification on the tower and the 
reason for the cap on top. Petkoski explained that the roof extending all the way across the 
building was too dominant, so they took it out. It was not needed, and they took out the Calwall. 
The tower was intended to act as a stand-alone element to complement the flag pole. Petkoski 
said it is the focal point to the entry of the building itself. The tower ties the low story to the high 
story. Boyle commented that Roeper School has brick turrets and no caps and it looks beautiful. 
Boyle said the cap takes away from what the building looks like, and likes the turret, but is not 
sure what type of finish it should be. 
 
Bertollini feels the west tower should be its own element; he would like to see it on its own 
plane, and bring the corners in to integrate it. Bertollini added he felt the Chesterfield station is a 
satellite station and the two building should relate to each other, or have similar design 
elements.   
 
J.C. Cataldo asked if there was a functional reason for the tower. Petkoski said the tower is 
symbolic and gives a civic presence. Cataldo commented that he has some concerns about 
how the hip roof is modified; why do we have the cap and why is it there? It may not be 
significant if it is lost, and looks like a Howard Johnsons.  
 
Other comments followed about the color choice of red and yellow; that it looks like a 
McDonalds. The group then wanted to examine all sides of the building to address the red and 
yellow color scheme. Petkoski said the yellow overhang serves to animate the building. Cataldo 
was concerned because he felt the final colors may date the building, and questioned why 
should that be done in a residential neighborhood. Cataldo said the yellow and red are fast food 
colors. Cataldo added a concern he has is that the cantilever brick over the clerestory is 
incredibly uncomfortable looking. Cataldo noted that there is reduction in parking spaces from 
12 to10. Connaughton and Donohue did not see a problem with the number of parking spaces. 
 
Clein’s comments on the tower include that he feels the tower is alien to the composition. He 
added that there are a lot of things that can be done to transition from high to low. Clein added 
that the monolithic column on the west side is a nice element, but the tower is not right and does 
not have a focal point. Clein said to decide whether it is necessary to have a tower there, then 
decide how it’s going to look. Boyle suggested getting away from the Howard Johnson cap. The 
group as a whole wanted to see the possibility of eliminating the cap, then evaluate which height 
to work with. Clein echoes what Boyle said regarding the cap and wants to look at it without the 
cap, more of an open air element, but it was hard to give exact direction. Clein dislikes red and 
yellow color choice as well. 
 
West Elevation comments 
Longe did not like how the doors break up the solid wall and the L-shaped design – he would 
like to move the doors to where the brick is. Clein said the frosted glass seems like a weak 
element, and normally he doesn’t care for it. The front, to him seems classic, then as you turn to 
the side, it changes everything. Boyle commented that where frosted glass is used for the 
purpose of illumination, it is valid and perfectly acceptable; he doesn’t have a problem with it. 
But when it turns down and becomes more of a window, it doesn’t look right, not on any 



building; either it should be taken away or use a good strong window element like the one used 
on other areas of the building. Longe agreed the brick should be carried down where the 
windows are, and drew a picture of it on the plans. Cataldo commented that the basis of the 
overall plans are very good, but it needs a few minor changes.  
 
East Elevation comments 
Longe said the limestone in-fill on the west wall he doesn’t understand under the punched 
windows. Petkoski said it was an attempt to organize the openings into a plane. Longe said he 
likes it, but do it on both sides; to achieve balance between both sides of windows. 
 
Site Perspectives 
Clein wanted to know what kind of material will be used to in the screenwalls. Petkoski said it 
would be poured in place concrete. Discussion followed on the merits of using brick masonry 
with a stone cap, which would be more consistent with design in a residential neighborhood, 
and many preferred brick masonry to the poured concrete wall for better aesthetics. 
 
 
The meeting was adjourned at 5:22 p.m. 
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