
 
 

MULTI-MODAL TRANSPORTATION BOARD 
THURSDAY, February 11, 2016 

6:00 PM 
CITY COMMISSION ROOM 

151 MARTIN STREET, BIRMINGHAM 
 
 
 

1. Roll Call 
 

2. Introductions – 
Welcome to New Member Amy Folberg, Resident At-Large Position 

 
3. Review of the Agenda 

 
4. Approval of Minutes, Meeting of November 5, 2015 

 
5. Neighborhood Connector Route 

 
6. Torry Neigghborhood Sideyard Crosswalks 

 
7. Bumpout (Curb Extension) Policy 

 
8. Hamilton Ave. Bumpout Design 

 
9. Ad Hoc Rail District Committee 

 
10. Meeting Open to the Public for items not on the Agenda 

 
11. Miscellaneous Communications 

 
12. Adjournment 

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 
enos 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). 



DRAFT 
CITY OF BIRMINGHAM  

  MULTI-MODAL TRANSPORTATION BOARD  
THURSDAY, NOVEMBER 5, 2015 

City Commission Room  
151 Martin Street, Birmingham, Michigan 

 
 
Minutes of the regular meeting of the City of Birmingham Multi-Modal 
Transportation Board held Thursday, November 5, 2015.   
 
Moved and seconded to nominate Vionna Adams as temporary chairperson. 
 
Motion carried, 5-0. 
 
Temporary Chairperson Vionna Adams convened the meeting at 6:03 p.m. 
 
1. ROLL CALL 
 
Present: Temporary Chairperson Vionna Adams; Board Members Stuart 

Bordman, Lara Edwards, Andy Lawson (arrived at 6:25 p.m.), 
Michael Surnow, Amanda Warner (left at 7:25 p.m.); Student 
Representative Daniel Evans 

 
Absent:  Chairperson Johanna Slanga; Student Representative Rebecca 

Mendel 
 
Administration:  Oren Brandvain, Asst. City Planner 
  Jana Ecker, Planning Director 
  Austin Fletcher, Asst. City Engineer 
  Commander Scott Grewe, Police Dept.   
  Paul O'Meara, City Engineer 
  Carole Salutes, Recording Secretary 
 
Also Present: Mike Labadie and Julie Kroll from Fleis & Vandenbrink 

 (“F&V”),Transportation Engineering Consultants 
 
 
2. INTRODUCTIONS    
 
Ms. Ecker introduced Oren Brandvain, new Asst. City Planner. 
 
 
3. REVIEW AGENDA  (no change) 
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4.  APPROVAL OF MINUTES, MEETING OF OCTOBER 1, 2015  
 
Moved and seconded to approve the Minutes of October 1, 2015 as 
presented. 
 
Motion carried, 5-0. 
 
 
5.  S. ETON RD. MULTI-MODAL IMPROVEMENTS 
 
Mr. O'Meara recalled the MMTB has discussed the above topic several times 
over the past six months.  At the meeting of September 2, a recommendation 
was finalized and placed on the City Commission agenda of September 28.  The 
item was postponed.  However, prior to returning this item to the City 
Commission, the city manager directed the study of S. Eton Rd. to include a 
discussion and review of the bumpouts along this corridor and develop a 
comprehensive plan that can be considered during future road 
improvements.There appears to be a desire to have the City identify a complete 
plan for the construction of pedestrian improvements on this corridor, even if they 
are not scheduled in the immediate future. 
 
The Master Plan proposes pedestrian improvements at five out of the existing 
eight intersections: 

• Yosemite Blvd. 
• Villa Ave. 
• Bowers St. 
• Holland Ave. 
• Cole Ave. 

 
Yosemite Blvd.:  Bumpouts are installed in areas where parking is legal on the 
street.  Installing bumpouts on the east side of the street would obstruct an 
important queuing area needed during the p.m. peak hour when northbound 
vehicles are waiting to enter Maple Rd.  While parking is present southwest of 
the intersection, installing bumpouts on the west side of the street is not 
recommended because sight distance is poor for southbound vehicles. 
 
Holland Ave.:  Dozens of school busses turn from Eton Rd. to Holland Ave., and 
back again on a daily basis. The corner is already not large enough for the many 
large vehicle turns made here.  Making it smaller with a curb bumpout would just 
exacerbate the problem.  There are no clear pedestrian traffic generators in the 
immediate area of this intersection.  While traffic would be slowed by bumpouts 
on the west side of the intersection, it is unclear if pedestrian demand would 
warrant this improvement. 
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Aside from the above, the Villa Ave., Bowers St., and Cole Ave. intersections 
remain viable candidates for bumpouts in the future. All three intersections have 
clear commercial pedestrian destinations in the immediate area, especially as the 
adjacent properties continue to develop in the future. 
 
Given the above, the Engineering Dept. recommends that the previous MMTB 
recommendation for improvements to S. Eton Rd. be amended to include that the 
City budget for bumpouts at the Villa Ave., Bowers St., and Cole Ave. 
intersections as future opportunities arise.  
 
Sight Distance Issues Around Bowers St.:  Given the timing of this effort, should 
the MMTB make a recommendation at this time, it will then be moved forward to 
the City Commission at their meeting of November 23. Given the weather 
conditions at that time, the other improvements being suggested for S. Eton Rd. 
will have to wait for the spring of 2016. Given the relatively minor nature of the 
sight distance improvements that were recommended in the area of Bowers St., 
the Police Dept. decided to move forward with the expansion of the No Parking 
zones at the four locations discussed previously, as a trial.  The signing and 
striping changes previously studied and recommended by the MMTB are being 
implemented this week, so that the residents of that area can benefit from this 
change through the coming winter months. 
 
It was discussed that Cole Ave. will be resurfaced within the next five years and 
there is no immediate proposal for Villa Ave. and Bowers St.  
 
Ms. Edwards suggested as an interim measure installing signage at the three 
intersections that says Pedestrian Crossing and reminding drivers that it is State 
law to stop for pedestrians.  Rapid flashing beacons were considered but Ms. 
Ecker cautioned those are not in the budget. 
 
Temporary Chairperson Adams called for public comments at 6:20 p.m. 
 
Mr. Larry Bertollini, 1275 Webster, went through a letter he had written to the 
board. He plans to ask the City Commission to eliminate the parking on the west 
side of Eton.  A bike lane is a natural for that area.  He pointed out that bumpouts 
are not just to help pedestrians crossing; they also serve to calm the traffic.  
Additionally, he doesn't think it is the responsibility of residents to provide parking 
for businesses. 
 
Ms. Effrin Grey who lives on asked the board to make some decision before 
someone gets killed. 
 
Ms. Peggy Maham, 1996 Webster, described the problems she has getting out of 
her driveway which fronts on Eton Rd.  This is very much a safety concern and 
should be dealt with sooner than five years. 
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Ms. Andrea Maham, 1996 Webster, said they don't mind giving up the parking 
spot right in front of their house.  Her big problem is visibility when traveling on 
Eton.  She feels there is no reason not to add a bike lane and it would increase 
the visibility of the entire street and maybe make people slow down a little. 
 
Mr. O'Meara reminded the board that the Police Dept. has made the decision to 
increase the no parking areas at Hazel Ave., Bowers St., and Haynes Ave. as the 
board had recommended.  So that site distance area has been improved as of 
today.  This is being considered a test.  The white line that makes the street feel 
narrower should help reduce speeds.  Sharrows will also be installed. 
 
Ms. Edwards wondered if no parking could also be increased on the west side of 
Eton Rd. Mr. O'Meara noted the big demand for parking is in the Bowers St. 
area. 

 
Motion by Ms. Edwards 
Seconded by Mr. Bordman to recommend to the City Commission 
increasing the no parking zones on the west side of Eton Rd. at all of the 
local streets from Villa Ave. to Cole Ave. to improve visibility. Striping 
would be 40 ft. from the intersection.  
  
It was discussed this allows people coming into and out of the side streets onto 
Eton Rd. to see further and it sacrifices one or two parking spaces at each side 
street. 
 
Comments from members of the public were heard at 6:45 p.m. 
 
Mr. Larry Bertollini said he feels the board is still neglecting the issue of visibility.  
Therefore he is not in favor of the motion. 
 
Ms. Effrin Grey indicated she too is against the motion and asked the board to 
consider the bike lane.  
 
Ms. Peggy Maham also disagreed with the motion.  There should be no parking 
on the west side of Eton Rd.  Think about the residents along there.  She is 
willing to give up her parking place for safety.  A bicycle path would be great. 
 
Ms. Andrea Maham stated her opposition to the motion and thinks that a bike 
lane is needed so that residents can use bikes rather than cars to do their 
shopping. Then there wouldn't be a parking problem and kids would be safer. 
 
Mr. Larry Bertollini added that people prefer to park on Eton Rd. even when there 
are spaces in the Griffin Claw parking lot. 
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Ms. Ecker then read a letter into the record that endorsed no parking on the west 
side of Eton Rd. and adding crosswalk bumpouts which will narrow Eton Rd. and 
reduce speeds. 
 
Ms. Warner reminded everyone that the motion on the table only concerns 
parking. 
 
Motion carried, 6-0. 
 
ROLLCALL VOTE 
Yeas:  Edwards, Bordman, Adams, Lawson, Surnow, Warner 
Nays:  None 
Absent:  Slanga 
 
Motion by Mr. Bordman 
Seconded by Ms. Warner to recommend to the City Commission that signs 
be placed in the middle of Eton Rd. at Cole Ave., Villa Ave, and Bowers St. 
 
There was no public comment on the motion at 7:04 p.m. 
 
Ms. Adams indicated she opposes the motion because the middle of the road is 
a really hectic part of the street. 
 
Motion carried, 5-1. 
 
VOICE VOTE 
Yeas:  Bordman, Warner, Adams, Lawson, Surnow 
Nays:  Edwards 
Absent:  Slanga 
 
Motion by Mr. Bordman 
Seconded by Ms. Warner that the Multi-Modal Transportation Board 
recommends that the City Commission authorize the following 
improvements for S. Eton Rd. between Villa Ave. and Lincoln Ave.: 
1. Maintain the current parallel parking on both sides of the street. 
2. Install Sharrows for both north and southbound traffic. 
3. Provide a demarcated parking lane for both directions using a solid 
white line pavement marking. 
4. Budget for pedestrian curb extensions (bumpouts) at the intersections of 
Villa Ave., Bowers St., and Cole Ave., as future construction project 
opportunities in the immediate area arise. 
 
Finally,  to also to endorse the recent sight distance clearance changes 
made to install No Parking zones measuring 40 ft. from the local street curb 
line for the following S. Eton Rd. corners: 
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SW corner of Hazel St. 
NW corner of Bowers St. 
SW corner of Bowers St. 
NW corner of Haynes St. 
 
Discussion from the audience was opened at 7:06 p.m. 
 
Mr. Larry Bertollini received confirmation that the 40 ft. No Parking zones replace 
one to two parking spaces at each corner. 
 
Motion carried, 6-0. 
 
VOICE VOTE 
Yeas:  Bordman, Warner. Adams, Edwards, Lawson, Surnow 
Nays:  None 
Absent:  Slanga 
 
 
6. NEIGHBORHOOD CONNECTOR ROUTE, PHASE 1  
 
Mr. O'Meara recalled that at the meeting of October 1 the MMTB was introduced 
to a conceptual plan for the first phase of a neighborhood connector route.  The 
following points of interest are offered: 
 
Willits St., Baldwin Rd. to Greenwood Ave. - This short block has bad sight 
distance due to two 90o turns.  It is also signed for one way traffic.  A viable 
alternative would be to have bikes use Harmon St. and Greenwood Ave. instead. 
Staff recommends that the route be changed in this area to eliminate the westerly 
block of Willits St. 
 
Woodward Ave. crossing at Oakland Ave. - Under the current scenario, bikes can 
benefit from this signalized intersection, using an existing marked pedestrian 
crosswalk on the north side of the intersection. Eastbound bikes traveling on the 
south side of Oakland Ave. may be confused if they are not familiar with the 
intersection, unless directional signs are provided. D11-1a (bike symbol) signs 
can be used in conjunction with an arrow to assist in this regard. For eastbound 
bikes, two signs would direct bikes to use the west side Woodward Ave. sidewalk 
to get to the northwest corner of the intersection.  A second sign would be 
installed there to encourage use of the marked crosswalk. The route is more 
direct for westbound bikes, so just one D11-1a sign with an “up” arrow could be 
installed at the east end of the crosswalk. 
 
Woodward Ave. crossing at Lincoln Ave. - The Master Plan had recommended 
the use of a wide green pavement marking in the two right lanes of Lincoln Ave. 
(one in both directions) to help encourage Lincoln Ave. motorists to share the 



Multi-Modal Transportation Board Proceedings 
November 5, 2015 
Page 7 
 
road with bikes. Woodward Ave. is under the jurisdiction of MDOT.  If the City 
was providing a designated bike lane on Lincoln Ave. as it crosses Woodward 
Ave., it likely would be approved across the intersection as well. However, since 
the City is only installing sharrows (not designated bike lanes), MDOT cannot 
approve the use of the green pavement markings in this area. As a result, this 
feature will be removed as being a part of the neighborhood connector route 
proposal. 
 
W. Maple Rd. between Larchlea Dr. and Chesterfield Ave. - Since the City is 
finalizing the construction plans for the 2016 resurfacing work on W. Maple Rd., 
draft plans are now prepared detailing the two-way bike path proposed for the 
south side of Maple Rd., between Larchlea Dr. and Chesterfield Ave. It is 
believed this will be a nice feature that will encourage the use of the connector 
route on this side of town, while keeping bike traffic out of the vehicle travel lanes 
of Maple Rd. 
 
Finally, since there currently is not an official sign that encourages drivers to 
SHARE THE ROAD, it is recommended that at the locations shown on the map, 
a D11-1a (bike symbol) sign be installed with a separate sign below it that says 
SHARE THE ROAD. 
 
Other than the minor issues noted above, staff believes the Neighborhood 
Connector Route Phase 1 can be finalized and forwarded to the City 
Commission. Funding for this work will come from the Major and Local Street 
Fund current fiscal year budget, where funds for work such as this have been 
identified. 
 
Mr. Surnow thought that Lincoln Ave. would be a great street to have a protected 
bike lane using linear barriers.  Ms. Edwards felt the new bumpouts on Lincoln 
Ave. between Southfield Rd. and Woodward Ave. would make a bike lane almost 
impossible.  Mr. O'Meara noted the former Steering Committee for the Multi-
Modal Master Plan decided that bike lanes would not be an element of that 
segment of Lincoln Ave.  Mr. Surnow added that the worst part on the 
Neighborhood Connector Route to share is S. Eton Rd. with everyone backing 
out of their driveways.   
 
Ms. Warner left the meeting at this time. 
 
The temporary chairperson called for public comment at 7:30 p.m. 
 
Mr. Larry Bertollini asked that a sentence be added to the suggested motion that 
the City Commission should look further into whether or not parking should be 
the priority on S. Eton Rd. or a nice bike lane.   
 
Motion by Ms. Edwards 
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Seconded by Mr. Bordman that the Multi-Modal Transportation Board 
recommends that the City Commission authorize the creation of the 
Neighborhood Connector Route, Phase 1, in the spring of 2016, in 
accordance with the attached map as it is updated. Upon completion of the 
physical improvements, the route shall be forwarded to websites such as 
Mapmyride and Strava, as well as the City’s website, to encourage its use. 
The one change is that the bike route be re-routed in the area of one 
direction of Willits St. to use Harmon St. and Greenwood Ave. instead. 
 
Motion carried, 5-0. 
 
VOICE VOTE 
Yeas:  Edwards, Bordman, Adams, Lawson, Surnow 
Nays:  None 
Absent:  Slanga, Warner 
 
 
7. BATES ST. RESIDENTIAL PERMIT PARKING PROPOSAL 
 BROWN ST. TO FRANK ST. 
 
Commander Grewe advised the Police Dept. received a petition with signatures 
from 11 addresses on S. Bates St. between Brown St. and Frank St., requesting 
permit parking on S. Bates St. from Brown St. to Frank St. 
 
According to Police Dept. records, S. Bates St. from Brown St. to Frank St. has 
been a two-hour time limit, 8 a.m. to 6 p.m. except Sundays and Holidays zone, 
since 1964. 
 
The current issue per the petition is that local business’ employees are parking in 
this area starting around 3 p.m. Ms. Jane Synnestvedt, 551 S. Bates, started the 
petition and stated the street is typically full of parked vehicles when they arrive 
home at night.  Ms. Synnestvedt states residents are unable to park in front of or 
near their homes due to employees of local businesses using this area. 
 
The petition requests the area be “Parking Permit Required” which is the same 
parking restriction in effect on all neighboring streets including S. Bates St. south 
of Frank St. 
 
The petition submitted to the Police Dept. has 16 signers. There are 11 
addresses represented out of the 14 addresses on that block; according to the 
petition one home is vacant. 
 
Ms. Jane Synnestvedt, 551 S. Bates, described how that end of Bates St. has 
turned into a parking lot.  It has become difficult for residents to park their own 
cars there.  It is the only street in that neighborhood that doesn't have residential 
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permit parking.  Everyone along the street was incredibly positive about signing 
the petition and no one was opposed.  
 
Motion by Mr. Bordman 
Seconded by Mr. Lawson to recommend to the City Commission that there 
be residential permit parking on Bates St. between Brown and Frank. 
 
Motion carried, 5-0. 
 
ROLLCALL VOTE 
Yeas:  Bordman, Lawson, Adams, Edwards, Surnow 
Nays:  None 
Absent:  Slanga, Warner 
 
 
8. BUMPOUT (CURB EXTENSION) POLICY 
 
Mr. O'Meara explained that bumpouts are typically installed in areas of high 
pedestrian demand to reduce the width of the street at a crosswalk.  Curb 
bumpouts can increase pedestrian safety and reduce average vehicle traffic 
speeds.  While the majority of bumpouts installed in Birmingham have been 
designed according to internal policy developed several years ago, it has never 
been formally discussed or endorsed by any board or the City Commission. Now 
that there is a board focusing on multi-modal use of the public streets, it would be 
helpful for this matter to be reviewed so that a policy can be finalized and 
endorsed by both the MMTB and the City Commission. 
 
Beginning with the 2014 projects that included new features such as bike lanes 
and sharrows, the Engineering Dept. started referring to two publications 
prepared by the national authority for these matters, the American Assoc. of 
State Highway and Transportation Officials ("AASHTO"). Both documents 
contain excellent ideas and directives that help ensure that our facilities will be 
standardized and follow accepted national practices wherever possible. As 
Birmingham implements its own official policy on the design of bumpouts, it is 
important that the policy does not conflict with the directives of the AASHTO 
guidelines. 
 
Ms. Edwards and Mr. Lawson thought bumpouts should be made as wide as 
possible. Mr. O'Meara noted the AASHTO guidelines recommend an average 6 
ft. wide bumpout, although factors such as bicycles and snow removal are 
referenced as factors to be considered.    
 
To summarize, a list of criteria was suggested to finalize a bumpout policy for the 
City of Birmingham.  
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Motion by Ms. Edwards 
Seconded by Mr. Bordman to accept the City of Birmingham Bumpout 
(Curb Extension) Policy with the change of increasing 2 (a) from 4 to 6 ft.: 
 
Curb bumpouts should be considered under the following conditions: 
1. When a City street is being reconstructed. 
2. When a commercial or multi-family residential building is being built. 
3. When a specific crosswalk has been identified as having high pedestrian 
demand. 
4. When a City street has been measured with the 85th percentile speed 5 
mph or more above the signed speed limit. 
 
Curb bumpouts shall be designed with the following features: 
1. The bumpout shall be located on streets where parking is legal and wide 
enough to accommodate a road narrowing. 
2. Bumpouts shall be designed with the following widths: 
a.    6 ft. wide on streets with parallel parking. 
b.   12 ft. wide on streets with 45° angled on-street parking, provided the   
 drive lane is the standard minimum of 16 ft. wide. 
c.  8 ft. wide on streets with parallel parking where a contiguous full 
 width bike lane has been provided in addition to the full vehicle drive 
 lanes. 
3. Bumpouts shall be eliminated or reduced in width if the existing street 
widths, combined with frequent turns from large vehicles, will result in 
large vehicles conflicting with oncoming traffic or pulling over the top of 
curbs on a regular basis. This standard can be relaxed if the corner is 
identified as one that will not have vehicles above a certain size turning on 
a regular basis. 
4. The length of the bumpout shall be as long as practical, but not so long 
that it would eliminate a parking place (except in areas where on-street 
parking is in low demand). 
5. The transition from the bumpout back to the normal curb alignment shall 
be at a 45° angle to accommodate easier, efficient street sweeping and 
snow plowing. 
6. When a bumpout interrupts the gutter line drainage course, a new catch 
basin shall be installed at the point where the normal curb line intersects 
with the 45° angled curb referenced above. 
 
Public comments on the motion were taken at 8 p.m. 
 
Mr. Larry Bertollini thought the small bumpouts for bikers makes some sense. 
 
Motion carried, 5-0. 
 
VOICE VOTE 
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Yeas:  Edwards, Bordman, Adams, Lawson, Surnow 
Nays:  None 
Absent:  Warner, Slanga 
 
 
9. MEETING OPEN TO THE PUBLIC FOR ITEMS NOT ON THE AGENDA   
 
 Mr. Bordman noted the only problem he has seen on W. Maple Rd. is that 

east of Cranbrook people don't recognize they have to merge down from 
two lanes into one.  Mr. O'Meara replied that was changed about two 
weeks ago so that the right lane officially ends and turns into the new 
alignment. 

 Mr. Bordman asked if the bike lane on Oak could go one block east across 
the bridge to Lakeside.  Mr. O'Meara indicated he would check on that. 

 
 
G. MISCELLANEOUS COMMUNICATIONS (items in the packet) 
 
 
H. ADJOURNMENT 
 
No further business being evident, the temporary chairperson adjourned the 
meeting at 8:06 p.m. 
 
 
            
     Jana Ecker, Planning Director 
 
 
            
     Paul O'Meara, City Engineer  
 
  
 



MEMORANDUM 
 

Engineering Dept. 
DATE:   February 4, 2016 
 
TO:   Multi-Modal Transportation Board 
 
FROM:  Paul T. O’Meara, City Engineer 
 
SUBJECT: Neighborhood Connector Route 
 
 
At the meeting of November 23, 2015, the City Commission reviewed the Multi-Modal 
Transportation Board (MMTB) recommendation for a Neighborhood Connector Route (details 
and minutes attached).  At that time, the following suggestions were made: 
 

1. The Commission indicated a preference to installing signs only at each point where the 
route turns, using the bike symbol and an arrow.  They also requested a visual of the 
specific bike symbol sign and arrow suggested. 

2. The Commission requested that the Oak St. bike lanes be extended another block to the 
east to include the section between Lakepark Dr. and Lakeside Dr.  (The existing 
pavement is wide enough to support this.  A new striping plan to depict how this would 
be accomplished is attached to this package.) 

3. The Commission requested that all property owners along the newly impacted streets be 
notified about the meeting being held in front of the MMTB. 

 
Considering the above modifications, the Commission asked for a final review and 
recommendation by the MMTB.  A new suggested recommendation follows below: 
 
SUGGESTED RECOMMENDATION: 
 
To recommend to the City Commission the implementation of a Neighborhood Connector Route 
in accordance with the attached map, installing bike symbol signs and arrows at each turning 
point, sharrow pavement markings at the beginning of each segment, and extension of the bike 
lane on Oak St. between Lakepark Dr. and Lakeside Dr.  Further, to include information about 
the Route on the City’s website, and to notify all relevant websites that contain information 
relative to bike paths and routes. 

1 
 
 





forward, the City can certainly look at it. It has always been contemplated that any new
structures going in would then be allocated in an entirely different calculation as the dynamics
downtown have changed.

MOTION: Motion by Nickita, seconded by Sherman:
To accept the recommendation of the Advisory Parking Committee to include the property
known as 369 -397 N. Old Woodward Ave. into the Parking Assessment District, upon payment
of a one -time inclusion fee of $29,682.

VOTE: Yeas, 6
Nays, 1 (DeWeese)
Absent, None

11- 280 -15 CREATION OF THE NEIGHBORHOOD CONNECTOR ROUTE

PHASE 1

City Engineer O'Meara presented the recommendation to create neighborhood connector routes
designed to encourage bike riding throughout the City. He explained that the Multi -Modal
Transportation Board ( MMTB) recommended ' Share the Road" signs as opposed to the
traditional arrow -type bike signs as the bicyclist are now using GPS. He noted that the bike

symbol could be used at each turn.

Commissioner Bordman expressed concern with moving forward on this until the South Eton
Corridor is fully discussed. She stated that she would like to see striping of bike lanes.

The Commission discussed the directional signage and sharrows. Mayor Pro Tern Nickita noted
that sharrows are the fundamental baseline. He suggested exploring the idea of installing signs
only at the turns. Commissioner Sherman stated that he would like to see the location of the
sharrows.

Herb Knowles, 329 West Brown, suggested notifying residents that their street may be part of
the bike path.

The Commission agreed to bring this item back with a diagram of the sign design and the
reduced number of signs. In addition to notify residents of affected streets who are not
currently on the bike path.

12- 281 -15 RESIDENTIAL PERMIT PARKING

BATES STREET BETWEEN BROWN AND FRANK

Commander Grewe presented the request for residential permit parking on Bates Street
between Brown and Frank. He noted that 84% of the residents signed the petition and the
Multi -Modal Transportation Board endorsed the petition as well.

Mayor Pro Tern Nickita suggested a study be done to determine the actual parking capacity of
the street to identify the reality of the situation in terms of numbers.

MOTION: Motion by Sherman, seconded by DeWeese:
To approve the installation of Residential Permit Parking for Bates Street between Brown and
Frank at all times. Further, to direct the Chief of Police and the City Clerk to sign the traffic

7 November 23, 2015
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MEMORANDUM 
 

Engineering Dept. 
DATE:   November 16, 2015 
 
TO:   Joseph Valentine, City Manager 
 
FROM:  Paul T. O’Meara, City Engineer 
 
SUBJECT: Multi-Modal Master Plan 
   Neighborhood Connector Route, Phase 1 
 
 
The City’s Multi-Modal Master Plan was finalized and approved by the City Commission in late 
2013.  Among other things, the Plan recommends that the City create several neighborhood 
connector routes designed to encourage recreational bike riding throughout the City.  After 
completion of segments of Oak St., N. Eton Rd., and Lincoln Ave., staff noticed that a loop 
matching the Multi-Modal Master Plan recommendations for a phase 1 neighborhood connector 
route were starting to take shape.  With a relatively small effort, a bike loop using these streets, 
as well as others, could be developed.   
 
After reviewing internet publicized routes that are already popular in Birmingham, a Phase 1 
loop was developed and fine tuned in discussions with the Multi-Modal Transportation Board 
(MMTB) at their October and November meetings.  The final recommended plan is attached for 
your reference. 
 
Following is an executive summary of the most important features of the suggested loop: 
 

1. Initially, staff proposed that the loop would be signed in the traditional sense seen in 
other cities offering bike routes.  A green sign with a bike symbol is posted at regular 
intervals, with arrows provided whenever the route is making a turn onto a different 
street.  During the first Board meeting, bike representative Michael Surnow suggested 
that the biking community is now primarily using GPS devices to determine their routes, 
and such a sign scheme may no longer be necessary.  Rather than spend funds and add 
clutter to the streetscape, it was suggested that the bike route could be promoted on 
the City’s website, as well as other biking websites.  The Board liked this suggestion, 
although some were concerned that the signs are important not only for bike riders, but 
for motorists to get the message to watch for bike traffic.  A compromise position was 
adopted wherein a bike symbol sign, with a SHARE THE ROAD sign below, should be 
added at regular intervals to remind motorists that this is a designated bike route.  
Sharrows (pavement markings with an arrow in the direction of travel) would also be 
added at regular intervals.  There would be no signs directing bike riders where to turn.   
 
A map depicting the locations of the signs and sharrows is attached to this report.  
Other than reducing costs and clutter, one additional benefit of this sign scheme is that 
some homeowners may feel that a posted bike route with arrows may encourage 
through vehicular traffic as well as bike traffic.  Without arrows, there are no signs to 
encourage vehicles to use a certain road.   
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After further review, staff feels that the recommended signing scheme may work well 
for more professional bicyclists, but may not be that helpful to more casual bike riders.  
For that reason, an alternate sign scheme resolution is provided below. 

 
2. The designated route crossing Woodward Ave. at Oakland Ave. is not very intuitive for 

eastbound bicyclists.  Directional signing is recommended for both directions to 
encourage use of the existing sidewalk and pedestrian crosswalk located on the north 
end of the Oakland Ave. signalized intersection.  An attached aerial photograph helps 
explain these signs. 

 
3. The finalized 3 lane pavement marking plan for W. Maple Rd. does not provide a signed 

bike lane.  Since bike traffic will not be actively promoted on this street, an off-road bike 
path is suggested for the short segment of the connector route that uses Maple Rd. 
between Larchlea Dr. and Chesterfield Ave.  A suggested plan that would involve a new 
10 ft. wide strip of concrete adjacent to the City sidewalk is detailed on an attached 
plan.  If approved, the bike path will be constructed next year in conjunction with the 
W. Maple Rd. pavement resurfacing project.  We intend to include the path as a part of 
the federally subsidized project.  If approved, the cost of this new concrete would be 
80% federally funded. 

 
Most of the work involved to complete this project involves signs and pavement markings.  
Such work can be added to other planned contracts during the 2016 construction season, and 
funded primarily from the Major Street Fund, at a relatively low cost.  A suggested resolution 
follows: 
 
SUGGESTED RESOLUTION A: 
 
To accept the recommendation of the Multi-Modal Transportation Board, authorizing the 
creation of the Neighborhood Connector Route, Phase 1, in the spring of 2016, in accordance 
with the attached map.  Upon completion of the physical improvements, the route shall be 
forwarded to websites such as Mapmyride and Strava, as well as the City’s website, to 
encourage its use. 
 
 OR –  
 
SUGGESTED RESOLUTION B: 
 
To accept the recommendation of the Multi-Modal Transportation Board, authorizing the 
creation of the Neighborhood Connector Route, Phase 1, in the spring of 2016, in accordance 
with the attached map, except that directional signs at each turn shall be erected, to replace 
the SHARE THE ROAD signs depicted on the attached map.  Upon completion of the physical 
improvements, the route shall be forwarded to websites such as Mapmyride and Strava, as well 
as the City’s website, to encourage its use. 
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MEMORANDUM 
 

Engineering Dept. 
DATE:   October 29, 2015 
 
TO:   Multi-Modal Transportation Board 
 
FROM:  Paul T. O’Meara, City Engineer 
 
SUBJECT: Neighborhood Connector Route, Phase 1 
 
 
At the meeting of October 1, the Multi-Modal Transportation Board (MMTB) was introduced to a 
conceptual plan for the first phase of a neighborhood connector route.  After taking the input 
from the Board, the attached maps have been prepared.  The following points of interest are 
offered, starting at the northwest corner of the City, and moving clockwise: 
 

1. Willits St. – Baldwin Rd. to Greenwood Ave. – This short block, which has bad 
sight distance due to containing two 90° turns.  It has been signed as a ONE WAY street 
(from west to east) for many years to discourage its use for through traffic from 
downtown.  Encouraging the use of this block for westbound traffic would be 
encouraging bikes to travel against the posted traffic restriction.  The City may be liable 
if an incident occurred involving a bicyclist injury.   

 
A viable alternative would be to have bikes use Harmon St. and Greenwood Ave. 
instead.  The route as shown was identified from Mapmyride.com, and was likely 
selected because it allows riders to see more of Quarton Lake.  If the Board agrees, staff 
recommends that the route be changed in this area to eliminate the westerly block of 
Willits St. 

 
2. Woodward Ave. crossing at Oakland Ave. – This intersection has not allowed 

vehicles using Oakland Ave. to cross Woodward Ave. straight through since the 1980’s.  
Under the current scenario, bikes can benefit from this signalized intersection, using an 
existing marked pedestrian crosswalk on the north side of the intersection.  Eastbound 
bikes traveling on the south side of Oakland Ave. may be confused if they are not 
familiar with the intersection, unless directional signs are provided.  Referring to the 
aerial photo of the intersection attached, as well as the sheet depicting all the various 
bike signs designated by the state, D11-1a signs can be used in conjunction with an 
arrow, to assist in this regard.  For eastbound bikes, two signs would direct bikes to use 
the west side Woodward Ave. sidewalk to get to the northwest corner of the 
intersection.  A second sign would be installed there to encourage use of the marked 
crosswalk.  The route is more direct for westbound bikes, so just one D11-1a sign with 
an “up” arrow could be installed at the east end of the crosswalk. 

 
3. Woodward Ave. crossing at Lincoln Ave. – The Master Plan had recommended the 

use of a wide green pavement marking in the two right lanes of Lincoln Ave. (one in 
both directions) to help encourage Lincoln Ave. motorists to share the road with bikes.  
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Since Woodward Ave. is under the jurisdiction of MDOT, we researched this issue to 
determine if MDOT has approved this application on any of their streets.   
 
As shown on the attached documents, the FHWA has recently granted MDOT approval 
to allow the use of this green pavement marking in areas that are designated bike lanes.  
If the City was providing a designated bike lane on Lincoln Ave. as it crosses Woodward 
Ave., it likely would be approved across the intersection as well.  However, since the 
City is only installing sharrows (not designated bike lanes), MDOT cannot approve the 
use of the green pavement markings in this area.  As a result, we will remove this 
feature as being a part of the neighborhood connector route proposal. 
 

4. W. Maple Rd. between Larchlea Dr. and Chesterfield Ave. –  
 

Since we are finalizing the construction plans for the 2016 resurfacing work on W. Maple 
Rd., the attached draft plans are now prepared detailing the two-way bike path 
proposed for the south side of Maple Rd., between Larchlea Dr. and Chesterfield Ave.  
We believe this will be a nice feature that will encourage the use of the connector route 
on this side of town, while keeping bike traffic out of the vehicle travel lanes of Maple 
Rd. 

 
Finally, after researching available signs, there is not an official sign that is currently available  
to encouraging drivers to SHARE THE ROAD.  It is our recommendation that at the locations 
shown on the attached map, a D11-1a (bike symbol) sign be installed with a separate sign 
below it that says SHARE THE ROAD.   
 
Other than the minor issues noted above, we believe the Neighborhood Connector Route Phase 
1 can be finalized and forwarded to the City Commission.  Funding for this work will come from 
the Major and Local Street Fund current fiscal year budget, where funds for work such as this 
have been identified. 
 
SUGGESTED RECOMMENDATION: 
 
The Multi-Modal Transportation Board recommends that the City Commission authorize the 
creation of the Neighborhood Connector Route, Phase 1, in the spring of 2016, in accordance 
with the attached map.  Upon completion of the physical improvements, the route shall be 
forwarded to websites such as Mapmyride and Strava, as well as the City’s website, to 
encourage its use.   
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MEMORANDUM 
 

Engineering Dept. 
DATE:   February 5, 2016 
 
TO:   Multi-Modal Transportation Board 
 
FROM:  Paul T. O’Meara, City Engineer 
 
SUBJECT: Torry Neighborhood Sidewalk Easement 
 Villa Ave. to Haynes Ave. 
 
 
The City Commission reviewed the recommendation of the Multi-Modal Transportation Board 
(MMTB) at their meeting of December 14, 2015.  Minutes are attached.  The following 
comments were raised at that time: 
 

1. The City Commission asked that the entire sideyard easement system be reviewed for 
improvements, rather than just the Haynes Ave. and Torry St. intersection.  (Now that 
we have started design on the reconstruction of Villa Ave., this suggestion is 
appropriate.) 

2. Comment was raised both from a Commissioner as well as an adjacent resident relative 
to the advisability of keeping the existing ramp on the north side of the Haynes Ave. 
intersection.   

 
Based on the above, the following is now proposed, starting from the north, and moving south: 
 
Villa Ave. – In order to update the Yankee Ave. intersection to current standards, handicap 
ramps and marked crosswalks are now proposed, as shown on the attached plan.  (Villa Ave. 
will be reconstructed in the latter part of the summer and fall of 2016, as requested by the 
majority of the residents of this street.) 
 
Hazel Ave. – The existing pavement markings at the crosswalk will be removed and replaced 
with the more current design (using straight lines parallel to traffic, similar to that shown on the 
plans for the other streets).  No changes will be made to the existing ramps. 
 
Bowers Ave. – Updated pavement markings will be installed, similar to Hazel Ave. 
 
Haynes Ave. – The plan presented previously has been updated to reflect the fact that a tree 
previously in front of 1591 Haynes Ave. has since been removed.  Marked crosswalks are now 
planned on both sides of the intersection, as shown on the attached plan.  Now that a 
crosswalk is planned on both sides, it is recommended that the existing ramp in the middle of 
the intersection be removed. 
 
In accordance with the Commission’s wishes, the property owners most impacted by these 
changes have been notified about this meeting (notice attached). 
 
A suggested recommendation to move these changes forward follows below. 
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SUGGESTED RECOMMENDATION: 
 
The Multi-Modal Transportation Board recommends the following changes to the sideyard 
easement sidewalk system located within the Torry Neighborhood, as follows: 
 
Villa Ave. – Install new handicap ramps at all four corners of the Yankee Ave. intersection and 
install marked crosswalks, as part of the Villa Ave. Paving Project. 
 
Hazel Ave. – Remove and replace the existing crosswalk pavement markings with current City 
standard (continental style). 
 
Bowers Ave. - Remove and replace the existing crosswalk pavement markings with current City 
standard (continental style). 
 
Haynes Ave. - Install new handicap ramps at all four corners of the Torry St. intersection and 
install marked crosswalks, as part of the Webster Ave./Torry St. Paving Project. 
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MEMORANDUM 
 

Engineering Dept. 
DATE:   November 5, 2015 
 
TO:   Joseph Valentine, City Manager 
 
FROM:  Paul T. O’Meara, City Engineer 
 
SUBJECT: 2016 City Street Projects 
 Multi-Modal Transportation Board (MMTB) Review 
 Haynes St. and Torry St. Intersection 
 
 
In conjunction with other 2016 projects reviewed by the MMTB, the City Commission reviewed 
a recommendation at the intersection of Haynes St. and Torry St. at their meeting of August 24, 
2015 (minutes attached).  Although the intersection is not being reconstructed, the south leg of 
the intersection (Torry St.) will be rebuilt as part of a larger local street replacement project.  
Since a neighborhood sideyard connector sidewalk intersects this intersection, the Multi-Modal 
Master Plan recommended crosswalk improvements at this location.  During review of the 
existing conditions, it was identified that the long diagonal crosswalk does not follow American 
Association of State Highway and Transportation Officials (AASHTO) guidelines, and should be 
changed.  The suggested recommendation was: 
 

1. Install a new handicap ramp in front of 1603 Haynes St. to align straight north with the 
existing ramp crossing for Haynes St. at the southeast corner of the intersection 
(thereby shortening the crossing distance for pedestrians). 

2. Remove the diagonal crosswalk markings to discourage pedestrians from crossing the 
street on a diagonal line. 

3. Usually in this circumstance, removal of the existing handicap ramp on the north side 
would be in order.  However, since the Master Plan identifies the sideyard pedestrian 
easement as a suggested route for bicyclists, and removal of the ramp would make it 
more difficult for bicyclists to use this connector, it was suggested that it be left in place. 

 
After discussion by the Commission, the following resolution was passed, in part: 
 
“Haynes St. and Torry St. intersection – A new handicap ramp shall be installed in the northeast 
section of the intersection (in front of 1603 Haynes St.), and the pavement markings for the 
crosswalk shall be removed and relocated to match the new and existing ramps at the east leg 
of the intersection.”  (Italics added by author.) 
 
After the Commission meeting, our consultant F&V reviewed what was proposed.  It was noted 
that installing pavement markings as directed would still encourage crossing the intersection on 
a diagonal line.  The attached analysis was subsequently prepared.  As noted therein, the MI 
Manual of Uniform Traffic Control Devices (MMUTCD) speaks specifically to discourage the 
installation of diagonal crosswalks.  The purpose of recommending the second ramp on the 
north side was to eliminate the diagonal markings.  While pedestrians may choose to go the  
diagonal route, the City should not officially encourage this behavior.  By removing the diagonal 
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crosswalk markings, the City is indicating to the public that it is recommended that they cross 
the street using the shortest path possible. 
 
As a result of the conflict with the MMUTCD, we felt that it was important that this matter be 
reviewed once again.  A suggested resolution is provided below. 
 
SUGGESTED RESOLUTION: 
 
To accept the recommendation of the Multi-Modal Transportation Board with respect to the 
Haynes St. and Torry St. intersection, in accordance with the Master Plan and the new 
information provided, to install a new handicap ramp in the northeast section of the intersection 
(in front of 1603 Haynes St.), remove the diagonal crosswalk pavement markings, and install 
new markings to align with the new ramp in front of 1603 Haynes St. 
 
OR –  
 
To take no action.   
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27725 Stansbury Boulevard, Suite 150 
Farmington Hills, MI 48334 

P: 248.536.0080 
                 F: 248.536.0079 

www.fveng.com 

November 5, 2015 
 
Mr. Paul O’Meara 
City Engineer VIA EMAIL 
City of Birmingham 
151 Martin Street 
Birmingham, MI 48012 
 
RE: Torry Street & Haynes Street Crosswalk Review 
 
Dear Mr. O’Meara, 

We have received comments from the City regarding the revised plan for the proposed crosswalk at the Torry 
Street & Haynes Street intersection in the City of Birmingham, Michigan. The purpose of this letter is to 
provide further analysis of crosswalk design in regards to proposed changes in the plan layout and evaluate 
an alternate crosswalk option as suggested by the City. 

The recommended crosswalk configuration is to provide a new ADA ramp in the northeast quadrant of the 
intersection that aligns with the existing ADA ramp in the southeast quadrant of the intersection, as shown on 
the attached Figure 1.  The existing ADA ramp on the north side of the intersection would remain for bike use.   

The alternative crosswalk marking provides two crosswalks; one crossing that maintains the existing diagonal 
crosswalk, and one north/south crossing between the existing and proposed ADA ramp as shown in Figure 2. 
This alternative crosswalk striping was reviewed for compliance with the Michigan Manual of Uniform Traffic 
Control Devices (MMUTCD).  The following guidance regarding crosswalk placement is provided in the 
MMUTCD: 

• Crosswalk lines should extend across the full width of the pavement, to discourage diagonal walking 
between crosswalks. (Section 3B.17) 

• Crosswalk markings should be located so that the curb ramps are within the extension of the crosswalk 
markings. (Section 3B.18) 

• Diagonal crossing is permitted only with an exclusive pedestrian phase at signalized intersections. 
(Section 3B.18) 

Therefore, per the MMUTCD, the alternative crosswalk markings proposed are not acceptable for this location.  
The recommended crosswalk pavement markings at this intersection are shown on Figure 1. 
 
If you have any questions, please feel free to contact us. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
FLEIS & VANDENBRINK  
 
 
      
Michael J. Labadie, PE    
Group Manager     
 
Attached: Figures 1 & 2 
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08- 184 -15 ORDINANCE AMENDMENT — CHAPTER 74

OFFENSES AGAINST PUBLIC SAFETY

Police Chief Studt explained that the proposed ordinance amendment is to be consistent with
state law.

MOTION: Motion by McDaniel, seconded by Rinschler:
To adopt an ordinance amending Chapter 74, Offenses, Article VI, Offenses Against Public
Safety, Division 2- Weapons.

VOTE: Yeas, 6
Nays, None
Absent, 1 (Moore)

Commissioner Moore returned at 10:43 PM.

08- 185 -15 MULTI -MODAL TRANSPORTATION BOARD RECOMMENDATIONS

2016 PAVING PROJECTS

City Engineer O'Meara presented the recommendations from the Multi -Modal Transportation
Board. He explained that the recommendations include bump -outs on Brown at Bates,
Henrietta, Pierce and South Old Woodward and would be included in the future as projects
develop in those areas. The Board also recommended sharrows as part of the project next
year.

He stated that the Board looked at the Hamilton and Park Street project and recommended that
this improvement be postponed because the intersection of North Old Woodward would be
reconstructed in 2018. He explained that Ferndale is narrow and difficult for the truck turning
radius. He noted that the Board recommended rebuilding it as it is today as there is a bump
out on the southside. The Board is also recommending bump outs at Park Street and Hamilton
and Woodward and Hamilton. He noted that there would be three new parking places on the
northside. At Torry Street, there is currently a side yard easement that extends the sidewalk
north to Bowers Street and recommending that it be shortened with a new crosswalk to reduce
the amount of time pedestrians are in the road.

Commissioner Nickita commented that the connection between the passageway to passageway
should be direct. He suggested that other options be considered such as a wider crosswalk.
Commissioner Nickita expressed concern with the size of the bump outs.

MOTION: Motion by Rinschler, seconded by McDaniel:
To accept the recommendations of the Multi -Modal Transportation Board with respect to 2016
paving projects planned by the City of Birmingham, in accordance with the Master Plan, as
follows:

1. Brown St. — Sharrows shall be painted on all segments of Brown St. from
Southfield Rd. to Woodward Ave. Crosswalk bumpouts shall be installed as a

part of future projects at the intersections of Brown St., Henrietta St., Pierce St.,
and S. Old Woodward Ave.

2. Hamilton Ave. /Park St. — Crosswalk bumpouts shall be installed at the

intersections of N. Old Woodward Ave., Ferndale St., Park St., and Woodward
Ave. Three additional metered parking spaces shall be installed on the north side
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of Hamilton Ave., between Park St. and Woodward Ave. The south side sidewalk
shall be widened on the block between Park St. and Woodward Ave. to enhance

the streetscape.
Haynes St. & Torry St. intersection — A new handicap ramp shall be installed in
the northeast section of the intersection (in front of 1601 Haynes St.), and the
pavement markings for the crosswalk shall be removed and relocated to match
the new and existing ramps at the east leg of the intersection.

VOTE: Yeas, 7
Nays, None
Absent, None

08- 186 -15 CLOSED SESSION REQUEST
LAND ACQUISITION

MOTION: Motion by Nick, seconded by McDaniel:
To meet in closed session to discuss land acquisition pursuant to Section 8(d) of the Open
Meetings Act.

ROLL CALL VOTE: Yeas,

Nays,
Absent,
Abstentions,

Mayor Pro Tern Hoff
Commissioner McDaniel

Commissioner Moore

Commissioner Nickita

Commissioner Rinschler

Commissioner Dilgard
Mayor Sherman
None

None

None

VII. REMOVED FROM CONSENT AGENDA

VIII. COMMUNICATIONS

IX. OPEN TO THE PUBLIC FOR MATTERS NOT ON THE AGENDA

X. REPORTS

08- 187 -15 COMMISSIONER REPORTS

The Commission intends to appoint a member to the Museum Board on September 21, 2015.

08- 188 -15 COMMISSIONER COMMENTS

Commissioner McDaniel expressed concern with the tree trimming done by DTE on Greenwood
and suggested another letter is in order. City Manager Valentine stated that the issue on
Greenwood was more of a trimming, than a clear cutting issue. The challenge being that the
Michigan Public Service Commission (MPSC) which oversees DTE is the one who directed them
to enhance their reliability and service provided in the neighborhoods which is what they are
doing. To challenge that issue would put the City at odds with the directive put forward by the
MPSC. This was not part of the ground to sky program.
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there were any plans to expand the licensing to skilled nursing home. The applicant responded
that they had no intention to expand to any adiacent property or to change the license to a

skilled nursing facility.

Mr. Havera stated that there is really no property to acquire as it is surrounded by the
cemetery, pistol range, swim club, and the railroad. He explained that they will be working with
the City to improve the road as the pavement is in poor condition. He noted that the parking
requirements will be met by onsite parking.

Elicia Katrib, 1832 E. Lincoln, expressed concern with an increase in traffic.

Gavin Pearson, 1591 Haynes, expressed support of the project, but concern with the fumes that
may come from the SOCRRA facility.

The Commission received communications from Jerry Yaldoo, 1997 Haynes and Larry Bertollini,
1275 Webster expressing concern with increased traffic due to the proposed facility.

MOTION: Motion by Nickita, seconded by DeWeese:
To approving the request to operate an assisted living facility for senior citizens at 2400 -2430
E. Lincoln Street subject to the following conditions:

1. The applicant provide a detailed analysis of the glazing provided based on area
and meet the glazing standards in place at the time of building permit
application;

2. All improvements in the right -of -way receive approval from the Engineering
Department;

3. The applicant provide a revised photometric plan that includes the foot - candle
levels 5' beyond the south property line; and

4. The applicant provide specification on signage for administrative approval.

Ms. Ecker confirmed for Mayor Pro Tern Nickita that the plan on page 55, sheet L1 is what is
being approved.

In response to a question from Mayor Hoff, Mr. Havera stated that it is anticipated that the
facility will be open in the summer of 2017.

VOTE: Yeas, 6
Nays, None
Absent, 1 (Sherman)

12- 311 -15 MULTI -MODAL TRANSPORTATION BOARD RECOMMENDATION

HAYNES AND TORRY INTERSECTION

City Engineer O'Meara explained that the Multi -Modal Transportation Board reviewed the
intersection of Haynes and Torry Street. He noted that the master plan suggested a crosswalk
improvement at this intersection. The consultant recommended the diagonal crosswalk be
removed based on the recommendation of the Michigan Manual of Uniform Traffic Control
Devices.

In response to a question from Mayor Hoff, Mr. O'Meara explained that the existing sidewalk
path located between the two driveways would remain. He noted that the ramp would remain,
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as it is part of the master plan, a bicycle route to encourage bike riding between the various
streets.

Commissioner Bordman commented that there is water pooling at the south and west side of
Haynes. She questioned whether construction would be done to alleviate that problem. Mr.

O'Meara noted that this is the very beginning of the project and only 2% of the project has
been designed at this point. This issue will be reviewed.

Mr. O'Meara confirmed for Commissioner Boutros that the angled crosswalk would be
eliminated to reduce the amount of time it would take a pedestrian to cross the street.

Mayor Pro Tern Nickita noted that whenever a site condition is designed, one must anticipate
the direction people will go. He pointed out that a ramp would encourage individuals to cross
at an angle. He suggested the Multi -Modal Transportation Board review the system of how the
passage works on these three blocks, Haynes, Bowers, and Hazel and review the solution in a
more global way.

MOTION: Motion by Bordman, seconded by Boutros:
To accept the recommendation of the Multi -Modal Transportation Board with respect to the
Haynes St. and Torry St. intersection, in accordance with the Master Plan and the new
information provided, to install a new handicap ramp in the northeast section of the intersection
in front of 1603 Haynes St.), remove the diagonal crosswalk pavement markings, and install
new markings to align with the new ramp in front of 1603 Haynes St and to direct the Multi -
Modal Transportation Board to review the three streets and the overall integration as soon as
possible.

Gavin Pearson, 1591 Haynes, expressed support of a marked pathway and the removal of the
concrete pad. He noted that the pathway is in need of maintenance and additional lighting.

Mayor Pro Tern Nickita clarified that the purpose of the Multi -Modal Transportation Board review
is to thoroughly review all the options to determine what should be added or removed with the
other blocks and the entire system in place.

VOTE: Yeas, 6
Nays, None
Absent, 1 (Sherman)

12- 312 -15 CLOSED SESSION REQUEST
ATTORNEY /CLIENT PRIVILEGE COMMUNICATION

MOTION: Motion by Nickita, seconded by DeWeese:
To meet in closed session to discuss an attorney /client privilege communication in accordance
with Section 8(h) of the Open Meetings Act.

ROLL CALL VOTE: Yeas, Commissioner Boutros

Commissioner DeWeese

Commissioner Harris

Mayor Pro Tern Nickita
Commissioner Bordman

Mayor Hoff
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MEMORANDUM 
 

Engineering Dept. 
DATE:   August 14, 2015 
 
TO:   Joseph Valentine, City Manager 
 
FROM:  Paul T. O’Meara, City Engineer 
 
SUBJECT: Multi-Modal Transportation Board 
 2016 Paving Projects 
 Review and Recommendations 
 
 
As you know, for several months, the Multi-Modal Transportation Board (MMTB) spent extensive 
time and effort on the City’s largest 2016 paving project, W. Maple Rd.  At the meeting of 
August 6, 2015, the Board reviewed the other street projects currently planned for next year.  
The projects that were reviewed were as follows: 
 
W. Brown St. – Southfield Rd. to Chester St. 
Hamilton Ave. – N. Old Woodward Ave. to Woodward Ave. 
Park St – Hamilton Ave. to E. Maple Rd. 
Webster Ave. – S. Adams Rd. to S. Eton Rd. 
Torry St. – Haynes Ave. to Webster Ave. 
 
The report as prepared by the Engineering Dept. is attached for your reference. 
 
The MMTB agreed with the staff recommendations except for the following: 
 

1. The southeast corner of N. Old Woodward Ave. and Hamilton Ave. was reconstructed to 
current Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) standards in 2014 as part our routine 
sidewalk repair program.  The attached preliminary plan prepared by the Engineering 
Dept. recommended that this corner be replaced next year to include a pedestrian 
bumpout toward Hamilton Ave. to match the one built previously on the northeast 
corner.  It was noted that the N. Old Woodward Ave. intersection is planned for 
complete reconstruction in 2018, and that the final proposed width of the street has not 
yet been determined.  It appears likely that this corner will have to be reconstructed in 
2018 as a part of that project.  The Board saw value in reducing the length of the 
crosswalk toward Hamilton Ave. as proposed.  However, since the ramp is in good 
condition, and since it will need to be reconfigured again in 2018, the MMTB 
recommended that this ramp be left as is until it can be reconstructed in its final form in 
2018. 

 
2. The MMTB discussed the tight truck turning radii at the intersection of Hamilton Ave. 

and Ferndale St.  Ferndale St. acts as an important route for trucks heading to loading 
zones in this part of downtown.  Yet, the pavement is relatively narrow for a downtown 
street, due to its narrow 50 ft. wide right-of-way.  As currently built, trucks cannot make 
the right turn at this corner without interfering with southbound Ferndale St. traffic.  
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Constructing a full bumpout at these corners would compound this problem.  The 
suggested bumpout as designed on the conceptual plan for the northeast corner of 
Hamilton Ave. and Ferndale St. did not actually reduce the length of the pedestrian path 
in the street for either direction, although it provided some protection for those waiting 
to cross from eastbound traffic.  The MMTB discussed the value of this design as 
compared to leaving it in its current conventional format.  They concluded that it would 
be best to leave the corner as it is currently constructed. 
 

When reviewing the attachments, it should be noted that only the west end of Brown St. (west 
of Chester St.) is being reconstructed in 2016.  Other than Sharrows, no enhancements were 
recommended for this segment in the Multi-Modal Master Plan.  Since lots of other pedestrian 
enhancements are recommended on other parts of the Brown St. corridor, our consultant F&V 
put together some conceptual drawings of the other locations of interest, for review.  None of 
this work is planned now, other than installing Sharrows throughout the corridor.   
 
Finally, the existing crosswalk at the corner of Haynes Ave. and Torry St. is excessively long.  
The proposal as recommended will remove this problem but still leave the City-owned sideyard 
corridor that acts as an extension of Torry St. to the north a good passageway for bicyclists as 
well as pedestrians. 
 
SUGGESTED RESOLUTION: 
 
To accept the recommendations of the Multi-Modal Transportation Board with respect to 2016 
paving projects planned by the City of Birmingham, in accordance with the Master Plan, as 
follows: 
 

1. Brown St. – Sharrows shall be painted on all segments of Brown St. from Southfield Rd. 
to Woodward Ave.  Crosswalk bumpouts shall be installed as a part of future projects at 
the intersections of Brown St., Henrietta St., Pierce St., and S. Old Woodward Ave. 

 
2. Hamilton Ave./Park St. – Crosswalk bumpouts shall be installed at the intersections of N. 

Old Woodward Ave., Ferndale St., Park St., and Woodward Ave.  Three additional 
metered parking spaces shall be installed on the north side of Hamilton Ave., between 
Park St. and Woodward Ave.  The south side sidewalk shall be widened on the block 
between Park St. and Woodward Ave. to enhance the streetscape. 

 
3. Haynes St. & Torry St. intersection – A new handicap ramp shall be installed in the 

northeast section of the intersection (in front of 1601 Haynes St.), and the pavement 
markings for the crosswalk shall be removed and relocated to match the new and 
existing ramps at the east leg of the intersection.   
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DRAFT 

CITY OF BIRMINGHAM  
  MULTI-MODAL TRANSPORTATION BOARD  

THURSDAY, AUGUST 6, 2015 
City Commission Room  

151 Martin Street, Birmingham, Michigan 
 
Minutes of the regular meeting of the City of Birmingham Multi-Modal 
Transportation Board held Thursday, August 6, 2015.  Vice Chairperson Andy 
Lawson convened the meeting at 6:05 p.m. 
 
A. ROLL CALL 
 
Present: Chairperson Johanna Slanga (arrived at 6:14 p.m.); Board 

Members Vionna Adams, Stuart Bordman, Lara Edwards, Andy 
Lawson, Michael Surnow, Amanda Warner 

 
Absent:  Student Representatives Daniel Evans, Rebecca Mendel 
 
Administration:  Mark Clemence, Deputy Chief of Police 
  Scott Drewery, Police Dept.  
  Austin Fletcher, Asst. City Engineer 
  Paul O'Meara, City Engineer 
  Carole Salutes, Recording Secretary 
 
Also Present: Mike Labadie from Fleis & Vandenbrink (“F&V”), 

 Transportation Engineering Consultants 
 
 
B. INTRODUCTIONS    
 
Mr. Clemence introduced Commander Scott Drewery of the Police Dept. who will 
be taking his place on the MMTB. 
 
 
C. REVIEW AGENDA   
 
Mr. O’Meara noted that a matter involving S. Eton will be taken up towards the 
end of the meeting.  Also Mr. Malcomb Hendy has requested time to speak 
regarding Northlawn. 
 
 
D.  APPROVAL OF MINUTES, MEETING OF MAY 7, 2015  
 
Moved and seconded to approve the Minutes of July 9, 2015 as presented. 
 
Motion carried, 6-0. 
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E. 2016 CITY STREET PROJECTS  
 
Mr. O’Meara advised the Board needs to review the remaining City street 
projects that are planned, and finalize any multi-modal improvements that should 
be included in these projects. Following is a list of the other street reconstruction 
projects planned and budgeted for 2016: 
W. Brown St. – Southfield Rd. to Chester St. 
Hamilton Ave. – N. Old Woodward Ave. to Woodward Ave. 
Park St. – Hamilton Ave. to E. Maple Rd. 
Webster Ave. – S. Adams Rd. to S. Eton Rd. 
Torry St. – Haynes Ave. to Webster Ave. 
 
At this time Chairperson Slanga arrived and Vice-Chairperson Lawson handed 
the gavel over to her. 
 
W. Brown St. 
The segment of Brown St. between Southfield Rd. and Chester St. is the only 
one that still has its original pavement.  A complete reconstruction of the 36 ft. 
wide street is planned.  Since Brown St. is an important corridor that has lots of 
pedestrian activity, it was decided to consider the whole corridor at this time.  
Only the pavement west of Chester St. would actually be constructed in 2016. 
 
The Brown St. corridor is highlighted in two respects in the Master Plan.  First it is 
part of a Neighborhood Connector route for bikes, connecting Southfield Rd. at 
its west end with the Woodward Ave. and Forest St. intersection on its east end.  
Likely due to the high traffic and parking demand in this area, no bike lanes are 
suggested, but sharrows are recommended. 
 
Second, the Master Plan suggests improved pedestrian crossings at four 
locations: 
• Bates St. 
• Henrietta St. 
• Pierce St. 
• Mid-block crossing at Pierce St. Parking Structure entrance. 
As projects are planned in the area, bumpouts are recommended on the south 
corners of Bates St., Henrietta St., and Pierce St., and all four corners of S. Old 
Woodward Ave. Mr.  Clemence added this is a huge improvement because the 
bumpouts will make people feel safer with the crossing distance being shortened. 
 
Mr. O’Meara noted that a bumpout is not recommended at the Pierce St. 
Structure due to the high number of left turns, as that would interfere with traffic.  
She wondered if that may also be an issue at the intersection of Pierce St. He 
advised that it could be a potential issue.  Since this is a Master Plan proposal, it 
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would make sense to look at this question closer, and perhaps conduct counts, 
when the City is actually ready to make these improvements. 
 
Hamilton Ave. and Park St. 
The City has decided to move forward to implement the following changes.  The 
work will be done on two phases. 
1. The majority of the Park St. block will be rebuilt in 2016; however, the Maple Rd. 
intersection will be left as is. As a result, during the first year it will be left as a one-way 
street (northbound). 
2. In 2017, this segment of Maple Rd. will be completely reconstructed. At that time, the 
Park St. intersection can be reconfigured to allow for two-way traffic.  The traffic signal 
will remain as-is.  
 
Bumpouts are recommended as follows: 
• East leg of N. Old Woodward Ave. (with the south side matching what has already 
been built on the north side). 
• Ferndale St., with particular emphasis on the existing crosswalk on the east leg of the 
intersection. (Ferndale St. acts as an important access to truck loading zones, and 
turning space is already inadequate for large vehicles at this intersection, therefore, the 
bumpout 
improvements on the north side are minimal.) 
• At Park St., all four corners. 
• At Woodward Ave. 
 
Two other changes are proposed for the block of Hamilton Ave. between Park St. and 
Woodward Ave. On the north side, the plan will propose the installation of three new 
metered parking spaces. On the south side, the existing Hunter House driveway makes 
on-street parking on this short block impractical.  As long as parking is not allowed, the 
street can be rebuilt narrower, which will enhance the sidewalk in this area. (Before this 
is finalized, discussions with the adjacent property owner should be held to confirm if 
they have any plans to remove this driveway when the property is redeveloped.  If so, it 
may be appropriate to rebuild Hamilton Ave. at its current width, and allow the 
installation of more on-street metered parking in the future.) 
 
As a part of the detailed design, it is also recommended that staff review the current 
bike parking areas that are provided, and if additional opportunities exist, to include 
those enhancements as a part of the final project. 
 
Chairperson Slanga asked about the upcoming plans for N. Old Woodward Ave. in the 
area of Hamilton Ave.  Mr. O’Meara noted that N. Old Woodward Ave. is planned for 
reconstruction in 2018.  The work that is proposed now would not extend out into that 
intersection, since it is subject to change.  It was also noted that the  S.E.corner ramp 
has just been rebuilt in the last year or two, and meets current code requirements.   
 
Chairperson Slanga suggested that since this corner would likely change again in 2018, 
she thought it would be best to leave it as- is for now, and rebuild it complete in 2018.   
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The board discussed the design of the bumpout at the northeast corner of Ferndale St.  
Mr. O’Meara clarified that the bumpout as designed does not shorten the walking 
distance, but could give pedestrians some comfort because it extends out beyond the 
main sidewalk line.  After debating the issue further, the board decided it would be best 
to delete this bumpout because, as Mr. Lawson pointed out,  it doesn’t really narrow the 
distance to cross the street. 
Further, Ms. Warner noted it invites the public to use the bumpout instead of the 
marked crosswalk. 
 
At 6:35 p.m. discussion regarding W. Brown St., Hamilton Ave., and Park St. was 
opened to the public. 
 
Ms. Cecilia Ting, 1800 Northlawn, asked about the Brown St. bumpouts.  She said she 
has noticed trucks go over the bumpout at Lincoln St. when they make a right turn.  
Therefore she feels the bumpout is too big.   Mr. O’Meara indicated that the Brown St. 
bumpouts as proposed are smaller. 
 
Webster Ave. and Torry St. 
The Master Plan identifies Torry St. as part of a much larger Neighborhood 
Connector route, starting at Bowers St. and extending south to Woodward Ave. 
via Emmons Ave. Particular emphasis is suggested at the intersection of Haynes 
St. and Torry St. (installing ramps and high visibility markings). No improvements 
are suggested for Webster Ave. 
 
Looking closer at the Haynes St. & Torry St. intersections, the following changes 
are recommended: 
1. The existing marked crosswalk is at an awkward angle, and encourages 
pedestrians to take a longer path across Haynes St. than is necessary. The 
existing pedestrian markings should be removed. A new handicap ramp on the 
northeast section of the intersection (east of the driveway in front of 1601 Haynes 
St.) should be installed to line up with the ramp at the southeast corner of the 
intersection, and then a new, shorter marked crosswalk can be installed. 
2. Since the sidewalk connector to Bowers St. is also part of a designated 
neighborhood connector (for bikes), it is recommended that this ramp be left as-is 
(without a marked crosswalk). The existing ramp will remain a benefit to bike 
riders using this intersection while heading north or south. In the winter the 
residents will help with shoveling the ramp. 
 
No other changes are recommended. 
 
Motion by Ms. Edwards 
Seconded by Ms. Adams to move forward with the suggested 
recommendations 1, 2, and 3 as written by the city engineer.  However, in 
no. 1, Brown St. becomes Bates St. In no. 2, eliminate the intersections of N. 
Old Woodward Ave. and N. side of Ferndale St.  Add that N. Old Woodward 
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Ave. should be addressed when that intersection is rebuilt.  The rest of the 
language to remain as-is: 
1. Brown St. – Sharrows should be painted on all segments of Brown St. 
from Southfield Rd. to Woodward Ave. Crosswalk bumpouts shall be 
installed as a part of future projects at the intersections of Bates St., 
Henrietta St., Pierce St., and S. Old Woodward Ave. 
2. Hamilton Ave./Park St. – Crosswalk bumpouts shall be installed at the 
intersections of S. side of Ferndale St., Park St., and Woodward Ave. Three 
additional metered parking spaces shall be installed on the north side of 
Hamilton Ave., between Park St. and Woodward Ave.   
3. Haynes St. & Torry St. intersection – A new handicap ramp shall be 
installed in the northeast section of the intersection (in front of 1601 
Haynes St.), and the pavement markings for the crosswalk shall be 
removed and relocated to match the new and existing ramps at the east leg 
of the intersection. 
 
Comments on the motion were opened up to members of the public but no 
one spoke.  
 
Motion carried, 7-0. 
 
VOICE VOTE 
Yeas:  Edwards, Adams, Bordman, Lawson, Slanga, Surnow. Warner 
Nays:  None 
Absent:  None 
 
 
F. MEETING OPEN TO THE PUBLIC FOR ITEMS NOT ON THE AGENDA  
 
Northlawn 
Mr. Malcolm Hendy who lives on Northlawn said that his street is an unimproved 
road and it has seriously deteriorated. Traffic has increased and the residents 
believe it has become a dangerous road. The following traffic calming changes 
are suggested: 

• Speed bumps; 
• Stop signs; 
• No left turn off Southfield Rd. and no right turn off Cranbrook at specific 

hours; 
• No access by heavy trucks; 
• Replace the stop signs on Pleasant and put one on Golfview to impede 

the traffic flow onto Northlawn; 
• Solar fixed radar speed monitor on the west. end of Northlawn. 

Mr. Clemence advised the stop signs were removed from the intersection at 
Pleasant and east bound and west bound on Northlawn because an 18 month 
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study revealed the speed actually increased and the volume of traffic didn’t 
change after the signs were installed.   
 
Mr. Hendy said speeding is not of great concern to the residents; it is volume of 
traffic.  Resurfacing the street and adding curbs and gutters will cost each 
resident approximately $10 – $15 thousand on an 80 ft. frontage.  So their 
proposal this evening is to reinstate the stop signs at Pleasant and at Golfview.   
 
Chairperson Slanga said this topic needs to be brought back for a more formal 
discussion on the stop signs as well as any update on the unimproved road.   
 
Mr. Clemence noted that unfortunately neither of the two intersections on 
Northlawn at Pleasant and at Golfview meet the criteria necessary for stop signs 
to be installed.  They met with the neighborhood association and suggested the 
residents should go to an improved road and add sidewalks.  Obviously there is 
associated cost with that.  The solar fixed radar speed monitor is ready to go but 
the Police Dept. wants to make sure that where they put it is acceptable to the 
residents.  
 
Public comments were taken at 7:16 p.m. 
 
Ms. Sharon Goodman, 1914 Northlawn, said people cut through because there is 
either zero or one stop sign on Northlawn.  So, stop signs are needed at 
Pleasant and Golfview. That will decrease the volume of traffic because people 
will go down Lincoln because it is a better road.  
 
Ms. Cecilia Ting said a stop sign at Northlawn and Pleasant would increase safety for the 
kids.  Mr. Clemence noted the street is designed to handle 2,000 vehicles/day and the 
most recent study shows 1,500 vehicles/day go through there. 
 
Mr. Labadie noted that stop signs are intended for assigning right-of-way. 
 
S. Eton 
Mr. O’Meara explained he was prepared to take all of the recommendations 
regarding S. Eton that were talked about at the last meeting to the City 
Commission.  At that meeting Mr. Labadie had suggested perhaps they should 
acknowledge the American Assoc. of State Highway and Transportation Officials 
(“AASHTO”) determination number for residential streets when setting yellow 
lines to help visibility at intersections.  The board agreed to that, not really 
understanding what it meant.  So after investigating further, staff found it is a 
much more significant zone than the board was envisioning.  Therefore he did 
not feel comfortable moving the recommendations to the Commission without 
first checking with this board. 
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Mr. Labadie advised the corner sight distance is based on where the driver sits, 
how high the driver is, the obstructions, and what the speed limit is.  Mr. O’Meara 
said this will be a major change from removing two parking spaces/block or 40 ft. 
to removing six spaces/block, or 119 ft., leaving two spaces left on each block.  
He thought the Commission may not want to proceed in this direction.  He noted 
they would only be doing this for two blocks but that is where the biggest parking 
demand is.  
 
Board members indicated they understand and agree with what was approved 
last month and that Mr. O’Meara should present the information to the City 
Commission.  Mr. Clemence stated that when parking spaces are removed 
speeds will go up. Mr. Labadie established that parking helps to calm traffic, but it 
creates hazards for the people on the side streets and driveways. Discussion 
turned to incorporating a bike lane, but that idea was rejected. 
 
Mr. Clemence agreed to run accident collision data on the whole corridor. If the 
collisions are really low, maybe they could go with the 40 ft. recommendation and 
at least allow some parking places to remain. He will bring the data to the next 
meeting and the board can re-discuss it.  It was considered that Birmingham 
might set its own rules regarding intersections and then follow them in each 
instance going forward.    
  
 
G. MISCELLANEOUS COMMUNICATIONS (none) 
 
 
H. ADJOURNMENT 
 
No further business being evident, the chairperson adjourned the meeting at 8 
p.m. 
 
 
            
     Jana Ecker, Planning Director 
 
 
            
     Paul O'Meara, City Engineer  
 
  
 



MEMORANDUM 
 

Engineering Dept. 
DATE:   July 31, 2015 
 
TO:   Joseph Valentine, City Manager 
 
FROM:  Paul T. O’Meara, City Engineer 
 
SUBJECT: 2016 City Street Projects 
 
 
The Multi-Modal Transportation Board has studied and finished its review of the City’s largest 
2016 project, W. Maple Rd.  Now that it is completed, the Board needs to review the remaining 
City street projects that are planned, and finalize any multi-modal improvements that should be 
included in these projects.  Moving generally west to east, here is a list of the other street 
reconstruction projects planned and budgeted for 2016: 
 
W. Brown St. – Southfield Rd. to Chester St. 
Hamilton Ave. – N. Old Woodward Ave. to Woodward Ave 
Park St. – Hamilton Ave. to E. Maple Rd. 
Webster Ave. – S. Adams Rd. to S. Eton Rd. 
Torry St. – Haynes Ave. to Webster Ave. 
 
W. Brown St. 
 
The segment of Brown St. between Southfield Rd. and Chester St. is the only one that still has 
its original pavement.  A complete reconstruction of the 36 ft. wide street is planned.  Since 
Brown St. is an important corridor that has lots of pedestrian activity, it was decided to consider 
the whole corridor at this time.  The attached plan depicts future improvements that are 
suggested as projects make such opportunities practical, although only the pavement west of 
Chester St. would actually be constructed in 2016. 
 
As a relatively high demand collector street, the busiest sections of Brown St. have two to three 
full lanes of marked traffic lanes.  Where demand is slightly less, a parking lane was added in 
2000 on the south side of the road (Chester St. to Pierce St.).  The segment being rebuilt in 
2016 has the least traffic demand.  It is intended to generally remain as is, with two traffic 
lanes, and two lower demand parking lanes.  At each end of this segment (Southfield Rd. and 
Chester St.), parking is reduced or eliminated to handle traffic queues. 
 
The Brown St. corridor is highlighted in two respects in the Master Plan.  First, it is part of a 
Neighborhood Connector route for bikes, connecting Southfield Rd. at its west end with the 
Woodward Ave. & Forest St. intersection on its east end (then extending easterly to S. Eton 
Rd.).  Likely due to the high traffic and parking demand in this area, no bike lanes are 
recommended, but Sharrows are recommended.  Since Sharrows are a relatively simple 
improvement, it is recommended that sharrows be added to the 2016 Brown St. project not 
only for the segment being rebuilt, but extending all the way to Woodward Ave.  The 
Neighborhood Connector route will require changes to the Woodward Ave. intersection that are 
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not ready to be implemented at this time, therefore, signage designating this as a bike route 
would be premature. 
 
The Master Plan also suggests improved pedestrian crossings at four locations: 
 

• Bates St. 
• Henrietta St. 
• Pierce St. 
• Mid-block crossing at Pierce St. Parking Structure entrance 

 
Since a parking lane exists on the south side, we recommend bumpouts be installed on the 
south side of the three intersections, but not the mid-block crossing.  At that location, 
significant left turn movements require that the adjacent passing lane be kept open to allow 
through traffic to flow freely past left turning vehicles.   
 
In addition to what is shown on the plan, bumpouts are recommended at the S. Old Woodward 
Ave. intersection, which is currently planned for reconstruction in 2018.  There are no 
opportunities for bumpouts between S. Old Woodward Ave. and Woodward Ave., as all lanes 
are open and needed to handle current traffic demands.   
 
To summarize, as projects are planned in the area, bumpouts are recommended on the south 
corners of Bates St., Henrietta St., and Pierce St., and all four corners of S. Old Woodard Ave. 
The attached plan reflects these improvements as suggested. 
 
Hamilton Ave. & Park St. 
 
As part of an upcoming ambitious plan to rebuild several streets downtown in the upcoming 
years, the above streets will be completely reconstructed, including water and sewer systems, 
street lighting, and sidewalks.   
 
Neither street segment is noted for improvements in the Master Plan.  However, as an 
important component of downtown in a high pedestrian area, pedestrian improvements should 
be considered wherever possible.   
 
When reviewing the plan, it is important to understand the long term plan for this section of 
Park St.  When built in the early 1970’s, this segment was built as one-way northbound, with 
three available lanes of traffic.  The design was done to encourage westbound Maple Rd. 
vehicles to use the new Ring Road system, giving them an easy clear alternative to the more 
congested Maple Rd.  Since creation of the 2016 Plan, the City has moved away from the Ring 
Road concept.  A proposal to reconfigure this block has been planned for several years.  It was 
initially going to be done as a part of the reconstruction of the vacant property adjacent to the 
Hunter House.  However, since this project has not materialized, and the pavement on this 
block is in poor condition, the City has decided to move forward to implement these changes.  
The work will be done in two phases: 
 

1. The majority of the block will be rebuilt in 2016, as shown on the attached drawing.  To 
not disrupt traffic on Maple Rd., however, the Maple Rd. intersection will be left as is.  
As a result, during the first year, it will be left as a one-way street (northbound). 
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2. In 2017, this segment of Maple Rd. will be completely reconstructed.  At that time, the 
Park St. intersection can be reconfigured to allow for two-way traffic.  However, 
westbound Maple Rd. must remain free flowing as much as possible, therefore, the 
intersection will remain unique.  The traffic signal will remain as is.  Local vehicle traffic 
traveling south on Park St. will be forced to turn right on to Maple Rd. after obeying a 
STOP sign.  Proceeding south to Peabody St., or turning left on to Maple Rd. will not be 
allowed.  To allow these other movements, Maple Rd. traffic would have to be stopped 
for greater time periods, thereby queuing vehicles into Woodward Ave. to unacceptable 
levels (through traffic on Woodward Ave. must remain a priority for safety). 

 
Changing Park St. to two way traffic will allow local traffic attempting to access properties or 
parking spaces in the area will have an option to access Maple Rd. from Hamilton Ave. without 
using Woodward Ave. to do so.   
 
Referring to the plan attached, bumpouts are recommended as follows: 
 

• East leg of N. Old Woodward Ave. (with the south side matching what has already been 
built on the north side). 

• Ferndale St., with particular emphasis on the existing crosswalk on the east leg of the 
intersection.  (Ferndale St. acts as an important access to truck loading zones, and large 
vehicles already cannot make a complete turn on to this street, therefore, the bumpout 
improvements on the north side are minimal.) 

• At Park St., all four corners (note that Park St. itself cannot be reduced due to its three 
traffic lane configuration). 

• At Woodward Ave. 
 
Two other changes are proposed for the block of Hamilton Ave. between Park St. and 
Woodward Ave.  On the north side, it is not clear why parking has never been allowed.  The 
plan will propose the installation of three new metered parking spaces.  On the south side, the 
existing Hunter House driveway makes on-street parking on this short block impractical.  As 
long as parking is not allowed, the street can be rebuilt narrower, which will enhance the 
sidewalk in this area.  (Before this is finalized, discussions with the adjacent property owner 
should be held to confirm if they have any plans to remove this driveway when the property is 
redeveloped.  If so, if may be appropriate to rebuild Hamilton Ave. at its current width, and 
allow the installation of more on-street parking in the future.) 
 
As a part of the detailed design, it is also recommended that staff review the current bike 
parking areas that are provided, and if additional opportunities exist, to include those 
enhancements as a part of the final project. 
 
Webster Ave. & Torry St. 
 
The Master Plan identifies Torry St. as part of a much larger Nieghborhood Connector route, 
starting at Bowers St. and extending south to Woodward Ave. via Emmons Ave.  Particular 
emphasis is suggested at the intersection of Haynes St. and Torry St. (installing ramps and high 
visibility markings).  No improvements are suggested for Webster Ave. 
 

3 
 
 



Looking closer at the Haynes St. & Torry St. intersections, the following changes are 
recommended: 
 

1. The existing marked crosswalk is at an awkward angle, and encourages pedestrians to 
take a longer path across Haynes St. than is necessary.  The existing pedestrian 
markings should be removed.  A new handicap ramp on the northeast section of the 
intersection (east of the driveway in front of 1601 Haynes St.) should be installed to line 
up with the ramp at the southeast corner of the intersection, and then a new, shorter 
marked crosswalk can be installed.   

2. Typically, the existing ramp on the north side would be removed as a part of the 
improvements described in #1.  However, since the sidewalk connector to Bowers St. is 
also part of a designated neighborhood connector (for bikes), it is recommended that 
this ramp be left as is (without a marked crosswalk).  The existing ramp will remain a 
benefit to bike riders using this intersection while heading north or south. 

 
No other changes are recommended. 
 
To summarize, the suggested Multi-Modal improvements for the 2016 street projects are as 
listed below: 
 
SUGGESTED RECOMMENDATIONS: 
 
The Multi-Modal Transportation Board has reviewed the remaining City street reconstruction 
projects for the 2016 construction season, and recommends to the City Commission that the 
following multi-modal improvements be included in accordance with the Master Plan: 
 

1. Brown St. – Sharrows should be painted on all segments of Brown St. from Southfield 
Rd. to Woodward Ave.  Crosswalk bumpouts shall be installed as a part of future 
projects at the intersections of Brown St., Henrietta St., Pierce St., and S. Old 
Woodward Ave. 

 
2. Hamilton Ave./Park St. – Crosswalk bumpouts shall be installed at the intersections of N. 

Old Woodward Ave., Ferndale St., Park St., and Woodward Ave.  Three additional 
metered parking spaces shall be installed on the north side of Hamilton Ave., between 
Park St. and Woodward Ave. 

 
3. Haynes St. & Torry St. intersection – A new handicap ramp shall be installed in the 

northeast section of the intersection (in front of 1601 Haynes St.), and the pavement 
markings for the crosswalk shall be removed and relocated to match the new and 
existing ramps at the east leg of the intersection.   
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MEMORANDUM 
 

Engineering Dept. 
DATE:   February 5, 2016 
 
TO:   Multi-Modal Transportation Board 
 
FROM:  Paul T. O’Meara, City Engineer 
 
SUBJECT: Curb Bumpout Policy 
 
 
City Commission review of the Multi-Modal Transportation Board (MMTB) recommendation 
relative to bumpouts was postponed until the meeting of January 11, 2016.  The additional time 
was provided to give staff time to review other relevant resources, and to provide many 
examples of what has been built both in Birmingham as well as other cities.  The following 
comments were made relative to the policy as submitted: 
 

1. The Multi-Modal Transportation Board should review their recommendation after having 
the opportunity to consider the additional information provided for the City Commission. 

2. The policy should provide direction on when to install midblock bumpouts. 
3. The policy should provide direction on what size radius the arced section of the corner 

should have. 
4. The policy should clarify that every street project will be reviewed on an individual basis 

both by the MMTB and the City Commission. 
 
As stated in more detail in the attached summary provided by Jana Ecker, most of the 
additional resources provide additional ideas and photos of creative solutions.  However, they 
tend not to provide specific dimensions or design guidelines.  Where specific guidelines are 
provided, they tend to agree with the AASHTO standards, as well as what was already 
recommended by the MMTB.  City staff recommends that the AASHTO standards continue to be 
the guidelines that are prioritized, given that they represent standard accepted practices within 
the United States.  Diverting from standard accepted practices can result in liability issues for 
both the City and the designer personally should an incident occur on a public facility and it is 
found that a street was not built in accordance with standard accepted practices.   
 
The policy has been refined in the highlighted areas to address the issues raised above.  A 
suggested recommendation is provided below: 
 
SUGGESTED RECOMMENDATION: 
 
The Multi-Modal Transportation Board, after reviewing the additional resources and information 
provided by staff, recommends to the City Commission the approval of the modified bumpout 
policy as attached: 
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CITY OF BIRMINGHAM 
BUMPOUT (CURB EXTENSION) POLICY 
 
February 5, 2016 
 
All City street projects shall be reviewed by the Multi-Modal Transportation Board to compare the 
proposed design to the Multi-Modal Master Plan.  Recommendations shall then be forwarded to the 
City Commission for final approval. 
 
Curb bumpouts at intersections should be considered under the following conditions: 
 

1. When a City street is being reconstructed. 
2. When a commercial or multi-family residential building is being built. 
3. When a specific crosswalk has been identified as having high pedestrian demand. 
4. When a City street has been measured with the 85th percentile speed 5 mph or more above 

the posted speed limit. 
5. When located on streets where parking is legal and wide enough to accommodate a road 

narrowing. 
 
Curb bumpouts at midblock points shall be considered under the following conditions: 
 

1. In combination with a marked crosswalk, when significant pedestrian generators are situated 
relatively far from an intersection such that demand for midblock crossings is significant. 

2. Not in combination with a marked crosswalk, when a City street has been identified by the 
public as having a persistent speeding issue, and has been measured with the 85th percentile 
speed 5 mph or more above the posted speed limit.  

 
Curb bumpouts shall be designed with the following features: 
 

1. Bumpouts shall be designed with the following widths: 
a. 6 ft. wide on streets with parallel parking. 
b. 12 ft. wide on streets with 45° angled on-street parking, provided the drive lane is the 

standard minimum of 16 ft. wide. 
c. 8 ft. wide on streets with parallel parking where a contiguous full width bike lane has 

been provided in addition to the full vehicle drive lanes. 
2. Bumpouts shall be eliminated or reduced in width if the existing street widths, combined 

with frequent turns from large vehicles, will result in large vehicles conflicting with oncoming 
traffic or pulling over the top of curbs on a regular basis.  This standard can be relaxed if the 
corner is identified as one that will not have vehicles above a certain size turning on a 
regular basis. 

3. The length of the bumpout shall be as long as practical, but not so long that it would 
eliminate a parking place (except in areas where on-street parking is in low demand).   

4. The transition from the bumpout back to the normal curb alignment shall be at a 45° angle 
to accommodate easier, efficient street sweeping and snow plowing. 

5. When a bumpout interrupts the gutter line drainage course, a new catch basin shall be 
installed at the point where the normal curb line intersects with the 45° angled curb 
referenced above. 

6. Curb radii shall be consistent with that used at the intersection if a bumpout was not 
installed (15 ft. at intersections with posted speeds of 30 mph or less, 25 ft. with posted 
speeds between 35 and 40 mph, and 35 ft. with posted speeds of 45 mph or higher). 

 



motion and approved by a roll call vote. There will be no separate discussion of the items unless a
commissioner or citizen so requests, in which event the item will be removed from the general order
of business and considered under the last item of new business.

01 -02 -16 APPROVAL OF CONSENT AGENDA

The following item was removed from the consent agenda:
Item A (Minutes of December 14, 2015) by Mayor Hoff

MOTION: Motion by Harris, seconded by Bordman:
To approve the consent agenda as follows:
B. Approval of warrant list, including Automated Clearing House payments, of December

16, 2015 in the amount of $719,749.12.
C. Approval of warrant list, including Automated Clearing House payments, of December

23, 2015 in the amount of $938,702.42.
D. Approval of warrant list, including Automated Clearing House payments, of January 6,

2016 in the amount of $3,091,998.82.
E. Resolution accepting the resignation of Stuart Jeffares as an Alternate Member on

the Planning Board, thanking Mr. Jeffares for his service, and directing the Clerk to
begin the process to fill the vacancy.

F. Resolution setting a Public Hearing for February 8, 2016 to consider the proposed lot
rearrangement of 1366 Haynes Ct. and 725 S. Adams.

G. Resolution confirming the City Manager's emergency expenditure for the repair of
the Chester Parking Structure Passenger Elevator with the expenditure in the
amount not to exceed $21,150.00. Cost will be charged to the Chester Street
Parking Structure elevator maintenance account #585 - 538.008- 930.0200.

ROLL CALL VOTE: Yeas, Commissioner Bordman

Commissioner Boutros

Commissioner DeWeese

Commissioner Harris

Mayor Pro Tern Nickita
Commissioner Sherman

Mayor Hoff
Nays, None

Absent, None

Abstention, None

V. UNFINISHED BUSINESS

01 -03 -16 MULTI -MODAL TRANSPORTATION BOARD RECOMMENDATION

BUMPOUT (CURB EXTENSION) POLICY
City Planner Ecker explained that the Multi -Modal Transportation Board (MMTB) reviewed the
informal City bumpout policy and has recommended that it be increased from four feet to six
feet in size. The MMTB also recommended that bumpouts should be installed when the street
is reconstructed, when there is a new multi - family residential or commercial building being built,
when there is a specific area that has a high pedestrian demand even if it is not set to be
reconstructed, or when there is a City street that is measured with high speeds. The suggested
design policy for streets with existing parallel parking recommend that the bumpout should be
six feet wide and on streets with existing angled parking recommend that the bumpout should
be twelve feet wide and streets with parallel parking and a bike lane recommend that the
bumpout should be eight feet wide.
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Ms. Ecker noted that there are four main documents to review when considering curb bumpouts
which include Planning Design and Operation of Pedestrian Facilities, by AASHTO (American
Association of State Highway and Transportation Officials), the Urban Street Design Guide by
the National Association of City Transportation Officials, Designing Walkable Urban Thorough
Fares: A Contact Sensitive Approach by the Institute of Transportation Engineers, and The Best
Design Practices for Walking and Bicycling in Michigan by MDOT (Michigan Department of
Transportation. She explained the recommended guidelines for bumpouts as recommended by
each source. She noted that the proposed policy is in line with these documents. She

explained that the City Commission should determine whether they want to adopt the
recommended policy or send it back to the MMTB to include a review of the four documents for
reference.

Commissioner Bordman suggested that a statement about unique or extenuating circumstances
be considered by the MMTB and included in the policy. She also suggested the MMTB consider
adding midblock crossings and pinch points to the policy. In addition, she suggested
emergency vehicles be added to #5 under features.

Mayor Pro Tern Nickita agreed that the MMTB should review the policy again taking into
consideration the other standards. He noted that consideration of the other standards will

provide a more thorough evaluation of what has already been done. He suggested that the
MMTB review the criteria be clarified as to when the bumpouts are installed and review the
criteria for pinch points and where pinch points would be appropriate.

Commissioner Harris agreed that the MMTB should review the professional material to allow
them to make a fully informed decision. He noted that the length of the radius should be
considered as well.

Commissioner DeWeese noted that the policy does not seem to address anything other than
curb bumpouts and corners.

Mayor Hoff commented that the policy states that each project should be considered separately
by the MMTB. She noted that it should be incorporated into the policy.

MOTION: Motion by Bordman, seconded by DeWeese:
To request the Multi -Modal Transportation Board review the additional documents addressing
this topic, as well as the comments made by the City Commission tonight, and to confirm or
modify their recommendation accordingly.

VOTE: Yeas, 7
Nays, None
Absent, None

VI. NEW BUSINESS

01 -04 -16 TEMPORARY PARKING POLICY FOR

PARKING LOT #6

City Engineer O'Meara explained that a sewer project will be done by Oakland County which will
impact parking in the area of Lot #6 along North Old Woodard. He noted that the Advisory
Parking Committee has studied this issue and has recommended that permit parkers in that
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MEMORANDUM 
 

Engineering Dept. 
DATE:   January 7, 2016               Planning Div. 
 
TO:   Joseph Valentine, City Manager 
 
FROM:  Paul T. O’Meara, City Engineer 
   Jana Ecker, Planning Director 
 
SUBJECT: Multi-Modal Transportation Board Recommendation 
 Curb Bumpout Policy 
 
 
In areas of high pedestrian demand, the City has constructed curb extensions (or bumpouts) at 
crosswalks.  A full introduction to this topic can be found on the attached memorandum that 
was prepared for the Multi-Modal Transportation Board (MMTB).   
 
As demand for bumpouts grows, the Engineering Dept. thought it would be appropriate to 
establish a policy to help guide the construction of bumpouts in Birmingham.  There are 
numerous current publications that may be used as a reference for designing roadways and 
pedestrian facilities.  These include the following: 
 

• Guide for the Planning, Design, and Operation of Pedestrian Facilities, American 
Association of State Highway and Transportation Officials (“AASHTO”); 

• Urban Street Design Guide, National Association of City Transportation Officials 
(“NACTO”); 

• Designing Walkable Urban Thoroughfares:  A Context Sensitive Approach, Institute of 
Transportation Engineers (“ITE”); and 

• Best Design Practices for Walking and Bicycling in Michigan, Michigan Department of 
Transportation (“MDOT”). 

 
Please find attached for your review a chart summarizing the standards and recommendations 
contained in each of the above publications with regards to curb the width, length and 
placement guidelines for curb bump outs.    In addition to the Michigan specific and national 
publications, three examples are also included for comparison purposes as examples of curb 
bump out standards that are in use in New York City, San Francisco and Washington. 
 
The MMTB discussed the implementation of the suggested policy at their meeting of November 
4.  The policy was modified somewhat by the MMTB to bring it more in accordance with the 
national standards created by the American Association of State Highway and Transportation 
Officials (AASHTO).  The modification was to specify that a bumpout standard width on streets 
with parallel parking shall be 6 ft. wide.  This is a departure from the 4 ft. that the majority of 
bumpouts have been built to date on streets with parallel parking, but it is in accordance with 
AASHTO standards prepared in 2004.  It should be noted that this proposed bump out policy for 
Birmingham is also consistent with the standards and recommendations of NACTO, ITE and 
MDOT. 
 

1 
 
 



As a part of this analysis, it is important to note that departing from national standards is not 
recommended if such a departure would result in constructing a public street facility that is 
contrary to accepted practice.  Accepted practice in the United States is the guidelines prepared 
after input from thousands of engineers nationwide, represented by AASHTO.  We cannot 
recommend building public street facilities that are in conflict with these standards.  
Fortunately, the other documents included in this list, for the most part, are consistent with 
AASHTO.  The guidelines recommended by the MMTB are in accordance with AASHTO as well. 
 
As modified by the MMTB, the attached policy is now being recommended for adoption by the 
City Commission.  Please also find attached illustrations and photos of the different size options 
for bump-outs, ranging from 4’ to 12’ in width.  As was discussed at the Board meeting, each 
project should still be prepared conceptually and reviewed by the MMTB, and ultimately 
approved by the City Commission, prior to being constructed.  The policy will serve as an initial 
basis for the design, after which unique or extenuating circumstances will be reviewed and 
considered prior to finalizing the design.   
 
Two suggested resolutions are provided below.  Resolution A finalizes the policy.  Since there is 
additional information here that was not shared with the Multi-Modal Transportation Board, 
Resolution B is provided should the Commission wish to have that Board review its 
recommendation in light of this additional information. 
 
SUGGESTED RESOLUTION A: 
 
To accept the recommendation of the Multi-Modal Transportation Board, approving the 
provided bumpout (curb extension) policy for the City of Birmingham for all future City street 
projects, or private building projects, where bumpouts may be constructed.   
 
OR 
 
SUGGESTED RESOLUTION B: 
 
To request the Multi-Modal Transportation Board to review the additional documents addressing 
this topic, and to confirm or modify their recommendation accordingly. 
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CITY OF BIRMINGHAM 
BUMPOUT (CURB EXTENSION) POLICY 
 
November 4, 2015 
 
Curb bumpouts should be considered under the following conditions: 
 

1. When a City street is being reconstructed. 
2. When a commercial or multi-family residential building is being built. 
3. When a specific crosswalk has been identified as having high pedestrian demand. 
4. When a City street has been measured with the 85th percentile speed 5 mph or more 

above the signed speed limit. 
 
Curb bumpouts shall be designed with the following features: 
 

1. The bumpout shall be located on streets where parking is legal and wide enough to 
accommodate a road narrowing. 

2. Bumpouts shall be designed with the following widths: 
a. 6 ft. wide on streets with parallel parking. 
b. 12 ft. wide on streets with 45° angled on-street parking, provided the drive lane is 

the standard minimum of 16 ft. wide. 
c. 8 ft. wide on streets with parallel parking where a contiguous full width bike lane has 

been provided in addition to the full vehicle drive lanes. 
3. Bumpouts shall be eliminated or reduced in width if the existing street widths, combined 

with frequent turns from large vehicles, will result in large vehicles conflicting with 
oncoming traffic or pulling over the top of curbs on a regular basis.  This standard can 
be relaxed if the corner is identified as one that will not have vehicles above a certain 
size turning on a regular basis. 

4. The length of the bumpout shall be as long as practical, but not so long that it would 
eliminate a parking place (except in areas where on-street parking is in low demand).   

5. The transition from the bumpout back to the normal curb alignment shall be at a 45° 
angle to accommodate easier, efficient street sweeping and snow plowing. 

6. When a bumpout interrupts the gutter line drainage course, a new catch basin shall be 
installed at the point where the normal curb line intersects with the 45° angled curb 
referenced above. 
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Source Extension Length Extension Width Extension Radii Design Placement Considerations Landscaping and Drainage Design 
Considerations

Bicycle Facility Design 
Consideartions

Urban Street Design Guide
National Association of City 
Transportation Officials (NACTO)

Length of curb extension should be at least 
be equal to the width of the crosswalk, but is 
recommended to extend to the advanced 
stop bar.

Curb extension should be  1-2 feet narrower than 
the parking lane.

Curb extensions should be installed whenever on-
street parking is present to increase visibility, 
reduce the crossing distance, provide extra queuing 
space, and allow for enhancements such as seating 
and greenery. 

Best Design Practices for Walking 
and Bicycling in Michigan 
Michigan Department of 
Transportation

The new curb line should not encroach the 
traveled way where bicyclists or motor vehicles 
may be traveling. 

Curb extensions may be used anywhere with 
permitted on-street parallel or angle parking. They 
should be considered in particular where 
pedestrian crossings are too long. 

Guide for the Planning, Design, 
and Operation of Pedestrian 
Facilities 
American Association of State 
Highway and Transportation 
Officials (AASHTO)

In general, curb extensions should extend the 
width of the parking lane, approximately 1.8 m [6 
ft.] from the curb.

Curb extensions may not be needed or desirable on 
every leg of an intersection if: 
-The street leg is narrow; 
- Parking is not permitted; or
-The curb extension would interfere with a bicycle 
lane or the ability of the design vehicle to negotiate 
a right turn.

Low-level landscaping, planting stripes or boxes, 
is recommended to provide alignment cues for 
pedestrians and conspicuity for approaching 
motorists. 

Curb extensions may be used at intersections in any 
context zone but are emphasized in urban centers 
(C-5), urban cores (c-6) and other locations with 
high levels of pedestrian activity.

Curb extensions are used only where there is on-
street parking and where only a small percentage of 
turning vehicles are larger than the design vehicle.

Curb extensions are not applicable to intersections 
with exclusive right-turn lanes adjacent to the curb, 
or intersections with a high volume of right turning 
trucks or busses turning into narrow cross streets.

Curb extensions should be maximized based on 
space for adjacent vehicle and bicycle travel lanes. 

Curb extensions should extend to the full width of 
the parking lane or leave:
-10 Feet for the nearest auto travel lane
-11 to12 Feet for the nearest travel lane if it is a 
transit lane
-12 Feet for the nearest travel lane if it is a 
designated freight route or industrial street
-5 Feet or the full width of any adjacent bicycle 
lanes
Curb extensions less than 4 feet in length may not 
be a cost effectve solution.

Extend the curb no farther than the width of the 
parking lane.
Design the approach nose to ensure adequate 
setback of vehicles to provide visibility of 
pedestrians.

A fire truck turning zone with a 50–foot outside 
radius should be maintained clear of physical 
obstructions (signs, planters, non–flexible 
bollards, trees).

The design and placement of street furniture, 
trees, and plantings on a curb extension must 
not impede pedestrian flow, obstruct clear 
path, or interfere with “daylighting” the 
intersection, emergency operations, or sight 
lines.

When a curb extension conflicts with design 
vehicle turning movements, the curb extension 
should be reduced in size rather than eliminated 
wherever possible.

Vertical elements should be used to alert drivers 
and snow plow operators to presence of the 
curb extension to reduce the cost and 
implementation time of curb extension, trench 
drains can be considered instead of catch– 
basin relocation if a maintenance partner exists 
to clean the trench drain.

Avoid interrupting bicycle 
traffic with curb extensions.

Where bicycle lanes exist the 
curb extension must be 
outside the width of the 
bicycle lane.

Curb Extensions (Bulb-Outs) 
San Fransisco Better Streets

Curb extensions should continue at least to 
the inside edge of the crosswalk, and ideally 
extend 5 feet beyond the property line 
before beginning to return to the curb to 
provide addtiioal width for pedestrians, 
landscaping or other streetscape features. 

WSDOT Design Manual 
Wasthington State Department of 
Transportation

Street Design Manual: Sidewalks 
and Medians City of New York

Minimum curb extension length is typically 
equal to the full width of the crosswalk, 
however it can be longer when appropriate 
or necessary.

Curb extension width is typically two feet less than 
the width of the parking lane, but the curb 
extension can also extend to the bicycle lane when 
one is striped.

Designing Walkable Urban 
Thoroughfares: A Context 
Sensitive Approach
Institute of Transportation 
Engineers

Extend curb line into the street by 6 feet for 
parallel parking and to within 1 foot of stall depth 
with angled parking.

Design curb-extension radii to allow street 
cleaning vehicles to reach and turn all inside and 
outside corners. Normally this requires a radius of 
15 feet. 

Carefully consider drainage in the design of curb 
extensions to avoid interrupting the flow of 
water.

Curb extensions should follow all curb radius 
guidelines. Where turn radii make adding bulb-
outs at each corner prohibitive, strive for two 
bulbs per intersection, kitty-corner to each other, 
in order to improve pedestrian conditions for all 
four crossings of an intersection.

http://www.sfbetterstreets.org/find-project-types/pedestrian-safety-and-traffic-calming/traffic-calming-overview/curb-radius-changes/#design_guidelines�
http://www.sfbetterstreets.org/find-project-types/pedestrian-safety-and-traffic-calming/traffic-calming-overview/curb-radius-changes/#design_guidelines�
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Size Options for Constructing Bump-outs 
 
Birmingham has constructed ‘bump-outs’ with widths of 4’, 6’, 8’, and 12’. Please see plans and 
photos below of each size of bump-out constructed in Birmingham.   For illustration purposes, 
one example of a 6’ wide bump-out is provided as constructed in Royal Oak.   

1.  Four Foot ‘Bump-Outs’ 
 

  

 

Birmingham Example Pierce and Martin: 
Both Pierce and Martin have 1 lane in each direction 
 

 
Figure 1 Engineering Drawings 
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Figure 2 Looking South on Pierce (bump-out on left). 

 

 
 
 Figure 3  Looking North on Pierce (bump-out on  left and right) Notice vehicle idling 
alongside bump-out.  The city engineer reports that this is common.  As designed, 
the intersection provides an area for delivery trucks to stop and deliver packages. 
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2.  Six Foot ‘Bump-Outs’ 
 

 

 

Birmingham Example: Chester and Martin 
Both Chester and Martin are have one lane of traffic in each direction. Martin has angled 
parking east of Chester, and Chester has parallel parking.   
 

 
 
Figure 4  Engineering drawing of curb extensions 

 

Figure 5  Looking South on Chester. 
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Royal Oak Example:  Second and Main 
Since Birmingham has limited examples of 6’ ‘bump-outs,’ this second example is taken from 
Main and Second Street in Royal Oak. 
Main street has 2 lanes in each direction while Second street has 1 lane in each direction.  Both 
Main and Second have parallel parking. 

  
 
Figure 6  Looking north on Main Street.  

 

 
 
Figure 7  Looking east across  Main Street on the south side of Second Street. 
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Figure 8  Looking north on the east side of Main Street. Notice use of increased 
space for inclusion of tree planting, benches and trash receptacles. 
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3. Eight Foot ‘Bump-Outs’  

 

 

Birmingham Example 1: N. Eton and Derby 
Both Eton and Derby have one lane of traffic in both directions. Eton contains bike lanes on 
both sides of the road.  

  

Figure 9  Engineering drawing of N. Eton and Derby 

 
Figure 10  Looking north on the west side of N. Eton Street. 
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 Birmingham Example 2: Lincoln and Pierce 
 
Both Lincoln and Pierce have one lane in both directions. Lincoln has parallel parking. 

  

Figure 11  Engineering drawing of Lincoln and Pierce 

 

 

Figure 12  Looking west on Lincoln, curb ‘bump-out’ on the left. 
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Figure 13  Looking across Lincoln on the west side of Pierce. 
 
 

 

Figure 14  Close up of bump-out. Notice tire tracks have eroded grass and created 
rut as vehicles have difficulty navigating turns. 
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4.  Twelve Foot ‘Bump-Outs’ 
 

 
 

Birmingham Example: Martin and Bates 
Martin and Bates both contain 1 lane in each direction. Martin contains angled parking. 

 
 
Figure 13  Engineering drawing of Martin and Bates 
 

 
Figure 14  Looking west on Martin. 
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Curb 
Extensions

Curb extensions visually and physically narrow the roadway, 

creating safer and shorter crossings for pedestrians while 

increasing the available space for street furniture, benches, 

plantings, and street trees. They may be implemented on 

downtown, neighborhood, and residential streets, large and 

small. Curb extensions have multiple applications and may 

be segmented into various sub-categories, ranging from 

traffic calming to bus bulbs and midblock crossings.

Urban Streeet Design Guide (NACTO)



46

S T RE E T D E SI G N E L E M E N T S

APPLICATION

Curb extension is an umbrella term 
that encompasses several different 
treatments and applications. These 
include:

•   Midblock curb extensions, known as 
pinchpoints or chokers, which may 
include cut-throughs for bicyclists.

•   Curb extensions used as gateways to 
minor streets known as neckdowns.

•   Offset curb extensions that force 
vehicles to move laterally, known  
as chicanes.

•  Curb extensions at bus (or transit) 
stops, also known as bus bulbs.

•  Conventional curb extensions, which 
are a recommended feature where 
there is on-street parking.  
 

BENEFITS & CONSIDERATIONS

Curb extensions decrease the overall 
width of the roadway and can serve  
as a visual cue to drivers that they  
are entering a neighborhood street  
or area. 

Curb extensions increase the overall 
visibility of pedestrians by aligning 
them with the parking lane and 
reducing the crossing distance for 
pedestrians, creating more time for 
preferential treatments, such as  
leading pedestrian interval and transit 
signal priority.1

Curb extensions tighten intersection 
curb radii and encourage slower 
turning speeds.

Installation of curb extensions may 
require moving a fire hydrant to 
maintain adequate curbside access 
in case of a fire. In such cases, a 
curb extension may incur additional 
expense or be reoriented to avoid 
conflict with the hydrant.2

Used as a bus bulb, curb extensions 
may improve bus travel times by 
reducing the amount of time a bus 
takes to merge with traffic after 
boarding. Bus bulbs also help to 
prevent motorists from double  
parking in the bus stop.3

Where application of a curb extension 
adversely impacts drainage, curb 
extensions may be designed as edge 
islands with a 1–2-foot gap from the 
curb or a trench drain.

Curb extensions can be implemented 
using low-cost, interim materials. In 
such cases, curb extensions should be 
demarcated from the existing road-
bed using temporary curbs, bollards, 
planters, or striping.
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GAT E WAY

Gateway
Curb extensions are often applied 
at the mouth of an intersection. 
When installed at the entrance to 
a residential or low-speed street, 
a curb extension is referred to 
as a “gateway” treatment and is 
intended to mark the transition to  
a slower speed street. 

CRITICAL 

The length of a curb extension should 
at least be equal to the width of the 
crosswalk, but is recommended to 
extend to the advanced stop bar. 
 

RECOMMENDED

1
A curb extension should generally 
be 1–2 feet narrower than the 

parking lane, except where the parking 
lane is treated with materials that 
integrate it into the structure of the 
sidewalk.

Curb extensions should be installed 
whenever on-street parking is 
present to increase visibility, reduce 
the crossing distance, provide 
extra queuing space, and allow for 
enhancements, such as seating  
or greenery.

2
Combine stormwater 
management features, such  

as bioswales or rain gardens, with  
curb extensions to absorb rainwater 
and reduce the impervious surface 
area of a street.

OPTIONAL

Curb extensions may be treated with 
corner street furniture and other ame-
nities that enhance the public realm.

In advance of a full reconstruction, 
gateways can be designed using 
striping or signage that communicates 
the entrance into a slow zone.

NEW YORK, NY

INDIANAPOLIS, IN

Curb extensions may be combined with 
bioswales in order to decrease puddling  
at crosswalks.

NEW YORK, NY

1

2
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S T RE E T D E SI G N E L E M E N T S

Pinchpoint
Curb extensions may be applied  
at midblock to slow traffic speeds  
and add public space. When utilized 
as a traffic calming treatment, mid-
block curb extensions are referred  
to as "pinchpoints" or "chokers". 

RECOMMENDED

1
Plant street trees on curb 
extensions aligned to the parking 

lane to narrow the overall profile of 
the roadway. Before installing street 
trees on the curb extension, assess 
surrounding utilities to ensure that the 
trees' roots will not damage under-
ground infrastructure. 

 

OPTIONAL

Pinchpoints can facilitate midblock 
pedestrian crossings of low-volume 
streets. These crossings do not need 
to be marked, unless volumes exceed 
2,000–3,000 vehicles per day or 
midblock destinations warrant an 
enhanced treatment.

2
Bicycle racks can be combined 
with curb extensions, especially 

in areas where bicycle parking is 
insufficient or demand for long-term  
or short-term parking is unmet.

1

2

NEW YORK, NY

6 1/2 Avenue in New York City connects a 
series of privately-owned public spaces that 
cut midblock through Midtown. The visibility 
of crossing pedestrians was improved here 
using pinchpoints constructed with interim 
materials.



49

CHI C A N E

Chicane
Offset curb extensions on residen-
tial or low volume downtown 
streets create a chicane effect that 
slows traffic speeds considerably. 
Chicanes increase the amount  
of public space available on a  
corri dor and can be activated using 
benches, bicycle parking, and  
other amenities.

RECOMMENDED 

A chicane design may warrant addi-
tional signing and striping to ensure 
that drivers are aware of a slight bend 
in the roadway. 
 

OPTIONAL

Where application of a curb extension 
adversely impacts drainage, curb 
extensions may be designed as edge 
islands with a 1–2-foot gap from  
the curb.

Curb extensions can be implemented 
using low-cost or temporary materials. 
In such cases, curb extensions should 
be demarcated from the existing road-
bed using temporary curbs, bollards, 
planters, or striping.

Chicanes may be designed using a 
return angle of 45 degrees, or a more 
gradual taper and transition, resulting 
in an S-shaped roadway.

A chicane configuration may also be 
created using a “checkered” parking 
scheme.

SAN FRANCISCO, CA

A chicane was added to slow speeds 
entering this residential block.
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S T RE E T D E SI G N E L E M E N T S

Bus Bulbs
Bus bulbs are curb extensions that 
align the bus stop with the parking 
lane, allowing buses to stop and 
board passengers without ever 
leaving the travel lane. Bus bulbs 
help buses move faster and more 
reliably by decreasing the amount  
of time lost when merging in and  
out of traffic.

CRITICAL 

Bus bulbs have a desired length of the 
equivalent of two buses for a route 
with frequent service (e.g., 140 feet for 
two articulated buses). Routes with 
less frequent service may have the 
length of one bus from the front of the 
vehicle to the back door (e.g., 30 feet). 
The width should reflect the need for 
maneuvering and accommodation of 
bus shelters, at least 6 feet but pref-
erably 8–10 feet.4 

Cities should work with transit 
providers to determine the clear width 
necessary to deploy a wheelchair-
accessible lift onto the bus bulb.

A bus bulb should be roughly equal to 
the width of the parking lane with a 
return angle of 45 degrees.5 

 

RECOMMENDED

Use cut-throughs for curbside bike 
lanes and cycle tracks at intersections 
and midblock bus bulbs. Curbside bike 
lanes should not be dropped on the 
approach to an intersection with a  
curb extension.

Where a near-side bus bulb is 
combined with a turn restriction, 
design the curb to self-enforce the 
turn restriction and monitor closely 
to ensure that transit vehicles are not 
suffering from delays.

1
Bus bulbs should be equipped 
with transit shelters whenever 

possible. Shelters make transit more 
attractive and may be combined with 
off-board fare collection for faster 
payment options. 
 

OPTIONAL

When applied near-side, bus bulbs may 
require right-turn-on-red restrictions 
where motorists are likely to queue in 
the right-hand lane. At these locations, 
enforcement is absolutely necessary to 
ensure that the curb extension serves 
its purpose successfully.

Bus bulbs may be combined with 
amenities such as wayfinding maps, 
plantings, and trees to enhance the 
overall transit user experience.

SEAT TLE , WA

The bike lane can be routed behind a  
bus boarding island.

1



17Best Design Practices for Walking and Bicycling in Michigan

Potential Crashes Potential Mobility Improvements
Cost

Motor Vehicles Pedestrians Bicyclists Motor Vehicles Pedestrians Bicyclists

Bulb-outs (also known as curb extensions or bump-outs) 
extend the sidewalk or planting space out into the existing 
roadway, taking up space in a parking lane.

Bulb-outs may be used anywhere with permitted on-street 
parallel or angle parking. They should be considered in 
particular where pedestrian crossings are too long.

Bulb-outs increase visibility between pedestrians and 
motorists. They also shorten the distance a pedestrian must 
cross to reach the other side of the street.

Curbs must be reconstructed to extend the pedestrian 
space. The new curb line should not encroach the traveled 
way where bicyclists or motor vehicles may be traveling.

Signalized Intersection Improvements

Bulb-Outs

Reduce Reduce No Difference No Difference Better No Difference Med/High

Image: Lansing, Michigan. Source: Google Earth Professional

What:

Where:

Why:

How:

Best Design Practices for Walking and Bicycling in Michigan (MDOT)
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Pedestrians can legally cross the street at any inter-
section whether a marked crosswalk exists or not. To 
enhance awareness by motorists, install crosswalks on 
all approaches of signalized intersections. If special 
circumstances make it unsafe to do so, attempt to 
mitigate the circumstance. 

Curb Extensions 

Background and Purpose

Curb extensions (also called nubs, bulb-outs, knuck-
les, or neck-downs) extend the line of the curb into 
the traveled way reducing the width of the street. Curb 
extensions typically occur at intersections, but can be 
used at mid-block locations to shadow the width of a 
parking lane, bus stop, or loading zone. Curb exten-
sions can provide the following benefi ts:

• Reduce pedestrian crossing distance and expo-
sure to traffi c;

• Improve driver and pedestrian sight distance
and visibility at intersections;

• Separate parking maneuvers from vehicles turn-
ing at the intersections;

• Visually and physically narrow the traveled way,
resulting in a calming effect;

• Encourage and facilitate pedestrian crossing at
preferred locations;

• Keep vehicles from parking too close to inter-
sections and blocking crosswalks;

• Provide wider waiting areas at crosswalks and
intersection bus stops;

• Reduce the effective curb return radius and slow
turning traffi c;

• Enhance ADA requirements by providing space
for level landings; and

• Provide space for streetscape elements if extend-
ed beyond crosswalks.

Curb extensions serve to better defi ne and delineate the 
traveled way as being separate from the parking lane 
and roadside. They are used only where there is on-
street parking and the distance between curbs is greater 
than what is needed for the vehicular traveled way.

General Principles and 
Considerations

General principles and considerations regarding curb 
extensions include the following.

• Curb extensions may be used at intersections in
any context zone, but are emphasized in urban
centers (C-5), urban cores (C-6) and other loca-
tions with high levels of pedestrian activity.

• Curb extensions help manage confl ict between
modes, particularly between vehicles and pedes-
trians. The curb extension is an effective mea-
sure to improve pedestrian safety and comfort
and might contribute to slower vehicle speed.

• The design of the curb extension should cre-
ate an additional pedestrian area in the driver’s
fi eld of vision, thereby increasing the visibility
of pedestrians as they wait to cross the street, as
shown in Figure 10.15.

• Curb extensions are used only where there is
on-street parking and only a small percentage of
turning vehicles that are larger than the design
vehicle.

• Curb extensions are not applicable to roadways
without on-street parking lanes, intersections

Figure 10.15 Curb extensions can improve
pedestrian visibility and reduce crossing 
distance. Source: Community, Design + 
Architecture.

Designing Walkable Urban Thoroughfares:  A Context Senstive Approach (ITE)
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with exclusive right-turn lanes adjacent to the 
curb, or intersections with a high volume of 
right-turning trucks or buses turning into nar-
row cross streets.

• Carefully consider drainage in the design of 
curb extensions to avoid interrupting the fl ow 
of water along the curb, thus pooling water at 
the crosswalk.

• Curb extensions work especially well with di-
agonal parking, shadowing the larger profi le of 

the row of parking and providing large areas in 
the pedestrian realm. 

• Adjusting the curb return radius can accommo-
date emergency vehicle and large design vehi-
cles. An “effective” radius can accommodate the 
design vehicle through the use of a mountable 
(or fl ush with pavement) extension with bol-
lards to protect the pedestrian area as shown in 
Figures 10.16 and 10.17. Flush curb extensions 
are frequently combined with raised intersec-

Figure 10.16 A mid-block crossing 
with a fl ush curb in Australia. Pedestrians 
are separated from passing vehicles with 
bollards. Source: Community, Design + 
Architecture.

Figure 10.17 Use of 
contrasting material and 
bollards to delineate the 
pedestrian and vehicle 
areas. Source: Kimley-
Horn and Associates Inc.
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tions. However, care should be taken to provide 
adequate vehicle turning paths outside the des-
ignated pedestrian waiting area. 

• Where bicycle lanes exist, the curb extension 
must be outside the width of the bicycle lane.

• Design curb extension radii to allow street clean-
ing vehicles to reach and turn all inside and out-
side corners. Normally this requires a radius of 
15 ft. This will also help stormwater fl ow in the 
gutters around corners.

Recommended Practice 

The following practices are recommended when de-
signing curb extensions on major urban thorough-
fares:

• Reduce crossing width at intersections by ex-
tending the curb line into the street by 6 or 7 
ft. for parallel parking and to within 1 ft. of stall 
depth with angled parking. Ensure that the curb 
extension does not extend into travel or bicycle 
lanes. 

• Apply the appropriate curb return radius in 
the design of a curb extension. If necessary, use 
three-centered or asymmetric curb returns to 
accommodate design vehicles.

• Where buses stop in the travel lane, curb ex-
tensions can be used to defi ne the location of 
the stop and create additional waiting area and 
space for shelters, benches and other pedestrian 
facilities. 

• When possible, allow water to drain away from 
the curb extension. In other cases a drainage in-
let may need to be installed and connected to an 
existing underground stormdrain system. 

• Curb extensions are usually constructed integral 
with the curb. In retrofi t projects, curb exten-
sions may be constructed away from the curb to 
allow drainage along the original fl owline (Fig-
ure 10.18). Consider that this design might re-
quire additional maintenance to keep the fl ow-
line clear. 

• When considering construction of curb exten-
sions where an existing high road crown exists, 
reconstruction of the street might be necessary 
to avoid back draining the sidewalk toward 
abutting buildings. Slot drains along the side-
walk may provide an alternate solution.

• Sidewalks, ramps, curb extensions and cross-
walks should all align with no unnecessary me-
andering.

Justifi cation

Curb extensions in unused or underutilized street 
space can be used to shorten pedestrian crossing dis-
tance, increase pedestrian visibility and provide ad-
ditional space for pedestrian queuing and support 
activity. Extensions can increase safety, effi ciency and 
attractiveness. 

Figure 10.18 Curb extensions may be used as 
landscaping or hardscape opportunities. This example 
shows a retrofi t curb extension with drainage 
retained between the extension and the curb. Source: 
Community, Design + Architecture.
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MEMORANDUM 
 

Engineering Dept. 
DATE:   February 4, 2016 
 
TO:   Multi-Modal Transportation Board 
 
FROM:  Paul T. O’Meara, City Engineer 
 
SUBJECT: Ad Hoc Rail District Committee 
 
 
The City Commission considered the Multi-Modal Transportation Board’s (MMTB) S. Eton Rd. 
recommendations at their meeting of November 23, 2015.  After hearing comment from the 
public, they were not ready to approve the package as presented.  They felt that the parking 
issue not just for S. Eton Rd., but for the Rail District in general, was one that needed further 
study.  With that in mind, staff was asked to create a recommended structure for a committee 
that would study this issue.  As a result, the attached memo was prepared by Ms. Ecker.   
 
The City Commission endorsed the recommended structure.  In order to obtain expertise from 
various stakeholders, it is suggested that the new committee have a member from the MMTB.  
It is requested that a volunteer from the MMTB be named to represent the MMTB interests at 
this committee.   
 
Meeting times have not yet been determined.  As is usually done, once a majority of the 
members have been selected, schedules will be compared, and a mutually agreeable time to 
meet (generally once per month) will be decided. 
 
SUGGESTED RESOLUTION: 
 
The Multi-Modal Transportation Board recommends that _____________________ be named as 
the Multi-Modal Transportation Board representative for the Ad Hoc Rail District Committee.   
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MEMORANDUM 
 

Planning Division 
 
DATE:  January 6, 2016 
 
TO:   Joseph A. Valentine, City Manager 
 
FROM:  Jana L. Ecker, Planning Director 
 
SUBJECT:      Ad Hoc Rail District Review Committee 
 
 
Earlier this year, the City Commission directed the Multi-Modal Transportation Board “(MMTB”) 
to study S. Eton to determine if there were ways to create more parking on the street to help 
address parking issues that had been raised in the area.   
 
On November 23, 2015, staff presented the findings and recommendations of the MMTB with 
regards to the S. Eton corridor.  The MMTB recommended that the on-street parallel parking 
configuration remain as is; sharrows be installed to encourage bicycle use; the addition of paint 
demarcated parking lanes to make the road feel narrow and reduce speeds; the improvement 
of sight distance at corners by providing all of the streets on the west side of S. Eton from Villa 
to Cole a larger vision clearance zone; and the improvement of pedestrian crossings by adding 
bump-outs at Villa, Bowers, and Cole.  After much discussion, the City Commission directed 
staff to return with parameters to establish a committee for the purpose of studying an 
integrated approach for the S. Eton corridor and the Rail District.  Specifically, the City 
Commission requested that a new committee be formed to study parking capacity in the Rail 
District, related zoning issues, shared parking, on-street parking options and work to 
incorporate the Multimodal Plan’s concept for bike lanes on S. Eton.  
 
Accordingly, please find attached a resolution for your review to establish an Ad Hoc Rail District 
Review Committee for the purpose of studying and recommending an integrated approach to 
address parking, planning and multi-modal considerations along the S. Eton corridor and Rail 
District.  The committee as proposed would be made up of representatives from the Advisory 
Parking Committee, the Planning Board and the Multi-Modal Board, and include one business 
owner in the Rail District and three resident members of the adjacent neighborhoods, all of 
whom would serve a term through December 31, 2016. 
  
Suggested Action: 
 
To approve the attached resolution to establish an Ad Hoc Rail District Review Committee to   
provide a coordinated review of the Rail District while considering all of the elements and input 
needed to formalize an integrated approach to addressing parking, planning and multi-modal 
considerations within this mixed use district, including the S. Eton corridor. 
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Whereas,  the City of Birmingham is desirous of studying the needs of the Rail District to 
develop an integrated approach to address parking capacity and demands while 
incorporating multi-modal and planning concepts in this district, and 

 
Whereas, over time the City of Birmingham has studied individual elements of the Rail District, 

however, a review of these various elements is now desired in order to integrate 
parking, planning and multi-modal efforts under a single coordinated approach; and 

 
Whereas, the Eton Road Corridor Plan contemplated a mixed use vision for this district, and  
 
Whereas, the Multi-Modal Transportation Plan contemplated a multi-modal approach, including 

a bike lane and enhanced pedestrian crossings along S. Eton Road, and  
 
Whereas, the City Commission wishes to establish an Ad Hoc Rail District Review Committee to 

provide a coordinated review of the Rail District while considering all of the elements 
and input needed to formalize an integrated approach to addressing parking, planning 
and multi-modal considerations within this mixed use district, including the S. Eton 
corridor. 

 
Now Therefore Be It Resolved that an Ad Hoc Rail District Review Committee is hereby 

established to develop a recommended plan for addressing parking, planning and 
multi-modal issues in the Rail District and along S. Eton Road, while considering 
capacity needs and various plan concepts as follows: 

 
1. The Committee will be Ad Hoc.  The term of the Committee shall continue 

through December 31, 2016 and the Committee will cease functioning unless 
otherwise directed by the Commission.    

 
2. The City Commission hereby appoints a seven (7) member Ad Hoc Committee to 

be comprised of the following members.  Each respective board shall recommend 
an appointee for consideration by the City Commission.     

   a)  One member from the Advisory Parking Committee 
   b)  One member from the Planning Board 
   c)  One member from the Multi-Modal Board 
   d)  One business owner in the Rail District 

e)  Three resident members from the general public; one living in the  
     neighborhood adjoining S. Eton between Maple and Lincoln; one living 

in the neighborhood adjoining S. Eton between Lincoln and 14 Mile 
Road; and one living in the neighborhood adjoining N. Eton between 
Maple and Derby. 

  
The City Commission also hereby appoints the Planning Director as an ex officio 
member of the committee and the City Manager may designate respective city 
staff members to serve as ex officio members of the committee to assist in 
providing information and assistance as may be required.    

 
3. The scope of the Committee shall be to develop a recommended plan on how to 

best proceed in addressing the current and future parking demands, along with 

2



planning goals and multi-modal opportunities for this district in accordance with 
the following: 

 
a.  Review the Eton Road Corridor Plan, Multi-Modal Transportation Plan, and 

previous findings of the Rail District Committee in order to identify and 
recommend how to best incorporate these elements into an integrated 
approach for this district. 

 
b. Calculate the long-term parking demands for both the north and south 

ends of the Rail District, while considering on-street and off-street 
parking, shared parking arrangements, use requirements and other 
zoning regulations which impact parking.  

 
c.  Review planning and multi-modal objectives for the Rail District with the 

findings from the long-term parking calculations and develop 
recommendations to integrate planning and multi-modal elements with 
parking solutions.   Recommendations should consider: 

 i. Considerations for on-street and off-street parking 
 ii. Road design initiatives 
 iii. Multi-modal uses 
 iii. Neighborhood input 
 iv. Existing plans and findings 
 
d. Compile the committee’s findings and recommendations into a single 

report to be presented to the City Commission by the end of the 
committee’s term. 

 
4. The Committee may request professional services as may be required in the 

analysis of parking considerations. 
 
5. The Committee is not authorized to expend funds or enter into agreements.  All 

recommendations made by the committee shall be in the form of a report to the 
City Commission. 

 
6. All meetings of the committee shall be open to the public.  Agenda and minutes 

for all meetings shall be prepared. 
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City Commission Minutes 
November 23, 2016 

 
11-277-15 MULTI-MODAL TRANSPORTATION BOARD RECOMMENDATION  
SOUTH ETON ROAD CORRIDOR FROM VILLA TO LINCOLN  
 
City Engineer O’Meara explained that the Commission had asked the Multi-Modal Transportation 
Board (MMTB) to look at the South Eton Road Corridor to determine if there were ways to 
create more parking on the street to help address parking issues. The MMTB recommended to 
leave the parking as is because there is no other layout that would create additional parking; 
install sharrows to encourage vehicles to understand that bikes may be in the area; use 
demarcated parking lanes which makes the road feel more narrow and reduce speeds; improve 
the sight distance by giving all the streets on the west side of Eton from Villa and Cole 
additional clearance zone; and improve the pedestrian crossings with bumpouts at Villa, 
Bowers, and Cole.  
 
In response to a question from Mayor Hoff regarding bumpouts, City Manager Valentine 
clarified that the location of the bumpouts is being discussed, not the condition, scale and size 
by which they will be installed.  
 
Mayor Pro Tem Nickita questioned if there had been calculations on the current parking 
configuration and what it would be with the additional yellow curb. Mr. O’Meara explained that 
it would be about four spaces lost.  
 
Commissioner Sherman questioned the parking demand in the rail district – what it is currently 
and what it is as it is being developed. He expressed concern and suggested returning this item 
to staff or appoint a small committee to figure out the parking needs in the rail district before 
deciding what to do on the west side of Eton.  
 
Commissioner Harris noted that the limited charge of the Multi-Modal Transportation Board is to 
implement the plan. He questioned whether the instruction exceeded that charge, how to 
address the issue and who is responsible for coming back with the data.  
 
Larry Bertollini, 1275 Webster, commented on the importance of a bike loop as South Eton 
should be in the plan, however it is not the easiest street to maneuver. He noted that a parking 
count should be taken to determine a reasonable layout of cars.  
 
Communications received from the following individuals expressing concern with the Multi-
Modal Transportation Board recommendations regarding South Eton.  

 
• Alice Thimm  
• Larry Bertollini  
• Jerry Yaldoo  

 
Mayor Pro Tem Nickita suggested the Planning Department take the lead and have the Planning 
Board review this as there are capacity and development issues. He pointed that the Multi-
Modal Transportation Plan includes the bike loop as it is part of implementing the plan.  

4



The Commission discussed creating a committee to address this topic with a representative 
from the Multi-Modal Transportation Board, Advisory Parking Committee and Planning Board.  
 
MOTION: Motion by Sherman, seconded by Nickita:  
For staff to return with the makeup of a committee for the purpose of looking at parking 
capacity in the rail district, the zoning issues, the shared parking, on-street parking in district 
and incorporating the Multimodal concept of bike lanes in the area and how best to integrate it 
explicit to the rail district and to look at it as an integrated approach.  
 
Cindy Chiara, 1622 South Eton, suggested a traffic study be done further south on Eton as the 
issues are trickling down the street to the Sheffield/Eton area.  
 
VOTE: Yeas, 7  
Nays, None  
Absent, None 
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Jana Ecker <jecker@bhamgov.org>

Fwd: Walkable City 
1 message

Joe Valentine <jvalentine@bhamgov.org> Tue, Jan 19, 2016 at 5:33 PM
To: "Andrew M. Harris" <aharris@bhamgov.org>, Carroll DeWeese <cdeweese@bhamgov.org>, Mark Nickita
<mnickita@bhamgov.org>, Pat Bordman <pbordman@bhamgov.org>, Pierre Boutros <pboutros@bhamgov.org>,
Racky Hoff <rackyhoff@hotmail.com>, Stuart Sherman <ssherman@bhamgov.org>, Tim Currier
<tcurrier@bhlaw.us.com>
Cc: Bruce Johnson <Bjohnson@bhamgov.org>, Don Studt <Dstudt@bhamgov.org>, Jana Ecker
<Jecker@bhamgov.org>, Joellen Haines <jhaines@bhamgov.org>, John Connaughton
<Jconnaughton@bhamgov.org>, John Heiney <Jheiney@bhamgov.org>, Laura Pierce <Lpierce@bhamgov.org>,
Lauren Wood <Lwood@bhamgov.org>, Leslie Pielack <LPielack@bhamgov.org>, Mark Gerber
<Mgerber@bhamgov.org>, Paul O'Meara <Pomeara@bhamgov.org>, Yvonne Taylor <ytaylor@bhamgov.org>

fyi  

By copy to staff, I will ask them to share this with their respective boards noted below.

 Forwarded message 
From: Carroll DeWeese <carrolldeweese@comcast.net>
Date: Tue, Jan 19, 2016 at 2:24 PM
Subject: Walkable City
To: Joe Valentine <jvalentine@bhamgov.org>

I just read an excellent book Walkable City: How Downtown Can Save America, One Step at a Time by Jeff
Speck. The book is now available in print, digital, and audio format. It is one of the best books that I have read
on all aspects of walkability. I recommend it to you, staff, city commission, planning board, multimodal board,
traffic and safety, engineering, and anyone that wants to understand how to facilitate walkability and useful
walking.

 

The book covers many topics related to achieving a walkable city: the need for urbanism, mixed uses, parking,
transit, protecting pedestrians, welcoming bikes, shaping spaces, planting trees, making walks interesting, and
more. Walkability is not just a goal, but a measure of a successful and dynamic city.

 

Jeff Speck is a city planner and architectural designer. He has a broad background, including spending ten years
as Director of Town Planning at Duany PlaterZyberk and Co., where he led or managed more than forty of the
firm's projects. He is the coauthor of Suburban Nation: The Rise of Sprawl and the Decline of the American
Dream as well as The Smart Growth Manual. Mayor Pro Tem Mark Nickita has worked on projects with Jeff
Speck.

 
Joseph A. Valentine
City Manager
City of Birmingham
151 Martin Street
Birmingham, MI 48009
(248) 5301809   Office Direct

mailto:carrolldeweese@comcast.net
mailto:jvalentine@bhamgov.org
tel:%28248%29%20530-1809
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Jana Ecker <jecker@bhamgov.org>

Re: South Eton crosswalks 
1 message

Joellen Haines <jhaines@bhamgov.org> Thu, Jan 21, 2016 at 9:44 AM
To: pat m <pat.myers@mac.com>
Cc: Paul O'Meara <Pomeara@bhamgov.org>, Jana Ecker <Jecker@bhamgov.org>, Mark Clemence
<Mclemence@bhamgov.org>

Hi Pat,

Thank you for sharing your concerns about the traffic and roadways in the Rail District on South Eton. Your email
is timely because the City recently created an AdHoc Rail District Review Committee created for the purpose of
studying and recommending an integrated approach to address parking, planning and multimodal considerations
along the S. Eton corridor and Rail District. 

The Committee is in the process of being formed, and applications to be on the Committee are being accepted at
the Clerk's office at City Hall from now until noon on Feb. 17., 2016. I have included a copy of the resolution
creating the committee which gives a description of the guidelines. The Committee is very specific in how long it
will last (until Dec 31, 2016) and has among other members, spots for 3 resident members. You may consider
whether you would like to be one of these resident members. You simply apply, then the Commission will
interview candidates at the Feb. 22, 2016 meeting. I have included a copy of the application for your convenience
if you are interested in serving on this new committee.

I will share your concerns with the AdHoc Rail District Review Committee, and forward your email to other
members of our staff, including Planning, Engineering and the Police Department.

Once again, thank you for your comments regarding concerns for your neighborhood.

Joellen Haines 
  

On Wed, Jan 20, 2016 at 10:34 PM, pat m <pat.myers@mac.com> wrote:
Hello, Ms. Haines.

I’m not sure who I should address my concerns with so I’m starting with you. I live on Holland Street very near
South Eton Street. Not only do I use South Eton as my primary route for leaving the neighborhood I walk my
dog and patronize Big Rock and Griffin Claw and I can clearly see South Eton from my home office so I’m
more than familiar with the traffic on the road. 

My concerns are two fold: speed and cross walks. Drivers on South Eton seldom respect pedestrians trying to
use the crosswalks— they rarely stop to allow crossings and I have had drivers on more than one occasion
gun their engines as though they’re going to hit me because I dared to cross in front of them. Trust me, I am
not casually strolling across the street. The disregard for pedestrians combined with speeds are a safety
concern. I’ve followed cars turning onto South Eton from East Maple Rd. and while I’ve maintained a 25 MPH
speed the vehicles who turned in front of me pull away at a rate that easily approached 35 MPH  40 MPH.
Sadly, most everyone knows now that the Oakland County Sheriff’s SUV parked on South Eton is a resident’s
and not there to deter speeding. 

The crosswalk at Villa Rd. is unusable because of the condo construction encroachment into the northbound
lane of South Eton. If a pedestrian wants to cross legally to the east side of South Eton to go to Big Rock
once they’re north of Hazel Street they have to walk to East Maple and double back. Before the Villa Road
crosswalk was closed this was also the best place to cross for a pedestrian who wanted to walk east on East
Maple because of drivers rolling the traffic light to go right on red. 

mailto:pat.myers@mac.com
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I propose the City looks at placing a crosswalk at Yosemite Blvd. as well as putting pedestrian rightofway
signs, as you’ve done downtown, in the crosswalks starting at Cole Street and at all the crossings to East
Maple.  If the City is indeed wanting to have the Rail District be commercially viable and for the area to remain
walkable then I think it’s time to start making safety considerations for pedestrians. 

Thank you for your time and please let me know who I should address my concerns with if it’s not you.

Best regards,

Patricia Myers.
____________________________________
Patricia Myers | producer
mobile  +1 7183604727 

 
Joellen LaBaere Haines, MPA
Assistant to the City Manager
City of Birmingham
151 Martin St
Birmingham,MI 48009
2485301807
jhaines@bhamgov.org

"There are amazingly wonderful people in all walks of life; some familiar to us and others not.
Stretch yourself and really get to know people. People are in many ways one of our greatest treasures."  
- Bryant H. McGill

tel:%2B1%20718-360-4727
tel:248-530-1807
mailto:jhaines@bhamgov.org
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Polka Dots Help Pedestrians
Reclaim Space in Austin
The colorful approach is part of a project to enhance safety for both people
and cars.

LINDA POON |  @linpoonsays | Jan 29, 2016 |  4 Comments

From The Atlantic CityLab

http://www.citylab.com/authors/linda-poon/
https://twitter.com/intent/user?screen_name=linpoonsays
http://www.citylab.com/
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City of Austin

One of the busiest intersections in Austin, Texas, has gotten a makeover. White
stripes adorn the barren pavement that once made pedestrians hesitant to
cross, poles separate pedestrian space from the roadways, and stop signs now
sit at every corner. Then there are all the polka dots, painted in green and baby
blue.

They aren’t there just for decoration, says Anna Martin, traffic engineer for the

http://www.austintexas.gov/
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Austin Transportation Department. The whimsical polka dots at the corner of
East 6th and Waller Streets in East Austin are curb extensions, or “bulb outs,”
designed to “give space back to the pedestrians.” Evenings and on weekends,
the area, known for its walkability and bustling night life, is teeming with
people.

Yet residents have complained that the intersection there is anything but
friendly to pedestrians due to a lack of crosswalks or measures to slow down
traffic. This specific intersection has seen dozens of crashes in 2015, according
to local news channel KXAN.

https://www.austintexas.gov/department/transportation
http://www.citylab.com/cityfixer/2013/12/-and-after-guide-safer-streets/7867/
http://kxan.com/2015/08/24/busy-e-sixth-street-intersection-has-seen-nearly-2-dozen-crashes/
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(City of Austin)

In response, the city council decided to install four-way stop signs and dedicate
what Martin calls “wasted no-man’s land” to pedestrians. But instead of
building out the curb with concrete, Martin says they opted for a low-cost
option using what they already had handy. And instead of regular white paint,
they took colorful inspiration from various parklet and pedestrian plaza
projects in New York City and Los Angeles.

http://www.austintexas.gov/
https://www.flickr.com/photos/bikeportland/8129959103/
http://www.flickr.com/photos/ladotpeoplest/10175767605
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The blue and green dots Austin is using, she adds, clearly define the pedestrian
space, and they stand out just enough to make drivers slow down without
causing a distraction. The upgrades debuted Wednesday, and so far the
feedback has been positive:

@DanKeshet @austinmobility Same. I've crossed this
intersection on foot before, it was intimidating. Small things can
make a big difference
8:47 PM  27 Jan 2016

      3

27 JanDan Keshet 
@DanKeshet
@ehsinatx @austinmobility I like how they managed to do super
cheap bulbouts with knockdown poles and creative paint.

Emily Hunter Smith  
@ehsinatx

 Follow

“It's a testament to the character and energy of Austin,” says Marissa Monroy,
public relations specialist for the city of Austin. “People are really excited to
see a project that emphasizes safety but, at the same time, really shows that
we like to have a little bit of fun.“

About the Author

https://twitter.com/DanKeshet
https://twitter.com/austinmobility
https://twitter.com/ehsinatx/status/692524351757930496
https://twitter.com/intent/tweet?in_reply_to=692524351757930496
https://twitter.com/intent/retweet?tweet_id=692524351757930496
https://twitter.com/intent/like?tweet_id=692524351757930496
https://twitter.com/DanKeshet/status/692523757374668802
https://twitter.com/DanKeshet
https://twitter.com/ehsinatx
https://twitter.com/austinmobility
https://twitter.com/ehsinatx
https://twitter.com/ehsinatx
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Linda Poon is an editorial fellow at CityLab.
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Paul O'Meara <pomeara@bhamgov.org>

3 signs of the times 
1 message

Mark Nickita <mnickita@bhamgov.org> Wed, Jan 20, 2016 at 10:54 AM
To: Jana Ecker <jecker@bhamgov.org>, Paul O'Meara <pomeara@bhamgov.org>, Joe Valentine
<jvalentine@bhamgov.org>

Joe

This is an email I received this morning from a friend of mine, Scott Bernstein of the Center for Neighborhood
Technology (CNT.org)

He shared these observations in the changing interest and demand for transit and parking in out cities. 

This is relevant to us for a variety of reasons. Specifically regarding our recent discussions in LRP and the
Parking ad hoc committee as to the future needs for a Woodward BRT and future parking demands in downtown 

Thank

Mark

Mark Nickita
Mayor ProTem
City of Birmingham, MI

"never worry about action only about inaction"
                   Winston Churchill

@MarkNickita on Twitter
Mark Nickita on FB

Begin forwarded message:

From: Scott Bernstein <scott@cnt.org>
Date: January 20, 2016
Subject: 3 signs of the times

First, latest study from u of MI transportation center, 24 pct of 16 yr olds have a drivers license
down from 27 in 2011, 31 in 2008 and 46 pct in 1983

Second, 2015 set another record for ballot initiatives on transit investment, people voting to tax
themselves, two thirds of these passed and

Third, cnt''s method of both surveying parking demand in the early morning hours to determine how
much is actually needed and then to calibrate a model to downsize existing zoning was honored to
receive "best paper" recognition from the National Academy of Sciences at the annual TRB
meeting in DC.   Our algorithm is used in decision support tools known as Right Size Parking in
Seattle, Park Right DC and Green Trips in the Bay Area, in partnership with King County, DC DOT,
and Transform CA.

http://cnt.org/
mailto:scott@cnt.org
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