
MULTI-MODAL TRANSPORTATION BOARD 
THURSDAY, APRIL 5, 2018 

6:00 PM 
CITY COMMISSION ROOM 

151 MARTIN STREET, BIRMINGHAM 

1. Roll Call

2. Introductions

3. Review of the Agenda

4. Approval of Minutes, Meeting of  March 1, 2018

5. Residential Street Widths

6. Bicycle Rack Placement – Phase 4

7. Bicycle Maintenance Stations

8. Elm Street Parking Space

9. Maple & Coolidge Crosswalk Improvements

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

11. Miscellaneous Communications

12. Next Meeting – May 3, 2018

13. 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). 



 

CITY OF BIRMINGHAM 
MULTI-MODAL TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

THURSDAY, MARCH 1, 2018 
 

City Commission Room 
151 Martin Street, Birmingham, Michigan 

 
Minutes of the regular meeting of the City of Birmingham Multi-Modal Transportation 
Board held Thursday, March 1, 2018.   
 
Chairperson Vionna Adams convened the meeting at 6:06 p.m. 
 
1. ROLL CALL 
 
Present: Chairperson Vionna Adams; Board Members Lara Edwards, Amy Folberg, 

Daniel Isaksen Johanna Slanga, Vice-Chairperson Andy Lawson, Daniel 
Rontal 

Also  
Present:  Alternate Board Member Katie Schafer  
 
Absent: Board Member Michael Surnow  
 
Administration:  Lauren Chapman, Asst. Planner 
  Jana Ecker, Planning Director 

Austin Fletcher, Asst. City Engineer 
Scott Grewe, Police Dept. Commander 

  Paul O'Meara, City Engineer 
  Carole Salutes, Recording Secretary 
     
Also Present: Julie Kroll from Fleis & Vandenbrink  

 (“F&V”),Transportation Engineering Consultants 
  Brad Strader from MKSK 
 
2. INTRODUCTIONS (none) 
 
3. REVIEW AGENDA (no change) 
 
4.  APPROVAL OF MINUTES, MMTB MEETING OF FEBRUARY 8, 2018 
 
Motion by Ms. Slanga 
Seconded by Ms. Edwards  to accept the MMTB Minutes of February 8, 2018.   
 
Motion carried, 7-0. 
 
VOICE VOTE 
Yeas:  Slanga, Edwards, Adams, Folberg, Isaksen, Lawson, Rontal 
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Nays:  None 
Absent:  Surnow 
 
 
5. RESIDENTIAL STREET WIDTHS  
 
Mr. O'Meara recalled that recently the MMTB reviewed conceptual designs for three local 
streets planned for reconstruction in 2018. A public hearing was held, and a final 
recommendation for the streets was passed on to the City Commission on a vote of 4-3. 
At the public hearing, several residents appeared before the board asking that 
Bennaville Ave. not be reduced in width (as proposed). A smaller number of residents 
appeared asking that the block of Chapin Ave. east of Cummings St. also not be reduced 
in width. 
 
When the City Commission reviewed the issue at their meeting of January 22, 2018, 
several residents again appeared on behalf of Bennaville Ave., and additional residents 
appeared on behalf of the one block of Chapin Ave. After much discussion, the City 
Commission endorsed the recommendations of the MMTB, also on a vote of 4-3. As a 
result, the Commission asked the MMTB to study the City's policy of street widths in 
detail, and to send information and policy direction back to the Commission.  
 
Staff summarized some of the paving history.  Going back to 1977, streets were typically 
paved at 28 ft. between the two curb faces.  When Andres Duany came to town in 1996 
he advocated going down to 26 ft. and after extensive discussion the City Commission 
agreed to adopt 26 ft. as the standard road width with parking on both sides.  That 
policy has been working well. 
 
 
Unimproved Streets 
From Staff's perspective, the current standards for unimproved streets have worked well.  
The current street width policy has been followed and very few if any complaints have 
been received from residents.  Residential sections have been built at 26 ft. and 
commercial sections have been built at 36 ft. 
 
Improved Streets 
Historically, streets were rebuilt to match the conditions the width constructed 
previously.  Reconstruction offers the opportunity to review the current conditions in 
light of current standards and consider if there is a potential need for change.  Issues to 
consider include the following: 

• Multi-Modal Improvements - If there are no specific recommendations in the 
Master Plan, the board will discuss improvements that can be included that 
would bring multi-modal improvements. 

• Neighborhood Density - The board also considers the extent to which the land 
uses and density of uses on the street impact parking demand. 
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• Owner Preference - While the City may have established guidelines and 
attempted to follow current best practices in the industry, the property owners 
living on the street often have preferences that are counter to the direction that 
best practice standards would dictate. 

• Right-of Way - If the right-of-way is less than 50 ft., the board may consider a 
narrower street in order to provide the required space for City sidewalks and 
street trees. 

• Traffic Issues - The board will conduct a review of the history of traffic issues on 
a street, which typically includes a review of speeding and cut-through traffic 
complaints. 

• Trees - If a street has mature trees that can be damaged or require removal 
during a street reconstruction project, these factors need to be considered. 

 
Brad Strader from MKSK summarized their research on national standards and best 
practices for residential street design and provided it for the board's consideration. 
 
Mr. Strader said they looked at publications by the Transportation Research Board, 
Institute of Transportation Engineers, Urban Land Institute, National Association of City 
Transportation Officials ("NACTO"), and AASHTO.  The 26 ft. pavement width used in 
Birmingham since 1996 seems to be the most common.  An additional standard to be 
considered along with those named by Mr. O'Meara is that if the road is a transit route 
with busses, another foot of width is required. 
 
Mr. Strader explained that NACTO is a more progressive city-oriented guide that is used 
by engineers and generally preferred by urban planners.  They recommend a travel lane 
width of 9.5 to 10 ft. for urban areas.  AASHTO covers all the roads in the country and 
recommends that travel lanes be at least 10 ft. wide and where feasbile,11 ft. or wider. 
They describe a 26 ft. wide pavement as a typical curb-to-curb dimension for residential 
streets. However, on a collector route such as Eton Rd., NACTO and AASHTO both 
recommend a wider lane.  
 
The general findings are: 

• Presence of on-street parking lowers speeds.  If there is no on-street parking, 
speeds are higher; 

• Block length, density, setbacks, street trees, traffic calming measures or how the 
road is designed influence both speed, safety, and also the volumes. 

 
Ms. Ecker stated that the Fire Dept.'s widest tower truck is 10 ft. in width. 
 
Ms. Edwards thought that the board might want to consider calling one of the current 
conditions "Parking Density" rather than "Neighborhood Density." 
 
Dr. Rontal felt it would be instructive to look at the effective curb distance in the 
wintertime.  Also, to consider the option of having alternating one side only parking. 
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Mr. Isaksen suggested that if a street isn't on the neighborhood connector route, maybe 
it deserves different treatment.  Ms. Ecker added that the average residential street 
probably won't have a lot of bike improvements. 
 
Ms. Slanga noted that the average life span of the streets is 60-90 years. She wondered 
if there has been futuring on what happens when different modes of transportation are 
adopted. The future is dynamic and the City should recognize that.   
 
Mr. Strader responded the general feeling is that the transition of the fleet will occur 
over 20 years but it is unknown what the vehicles will be or how they will change our 
streets. Most of the current feeling is that autonomous vehicles will mean the amount of 
vehicles moving around will go up instead of down, but there will be less demand on 
parking.  Also, there will be more curbside activity with vehicles hovering or people 
waiting.  Over time, that might sacrifice some on-street parking. 
 
Mr. Isaksen said it seems the low traffic residential streets that are the topic of today's 
discussion are least sensitive to changes in transportation modes.  Whereas, the big 
arterial roads will be the ones most impacted by such a change when it occurs.  Mr. 
Strader did not think it would change the curb-to-curb, but it might change the 
management of the parking along the street edge. 
 
It was discussed that an additional criterion to consider when deciding whether or not to 
change a residential road width would be a unique land use, such as a school, historical 
neighborhood, etc. Mr. O'Meara noted there is currently a policy of 26 ft. for newly built 
roads.  However, there never has been a specific policy on rebuilding existing roads. Ms. 
Ecker added there might be different standards for unimproved roads to go to improved, 
versus roads that are already improved.  So that everyone doesn't have their own 
different idea of what should be done, standards will help the City, along with having 
criteria to make it clear when to vary from the standard. 
 
Mr. Strader suggested the consultants work with staff to put together a packet of what a 
general standard might look like, how it might be modified, along with the factors to 
consider and what qualifications are needed to meet those factors.  He did not think 
continuing research would be that valuable. All were in agreement. 
 
 
6. BICYCLE RACK STANDARD IN TRIANGLE DISTRICT 
 
Ms. Chapman informed the board that on July 14, 2008 the City Commission approved 
the streetscape furnishings for the Triangle District from Landscape Forms as the 
standard.  The Commission wanted options that were more contemporary and metallic 
than the streetscape elements that are Downtown.  The Planning Board came up with 
elements for the Triangle District that would frame and shape the District.   
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The Commission decided to choose “Pi” style bike racks with a silver metallic finish 
provided by Landscape Forms. Several Pi racks were installed in the Triangle District; six 
racks are at Walgreens on Woodward Ave., two are at 700 S Adams, and three are at 
735 Forest on Elm St. Landscape Forms no longer manufactures the “Pi” style bike rack. 
Ms. Ecker did not see a reason to take out the Pi racks because they match all of the 
other furnishings in the Triangle District. In most cases the need is to have as many 
racks for one or two bikes as possible and in as many different locations as possible. 
 
Ms. Chapman described the Loop bike rack is a simple, sweeping circle with a twist. It 
belongs to the 35 Collection of integrated site elements created to encourage social 
activity in outdoor space.  The "Sit" style bench and the "Pitch" style litter receptacle 
that the City Commission chose for the Triangle District are part of the 35 collection as 
well.  Also, the street light has that same silver finish.  The Loop rack is $345. 
 
The City Commission has allocated $15,000 for bicycle parking. City staff identified 
thirty-six locations for new bike racks, ten of the locations are within the Triangle 
District. City Staff recommends bike racks be embedded into the surface rather than 
mounted onto the surface. Embedded racks tend to be more secure and more stable 
than surface mounted racks.  
 
Several board members agreed that the Loop is nice looking; it matches the current 
aesthetic, and it is the right price. 
 
Ms. Chapman noted that lower priced models such as the U rack and Circle rack that are 
lower in height make it easy to secure children's bikes. Dr. Rontal suggested the plastic 
molding over the top of the Key rack prevents the metal from scratching a bike frame.   
 
Ms. Slanga said the Loop rack seems expensive.  The U rack is cheapest at $153.  Ms. 
Chapman stated the U rack can have different finishes.   
 
Ms. Edwards liked the Key rack because of its bright yellow color.  Further a jazzy U rack 
might be low cost and high visibility.  However she decided that maybe they want to 
pick the Loop rack which is the closest match to the Pi.   
 
Motion by Dr. Rontal 
Seconded by Mr. Lawson to recommend that the City Commission look at the 
Loop model bike rack because it fits the aesthetic, it is not breaking the bank, 
and it is embedded with a metallic silver finish.  The Loop is produced by 
Landscape Forms and it is suggested as the new standard bike rack for the 
Triangle District. 
 
Motion carried, 6-1. 
 
VOICE VOTE 
Yeas:  Rontal, Lawson, Adams, Edwards, Folberg, Isaksen 
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Nays:  Slanga 
Absent:  Surnow 
  
 
7. MEETING OPEN TO THE PUBLIC FOR ITEMS NOT ONTHE AGENDA 
 (no  public left) 
  
 
8. MISCELLANEOUS COMMUNICATIONS  
 
Training Survey to be filled out MMTB members and turned in. 
 
   
9. NEXT MEETING APRIL 5, 2018 at 6 p.m. 
 
 
10. ADJOURNMENT 
 
No further business being evident, the board members adjourned at 7:24 p.m. 
 
 
            
     Jana Ecker, Planning Director 
 
      
            
     Paul O'Meara, City Engineer 
 
 
 



MEMORANDUM 
Engineering Dept. 

Planning Department 
Police Dept. 

 
DATE:   March 29, 2018 
 
TO:   Multi-Modal Transportation Board 
 
FROM:  Jana Ecker, Planning Director 
   Scott Grewe, Police Dept. 
   Paul O’Meara, City Engineer 
 
SUBJECT: Street Widths- History 
 
 
The Multi-Modal Transportation Board (MMTB) recently reviewed conceptual designs for three 
local streets planned for reconstruction in 2018.  A public hearing was held, and a final 
recommendation for the streets was passed on to the City Commission on a vote of 4-3.  As you 
may recall, at the public hearing, several residents appeared before the Board asking that 
Bennaville Ave. not be reduced in width (as proposed).  A smaller number of residents 
appeared asking that the block of Chapin Ave. east of Cummings St. also not be reduced in 
width. 
 
When the City Commission reviewed the issue at their meeting of January 22, 2018 several 
residents again appeared on behalf of Bennaville Ave., and additional residents appeared on 
behalf of the one block of Chapin Ave.  After much discussion, the City Commission endorsed 
the recommendations of the MMTB, also on a vote of 4-3.  As a part of the discussion, the 
Commission expressed confusion as to what the City’s policy is for determining the width of a 
new street.  As a result, the MMTB was asked to study the issue in further detail, and send 
information and policy direction back to the Commission.   
 
At the MMTB meeting on March 1, 2018, the board identified the goals for identifying a 
standard road width for residential roads, which include: 

• Functionality;  
• Consistency;  
• Accident reduction;  
• Traffic calming;  
• Expediency in planning and engineering; and/or 
• Infrastructure costs.   

 
MKSK and F & V reviewed the national standards and best practices from a variety of sources 
regarding the recommended residential street width.  Much discussion ensued, and the board 
directed staff to draft general standards for residential street widths, and to present criteria that 
could be used to determine if an exception should be granted.  The board discussed the fact 
that there does not need to be a uniform street width standard, but there may be factors to 
permit modifications for different types or roads or in different development conditions.  



 
Accordingly, please see the attached options prepared for your consideration.  It is anticipated 
that much discussion will still be needed before the MMTB is prepared to make a 
recommendation to the City Commission.  A copy of the memo and research from last month’s 
meeting is also attached to this memo for reference. 
 



OPTION ONE 

Birmingham Residential Street Design Standards 

 

For Residential Streets, the design standard shall be 26 feet wide from curb to curb. This width 
typically allows for parking along both sides of the street with room for a vehicle to pass in 
either direction.  When there is opposing traffic (vehicles going both ways) one of the motorists 
will need to Yield to the other.  This is commonly classified as a “Yield” or ”Courtesy” Street.  
Traffic in opposing directions shall generally require a curb-to-curb dimension of 32 feet or 
greater.  On-street parking may be restricted during winter months to ease snow removal. 

When streets are built, paved, or reconstructed, this standard shall generally be applied. 
Exceptions may be considered when factors such as the following are considered: 

 Frequency of use of on-street parking (when parking density is classified as highly 
utilized such as over 25% occupancy throughout the day or more than 50% of the 
available curbspace used overnight, more width may be required or parking on some 
segments may need to be restricted).   

 Use of the street by a higher volume than is typical for a residential street by school 
buses or other larger vehicles or as a frequent emergency response route.   

 Proximity to a school, church, city park, funeral home, multiple-family residential, or 
other use with access that generates higher traffic volumes and/or on-street parking 
demand than is typical for a single family residential neighborhood.  

 Presence of street trees, especially healthy, mature trees, especially when the right-of-
way is 50 ft. or less.    

 Block length (shorter blocks may need less width, long blocks may need more);  width 
of a cul-de-sac may be reduced to 24 feet.   

 Any documented operational or safety concerns noted with the street.  
 Resident preferences as expressed at a public workshop or survey determined to be 

representative of the residents along the street.   



OPTION TWO 

Birmingham Residential Street Design Standards 

 

(1) New Residential Streets 

 City Standard   

26’ in width from curb to curb.  

Cul-de-sacs or Dead End Streets with no Exit  

24’ in width from curb to curb.  

• This width typically allows for parking along both sides of the street with room for a 
vehicle to pass in either direction   

• When there is opposing traffic (vehicles going both ways) one of the motorists will need 
to yield to the other (“Yield” or ”Courtesy” Street)   

• On-street parking can be restricted during winter months if needed for snow removal 
• No exceptions 

 

(2) Existing, Improved Residential Streets 
 

City Standard  

 (a)  If existing road width is 28’ or less, maintain existing width. 
 (b) If existing road width is over 28’, reduce street to 26’ in width curb to curb. 



OPTION TWO 

Cul-de-sacs or Dead End Streets with no Exit  

(a)   If existing road width is 26’ or less, maintain existing width. 
(b)   If existing road width is over 26’, reduce street to 24’ in width curb to curb.  

 
Exceptions to the standard width of no more than 4’ may be considered when three or 
more of the following conditions exist: 

 When 25% or more of the available on-street parking is in use during the day, or more 
than 50% or more of the available on-street parking is in use overnight, which shall be 
determined by a parking study covering a minimum of two weeks; 

 When the street is determined to be a frequent emergency response route by the 
Birmingham Fire Department, or is located on a published Birmingham Public Schools 
bus route; 

 Two or more healthy, mature street trees must be removed or may be at risk if the City 
Standard road width was applied; 

 Average block length varies more than 50% from the average block length of ____’; 
 There are documented operational or safety concerns for the street as determined by 

the Birmingham Police Department; and/or 
 A majority of residents on the street segment to be repaved or reconstructed wish to 

seek approval for an exception to the standard street widths noted above. 

 

(3)  Existing, Unimproved Residential Streets To Be Improved 

 
City Standard   

26’ in width from curb to curb. 



OPTION TWO 

Cul-de-sacs or Dead End Streets with no Exit  

24’ in width from curb to curb.  

Exceptions to the standard width of no more than 4’ may be considered when three or more of 
the following conditions exist: 

 When 25% or more of the available on-street parking is in use during the day, or more 
than 50% or more of the available on-street parking is in use overnight, which shall be 
determined by a parking study covering a minimum of two weeks; 

 When the street is determined to be a frequent emergency response route by the 
Birmingham Fire Department, or is located on a published Birmingham Public Schools 
bus route; 

 Two or more healthy, mature street trees must be removed or may be at risk if the City 
Standard road width was applied; 

 Average block length varies more than 50% from the average block length of ____’; 
 There are documented operational or safety concerns for the street as determined by 

the Birmingham Police Department; and/or 
 A majority of residents on the street segment to be improved wish to seek approval for 

an exception to the standard 26’ street width. 

 



OPTION 3



MEMORANDUM 
Engineering Dept. 

Planning Department 
Police Dept. 

 
DATE:   February 23, 2018 
 
TO:   Multi-Modal Transportation Board 
 
FROM:  Lauren Chapman, Assistant City Planner 
   Scott Grewe, Police Dept. 
   Paul O’Meara, City Engineer 
 
SUBJECT: Street Widths- History 
 
 
The Multi-Modal Transportation Board (MMTB) recently reviewed conceptual designs for 
three local streets planned for reconstruction in 2018.  A public hearing was held, and a 
final recommendation for the streets was passed on to the City Commission on a vote 
of 4-3.  As you may recall, at the public hearing, several residents appeared before the 
Board asking that Bennaville Ave. not be reduced in width (as proposed).  A smaller 
number of residents appeared asking that the block of Chapin Ave. east of Cummings 
St. also not be reduced in width. 
 
When the City Commission reviewed the issue at their meeting of January 22, 2018 
several residents again appeared on behalf of Bennaville Ave., and additional residents 
appeared on behalf of the one block of Chapin Ave.  After much discussion, the City 
Commission endorsed the recommendations of the MMTB, also on a vote of 4-3.  As a 
part of the discussion, the Commission expressed confusion as to what the City’s policy 
is for determining the width of a new street.  As a result, the MMTB was asked to study 
the issue in further detail, and send information and policy direction back to the 
Commission.   
 
GOALS 
The goals for identifying a standard road width, for residential roads are: functionality, 
consistency, accident reduction, traffic calming, expediency in planning and 
engineering, infrastructure costs.  A standard does not mean that all streets will be 
uniform; a standard creates a basis for consideration.   
 
HISTORY 
The majority of the public rights-of-ways in Birmingham were created prior to World 
War II.  In this era, cities accepted new public streets from developers with little 
investment.  Streets were typically gravel, and often lacked drainage outlets.  As 
subdivisions became more populated and expectations rose, residents looked to the City 
to get their street paved.  As was standard practice then (as it is now), cities can 
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construct a localized improvement such as a new street pavement, and charge the 
adjacent property owners for some or all of the cost.  Under this guideline, some streets 
were paved as early as the 1910’s, while others have never been paved.  In 
Birmingham, unpaved streets began being oiled and then chip sealed starting in the late 
1940’s, removing many of the problems generally experienced with gravel roads.   
 
In order to get a road paved, residents petition the City and request the improvement.  
The improvement is generally not considered until a petition showing that over 50% of 
the owners are in favor of the idea can be presented.  High costs today continue to 
keep the number of streets being paved relatively low.  Recently, the City Commission 
has authorized the formation of an Unimproved Streets Study Committee that will be 
meeting to discuss the special assessment procedure in detail, and potentially 
considering alterations to that policy as well.   
 
In Birmingham, once a street has been constructed with a permanent pavement, the 
City has promised to maintain it into the future, at no additional cost to the adjacent 
property owners.  Since a local street typically has a service life of 60 to 90 years, 
discussions pertaining to the policy of the width for a new street have always pertained 
to the construction of new streets that have never had a pavement with curbs.  The 
current policy, passed in 1997, also focused exclusively on the construction of new 
streets.  Since reconstruction of existing streets had not been frequent, even at that 
time, the unwritten expectation has been that the road would be reconstructed to 
match the road as it was built the first time.   
 
The following describes the standards passed for new street paving projects, as of 
1977: 
 
1977 
In 1977, the City Commission adopted Engineering Design Standards relating to 
pavements and street widths.  These standards were in existence prior to this date and 
formalized by the Commission at that time.  The City was substantially consistent with 
the city design standards when recommending street improvements.   
 
These standards note the width of roads in relation to the level of use it gets.  It was 
divided into three categories: streets in commercial areas, streets in residential areas, 
and cul-du-sacs.  The adopted standard was for a 36 foot street in commercial areas, 
and 28 foot width in residential area.  Residential cul-du-sacs maintain a 24 foot width. 
 
1994 
During the public hearing for Henrietta Street the City Commission directed city staff to 
examine the existing policy pertaining to street improvements as it relates to street 
widths.  Goals included letting the public know what the benefits are to the property 
owners for making these street improvements, what the design standards are, and 
what options may be available to them when requesting this improvement. 
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City Commissioners suggested that standards be set so these details need not be 
revisited each time a street is recommended for improvement.  It was the Engineering 
Department’s opinion there existed standards that the City has substantially followed 
when making recommendations throughout the years.   
 
The City Commission reviewed which streets were fire routes and per the 
recommendation by the fire chief adopted a standard of 29 feet for residential streets. 
 
1996 
At the December 16, 1996 City Commission meeting three local streets were approved 
for permanent surface improvements.  In conjunction with the discussion it was 
suggested the issue of residential street widths be placed on the agenda for the 1997 
Long Range Planning Meeting. 
 
Downtown 2016 Plan 
The Downtown Birmingham 2016 Plan is a master plan that was created in 1996 and 
was intended for use for the next twenty years. Pages in the appendix of the plan 
recommended street widths based on type and rationale for the widths in the form of a 
decision tree and examples from AASHTO and the City of Portland.  The recommended 
width for a “subcollector” road (similar to the typical Birmingham residential street) was 
28 ft. 
 
1997 
The City Commission voted to reduce the residential street width standard by 2 feet to 
26 feet, with parking on two sides and 20 feet with parking on one side.   
 
2013  
In 2013, the City Commission created a steering committee to oversee the creation of a 
Multi-Modal Transportation Master Plan.  The consultant The Greenway Collaborative 
was hired to prepare the plan.  During this process, the steering committee not only 
worked with the consultant, they also helped direct the final cross-sections for the 
important collector streets planned for 2014: 
 
Lincoln Ave. – Southfield Rd. to Woodward Ave. 
N. Eton Rd. – Derby Rd. to Yorkshire Rd. 
 
The Multi-Modal Transportation Master Plan was adopted in 2014 as a long term guide 
to the City’s transportation network.  A new Multi-Modal Transportation Board was 
formed to help oversee the implementation of the new plan, as well as take over the 
duties of the former Traffic & Safety Board.   
 
Since then, the new board has studied each of the City’s upcoming street projects from 
a multi-modal perspective.   
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2018 Local Street Paving Program 
This year the City will be reconstructing three streets first paved in the late 1940’s 
(Bennaville Ave., Ruffner Ave., and Chapin Ave.).  Staff approached this study with two 
objectives: 
 

1. The Master Plan did not provide any recommendations on the three streets.  
Even so, a closer discussion with input from the Board may result in possible 
refinements to the current conditions. 

2. While the unwritten policy of rebuilding streets at their current widths should be 
used as a starting point, staff had identified some potential issues with following 
this approach on these three streets: 
a) Bennaville Ave. was constructed at a width (32 ft.) much greater than current 

policy would dictate.  The Board would provide an avenue to open the 
discussion about the benefits and/or drawbacks of reconstructing the street 
to match the current standard of 26 ft. 

b) Portions of Ruffner Ave. and Chapin Ave. were first constructed at 28 ft.  
These same sections also had several mature trees growing immediately 
adjacent to, or on top of, the old curb.  Reconstruction of the streets at this 
width would mean automatically removing several mature trees.  However, 
reducing the widths to 26 ft. (thereby matching the current standard), would 
give us the ability to attempt to save the majority of them. 

 
As discussed above, both the MMTB and the City Commission struggled with the 
decisions as to whether to narrow the streets for the reasons listed above.  The 
recommendations of the Board stirred up strong feelings among residents on two of the 
streets.  As a result, split votes resulted both at the Board level, as well as at the City 
Commission level.  The Board is now being asked to research national standards for 
residential road widths, the advantages and disadvantages of narrow and wide streets, 
determine what other cities are using as standards for constructing or reconstructing 
streets, and to consider detailed standards for use in the City of Birmingham.  The City 
Commission also asked for some guidance on when (or if) to allow variance from these 
standards.  The following is meant to be a draft outline that is intended to stimulate 
input from the Board.  Once the input is received, staff will attempt to finalize a new 
policy statement on this issue for the future. 
 
CURRENT POLICY REGARDING STREET WIDTHS 
 
UNIMPROVED STREETS 
From staff’s perspective, the current standards for unimproved streets, now in place 
since 1997, have worked well.   
 
As shown on the attached list at the end of this report, the current street width policy 
has been followed.  Once a new street is constructed, very few, if any, complaints are 
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ever received from residents relative to the street width used for their new street.  
Residential sections have been consistently built at 26 ft., and commercial sections have 
been built at 36 ft., as directed in the policy.  An option for a 20 ft. street also exists, 
which residents can consider if they so desire.  Unique circumstances such as needing 
to accommodate a student drop off area at a parochial school (on Harmon St.) have 
also worked well. 
 
Given the positive track record of the past 20 years, staff would recommend that the 
current policy concerning street widths for unimproved streets continue to be the 
starting point in the discussion.  If future streets are subject to changes by the MMTB, it 
will be important to consider that creating a petition that shows that over 50% of the 
residents are in favor of a special assessment can be a difficult and time consuming 
process.  If the MMTB were to enter the discussion after the petition has been created, 
this may result in some signers no longer supporting the project, which could then 
jeopardize the whole project.  How and when the MMTB is involved in this process 
needs to be considered.   
 
IMPROVED STREETS 
The City is financially responsible for the reconstruction of improved street pavements 
that are nearing the end of their lifespan.  Reconstruction offers the opportunity to 
review the current conditions in light of current standards, and consider if there is a 
potential need for change. Factors to consider in this discussion currently include, in 
alphabetical order: 
 

1. MULTI-MODAL IMPROVEMENTS – A review of the Master Plan is required to be 
included with each street review.  If ideas were provided in the Master Plan, the 
Board considers the recommendations in their totality to verify if they should be 
implemented as a part of the upcoming project.  If there are no specific 
recommendations in the Master Plan, the Board will discuss improvements that 
can be included that would bring multi-modal improvements to the area. 
 

2. NEIGHBORHOOD DENSITY – The board also considers the extent to which the 
land uses and density of uses on the street impact parking demand.  The board 
reviews whether there are any unique conditions that would result in less or 
more than the usual parking demand.  If parking demand is less than normal, 
should parking be limited to one side of the street, and if so, the board will 
consider which side of the street may be better for on-street parking 
 

3. OWNER PREFERENCE – The board holds a public hearing on all proposed road 
improvements to gather input from adjacent residents and property owners.  
While the City may have established guidelines and attempt to follow current 
best practices in the industry, the property owners living on the street often have 
preferences that are counter to the direction that the best practice standards 
would dictate.   
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4. RIGHT-OF-WAY – The board also considers the existing right-of-way for each 

street.  Most local streets have an existing right-of-way between 50 and 60 ft., 
with which the current 26 ft. wide standard works well.  If the right-of-way is 
less than 50 ft. however, the board may consider a narrower street in order to 
provide the required space for City sidewalks and street trees. 
 

5. TRAFFIC ISSUES – The board will conduct a review of the history of traffic issues 
on a street, which typically includes a review of speeding and cut-through traffic 
complaints.  Staff can provide speed and traffic count data with each street being 
studied.   

 
6. TREES – Finally, the board will consider the location and health of the existing 

tree canopy when considering the width for a reconstructed street.  Streets with 
50 ft. rights-of-way (or less) tend to have conditions where trees are given less 
than ideal conditions to grow, due to lack of space.  If a street has mature trees 
that can be damaged or require removal during a street reconstruction project, 
these factors need to be considered.   

 
Attached are two lists that indicate the history of street construction going back to 
2000.  The first list documents local streets that have been reconstructed.  Comments 
are added in the right column if unique circumstances dictated that the street be rebuilt 
at a width different than what was done the first time.  The second list documents all 
local streets built with a new pavement for the first time since 2000.  Comments added 
on the right column describe conditions where the pavement was built at a width other 
than the standard, due to unique circumstances. 
 
REVIEW OF BEST PRACTICES AND NATIONAL STANDARDS   
 
Please find attached a letter from MKSK with attachments that summarize their 
research on national standards and best practices for residential street design.  MKSK 
has reviewed numerous sources and compiled their findings for your review and 
discussion.  In addition, MKSK has surveyed local peer communities to determine 
residential street standards for other Michigan communities. 
 
As stated above, this is a topic that requires discussion and input from the Board before 
being finalized.  The Board is encouraged to consider the factors above, as well as 
others that they may wish to introduce, to help finalize a final policy recommendation 
for the consideration of the City Commission.  
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(Previously Unpaved) 
Street 
Name 

From To Year 
Built 

Width, Face to 
Face (Feet) 

Previous 
Width 

Comments 

Davis Grant Woodward Alley 2000 26 NA  Davis Woodward Alley Woodward  2000 36 NA Commercial Section 
Willits Greenwood Chester 2000 26 NA  
Watkins Brown Lincoln 2001 20 NA Width directed by Commission after 

resident survey was split 50/50 
Stanley Hanna Wallace 2001 26 NA  Henrietta Frank Lincoln 2001 26 NA  
Hazelwood Oak Vinewood 2003 26 NA  
Oak Lakeview Greenwood 2003 20 NA 40 Foot Right-of-Way 
Knox West End Poppleton 2003 26 NA  
Humphrey Grant Woodward Alley 2004 26 NA  
Humphrey Woodward Alley Woodward 2004 36 NA Commercial Section 

S. Worth Haynes Alley 2005 36 NA Commercial Section-Matches 
remainder of block 

Harmon Lakeside West of Old 
Woodward 2005 26 NA Except as noted on next two lines 

Harmon Greenwood Woodland 2005 32 NA Widened to accommodate bus loading 
area at Holy Name 

Harmon West of Old Woodward Old Woodward 2005 36 NA Adjacent Booth Park, contains metered 
parking 

Washington Lincoln 14 Mile 2005 26 NA  
Fairway 330 Ft. W. of Pleasant Pleasant 2005 26 NA  
Northlawn Stanley Washington 2005 26 NA  
Greenwood Harmon Willits 2006 26 NA  

Wakefield Southfield Alley Southfield 2006 34 NA Commercial section with head-in 
parking beyond 

Greenwood Oak Harmon 2007 26 NA  
Baldwin Harmon Randall 2008 26 NA  
Baldwin Randall Maple 2008 20 NA As requested by residents 
Clark George Lincoln 2014 26 NA  
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(Reconstruction) 
Street Name From To Year 

Built 
Width, Face to 
Face (Feet) 

Previous 
Width 

Comments 

Ruffner Adams Torry 2001 26 26  
Humphrey Woodward  Torry 2001 26 26  
Bennaville Woodward Torry 2001 26 26  
Emmons Grant Cummings 2001 26 26  
Daines Purdy Old Woodward 2002 26 26  
Melton Eton 14 Mile 2003 28 28  
Holland Adams Eton 2004 29 29  
Shipman Southlawn 14 Mile 2005 28 28  
Birmingham Lincoln 14 Mile 2005 32 32  
Henrietta Lincoln Northlawn 2005 28 28  
Northlawn Shipman Birmingham 2005 32 32  
Northlawn Birmingham Stanley 2005 28 28  
Northlawn Washington Pierce 2005 28 28  
Southlawn Southfield Shipman 2005 28 28  
Southlawn Birmingham Stanley 2005 28 28  
Yorkshire Adams East End 2006 24 24  
Rugby Yorkshire Maple 2006 24 24  
Cambridge Dorchester Maple 2006 24 24  
Southlawn Pierce Grant 2006 28 28  
Edgewood Southlawn 14 Mile 2006 28 28  
Grant Emmons Davis 2006 28 28  
Buckingham Adams Cambridge 2007 24 24  
Dorchester Adams East End 2007 24 24  
Rugby Buckingham Yorkshire 2007 24 24  
Cambridge Buckingham Dorchester 2007 24 24  

Aspen Maple Hawthorne 2008 16 18 Staff discussed with residents, determined 
old road was too narrow 

Hawthorne Maple Linden 2008 16 18 Staff discussed with residents, determined 
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old road was too narrow 
Bowers Adams Hazel 2009 28 28  
Hazel Bowers  Columbia 2009 28 28  
Pierce Merrill Brown 2009 40 40  
Townsend Henrietta Pierce 2009 32 32  
Bates Martin Brown 2010 36 36  
Henrietta Martin Brown 2010 32 32  
Townsend Chester Henrietta 2010 32 32  
George Pierce Old Woodward 2010 24 24  
St. Andrews Pembroke Maple 2011 28 28  
Graefield  Derby Eton 2012 32 32  
Graefield Ct. North End Graefield 2012 26 26  
Pierce Maple  Merrill 2013 40 40  
Merrill Pierce Old Woodward 2013 40 40  
Cole Adams Eton 2013 28 30 Narrowed in order to save large trees 
Torry Webster Lincoln 2013 32 32  
Mohegan Oxford Adams 2014 24 24  
Kennesaw Oxford Adams 2014 24 24  
Oxford Wimbleton S. of Kennesaw 2014 24 24  
Poppleton N. of 

Mohegan 
S. of Kennesaw 2014 24 24  

Oak Chesterfield Lakepark 2015    
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MEMORANDUM 
Planning Division 

 
DATE:            March 16, 2018 
 
TO:   Multi-Modal Transportation Board 
 
FROM:  Lauren Chapman, Assistant City Planner 
 
APPROVED BY:  Jana Ecker, Planning Director 
 
SUBJECT: Downtown Bicycle Parking Plan  
 
 
Overview of Program 
 
On April 9, 2012, the City Commission approved the Downtown Bicycle Parking Plan.  The plan 
consists of three phases that call for the installation of 101 bike racks at 80 different locations.  
The City Commission approved the use of black plastisol finish “inverted U” racks.  The 
Commission also approved the use of the temporary rack model, known as a “rail-mounted 
inverted U rack,” which consists of two rails 6 ft in length with 3 U-style bike racks secured to 
the rails. Nearly all of the racks that the City Commission approved in the Downtown Bicycle 
Parking Plan have been installed.  Nine of the Phase 3 racks are proposed to be located within 
the boundaries of the Old Woodward reconstruction project area.  The board will review those 
locations closer toward the end of the construction.   
 
2017 Review and Assessment 
 
In the 2017-2018 budget the City Commission approved allocating $15,000 for the installation 
of additional bike racks.  City staff has identified locations for 36 bike racks throughout the City.  
Thirty-six racks were ordered form the approved vendor.  One rack was installed at the rear 
door of the City Hall building, per the request of the City Commission.  The total cost of the 
racks was $5,805.  At this time, staff is requesting location approval for this round of bike racks. 
 
Several of the locations proposed are in the Triangle District.  The Multi-Modal Transportation 
Board recommended the Loop bike rack to be the standard rack for the Triangle District.  Four 
of the locations are on the west side of S Adams.  The west side of the street is outside of the 
official boundaries of the Triangle District.   City staff recommends that the same racks be use 
on both sides of the road.  These locations are marked on the list with an asterisk (*).  
Attached to this memo are a list and a map of proposed locations for new racks.   
 
SUGGESTED ACTION:  
 
To recommend approval of the installation of 35 permanent bike racks to the City 
Commission as proposed on the attached chart and map of Phase 4 of the City’s Bicycle 
Parking Plan. 



 

 

 

 

 

 

2 

 

 

Phase 4 

Location 
Number 

Address Adjacent Business Location Description Additional 
Information 

Number 
of Racks 

1,2 209 Hamilton Palladium  On either side of 
the main entrance 

 2 

3 2221 Cole Cloud 14 Pour pad  1 

4 294 Brown Caldwell Banker   1 

5 400 S Old 
Woodward 

The Forefront Adjacent to bus 
stop 

 1 

6,7 401 S Eton Irongate One on the corner 
of Hazel and one on 
the corner of Villa 

Pour 2 pads 2 

8 501 S Eton  Whistle Stop 
Diner 

Near newspaper 
stand 

 1 

9 933 S Eton Invnt   1 

10 1160 E Maple  Bus Stop   1 

11,12 1658 E Lincoln Our Shepard   2 

13 33100 
Woodward 

FedEx Office Adjacent to bus 
stop 

 1 

14 2021 and 2023 
Hazel  

   1 

15  2051 Villa Rd Elite Fitness   1 

16 2300 Cole Dogtopia   1 

17-25 2300 E Lincoln Kenning Park   9 

26 2424 E Lincoln  Newingham 
Dental 

  1 

27 100 Adams Thrifty Florist  

Triangle 
standard 
bike rack 

 

1 

28* 1137 Adams Great Harvest 
Bread 

 1 

29 600 Adams Southbound bus 
stop 

Adjacent to bus 
stop 

1 

30 611 Elm Bus Stop Behind pole; 
parallel to the street 

1 

31* 725 Adams Northbound bus 
stop 

 1 

32 820 E Maple All Seasons  1 

33* 877 Adams   1 

34 908 Adams Claymore Shop  1 

35* 1186 Adams Block Advisors   1 
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MEMORANDUM 
Planning Department 

 

DATE:  March 3, 2018 
 
TO:   Multi-Modal Transportation Board 
 
FROM:  Lauren Chapman, Assistant City Planner 
 
APPROVED BY:  Jana Ecker, Planning Director 
 
SUBJECT:  Bicycle Maintenance Stations 

 
The City Commission has allocated $15,000 for bicycle parking in the FY 17-18 budget.  
City staff identified locations for 36 new bike racks, and the total cost of the racks for 
two different models was $9,655.  This leaves $5,345 in the budget to spend.  City staff 
would like the Multi-Modal Transportation Board to consider using the some of the 
remaining funds that are available for bicycle maintenance stations.   
 
The Multi-Modal Transportation Plan recommends the City provide active transportation 
hubs at key locations around town such as Booth Park, Quarton Lake Park, City Hall, 
and in the Rail District. The Plan defines active transportation hubs as “wayfinding 
kiosks that serve as orientation and resource centers for multi-modal trips.”  Active 
transportation hubs assist people who are already walking and/or bicycling find 
community resources and introduce people to new walking and bicycling opportunities.  

The plan describes Active Transportation Hubs as including the following amenities: 

 Four Sided Information Kiosk 
o County/Regional Trail Map 
o Downtown Attractions/ Walking Map 
o Bulletin Board with Events 
o General Tourist Information 

 Drinking Fountain 

 Bicycle Maintenance Station with Air Pump 

 Bike Parking, Bench and Trash/Recycling Receptacles 

 Lighting 

 Vending machines that dispense basic bicycle repair supplies if there is not a 
bike shop nearby 

City Staff believes that installing bicycle maintenance stations would be an important 
step in encouraging and accommodating bikes as a transportation mode and 
establishing active transportation hubs.  Included with this memo are: a map of 
proposed bicycle maintenance stations locations; renderings of where the maintenance 
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stations could be located; and information about models of and providers of bicycle 
maintenance stations. 

Locations 

 

Booth Park 
Booth Park is located at the southwest intersection 
of Old Woodward and Harmon, north of the Rouge 
River branch.  Its features include: a playscape, turf 
hill/amphitheater, rain garden, and a trail connecting 
to the Rouge River Trail.  The park is a beautiful 
recreational area attracting hundreds of visitors from 
all over Michigan.  
 

City staff recommends that a maintenance station and air pump be located at the corner 
of North Old Woodward and Harmon.  This location would give the repair station great 
visibility to anyone traveling on either street as well as park and trail users. 
 
Quarton Lake Park 

Quarton Lake Park is located on the City’s west side, and 
surrounds Quarton Lake.  The Rouge River feeds the lake.  In 
2005, several improvements to the park were completed. 
Improvements included landscaping and structural 
enhancements creating several overlook viewing areas, 
installing a footbridge over the water, and an improved 
pathway system throughout the park. 

- Existing 

-Proposed 
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City staff recommends that a repair station and air pump be located at the Maple Road 
head of the Quarton Lake Trail.  This location is immediately north of the area where the 
MMTB approved the installation of a crosswalk island.  The repair station would be very 
visible to anyone traveling on West Maple Road as well as park and trail users.   
 
Shain Park 

Shain Park is located in the  downtown which is 
considered the heart of the City. It  underwent 
extensive renovations that were completed in 
2010.  Features include a plaza fountain with 
granite décor, a band shell, a children’s play 
area, granite paved Merrill Street with the 
Marshall Fredericks statue in the center of the 
park, and a performance stage area with open 
lawn space for large audiences. It is the home 
of the In the Park Summer Concerts. 

 
While the Multi-Modal Plan recommends an active transportation hub be at City Hall, 
locating a maintenance station and air pump at Shain Park near the Baldwin Library and 
Community House may be more beneficial.  This location would give the repair station 
greater visibility visitors to the park, library, and Community House. 
 
Rail District  

The Multi-Modal Plan suggests that an active transportation 
hub be located in the Rail District.  Griffin Claw Brewing 
Company on Eton has a bicycle maintenance station and an 
air pump.  City staff proposes that another station be located at 
Kenning Park.   

Kenning Park is located in the southeast portion of the City 
adjacent to Lincoln Road. The site is the primary recreation 
complex in the community and is home to the Ice Sports 
Arena.  Outdoor facilities include: baseball diamonds, a softball 
diamond, tennis courts, open space, playground equipment, 
and a skate park. The City has also negotiated a long-term 
lease for the Racquet Club at Kenning Park. Inside the racquet 
club are locker rooms, a pro shop, and a nursery.  

Nine bike racks are proposed to be located at the 
Park.  The preferred location at the park is near the 
sign identifying the park by the tennis courts.  This 
location is advantageous because many patrons of 
the park come onto Lincoln from S. Eton; staff 
recommends installing the bicycle repair station in 
this location as more people will see the station than 
if it were further east.  

Griffin Claw Bicycle 

Maintenance Stand 

and Air Pump 
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Public Bike Maintenance Stations 
There are several different models of bicycle maintenance stations on the market.  The 
following portion of this memo will explore four different models, the features and pricing 
of the models. The bike maintenance stations all include commonly used tools for 
simple bike maintenance.   
 
Deluxe Public Work Stand  

The Deluxe Public Work Stand is an all-in-one, repair facility that can 
be installed anywhere, providing cyclists with free equipment to make 
adjustments and repairs on the spot.  The heavy-duty product is made 
from formed and welded steel and cast aluminum.  The front is impact 
and UV resistant and won’t show wear from pedal strikes. The repair 
station is designed to directly interface with all three of Bike Fixtation’s 
(the manufacturer’s) manual pumps and wheel holder attachments.  
The repair station features a large surface area for custom 
branding/signage. 
 
The Deluxe Public Work Stand features eight tools securely attached 
by retractable stainless steel cables; the long hoses provide wide 
range without touching the ground. The tools that are included are: 
 

 Phillips & standard screwdrivers 

 Steel core tire levers (2) 

 Headset/pedal wrench 

 8/10 & 9/11mm cone wrenches 

 Torx T-25 

 Hex key set 
 
Its’ UV resistant powder coating assures its resilience to high levels of corrosion. There 
are several finish options for the Deluxe Public Work Stand: 

 Steel: Galvanized and Stainless; and  

 Colored powder coat, the colors are: 
o Bike Fixation Red 
o Cycle Track Black 
o Sunset Orange 
o Signal Yellow 
o Green: Sprout Green and Spruce Green 
o Billy Ocean Blue 
o Bark Brown 
o Gray: Granite Gray and Matter Gray 

 
The quoted cost of this product is $895 for galvanized and powder coat finishes and 
$1,495 for a stainless steel finish. 
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Fixit  
The Fixit includes the tools necessary to perform basic bike repairs and 
maintenance. Hanging the bike from the hanger arms allows pedals and 
wheels to spin freely while making adjustments. Dero Fixit hanger arms 
accommodate many types of bikes.  Hanger arms can be mounted at 12, 
3, 6, or 9 o’clock.  The Fixit has a large surface area that could feature 
sponsorship, branding, or wayfinding signage.  Each Fixit has a QR code 
that takes smart phone users to a bike repair web site.   A pump holster 
can be mounted on either side or back of Fixit.  The Fixit includes 
commonly used tools for simple bike maintenance.  The tools that are 
included with the Fixit are secured with braided stainless steel aircraft 
cables and tamper-proof fasteners.  The tools that are included are:  

 Philips and flat head screwdrivers  

 2.5, 3, 4, 5, 6, 8mm Allen wrenches  

 Headset wrench  

 Pedal wrench  

 8, 9, 10, 11mm box wrenches  

 Tire levers (2)    
 

The bicycle repair station that is located at Griffin Claw is a Fixit model station.  
Additionally, this model has been used by the cities of Detroit and Ferndale.  Only one 
provider has been identified for the Fixit. 
 
There are several finish options for the Fixit: 

 Steel: Galvanized and Stainless; and  

 Colored powder coat, the colors are:   
o Red: Deep Red and Wine Red 
o Black: Black and Flat Black 
o Orange 
o Yellow: Yellow and CNH Bright Yellow 
o White 
o Dark Purple 
o Bronze 
o Silver 
o Sepia Brown 
o Green: Green, Hunter Green, Light Green 
o Gray: Light Gray and Iron Gray 

 Colored thermoplastic coat, the colors are: 
o Red 
o Black 
o Green 
o Gray  
o Brown 

 
The quoted cost of this product is $702 for galvanized and powder coat finishes and 
$774 for a thermoplastic and stainless steel finishes. 

Fixit at Grand 

Circus Park - 

Detroit 
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Public Work Stand 
The Public Bike Repair Stand is built to withstand the elements and 
misuse. To ensure that this stand will be looking great for years, the 
thick-walled tubing is finished in galvanized or stainless steel, or 
powder coated. The Public Bike Repair Stand’s I-beam construction 
makes it difficult for bicycles to be locked to it. 
 
An instructional label shows what the Public Bike Repair Stand is for, 
how to hang your bike from it, and includes a web link/QR code to 
online repair instructions. 
 
The Public Bike Repair Stand is a multifunctional amenity offering 
cyclists a free facility for repairs and can be installed in any location.  
Aircraft cable is used to permanently tether eight common bicycle 

tools to help riders get to their destination. Tool assemblies are spaced to prevent 
tangling. The tools that are included are: 
 

 Phillips & standard screwdrivers 

 Steel core tire levers (2) 

 Headset/pedal wrench 

 8/10mm cone wrench 

 9/11mm cone wrench  

 Torx T-25 

 Hex key set 
 

This product is designed by BikeFixation and features a stable 
universal bike mount to easily make repairs on the spot.  
Wayne State University has used this model. 
 
The Public Work Stand is made from reinforced steel and is 
designed to be bolted into a concrete surface for stability and 
security.  Its UV resistant powder coating ensures its resilience 
to high levels of corrosion making it ideal for installation at any 
cycle parking facility.  
 
The quoted cost of this product is $695 for galvanized and powder coat finishes and 
$995 for a stainless steel finish. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Public Work Stand & 

air pump-Wayne State 
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Urban Repair Stand 
The Urban Repair Stand is a station for simple bike repair and 
maintenance.  The design allows for easy service and replacement of 
tools. The Urban Bike Repair Stand has ten attached tools for basic 
maintenance and flat repair along with a lockable compartment to 
prevent tool theft and vandalism.  The following tools are included: 

 Regular and Stubby Phillips screwdrivers 

 Regular Slotted and Stubby Slotted screwdrivers 

 Tire Levers 

 Adjustable and combination wrenches 

 Multi Torx Set  

 Multi Hex Set 
 

The two finish options for the Urban Repair Stand are: 

 Galvanized Steel; and  

 Colored thermoplastic coat, the colors are: 
o Black 
o Green 
o Red 
o Yellow 

 
Only one provider has been identified for the Urban Repair Stand. 
 
The quoted cost of this product is $749 for all finishes. 
 
Public Air Pump 
An air pump is the ideal complement to a bicycle repair station.  City staff only explored 
manual air pumps.  Electric air pumps are much more expensive than manual pumps 
and are not seen as worth the extra cost.  All of the public bike pump models have 
pump heads that accommodate both Presta and Schrader valve stem types.   
 
Air Kit 2 

The Air Kit 2 was specifically designed for outdoor public use.  The bike pump 
is completely sealed from the elements.  Solid stainless steel construction and 
impact-resistant gauge cover prevents misuse and vandalism.  A piston and 
rod seal ensures a long service life.  The pump includes a two-year warranty.  
It is ideal for heavy use settings.  
 
The quoted cost of this product is $406 for galvanized and powder coat 

finishes and $442 for thermoplastic and stainless steel finishes. 
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Air Kit 3 
The Air Kit 3 is designed for heavy-duty, repeated public use.  Minimal 
maintenance is required.  The pump has an operable temperature range of 
-30 to 110° F. The model features: a magnetic pump head that snaps to 
the pump body; rubber hand grips and an anti-fog PSI gauge. 
 
Both the Air Kit 2 and the Air Kit 3 use cut-resistant steel braided core air 
hose for maximum protection.  The finish options for both products are: 

 Steel: Galvanized and Stainless; and  

 Colored powder coat, the colors are: 
o Red: Deep Red and Wine Red 
o Black: Black and Flat Black 
o Orange 
o Yellow: Yellow and CNH Bright Yellow 
o White 
o Dark Purple 
o Bronze 
o Silver 
o Sepia Brown 
o Green: Green, Hunter Green, and Light Green 
o Gray: Light Gray and Iron Gray 

 Colored thermoplastic coat, the colors are: 
o Red 
o Black 
o Green 
o Gray  
o Brown 

 
The quoted cost of this product is $598 for galvanized and powder coat finishes and 
$634 for thermoplastic and stainless steel finishes. 
 
Outdoor Public Bike Pump  

The Outdoor Bike Pump can come with or without a gauge.  The 
pump comes with a two-year warranty.  The product is 
constructed with outdoor-rated stainless steel, and is completely 
sealed.   The pump has a long-life piston seal and solid pump rod.  
The operable temperature range is -30 to 110° F. The pump can 
be surface mounted or mounted onto a bicycle repair station. 
 
This product is constructed from stainless steel with an impact 
resistant gauge cover making it an ideal product for continuous 
public use and reduces its risk of vandalism.  The hose has a 

rubber exterior and a braided steel core to prevent cutting.  There are two options for 
the length of the hose: 18" or 35".  The longer hose length requires a mounting clip. 
 
The quoted cost of this product is $450 without a gauge and $675 with a gauge. 
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Super Duty Foot Pump 
The Super Duty Foot Pump is designed for a high use environment making 
it suitable for indoor and outdoor applications.  The oil-filled gauge will not 
freeze and resists damage from impact. The only finish option is heavy duty 
galvanized steel. 
 
Only one provider has been identified for the Super Duty Foot Pump. 
 

The quoted cost of this product is $724. 
 
Wheel holder 
One accessory that could be paired with an air pump is a wheel holder.  Two products 
for holding a bike’s wheel have been identified, the wheel chock and the pump stop. 
 
Wheel Chock 
The Wheel Chock supports bikes without kickstands while inflating tires. It 
accommodates tires up to 2.75" and wheel diameters up to 29".  Bikes cannot be locked 
onto the Wheel Chock.  It can be mounted to the floor or onto a repair stand.  

The Wheel Chock has several finish options: 

 Steel: Galvanized and Stainless; and 

 Colored powder coat, the colors are: 
o Bike Fixation Red 
o Cycle Track Black 
o Sunset Orange  
o Signal Yellow 
o Green: Sprout Green and Spruce Green 
o Billy Ocean Blue 
o Bark Brown 
o Gray: Granite Gray and Matter Gray 

 
The quoted cost of this product is $125 for galvanized and powder coat finishes and 
$290 for a stainless steel finish. 
 
Pump Stop 
The Pump Stop holds bikes upright while filling tires with air.  The Pump Stop has the 
following finish options: 

 Galvanized Steel  

 Colored powder coat, the colors are: 
o Red: Deep Red and Wine Red 
o Black: Black and Flat Black 
o Orange 
o Yellow: Yellow and CNH Bright Yellow 
o White 
o Dark Purple 
o Bronze 
o Silver 
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o Sepia Brown  
o Green: Green, Hunter Green, and Light Green 
o Gray: Light Gray and Iron Gray 

 Colored thermoplastic coat, the colors are: 
o Red 
o Black 
o Green 
o Gray  
o Brown 

 
The quoted cost of this product is $101 for galvanized steel and powder coat finishes 
and $136 for a thermoplastic coat. 
 
Signage  
Providing signage for bicycle maintenance stands and air pumps would increase the 
visibility of the amenities and boost their usage.  Dero and Bike Fixation are two sign 
providers.  Both providers’ signs have the same dimensions and are made of aluminum.  
Bike repair and air signs are 12″W x 18″H.  Arrow signs are 12"W x 6"H. 
 
Dero 

Made with standard hole placement for easy installation.  
QR code takes users to a map of known Fixit repair stand 
installations in the area.  Signs are printed with inks 
designed specifically for outdoor traffic and parking signs – 
for the ultimate in durability. Corners are rounded and burr-
free, this provides a longer life and a 
professional appearance.  The signs do not 
bend and have outlasted tough storms. 
 

The quoted cost of a Repair/ Air sign is $32. The quoted cost of an Arrow sign is $25. 
 
Bike Fixation 

 Bike Fixation offers "Bike Air" and "Bike Repair" signs to 
help bring awareness to public bike repair facilities. Signs 
are instantly recognizable with large basic icons.  
 
Additionally, the signs include a QR code; when scanned 
with a smart phone, it brings a cyclist to our 
repair web site with full bike repair 
instructions formatted for mobile phones.  
 

The quoted cost of a Repair/ Air sign is $39. The quoted cost of an Arrow sign is $29. 
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Conclusion and Summary 
 

Maintenance Station 

 Cost each Number of Tools 

Deluxe Repair Station 
$895 galvanized/ powder coat 
$1,495 stainless steel 

8 

Fixit 
$702 galvanized/ powder coat 
$774 thermoplastic 

8 

Public Work Stand 
$695 galvanized/ powder coat 
$995 stainless steel 

8 

Urban Bike Repair Stand $749 10 

Air Pump 

Air Kit 2 
$406 galvanized/ powder coat 
$442 stainless/ thermoplastic 

- 

Air Kit 3 
$598 galvanized/ powder coat 
$634 stainless/ thermoplastic 

- 

Outdoor Public Bike 
Pump 

$450 without gauge 
$675 with gauge 

- 

Super Duty Foot Pump $724 - 

Wheel Holder 

Wheel Chock 
$125 galvanized/ powder coat 
$290 stainless steel 

- 

Pump Stop 
$101 galvanized/ powder coat 
$136 thermoplastic 

- 

Signage 

Dero Repair/ Air  $32  - 

Dero Arrow $25 - 

Bike Fixation Repair/ Air  $39  - 

Bike Fixation Arrow $29 - 

 
Most of the maintenance stations provide the same tools.  The key difference between 
the products that were reviewed was the appearance of each product.  The average 
cost of models provided is $921.  The least expensive maintenance stand is the Public 
Work Stand ($695).  The most expensive maintenance stand is the Deluxe Repair 
Station with a stainless steel finish ($1,495).  The average cost of the provided air 
pumps is $560.86.    The cheapest air pump is the Air Kit 2 ($406).  The most expensive 
air pump is the Super Duty Foot Pump ($724).  Providing a wheel holder would be 
beneficial, but is not a necessity.  Signage is valuable and should be considered. 
 
Staff recommends the Fixit and the Air Kit 2 with a black powder coat finish due to the 
products’ low costs, previous use in the City, and simple and clean aesthetics.  Three of 
the locations recommend the installation of new concrete pads on which to mount the 
stations.  The installation guides for all of the models (accounting for an air pump and a 
wheel holder) recommend a 9 square foot pad (3” x 3” x 4’ deep).  The estimated cost of 
three 9 sq. ft. pads at for $6 per sq. ft. is $162.  If the board chooses the recommended 
products, the total cost of four of each of the products plus shipping and taxes would be 
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$4,642, bringing the total for bike racks (Triangle and City standard), bicycle 
maintenance stations, concrete pads, and air pumps to $13,830.  This leaves $541 
available to spend on additional accessories, racks, or signage. 
 
Suggested Recommendation: 
 
To recommend to the City Commission that the Fixit bicycle maintenance stand 
with a black powder coat finish be the new standard bicycle maintenance stand 
for the City. 
 
AND 
 
To recommend to the City Commission that the Air Kit 2 public bike pump with a 
black powder coat finish be the new standard public bike pump for the City. 
 
AND 
 
To direct staff to proceed with the purchase and installation of four bicycle repair 
stations and four air pumps at: Booth Park, Quarton Lake Park, Shain Park, and 
Kenning Park. 
 
 



MEMORANDUM 
 

Engineering Dept. 
Planning Dept. 

Police Dept. 
DATE:   March 29, 2018 
 
TO:   Multi-Modal Transportation Board 
 
FROM:  Jana Ecker, Planning Director 
   Scott Grewe, Police Commander  

Paul T. O’Meara, City Engineer 
 
SUBJECT: Elm St. Parking Place Removal 
 160 Elm St. 
 
 
In December, 2016, the Multi-Modal Transportation Board (MMTB) reviewed a request from a 
resident of the adjacent All Seasons senior living facility to remove the first marked parking 
space on Elm St. south of Maple Rd.  The resident referenced that the location of the space 
made it difficult for vehicles to drive southbound off of Maple Rd. when northbound vehicles are 
in the same area waiting for the signal to turn green.  The agenda materials and minutes from 
that meeting are attached. 
 
Staff and F&V reviewed the issue and agreed that the parking space was making it difficult for 
vehicles to turn safely off of Maple Rd. and proceed south during times of high traffic demand.  
The Board made a recommendation to remove the space, which was approved by the City 
Commission. 
 
We have now received a request from a different resident within the All Seasons property 
asking that the City consider removing the second parking space south of Maple Rd.  An aerial 
photograph of the space is attached for your reference.  The space is located in front of a small 
building located at 160 Elm St., and is directly across the street from the main entrance to the 
All Seasons parking lot.   
 
The resident is indicating that it is difficult to turn in and out of the facility due to the parking 
space.  They make a reference to the building at 160 Elm St. is now empty and is planned for 
removal.  While this may or may not be true, given the high demand for parking in the area in 
general, staff does not suggest that the future of the adjacent building has much bearing on the 
decision, if any. 
 
After review internally by all three departments, staff agrees that the removal of this parking 
space may be problematic.  It is clear that there is a demand for the ability to park here, as 
street parking is often occupied in this neighborhood.  Further, there are other areas where 
private driveways meet the street where parking is legal on the opposite side of the street.  
Removal of the parking space here may lead to additional such requests in the future.   
 

1 
 
 



If the Board agrees, it is suggested that a public hearing be scheduled for the next meeting of 
the MMTB, and that all owners and tenants within a 300 ft. radius of the parking space be 
notified about the discussion.  Getting input from the stakeholders in the area will help 
determine the best direction to pursue on this issue. 
 
SUGGESTED RESOLUTION: 
 
To schedule a public hearing at the Multi-Modal Transportation Board meeting of May 3, 2018 
to consider the removal of the parking space located at 160 Elm St., and to direct staff to notify 
all owners and tenants within 300 ft. of the subject parking space.   
 
 
 
 
  
 
 

2 
 
 



3/29/2018 City of Birmingham MI Mail - Fwd: QUESTION : Change parking space

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/?ui=2&ik=4607cf6df1&jsver=Z-grDj2gpow.en.&view=pt&search=inbox&th=162723f27fa241e3&siml=162723f27fa241e3&mb=1

Paul O'Meara <pomeara@bhamgov.org>

Fwd: QUESTION : Change parking space 
1 message

Paul O'Meara <pomeara@bhamgov.org> Thu, Mar 29, 2018 at 10:52 AM
To: Paul O'Meara <Pomeara@bhamgov.org>

 
 

 
 
---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Marianne Gamboa <mgamboa@bhamgov.org> 
Date: Mon, Mar 12, 2018 at 1:55 PM 
Subject: Fwd: QUESTION : Change parking space 
To: "Grewe, Scott" <Sgrewe@bhamgov.org> 
Cc: Joellen Haines <jhaines@bhamgov.org> 
 
 
Please see below.
 
---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Este Johnson <estej44@gmail.com> 
Date: Mon, Mar 12, 2018 at 1:22 PM 
Subject: QUESTION : Change parking space 
To: website@bhamgov.org 
 
 
:  
 

 

.

 

 

Would like to know if it is possible to remove another street parking space?? Address is 160 elm
Across from 111 elm st at entrance to All seasons of b' ham...  The building in question is now empty and they
are going to remove existing building to make a parking lot for the love & buttercream bakery .  they own
property.    Would it be possible to place another yellow no parking line there. It is very hard to get into and out of
the entrance to all seasons.   And with 750 forest in process of adding much more traffic to  Elm St.     Would
really help if all streets on Elm were 4 way stops.  Traffic has increased in last 2 years.   Thank you for your time
and any help you can add.         Sincerely,  este johnson
 

mailto:mgamboa@bhamgov.org
mailto:Sgrewe@bhamgov.org
mailto:jhaines@bhamgov.org
mailto:estej44@gmail.com
mailto:website@bhamgov.org


3/29/2018 Google Maps

https://www.google.com/maps/@42.546547,-83.208851,79m/data=!3m1!1e3?hl=en 2/3



MEMORANDUM 
 

Engineering Dept. 
DATE:   November 23, 2016 
 
TO:   Multi-Modal Transportation Board 
 
FROM:  Paul T. O’Meara, City Engineer 
 
SUBJECT: Parking Space on Elm St., South of Maple Rd. 
 
 
At the October 27, 2016 City Commission meeting, a resident of the All Seasons building located 
at the southeast corner of Maple Rd. and Elm St. approached that body for an item not on the 
agenda.  Concern was expressed relative to the first parking space on southbound Elm St., 
south of Maple Rd.  The resident expressed concern that the space makes maneuvering in the 
area difficult, as the road is narrow.  The matter was referred to staff for study.  A brief 
reference to this exchange is noted in the attached minutes from that meeting.  
 
The matter was referred to F&V, to be reviewed by the Multi-Modal Transportation Board 
(MMTB).  The attached analysis was conducted by F&V.  They summarized that the parking 
space as located is a sufficient distance from Elm St.  However, it was noted that the short 
section of double yellow line installed to help keep northbound vehicles waiting for the traffic 
signal to be lined up appropriately, is extended too close to the subject space.  F&V is 
suggesting that if 8.5 ft. of the double yellow line was removed, thus providing the minimum 
length required, the southbound lane would not appear so narrow.   
 
Knowing that street parking is in high demand in the area, staff feels that this is an appropriate 
first step.  The adjacent resident will be invited to the meeting.  It is hoped that they can help 
add information for the board’s consideration, before a final decision is made.   
 
A suggested recommendation is provided below, based on the information presently available.  
Since the recommendation is a minor action, staff can proceed with this change based on the 
Board’s direction.  Further, this agenda package and the subsequent minutes of this meeting 
(once approved) can be forwarded to the Commission for their information.   
 
SUGGESTED RECOMMENDATION: 
 
To recommend to staff that 8.5 ft. of the double yellow line on Elm St. south of Maple Rd. be 
removed at its southerly end.   
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27725 Stansbury Boulevard, Suite 150 
Farmington Hills, MI 48334 

P: 248.536.0080 
F: 248.536.0079 
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November 21, 2016 
 VIA EMAIL 
Mr. Paul O’Meara 
City Engineer  
City of Birmingham 
151 Martin Street 
Birmingham, MI 48012 
 
RE: Elm Street at Maple Road On-Street Parking Review 
 
Dear Mr. O’Meara, 

The purpose of this letter is to provide a review of the existing on-street parking and intersection striping on Elm 
Street at the Maple Road approach. The following guidance regarding on street parking design is provided in 
the Michigan Manual of Uniform Traffic Control Devices (MMUTCD) and shown on the attached MDOT standard 
plans PAVE 955-B: 

• The no parking zone on Elm Street south of Maple should be a minimum of 30 feet from the crosswalk.  
The existing 50 foot no parking zone exceeds the minimum requirement. 

• The existing parking space is 8 feet x 20 feet, which meets the minimum requirements. 
 
The intersection approach striping on Elm Street provides a 10-foot northbound lane, delineated with a double 
yellow line, which begins approximately 10 feet north of the on-street parking.  For southbound drivers on Elm 
Street this striping configuration is perceived as a 6-foot lane, and thus the on-street parking space also appears 
to be in conflict.  It is recommended that approximately 8.5 feet of the double yellow line be removed.  This will 
maintain the necessary delineation at the northbound approach and provide additional lane width for 
southbound traffic. The existing lane widths and the recommended improvement are shown on the attached 
Figure 1. 
 
If you have any questions, please feel free to contact us. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
FLEIS & VANDENBRINK  
 
 
      
Michael J. Labadie, PE    
Group Manager     
 
Attached: PAVE-955-C 
 Figure 1 
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2.5% from the effective date to April 30, 2017;
2.25% from May 1, 2017 — April 30, 2018; and,
2% from May 1, 2018 to the termination of the Agreement

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, such approval by the City is given only because it is required by the Act, and
is not an indication of the City's Agreement with or assent to any provisions of the Act or Agreement.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that by approving the Agreement, the City shall not be found to have waived
its rights to challenge any provisions of the Act and /or any related provisions of the Agreement on the
basis that such provisions are invalid and unenforceable as violations of law, including on the grounds of
unconstitutional impairment of contractual rights, and further reserves any and all rights stemming from
any successful challenge to such provisions undertaken by any other local franchising entity.

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

VII. REMOVED FROM CONSENT AGENDA

10- 326 -16 CITY COMMISSION MEETING MINUTES

OF OCTOBER 10, 2016
Commissioner Bordman requested the Clerk review the tape to clarify language in Resolution
10- 310 -16 regarding the addition of alternates on the Multi -Modal Transportation Board and
to add additional information regarding the funding of the bus shelter in Resolution #10 -316-
16.

The Commission agreed to return this item at the next meeting.

VIII. COMMUNICATIONS

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

10- 327 -16 OPEN TO THE PUBLIC FOR MATTERS NOT ON THE AGENDA

Delphine Scott, resident, expressed concern with the location of the parking space on Elm, near
Maple. She suggested it be eliminated as it is difficult to navigate around with oncoming traffic.

City Manager Valentine stated that staff will review the parking space.

X. REPORTS

10- 328 -16 COMMISSIONER REPORTS

The Commission intends to appoint members to the Advisory Parking Committee on November
14, 2016.

10- 329 -16 COMMISSIONER COMMENTS

Mayor Pro Tem Nickita clarified a comment from October 10 regarding the Old Woodward
Master Plan. He noted that at time of the meeting, his firm had previously entered into an RFP
with MKSK, however did not receive the official notice that they did not get the project until
later that week. City Attorney Currier commented that it would not have made any difference
in the vote, however for purposes of transparency, Mayor Pro Tem Nickita clarified the timing.

Commissioner Harris commented on the RTA presentation at the Townsend Hotel which he
attended this month.

10 October 27, 2016



CITY OF BIRMINGHAM  
  MULTI-MODAL TRANSPORTATION BOARD  

THURSDAY, DECEMBER 1, 2016 
City Commission Room  

151 Martin Street, Birmingham, Michigan 
 

 
Minutes of the regular meeting of the City of Birmingham Multi-Modal 
Transportation Board held Thursday, December 1, 2016.   
 
Chairperson Vionna Adams convened the meeting at 6:04 p.m. 
 
1. ROLL CALL 
 
Present: Chairperson Vionna Adams; Board Members Lara Edwards, Amy 

Folberg, Daniel Rontal, Michael Surnow 
 
Absent:  Vice-Chairman Andy Lawson, Johanna Slanga 
 
Administration:  Lauren Chapman, Asst. City Planner 
  Jana Ecker, Planning Director  
  Austin Fletcher, Asst. City Engineer 
  Scott Grewe, Operations Commander        
  Paul O'Meara, City Engineer 
  Carole Salutes, Recording Secretary   
 
Also Present: Mike Labadie from Fleis & Vandenbrink     

  (“F&V”),Transportation Engineering Consultants 
 
2. INTRODUCTIONS    
 
Mr. Labadie introduced Ms. Jennifer Sahab, a new employee with his firm. 
 
 
3. REVIEW AGENDA  (no change) 
 
 
4.  APPROVAL OF MINUTES, MEETING OF NOVEMBER 21, 2016   
 
Motion by Ms. Folberg 
Seconded by Mr. Surnow to approve the Minutes of November 21, 2016 as 
presented. 
 
Motion carried, 5-0. 
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Page 2 
 
VOICE VOTE 
Yeas:  Folberg, Surnow, Adams, Edwards, Rontal 
Nays:  None 
Absent:  Lawson, Slanga 
 
 
5. ELM ST. SOUTH OF MAPLE RD.  
 PARKING ANALYSIS 
 
Mr. O'Meara advised that at the October 27, 2016 City Commission meeting, Ms. 
Delphine Scott, a resident of the All Seasons building, approached that body for 
an item not on the agenda. She expressed concern that the first parking space 
on southbound Elm St., south of Maple Rd. makes maneuvering in the area 
difficult, as the road is narrow.  
 
The matter was referred to F&V, to be reviewed by the MMTB.  F&V summarized 
that the parking space as located is a sufficient distance from Elm St. according 
to National standards.  However, it was noted that the short section of double 
yellow line installed to help keep northbound vehicles waiting for the traffic signal 
to be lined up appropriately is extended too close to the subject space. F&V is 
suggesting that if 8.5 ft. of the double yellow line was removed at the south end, 
thus providing the minimum length required, the southbound lane would not 
appear so narrow. 
 
Ms. Scott said if someone is turning off of Maple Rd. and a car is parked there 
they have to wait for the traffic going north to clear before pulling out around the 
parked car and turn in.  There is no time limit as to how long a car can park in 
that spot.  Deliveries, mail trucks, or emergency vehicles cannot go around the 
parked car and turn left unless ongoing traffic has cleared. Ms Scott said she 
hopes the MMTB will consider removing that one parking place in order to make 
it convenient to turn left onto Elm St. from Maple Rd. 
 
Mr. Labadie explained that removing part of the double yellow line opens up the 
throat there.  During peak periods there may be a queue of about four cars. 
 
Ms. Edwards expressed the thought that ambulances turning onto Elm St. toward 
All Seasons should take precedence over keeping one parking space. Ms. 
Folberg did not think that eliminating part of the double line would help, because 
many times drivers would not hesitate to cross over the double line if needed. 
Therefore she was in favor of removing the parking space. 
 
 
Motion by Ms. Edwards 
Seconded by Mr. Surnow  to recommend removing the one parking spot on  
Elm St., furthest north on the west side. 
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Motion carried, 5-0. 
 
VOICE VOTE 
Yeas:  Edwards, Surnow, Adams, Folberg, Rontal 
Nays:   
Absent:  Lawson, Slanga 
 
 
6. POPPLETON AVE. RECONSTRUCTION 
 KNOX AVE. TO MAPLE RD.  
 
Mr. O'Meara advised the above block is proposed for complete reconstruction in 
2017. Due to the relatively high traffic movements on this block, F&V was asked 
to perform a traffic analysis to make sure that the road is designed with the 
appropriate lane assignments, lengths, etc.  
 
The project includes the reconstruction of the Knox Ave. intersection, but stops 
short of any work within the Maple Rd. traffic lanes. This block serves as the 
preferred entrance for both customers and trucks to the parking lot serving the 
adjacent Kroger grocery store, as well as several smaller businesses located on 
the same property. Traffic counts were taken recently for both the a.m. and p.m. 
peak periods.  
 
Due to the skewed alignment of this street compared to Elm St. to the south, a 
right turn lane is being suggested (similar to the existing condition), as well as a 
shared/through lane in the middle. Storage of right turning vehicles is suggested 
back to the Kroger driveway north of Maple Rd., followed by a taper back to a 
more traditional residential street width (two lanes). 
 
This section of Poppleton Ave. was identified to be part of a Neighborhood 
Connector Route for bicyclists in Phase 3. The original pavement was widened 
later near Maple Rd. to allow for a separate right turn lane.  It is thought that 
traffic difficulties would result if the right turn lane was not present because the 
existing lanes are narrow and are especially tight when large trucks from Kroger 
are present. 
 
Rebuilding the street to a basic three lane width will improve the current situation 
for bikes so that they can feel more comfortable waiting alongside motor 
vehicles, if desired.  It is also felt that it is important to narrow the street south of 
the Kroger driveway back to a normal residential cross-section as it heads north 
to Knox Ave. Doing so will help signal to motorists that this is the entrance to a 
subdivision. 
 



MEMORANDUM 
 

Engineering Dept. 
Planning Dept. 

Police Dept. 
DATE:   March 29, 2018 
 
TO:   Multi-Modal Transportation Board 
 
FROM:  Jana Ecker, Planning Director 
   Scott Grewe, Police Commander 

Paul T. O’Meara, City Engineer 
 
SUBJECT: Maple Rd. & Coolidge Hwy. 
 Crosswalk Improvements 
 
 
The following report has been prepared for your information. 
 
Every year, the Engineering Dept. conducts an inspection of all City sidewalks within a certain 
residential area of the City, as well as one-fourth of the Central Business District.  The survey is 
intended to locate all existing trip hazards and defects within the sidewalk system.  Once those 
defects are located, our office then assembles a contract bidding document, and solicits bids to 
address the defects.   
 
For 2018, the residential area being inspected is north of Maple Rd., extending from Adams Rd. 
to Coolidge Hwy.  During the inspection, defects were noted in the area of the handicap ramp 
located at the intersection of Maple Rd. & Coolidge Hwy.  Once a defect has been noted in a 
handicap ramp area, we are required by federal law to remove and replace the ramps to ensure 
that they meet current code requirements within the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA).  By 
current standards, the current crosswalks have several issues, therefore, a major change is 
proposed. 
 
Attached is a picture of the current conditions.  Problems noted (other than the defective 
concrete) include the diagonal angle of the crosswalks, and the misalignment of the north leg 
crosswalk in relation to the adjacent median island.  We suspect that the alignment was 
installed as it is due to fiber optic equipment conflicts that exist where the north leg handicap 
ramp should be placed.   
 
With respect to the intersection as a whole, only 25% of it is located within the City of 
Birmingham, with the remainder being in the City of Troy.  In the case of both of the adjacent 
segments of both streets, we have joint jurisdiction with Troy.  After reviewing the issue with 
Troy, it was confirmed that they have no current plans for changes or improvements to the 
intersection. 
 
Attached is a plan that has been prepared to improve the condition of the crosswalks extending 
across the north and west legs of the intersection.  Improvements include: 
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1. Installing two separate handicap ramps, and removing the current joint ramp, so that 
both crosswalks can be remarked at a straight right angle to the streets.  This will 
reduce the total length of time that a pedestrian needs to be in the street when crossing 
either of these streets.  Relocating the handicap ramps will create other work for us, 
such as: 
 
a. Working with the owner of the fiber optic company to get them to relocate or modify 

their facilities (both an upright marker and a handhole). 
b. Relocating the pushbutton signal controller, splitting them to two individual controller 

locations for the two individual handicap ramps. 
c. Relocating the south facing pedestrian signal to a separate pedestal mount further to 

the west. 
 

2. Reconstructing the south end of the median island to ensure that it is ADA compliant, 
and to allow it to be better used for a refuge in the event a pedestrian is required to 
wait in the middle between signal cycles. 

 
3. Improved crosswalk pavement markings using the City’s current crosswalk marking 

standards, as shown. 
 

These changes will be implemented by the sidewalk contractor hired by the City sometime 
during the 2018 construction season.  All work will be done in accordance with current ADA and 
City of Birmingham standards. 
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SCALE JOB No. SHEET

NF prepared for:

ENGINEERS
NOWAK & FRAUS ENGINEERS

46777 Woodward Ave.

Pontiac, MI 48342-5032

Tel. (248) 332-7931

Fax.  (248) 332-8257

Engineering Department
151 Martin Street
Birmingham, MI 48012

A Walkable Community

City of Birmingham

2018 SIDEWALK RAMPS - CONTRACT #2-18(SW)

A Walkable Community

C17-1

 UTILITY NOTE  

THE LOCATIONS AND ELEVATIONS OF SOME OF THE

EXISTING UNDERGROUND UTILITIES AS SHOWN ON THE

SURVEY DRAWING WERE OBTAINED FROM MUNICIPAL

AND UTILITY COMPANY RECORDS AND MAPS.

THEREFORE, NO GUARANTEE IS EITHER EXPRESSED OR

IMPLIED AS TO THE COMPLETENESS OR ACCURACY

THEREOF.  THE CONTRACTOR SHALL BE RESPONSIBLE

FOR DETERMINING THE EXACT UTILITY LOCATIONS AND

ELEVATIONS PRIOR TO THE START OF CONSTRUCTION.
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3/29/2018 Coolidge Rd - Google Maps

https://www.google.com/maps/@42.5474179,-83.1862946,3a,75y,0.32h,65.21t/data=!3m6!1e1!3m4!1sBAzwfWeQqs86cwPjnkOF7g!2e0!7i13312!8i6656?hl=en 2/3
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https://www.google.com/maps/@42.5474179,-83.1862946,3a,30y,326.12h,83.65t/data=!3m6!1e1!3m4!1sBAzwfWeQqs86cwPjnkOF7g!2e0!7i13312!8i6656?hl=en 2/3
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https://www.google.com/maps/@42.5474179,-83.1862946,3a,30y,21.46h,87.21t/data=!3m6!1e1!3m4!1sBAzwfWeQqs86cwPjnkOF7g!2e0!7i13312!8i6656?hl=en 2/3
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