
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). 

 
 

MULTI-MODAL TRANSPORTATION BOARD 
THURSDAY, OCTOBER 4, 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 September 6, 2018 
 

5. Continuation of Public Hearing:  2019 Local Streets Program – Paving Street 
Widths 
 

a) N. Glenhurst (Oak to Raynale) 
b) Raynale (Glenhurst to Chesterfield) 
c) Brookwood 
d) Kenwood (western portion only) 
 

6. Request for Removal of On-Street Parking Space on Elm, south of Maple Road 
 

7. Maple Rd. & Pierce St. Crosswalk Signing 
 

8. Moped / Scooter Parking Downtown 
 

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

10. Miscellaneous Communications  
 

11. Next Meeting – November 1, 2018 
 

12. Adjournment 



 

 

CITY OF BIRMINGHAM 
MULTI-MODAL TRANSPORTATION BOARD  

THURSDAY, SEPTEMBER 6, 2018 
 

City Commission Room  
151 Martin Street, Birmingham, Michigan 

 
Chairperson Johanna Slanga convened the meeting at 6 p.m. 
 
1. ROLL CALL 
 
Present: Chairperson Johanna Slanga; Board Members Amy Folberg, Daniel Rontal, 

Katie Schafer, Doug White 
 
Absent: Board Member Vice Chairperson Lara Edwards; Alternate Board Member 

Daniel Isaksen; Student Representative Alex Lindstrom 
 
Administration:  Jana Ecker, Planning Director 
  Austin Fletcher, Asst. City Engineer 

Scott Grewe, Police Dept. Commander 
  Paul O'Meara, City Engineer 
  Carole Salutes, Recording Secretary 
 
Fleis & Vanderbrink ("F&V"):   
  Julie Kroll  
 
 
2. INTRODUCTIONS (none) 
 
 
3. REVIEW AGENDA (no change) 
 
 
4.  APPROVAL OF MINUTES, MMTB MEETING OF AUGUST 2, 2018 
 
Ms. Folberg made the following changes: 
Page 2 -  Second line from the end, insert "not" in front of "so much." 
Page 6 - Second sentence, replace "MPR" with "NPR."  
 
Motion by Ms. Folberg 
Seconded by Mr. White to approve the MMTB Minutes of August 2, 2018 with 
the changes. 
 
Motion carried, 5-0. 
 
VOICE VOTE 
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Yeas:  Folberg, White, Rontal, Slanga, Schafer 
Abstain:  None 
Nays:  None 
Absent:  Edwards, Isaksen 
 
 
5. PUBLIC HEARING  
 2019 Local Streets Program - Paving Street Widths  
 a) N. Glenhurst (Oak to Raynale) 
 b) Raynale (Glenhurst to Chesterfield) 
 c) Brookwood 
 d) Kenwood (western portion only)   
 
The public hearing opened at 6:05 p.m. 
 
Chairperson Slanga asked members of the audience to share their feedback.  She 
established that nothing is set in stone at this time and changes can always be made as 
they go along. 
 
Ms. Ecker offered a little history.  About six months ago the City Commission asked the 
MMTB to come up with some residential street width guidelines.  As a result, a policy 
statement for residential design standards was prepared by the traffic consultant and 
planners. They looked at the American Assoc. of State Highway and Traffic Officials 
Guidelines for Residential Streets; the Institute of Transportation Engineers; the Urban 
Land Institute; the Congress for New Urbanism; and the National Assoc. of City 
Transportation Officials.  Also they investigated other peer cities to Birmingham in order 
to decide on the policy statement which was recently approved by the City Commission. 
 
Under the new guidelines, a street that is unimproved or brand new would follow one set 
of guidelines and a street that is already improved and looking to be reconstructed or 
resurfaced would follow another set of rules. Unimproved means no curb and gutter and 
improved has a curb, gutter, sidewalk, etc. 
 
The City Commission's newly adopted policy basically looks at what the street width is to 
start with. If the existing width is 28 ft. or less, then the street would be rebuilt at the 
same width.  If the street is more than 28 ft. in width it would be reconstructed at 26 ft..  
Streets that are less than 28 ft. would be rebuilt as-is.  The goal is to make all streets 
consistent at 26 ft. in width.  The whole purpose is to reduce the number and severity of 
accidents, increase public safety, provide traffic calming, storm water runoff management, 
and to reduce infrastructure costs. 
 
The policy says that public input will be considered in the process, but in order to change 
the standard there has to be public input that wants to change it along with one of the 
safety and traffic engineering issues including but not limited to: 

 High traffic speed; 
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 Excessive or low amount of on-street parking;  
 Daily traffic volume exceeding 1,500 vehicles; 
 The street is a published school bus or frequent emergency response route; 
 Also, the presence of street trees that need to be taken out for narrowing or 

widening the road. 
 
The guidelines do not allow a street to be rebuilt at 32 ft. in width.  Even after meeting 
one of the exceptions the widest would be 30 ft. 
 
Mr. O'Meara highlighted a map that showed the streets that are improved but haven't 
been worked on in quite a while that are scheduled to be reconstructed next year, 
following the City's new street width guidelines: 

 Currently Glenhurst and Raynale are 32 ft. wide and are being recommended at 
26 ft.; 

 Portions of Brookwood and Kenwood will be rebuilt as-is at 24 ft. 
 
At this time members of the public were invited to speak. 
 
 Ms. Suzanne Lasser, 1120 N. Glenhurst, said the residences along Glenhurst are on 

the outskirts of town and not in an urban area.  That is part of the appeal of Glenhurst.  
She is against the narrowing of her street  
 

 Mr. Matthew McCardell, 940 N. Glenhurst, was present with his wife, Nicole.  He 
explained they chose Glenhurst specifically to live on because it is wide. They feel that 
is a selling feature.  Because they are close to the school they see a lot of traffic and 
parking including over their driveway. Construction and maintenance trucks park 
everywhere.  If the City decides to narrow the street, only residents should be allowed 
to park there.  Further, he pointed out that the survey that was done on parking along 
Glenhurst was completed on July 23rd which is before school started.  It is nowhere 
close to what happens during the school year. He suggested installing a four-way stop 
at Glenhurst and Raynale.   

 
 Mr. Joel Egelman ,1060 N. Glenhurst, came forward with his wife, Judy.  He indicated 

they are opposed to the proposal for the same reasons that the prior speakers 
indicated.  They have walked down every street between Glenhurst and Lake Park and 
Maple Rd. to Quarton.  Those are all unimproved streets and they have noticed that 
about 50% of the residents on those streets have paved over a good portion of the 
green space for parking area, That indicates that they don't value the green area and 
that there is not enough room to park on the street.  So, the Egelmans are opposed 
to the narrowing. 
 

 Ms. Debby Green who lives at 1888 Kenwood Ct. appeared with her husband, John.  
She stated they are absolutely opposed to what is being suggested.  This is a beautiful 
street and a beautiful neighborhood. The City plans to spend a lot of money to fix 



Multi-Modal Transportation Board Proceedings 
September 6, 2018 
Page 4 
 

 

something that doesn't need fixing.  Part of what they love is the width of that street. 
At Quarton School it is a nightmare because it is impossible to see to cross the street. 
 

 Mr. Dan Reddy at 1235 N. Glenhurst was there with his wife, Dianne DeAngelo.  He 
agreed with much that was already said.  He showed pictures of the next street over 
that is narrowed.  They depict how unsafe a narrow street is and how there is a lot of 
demand for on-street parking.  He agreed with the four-way stop sign suggestion and 
that the value of their house would be diminished by narrowing his street.  He has 
heard no one speak in favor of this project. There is no reason that every street has 
to be the same. 
 

 Mr. Timothy Cooper, 1179 N. Glenhurst, came forward along with his wife, Suzanne.  
He said one of the things they like about their street is the width.  It allows a lot of 
reactionary time if kids should pop out between parked cars.  Further, he agreed the 
home values would be reduced with the narrowing. 
 

 Ms. Judy Egelman,1060 N. Glenhurst, also a walker, stated they have always been 
thrilled that their street has curbs.  All of the streets they walk on have mud and 
because of that people park on their lawns and it looks terrible.  Do something about 
that and make Birmingham look wonderful. 
 

 Mr. Steve Hall,1120 Lyonhurst, was present with his wife, Susan.  He noted he is the 
first to speak about Raynale this evening. They haven't found anyone on Raynale that 
is in favor of the narrowing.  They feel Raynale is totally functional as it is today. A lot 
of contractors, construction vehicles and delivery trucks park on the street, but it still 
handles that. Also, Raynale is a school bus route and it is the street that parents come 
across in order to drop their kids off at Quarton School. Garbage trucks and emergency 
vehicles can get through fine. So, it is nice to have a wide street.  He cannot imagine 
how he would get out of his driveway and not hit someone with a 26 ft. wide street. 
 

 Mr. John Green, who lives at 1888 Kenwood Ct., noted his wife Debby spoke earlier.  
He added that spending taxpayers' money for people who don't want anything done 
doesn't make sense to him.  Kenwood Ct. is 24 ft. in width and very often vehicles are 
parked on both sides of the street and there have been times when they have not 
been able to get to their driveway. There has not been one comment that this is good 
for the neighborhood. 
 

 Mr. Alan Lasser, 1120 N. Glenhurst, noted that his wife, Suzanne, led off the comments.  
If speed is a concern, a four-way stop sign could be put in at the corner of Raynale 
and Glenhurst and maybe a couple of speed bumps.  In Winter when the streets are 
plowed they end up with a snow berm which narrows the street even more.  Also, the 
fact that vehicles are getting bigger hasn't been taken into consideration. 
 

 Ms. Elizabeth Moore, 967 N. Glenhurst, said she also has issues with school parking 
and traffic.  She barely can get out of her driveway when leaving for work in the 
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morning.  She cannot turn right out of her driveway, go down Glenhurst and make a 
left onto Oak because the traffic is so backed up.  She also bought her house because 
of the width of the street. 
 

 Mr. Chris Rath, 1266 N. Glenhurst, added from his observation that 26 ft. width streets 
don't stop people from driving at high speeds through the neighborhoods.  He also 
thought that four-way stop signs at Raynale and Oak would make a huge impact in 
terms of safety.  Therefore, he is adamantly opposed to the narrowing. 
 

 Mr. Will Fogel, 1025 N. Glenhurst, said he also moved onto Glenhurst because of the 
wide street and was opposed to the narrowing. 
 

 Mr. Jack Burkett, 1011 N. Glenhurst, noted he agrees with everything that has been 
said and is strongly against narrowing the street. A four-way stop at Oak would be a 
big help as it is a dangerous intersection. In answer to Mr. Burkett's question, Mr. 
O'Meara said the original motivation to rebuild the street is not about the width; it is 
about the fact that the street needs to be replaced.  There might be a nominal savings 
in reducing the width, but that is not the motivating factor. 
 

 Ms. Dianne DeAngelo, at 1235 N. Glenhurst, whose husband spoke earlier, reported 
that a friend in another community whose street was narrowed said it has been a 
nightmare since. There are still plenty of people parking on the street and vehicles 
cannot get by.  The school  busses have to stop and that ties up everybody.  So, their 
neighborhood ended up putting in stop signs.  She added that she is opposed, as most 
people are. 

 
 Mike Kell, 1851 Raynale, said he has not seen the consultant's report that made the 

recommendation to narrow his street.  He doesn't know of a pedestrian accident on 
Raynale for 43 years and he thinks that a collision is fairly rare.  He feels the residents 
have earned the right to know why this is being done.  Everyone living on these streets 
has said "no." 
 

 Mr. Matthew McCardell listed the common themes that have come out to this point: 
 People don't want the street narrowed; 
 They are okay with the road being improved with new curbs, new utilities, so long 

as it stays at the same width, or whatever they can get - 30 or 32 ft. 
 

Chairperson Slanga closed the public comments for the moment and opened up discussion  
from board members. She recalled the City Commission came to the MMTB and asked 
how to adjust street sizes appropriately and they requested a standard.  The board 
deliberated on this for a very long time over many months.  There is an exception in the 
standards which is if the street is adjacent to a school, a religious institution, a city park, 
or multiple-family resident development with other uses or accesses generally indicating 
higher traffic volumes.  She has heard that this evening and it will be taken into 
consideration as part of the discussion. 
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Further, she noted that stop signs generally make people drive faster.  They are not 
installed without a very specific set of criteria being present. 
 
Dr. Rontal said one of the most glaring things he heard is that the parking assessment 
was done while school was not in session.  That probably needs to be re-evaluated to 
determine what the real parking load is at maximum time.  
 
Chairperson Slanga asked to have a look primarily at Oak and Glenhurst with regard to 
parking, stop signs, backing out of driveways.  Additionally she noted that Pierce is another 
elementary school that should have similar challenges and has a 28 ft. entrance. 
 
Ms. Fogel said anything they can do to make their infrastructure more friendly to bicycles 
is something the board should be considering. 
 
The Chairperson opened audience discussion back up for new comments only, 
 
It was noted there is no problem at Pierce School because they have a huge parking lot. 
 
Mr. Jack Burkett received clarification that at the next meeting the Board will understand 
the limitations and what they need to recommend on the 30 ft. maximum width limitation. 
 
Ms. Ecker told Mr. Matthew McCardell that ultimately the final decision will be from the 
City Commission.  Mr. McCartel added that over the years Quarton School has accepted a 
lot of people that are out of the proper neighborhood.  This means that the amount of 
traffic and parking has been exasperated significantly. 
 
Barbara and Roger Trunski at 1220 N. Glenhurst indicated they do not want the roads 
narrowed. 
 
At 7:17 p.m. the public hearing was postponed to October 4, 2018. 
 
 
6. REQUEST FOR REMOVAL ON ON-STREET PARKING SPACE FOR  ELM 
SOUTH OF MAPLE RD. (not discussed) 
 
 
7. MAPLE RD. AND PIERCE ST. CROSSWALK SIGNING (not discussed) 
 
 
8. MOPED/SCOOTER PARKING DOWNTOWN (not discussed) 
 
 
9. MEETING OPEN TO THE PUBLIC FOR ITEMS NOT ONTHE AGENDA    
 (no discussion) 
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10. MISCELLANEOUS COMMUNICATIONS (none) 

 
 
11. NEXT MEETING OCTOBER 4, 2018 at 6 p.m. 
 
 
11. ADJOURNMENT 
 
No further business being evident, the board members adjourned at 7:17 p.m. 
 
 
            
     Jana Ecker, Planning Director 
 
      
            
     Paul O'Meara, City Engineer 
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MEMORANDUM 
 

Engineering Dept. 
Planning Dept. 

Police Dept. 
DATE:   September 28, 2018 
 
TO:   Multi-Modal Transportation Board 
 
FROM:  Jana Ecker, Planning Director 
   Scott Grewe, Police Commander 

Paul T. O’Meara, City Engineer 
 
SUBJECT: Quarton Lake Subdivision Paving Project 
 Public Hearing - Update 
 
At the hearing held on September 6, the Board asked for more information regarding traffic and 
parking counts.  The Police Dept. assisted in that regard, and has the following information to offer: 
 
Traffic Counts 
 
Traffic counts were taken by an outside firm an average of 200 ft. away from two intersections, in 
all four directions.  The subject intersections were: 
 

1. N. Glenhurst Dr. at Oak St. 
2. N. Glenhurst Dr. at Raynale St. 

 
The following interesting points of interest can be found from the data: 
 

1. Average daily traffic counts were taken the week of September 24.  Oak St. was significantly 
higher than the other streets in the area.  Northbound Glenhurst Dr. was the next busiest, 
particularly north and south of Oak St.   

2. Raynale St. was impacted by school traffic, but to a lesser extent.  A large amount of the 
counts generated were during the peak morning or afternoon school times. 

3. Neither of the streets generated traffic counts close to the range considered to be carrying 
substantial traffic, set at 1,500 vehicles per day.   

 
Parking Counts 
 
Additional parking counts were taken on Glenhurst Dr. during school arrival and dismissal times.  
Counts were first taken on Thursday, September 20.  The weather was raining that day, so counts 
were taken the next day too (Friday, September 21) in the event that weather had impacted the 
counts.  Parked car counts were slightly higher on Friday than on the day before (during inclement 
weather). 
 
N. Glenhurst Dr., north of Oak St.: 
 
8:40 AM = 5 cars 
3:45 PM = 3 cars 



























































































 

1 
 
 

MEMORANDUM 
 

Engineering Dept. 
Planning Dept. 

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

Paul T. O’Meara, City Engineer 
 
SUBJECT: Quarton Lake Subdivision Paving Project 
 Public Hearing 
 
 
At the August meeting of the Multi-Modal Transportation Board (MMTB), the Board reviewed an 
initial conceptual proposal from staff for the reconstruction of several street segments in 2019.  
Two street segments, N. Glenhurst Dr. and Raynale St., are currently 32 ft. wide.  In accordance 
with the City’s new street width policy, the Board passed a motion recommending that these 
street segments be reconstructed at 26 ft. wide.  The project also includes two other street 
segments, that being Brookwood Lane and Kenwood Ct.  These streets are presently 24 ft. wide.  
No changes are being recommended for either of those streets, again, in accordance with the 
City’s policy.   
 
A public hearing was scheduled for the Board’s regular meeting of September 6, 2018.  In order 
to notify the neighborhood, postcards were sent to each address, directing residents to the City’s 
website if more information was desired.  In addition, four neighborhood signs were posted at 
each entrance to the area to help notify residents of these proposed changes.   
 
As of this writing, we have received several comments about the proposal.  The written comments 
received to date can be summarized as follows: 
 
N. Glenhurst Dr. – Two residents opposed to reducing the width. 
 
Raynale St. – Three residents opposed to reducing the width. 
 
Kenwood Ct. – One resident requesting the reduction of the center grass island in the cul-de-
sac, and commenting on poor drainage at the end of the block.  (I spoke with the resident on 
Kenwood Ct., and explained that we were not rebuilding the cul-de-sac portion of this street, 
given its relatively young age, and that only resurfacing was proposed.  She understood, and 
indicated that she could accept that this change is not feasible at this time.  Relative to the 
drainage problem, we have verified that the drain at the end of this street is intentionally restricted 
to reduce the chance of basements backing up.  As part of the engineering design, a review of 
the storm sewer system capacity is currently underway.  If it is determined that the restrictor can 
be removed at the end of the project, thereby fixing this issue, we will proceed in that direction.   
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After receiving input from the neighborhood at the public hearing, the Board will need to make a 
final recommendation to the City Commission relative to the final design for these streets. A 
suggested recommendation is provided below for your consideration. 
 
SUGGESTED RECOMMENDATION: 
 
After review of the Multi-Modal Master Plan, as well as conducting a public hearing, the Multi-
Modal Transportation Board recommends to the City Commission that the final designs for the 
Quarton Lake Street Paving Project proceed in accordance with the City’s Residential Street Width 
Policy, rebuilding the following street segments at the following width, as measured between the 
face of the curbs: 
 
N. Glenhurst Dr., Raynale St. to Oak St. – 26 ft. (reduced from 32 ft.) 
Raynale St., N. Glenhurst Dr. to Chesterfield Ave. – 26 ft. (reduced from 32 ft.) 
Brookwood Lane – N. Glenhurst Dr. to Raynale St. – 24 ft.  
Kenwood Ct. – N. Glenhurst Dr. to 220 ft. east – 24 ft. 
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Glenhurst
Raynale/Oak

 
 
 
 

Lane1
Date\Speed

(MPH)
1-5 6-10 11-15 16-20 21-25 26-30 31-35 36-40 41-45 46-50 51-55 56-60 61-65  >65 Total

5/9/2017 0 6 21 83 65 29 11 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 217
5/10/2017 0 16 27 72 81 54 8 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 259
5/11/2017 0 7 15 61 103 66 17 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 270
5/12/2017 0 0 2 4 14 10 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 32

Lane1 Total 0 29 65 220 263 159 38 3 0 0 0 0 0 1 778
85 percentile = 27

Lane2
Date\Speed

(MPH)
1-5 6-10 11-15 16-20 21-25 26-30 31-35 36-40 41-45 46-50 51-55 56-60 61-65  >65 Total

5/9/2017 0 0 41 73 83 55 7 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 259
5/10/2017 0 3 57 88 105 77 11 3 0 0 0 0 0 1 345
5/11/2017 0 5 34 74 100 65 25 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 305
5/12/2017 0 1 1 13 16 13 5 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 50

Lane2 Total 0 9 133 248 304 210 48 5 1 0 0 0 0 1 959
85 percentile = 27

Combined
Date\Speed

(MPH)
1-5 6-10 11-15 16-20 21-25 26-30 31-35 36-40 41-45 46-50 51-55 56-60 61-65  >65 Total

5/9/2017 0 6 62 156 148 84 18 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 476
5/10/2017 0 19 84 160 186 131 19 3 0 0 0 0 0 2 604
5/11/2017 0 12 49 135 203 131 42 2 1 0 0 0 0 0 575
5/12/2017 0 1 3 17 30 23 7 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 82
Combined

Total
0 38 198 468 567 369 86 8 1 0 0 0 0 2 1737

85 percentile = 27

BIRMINGHAM POLICE DEPARTMENT
151 MARTIN ST.
BIRMINGHAM, MI 48009



MEMORANDUM 
 

Engineering Dept. 
DATE:   July 27, 2018 
 
TO:   Multi-Modal Transportation Board 
 
FROM:  Paul T. O’Meara, City Engineer 
 
SUBJECT: 2019 Local Streets Paving Project 
 Parking Survey Results 
 
 
The following results were tabulated by the Police Dept. for the current parking demand within 
the 2019 paving project area during the week of July 23: 
 

Street Daytime Overnight 
Glenhurst 9% 7% 

Raynale 18% 14% 
Brookwood 9% 0% 
Kenwood 13% 13% 
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8/17/2018 City of Birmingham MI Mail - Public hearing re pavement reconstruction

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/?ui=2&ik=4033b3ab11&jsver=h5JR5ir2cWY.en.&cbl=gmail_fe_180812.12_p3&view=pt&search=inbox&th=1654471ee428106c&siml=

Jana Ecker <jecker@bhamgov.org>

Public hearing re pavement reconstruction 
1 message

Susan Conway <suelee25@me.com> Thu, Aug 16, 2018 at 4:33 PM
To: jecker@bhamgov.org

     My name is Susan Conway. I live at 1881 Kenwood Ct in Birmingham. I will not be able to attend the  
meeting on September 6 regarding pavement reconstruction but would like to mention two things regarding 
Kenwood Ct. I live at the end of Kenwood Ct and I suggest the island/ cal-de-sac in front of my house  
(that contains the fire hydrant) be made smaller. I have noticed often that garbage trucks, fire trucks, snow plows, 
and many delivery trucks cannot get around the cal-de-sac without having to back up two or three times and often  
end up driving over the curb and onto the lawn of the residents that live around the island. Also when it rains hard  
all of the water from Kenwood Ct runs down towards the cal de sac and the drain is constantly backed up and the  
water accumulates at a very high level and often flows up onto my grass and my neighbors grass.  
     Please let me know if these issues can be addressed at the meeting without my attendance. 
 
Thank you, 
 
Susan Conway 
248-804-4499 
 
 
 



8/27/2018 City of Birmingham MI Mail - North Glenhurst Drive street width

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/?ui=2&ik=4033b3ab11&jsver=TKereZPtSMY.en.&cbl=gmail_fe_180822.12_p2&view=pt&search=inbox&th=1657d120e9a71925&siml=

Jana Ecker <jecker@bhamgov.org>

North Glenhurst Drive street width 
1 message

Barbara Trunsky <btrunsky@comcast.net> Mon, Aug 27, 2018 at 4:27 PM
To: jecker@bhamgov.org
Cc: mbaka@bhamgov.org

Hello Ms. Ecker,
 
I want to find out what the agenda is for the city hall meeting on Thursday, September 6 at 6:30pm.  I live on North
Glenhurst Drive between Raynale and Redding and I do not want my street narrowed.  We actually have one of the
nicest blocks in the entire city since people can actually park on the street and vehicles can still drive by with plenty of
room to pass.  It would be a shame to make our road nearly unpassable like most of the other roads in the city.
 
I fear that many people will not find out about this meeting in time to attend.  The Birmingham website is hard to navigate
and I don’t believe that it has been updated yet.  I called and was lucky enough to talk to someone who could at least tell
me when the meeting was.
 
Please advise at your earliest convenience.
 
Thank you,
 
Barbara Trunsky



8/28/2018 City of Birmingham MI Mail - Re: Objections to narrowing N. Glenhurst Drive & Raynale

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/?ui=2&ik=4607cf6df1&jsver=xs54cwwYgHM.en.&cbl=gmail_fe_180820.11_p4&view=pt&search=inbox&th=16580733… 1/2

Paul O'Meara <pomeara@bhamgov.org>

Re: Objections to narrowing N. Glenhurst Drive & Raynale 
1 message

Susan Delpup <sdelpup@bhamgov.org> Tue, Aug 28, 2018 at 8:12 AM
To: Barbara Trunsky <btrunsky@comcast.net>
Cc: Paul O'Meara <pomeara@bhamgov.org>

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Trunsky,
 
Thank you very much for taking the time to communicate your opinion on the Glenhurst project.  I am copying Paul
O'Meara, our City Engineer, on this reply, to make sure that your thoughts are passed along to all concerned.
 
Regards,
 
On Mon, Aug 27, 2018 at 8:49 PM, Barbara Trunsky <btrunsky@comcast.net> wrote: 

To: The Multi-Modal Transportation Board

From:  Barbara & Roger Trunsky

Re: Planned reconstruction of the pavement on N Glenhurst Drive, and adjacent streets and related work

Dated:  August 27, 2018

 

We have lived at 1220 N. Glenhurst Drive between Raynale and Redding for almost 20 years. 

We have recently learned that there is a plan being proposed to reduce the widths of N. Glenhurst Drive
and Raynale from 32 feet to 26 feet. 

N. Glenhurst Drive (between Oak and Redding) and Raynale are one of the few areas in the entire city
where one can actually park on the street and vehicles can still drive by with good visibility and with plenty
of room to pass.  

Most of Birmingham consists of narrow roads that require one to pull over and wait for oncoming traffic to
pass.  The continuous construction going on in our city with all of the parked vehicles that brings, along
with the narrowed roads, is a safety hazard for both pedestrians and vehicles.  It is especially dangerous
for children who may not be as adept at crossing congested streets with poor visibility.

We do not need an extra-wide sidewalk for pedestrians especially when the consequence will be to make
it more dangerous for pedestrians to cross the street.

If you are truly concerned about speeding, make N. Glenhurst Drive and Raynale a 4-way stop.  And,
while you are considering the safety of pedestrians, a 4-way stop at N. Glenhurst Drive and Oak should
also be strongly considered.  It is a miracle that no one has been killed at that intersection due to cars
speeding eastbound down Oak around the curve with limited visibility.

We do not need additional green space on our already beautiful streets with our large, well-established
trees.  Narrowing the roads, expanding the sidewalks and planting a few young trees in the right of way
would most likely end up jeopardizing the tree roots of our current trees and would eventually cause their
demise. 

We strongly object to Birmingham’s plan to take one of the few truly safe and beautiful areas of the city
and make it more dangerous by narrowing the roads. 

Sincerely,

Barbara & Roger Trunsky

mailto:btrunsky@comcast.net
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--  

Sue DelPup 
Admin. Assistant
Planning/Engineering
City of Birmingham
151 Martin
Birmingham, MI  48009
Ph:  248-530-1850  Ext. 1837
Fax: 248-530-1290
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Jana Ecker <jecker@bhamgov.org>

Re: Opposition to changing the width of Raynale ... 
1 message

Susan Delpup <sdelpup@bhamgov.org> Wed, Aug 29, 2018 at 8:02 AM
To: Steve Hall <Steve@sehallco.com>
Cc: Paul O'Meara <pomeara@bhamgov.org>, Jana Ecker <Jecker@bhamgov.org>

Dear Mr. Hall,
 
Thank you very much for taking the time to communicate your opinion on the Raynale project.  I am copying Paul
O'Meara, our City Engineer, and Jana Ecker, Planning Director,on this reply to ensure that your thoughts are passed
along to all concerned. 
 
Regards,
 
 
On Tue, Aug 28, 2018 at 8:37 PM, Steve Hall <Steve@sehallco.com> wrote: 

To the Multi-Modal Board:

 

 

I STRONGLY OPPOSE ANY PLAN TO NARROW RAYNALE STREET.  DO  NOT REDUCE ITS
WIDTH.

 

My reasons for this are:

 

1. Raynale is totally functional as it is today, except for long-overdue paving.

2. Reducing the width of Raynale will greatly increase dangers to:
a. Drivers, including Moms going to/from Quarton School with their kids
b. School bus drivers and kids getting on and off the buses
c. Construction crews and their trucks and equipment
d. Contractors for lawn care, maintenance projects, tree trimmers, home improvement projects, cleaning,

HVAC repairs, electrical services, cable-TV services, etc.
e. Garbage trucks
f. US Mail and other delivery vans and personnel
g. Emergency vehicles

3. We all have plenty of green space today.  There is no need for more – that will cost us more time and money to
maintain.

4. Speeding on Raynale is NOT a significant issue and never has been.

5. Given NO legal mandate for street width, there is no need to spend more money to change something that
works well with NO problems.  The old adage is true:  “If it ain’t broke, don’t fix it.”

See the attachment for more details.

 

Thank you.

mailto:Steve@sehallco.com
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Steve Hall

1120 Lyonhurst (NE corner of Lyonhurst and Raynale)

 

 

 
 
 
--  

Sue DelPup 
Admin. Assistant
Planning/Engineering
City of Birmingham
151 Martin
Birmingham, MI  48009
Ph:  248-530-1850  Ext. 1837
Fax: 248-530-1290
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Jana Ecker <jecker@bhamgov.org>

Re: Opposition to changing the width of Raynale ... 
1 message

Susan Delpup <sdelpup@bhamgov.org> Wed, Aug 29, 2018 at 8:03 AM
To: "Susan B. Hall" <SusanB@bfpc.com>
Cc: Paul O'Meara <pomeara@bhamgov.org>, Jana Ecker <Jecker@bhamgov.org>

Dear Ms. Hall,
 
Thank you very much for taking the time to communicate your opinion on the Raynale project.  I am copying Paul
O'Meara, our City Engineer, and Jana Ecker, Planning Director,on this reply to ensure that your thoughts are passed
along to all concerned. 
 
 
Regards,
 
On Tue, Aug 28, 2018 at 9:23 PM, Susan B. Hall <SusanB@bfpc.com> wrote: 

To the Multi-Modal Board:

 

WE STRONGLY OPPOSE ANY PLAN TO NARROW RAYNALE STREET.  DO  NOT REDUCE ITS WIDTH.

 

Our reasons for this are:

 

1. Raynale is totally functional as it is today, except for long-overdue paving.

2. Reducing the width of Raynale will greatly increase dangers to:
a. Drivers, including Moms going to/from Quarton School with their kids
b. School bus drivers and kids getting on and off the buses
c. Construction crews and their trucks and equipment
d. Contractors for lawn care, maintenance projects, tree trimmers, home improvement projects, cleaning,

HVAC repairs, electrical services, cable-TV services, etc.
e. Garbage trucks
f. US Mail and other delivery vans and personnel
g. Emergency vehicles

3. We all have plenty of green space today.  There is no need for more – that will cost us more time and money to
maintain.

4. Speeding on Raynale is NOT a significant issue and never has been.

5. Given NO legal mandate for street width, there is no need to spend more money to change something that
works well with NO problems.  The old adage is true:  “If it ain’t broke, don’t fix it.”

See the attachment for more details.

 

Thank you.

Susan Hall

1120 Lyonhurst

mailto:SusanB@bfpc.com
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Birmingham

 
 
 
--  

Sue DelPup 
Admin. Assistant
Planning/Engineering
City of Birmingham
151 Martin
Birmingham, MI  48009
Ph:  248-530-1850  Ext. 1837
Fax: 248-530-1290
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Jana Ecker <jecker@bhamgov.org>

Re: Raynale - Opposition to reducing width.pdf 
1 message

Susan Delpup <sdelpup@bhamgov.org> Wed, Aug 29, 2018 at 1:02 PM
To: "Kell, Michael V." <mkell@howardandhoward.com>
Cc: Paul O'Meara <pomeara@bhamgov.org>, Jana Ecker <Jecker@bhamgov.org>

Dear Mr. Kell,
 
Thank you very much for taking the time to communicate your opinion on the Raynale project.  I am copying Paul
O'Meara, our City Engineer, and Jana Ecker, Planning Director,on this reply to ensure that your thoughts are passed
along to all concerned. 
 
Regards,
 
On Wed, Aug 29, 2018 at 11:29 AM, Kell, Michael V. <mkell@howardandhoward.com> wrote: 

Dear Members of he Board,

I am opposed to the narrowing of Raynale Street.

 

Attached you will find the work product of a recent meeting of unhappy residents. I attended the meeting.

 

The present width of Raynale is an advantage to the residents, not a disadvantage. That is, of course, obvious to all
who think fairly about it and the question which naturally arises,”Why is nasrrowing being proposed at all?” The
reasons forwarded as a basis to execute the work are, most charitably, unpersuasive. Broad boulevards are far more
attractive than narrow lanes. By narrowing Raynale, you are diminishing the value of my home. As a result, I intend to
follow the progress of this proposal closely, though your Board and through the City Commission’s consideration of your
thought process and articulated rationale.

 

I plan on attending your meeting and I will have questions for the Board. Do not hesitate to have the City Attorney
attend.

Respectfully submitted,

Michael Kell, Esq.

1851 Raynale Street

Birmingham, MI 48009

mailto:mkell@howardandhoward.com
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COMMUNICATION: Please copy all Patent and Trademark instructions to IPDocket@h2law.com to ensure proper
handling. In addition, please send all original documents for these matters to our head office in Royal Oak, MI. 
 
NOTICE: Information contained in this transmission to the named addressee is proprietary information and is subject to
attorney-client privilege and work product confidentiality. If the recipient of this transmission is not the named
addressee, the recipient should immediately notify the sender and destroy the information transmitted without making
any copy or distribution thereof. 
 
ELECTRONIC SIGNATURE: Nothing contained in this communication is intended to constitute an electronic signature
unless a specific statement to the contrary is included in this message.  

 
 
 
--  

Sue DelPup 
Admin. Assistant
Planning/Engineering
City of Birmingham
151 Martin
Birmingham, MI  48009
Ph:  248-530-1850  Ext. 1837
Fax: 248-530-1290
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Jana Ecker <jecker@bhamgov.org>

Re: Narrowing of Raynale 
1 message

Susan Delpup <sdelpup@bhamgov.org> Wed, Aug 29, 2018 at 1:01 PM
To: John Martin <jcmalert@hotmail.com>
Cc: Paul O'Meara <pomeara@bhamgov.org>, Jana Ecker <Jecker@bhamgov.org>

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Martin,
 
Thank you very much for taking the time to communicate your opinion on the Raynale project.  I am copying Paul
O'Meara, our City Engineer, and Jana Ecker, Planning Director,on this reply to ensure that your thoughts are passed
along to all concerned. 
 
Regards,
 
On Wed, Aug 29, 2018 at 11:19 AM, John Martin <jcmalert@hotmail.com> wrote: 

 

Engineering Dept/Multi-Model Board

 

 

 

WE STRONGLY OPPOSE ANY PLAN TO NARROW RAYNALE STREET.  DO  NOT REDUCE ITS WIDTH.

 

Our reasons for this are:

 

1. Raynale is totally functional as it is today, except for long-overdue paving.

2. Reducing the width of Raynale will greatly increase dangers to:
a. Drivers, including Moms going to/from Quarton School with their kids
b. School bus drivers and kids getting on and off the buses
c. Construction crews and their trucks and equipment
d. Contractors for lawn care, maintenance projects, tree trimmers, home improvement projects, cleaning,

HVAC repairs, electrical services, cable-TV services, etc.
e. Garbage trucks
f. US Mail and other delivery vans and personnel
g. Emergency vehicles

3. We all have plenty of green space today.  There is no need for more – that will cost us more time and money to
maintain.

4. Speeding on Raynale is NOT a significant issue and never has been.

5. Given NO legal mandate for street width, there is no need to spend more money to change something that
works well with NO problems. 

6. Please see the attachment for additional comments.

John/Kris Martin

1131 Lyonhurst

mailto:jcmalert@hotmail.com
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Birmingham, MI 48009

(248) 885-1277

 

 

 

 
 
 
--  

Sue DelPup 
Admin. Assistant
Planning/Engineering
City of Birmingham
151 Martin
Birmingham, MI  48009
Ph:  248-530-1850  Ext. 1837
Fax: 248-530-1290
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Jana Ecker <jecker@bhamgov.org>

Re: Roads Reconstruction Project - Public Hearing 
1 message

Susan Delpup <sdelpup@bhamgov.org> Mon, Sep 10, 2018 at 9:48 AM
To: Srinivas Thota <tngs@hotmail.com>
Cc: Jana Ecker <Jecker@bhamgov.org>, Paul O'Meara <pomeara@bhamgov.org>

Dear Srinivas, 
 
Thank you very much for taking the time to communicate your opinion on the Raynale/Glenhurst project.  I am copying
Paul O'Meara, our City Engineer, and Jana Ecker, Planning Director,on this reply to ensure that your thoughts are passed
along to all concerned. 
 
Regards,
 
On Sun, Sep 9, 2018 at 2:23 PM, Srinivas Thota <tngs@hotmail.com> wrote: 

Dear Austin,

 

First let me apologize for late response. I have read the complete proposal and here are comments

 

N Glenhurst Dr – Raynale to Oak – The proposal to reduce 32ft to 26th is particularly concerning during the school year
as the parents park the cars on both sides of the Glenhurst waiting or picking up the children. Reducing the road by 6ft
makes it almost impossible to navigate during this time. So we would recommend to keep the road at 32ft.

 

Kenwood Ct – The proposal to pave with concrete is a great idea for the first 220 ft and then just repair the street and
apply asphalt for 1.5 inches thick may not be a great idea. We would like to keep it consistent either concrete or Ashpalt
for the entire kenwood ct.

 

Please review both these concerns and advice.

 

Thanks,

Srinivas Thota

248-302-0666

1885 Kenwood Ct

Birmingham, MI 48009

 

 

 

 
 
 
--  

mailto:tngs@hotmail.com
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Sue DelPup 
Admin. Assistant
Planning/Engineering
City of Birmingham
151 Martin
Birmingham, MI  48009
Ph:  248-530-1850  Ext. 1837
Fax: 248-530-1290
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Paul O'Meara <pomeara@bhamgov.org>

Re: Roads Reconstruction Project - Public Hearing 
1 message

Paul O'Meara <pomeara@bhamgov.org> Mon, Sep 10, 2018 at 11:54 AM
To: Srinivas Thota <tngs@hotmail.com>
Cc: Jana Ecker <Jecker@bhamgov.org>, Susan Delpup <sdelpup@bhamgov.org>
Bcc: Paul O'Meara <Pomeara@bhamgov.org>

Dear Srinivas,
 
Thanks for taking the time to make your comments on our upcoming street construction plans.
 
Regarding the proposal for N. Glenhurst, the Multi-Modal Transportation Board took comments from others that were also
not supportive of the suggested change in width.  Due to a conflict with another scheduled meeting, and the need for
additional information, they determined that it was best to discuss this question further.  They will take up the matter again
at their next meeting, which is scheduled for Thursday, October 4, at 6 PM.  The meeting will be held at City Hall.
 
Regarding the change in paving materials, I understand your concern relative to the change in materials.  When the
pavement is being completely replaced, the City is now installing concrete streets, similar to what was done last year on
Oak St.  The other new streets on the project, such as Glenhurst Dr., will be concrete.  We have found that while it costs
more, the long term benefit to the City makes it worthwhile, as it will not deteriorate nearly as fast.  Since the City is
responsible for the costs of future maintenance, concrete is the preferable choice.  With the newer section of Kenwood
Ct., given its relatively young age, we cannot justify tearing out the pavement in its entirety and replacing it at this time (to
match the concrete).  With that in mind, since we are working in the area, it is appropriate to do a lower cost rehabilitation
of the existing street.  By removing and replacing just the upper layer of asphalt, we will be able to achieve a quick, cost
effective renewal of the current street.  
 
On Mon, Sep 10, 2018 at 9:48 AM, Susan Delpup <sdelpup@bhamgov.org> wrote: 

Dear Srinivas, 
 
Thank you very much for taking the time to communicate your opinion on the Raynale/Glenhurst project.  I am copying
Paul O'Meara, our City Engineer, and Jana Ecker, Planning Director,on this reply to ensure that your thoughts are
passed along to all concerned. 
 
Regards,
 
On Sun, Sep 9, 2018 at 2:23 PM, Srinivas Thota <tngs@hotmail.com> wrote: 

Dear Austin,

 

First let me apologize for late response. I have read the complete proposal and here are comments

 

N Glenhurst Dr – Raynale to Oak – The proposal to reduce 32ft to 26th is particularly concerning during the school
year as the parents park the cars on both sides of the Glenhurst waiting or picking up the children. Reducing the road
by 6ft makes it almost impossible to navigate during this time. So we would recommend to keep the road at 32ft.

 

Kenwood Ct – The proposal to pave with concrete is a great idea for the first 220 ft and then just repair the street and
apply asphalt for 1.5 inches thick may not be a great idea. We would like to keep it consistent either concrete or
Ashpalt for the entire kenwood ct.

 

Please review both these concerns and advice.

mailto:sdelpup@bhamgov.org
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Thanks,

Srinivas Thota

248-302-0666

1885 Kenwood Ct

Birmingham, MI 48009

 

 

 

 
 
 
--  

Sue DelPup 
Admin. Assistant
Planning/Engineering
City of Birmingham
151 Martin
Birmingham, MI  48009
Ph:  248-530-1850  Ext. 1837
Fax: 248-530-1290

 
 
 
--  
Paul T. O'Meara
City of Birmingham, MI
City Engineer
 
248-530-1836
pomeara@bhamgov.org
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To: Joe Valentine, City Manager, Birmingham 

cc: Pierre Boutros, City Commissioner, Birmingham 

From: Steve Hall, 1120 Lyonhurst (@ Raynale), Birmingham 

Date: September 8, 2018 

Re: Birmingham Streets Policy 

 

Thanks so much for taking time to meet with me this past Thursday, September 6 in your offices.  When 

combined with my previous meeting with Pierre Boutros and attendance at the Multi-Modal Board 

meeting Thursday evening, I have learned a lot about the City’s new Streets Policy.  It is great that the 

City has been able to develop this policy and pass an enabling ordinance for it.  Now, of course, come 

the next steps of testing, refinement, and implementation – never easy.  Of course, the City and its 

residents have known about the emphasis on “traffic calming” and resulting road narrowing for several 

years.  This new policy expands those initiatives to encompass our entire city.  With that in mind, I offer 

the following observations and suggestions. 

(Note:  The proposed street improvement project utilizing the new Birmingham Streets Policy was 

identified by the Engineering Department as “Quarton Lake Sub Reconstruction – Phase I”.  This is not 

correct.  The 4 streets involved are all part of the “Harrowgate Estates” subdivision, which has no 

relation to the “Quarton Lake Estates” subdivision, except for proximity.  Harrowgate is unique in its 

design (with major and minor streets), lot sizes (mostly large and some doubled), and house styles.  

Residents of Harrowgate made decisions to live here and not in Quarton Lake Estates, often for the 

unique street design.  However, residents of the 2 subdivisions, plus a few other locations, are all able to 

be members of the Quarton Lake Neighborhood Association, which is not an official “location” of the 

City of Birmingham.) 

 

TESTING, REFINEMENT, AND IMPLEMENTATION 

Every organization (public and private) that embarks on a significant new project needs to have a plan 

for testing, refinement, and implementation.  That is not evident in this case.  One guess is that the City 

believes that it has already tested the traffic calming and street narrowing concept in other places 

around the City, so that is not required here.  But, if that is true, then (to my knowledge) there has been 

no information disseminated and promoted as to the results of such projects and the benefits that our 

City has enjoyed from those efforts.  Residents have seen the resulting traffic and have mixed views, but 

it is not generally known what benefits we have achieved.   

Further, those previous efforts were not undertaken using the new Streets Policy just put into effect.  

This is not only the first attempt at implementing this approach, but – importantly – it is the first 

significant project to be proposed for development in the middle of a single-family-home residential 

area.  Changing streets in a commercial or business area is not the same as changing the streets where 

residents live everyday and own their single largest investment.  This is day-after-day-after-day life for 

the affected residents.  It is not a process for absentee commercial property owners or consultants who 

do not live daily with their recommendations.  So, it begets a whole new set of challenges, the first signs 

of which began to appear at last Thursday’s Multi-Modal Board meeting.  No mention was made by the 
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Board, or the City staff in attendance, of a testing, refinement, and implementation plan.  Our residents 

(perhaps especially in Harrowgate Estates) are professionals and executives who expect to see well 

thought out plans and strategies.  We all missed that. 

 

JUSTIFICATION – OVERALL FOR A STREET POLICY 

One challenge facing the City and Staff is apparently to justify the stated need in the Streets Policy that 

“[t]he purpose of these standards is to provide consistent street widths throughout the city …”.  

Obviously, there is no understanding of this “need” by the affected residents of this first proposed 

project.  The well-attended Multi-Modal Board meeting heard very thoughtful 100% negative comments 

regarding this proposed project.  Clearly no one moved into Harrowgate Estates for a cookie-cutter 

appearance or lifestyle.   

The challenge is compounded by reasons for the proposed project presented on the website that are 

difficult to take seriously, since they are obviously not convincing or persuasive.   

First, they comprise “more green space” in an area of large lots with much open green space 

already and negative tradeoffs to residents thinking of having to take care of even more green 

space.   

Second, for one street, they cite the added ability to plant more trees without offering why that 

makes sense, given all the mature trees that already exist.   

Third, they cite the tendency to reduce traffic speeds with no examples of that being a problem 

or that the approach really does work.   

And, fourth, they note that a narrower street does not take as long for a pedestrian to cross.  

That’s too obvious and irrelevant for comment. 

Other reasons given in the policy statement that reference so-called design recommendations from 

national organizations are not considered relevant by many of our residents since our City is already 

fully developed and – at least in Harrowgate Estates – operating well, except for the lack of City 

attention for years on the conditions of our pavement.  (We have been waiting years and years for 

Raynale to be repaved, NOT narrowed.)  (Also see below for problems related to the Oak Street 

reconstruction for Quarton School.)  Such standards may well be appropriate for cities in suburban areas 

that are experiencing massive subdivision developments.  That is not the case for Birmingham, and 

hasn’t been for many decades.  While we have significant residential development, it is all one-at-a-time 

replacement in existing neighborhoods. 

Further, the reasons given do not appear to include any significant analyses of the impact of narrower 

streets on emergency police, fire, and EMS services.  Those services would seem to prefer wider streets 

wherever possible, but that issue was either not addressed or not reported.  It is, however, an important 

consideration for residents, especially as the population ages and housing becomes older. 

So, clearly, there is a significant need for the City and Staff to determine how to “sell” implementation of 

the Commission’s new streets policy.  Since the City Commissioners likely live throughout the City’s 

various neighborhoods, they may also provide useful insight into this “selling” process. 
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JUSTIFICATION – DETAIL OF POLICY STATEMENT 

As a result of the Thursday evening meeting, the Board has several notes from Board members, plus a 

huge stack of comments sent in from residents, plus the likelihood of more comments coming.  So, the 

policy refinement process will most likely begin prior to starting the first proposed project.  That will not 

negate the need for additional refinement later.  Some examples already identified include – 

1. If a street meets certain exceptions, then why is the maximum width still limited to 30 feet?  No 

comments or explanation exists (that we know of) to explain why 30 feet is the magic maximum.  

Further, the proposed project currently has 2 streets that are 32 feet wide.  So far, no resident 

has been identified who wants the street width reduced even 2 feet, much less than 6 feet.  

Virtually all residents have been contacted and many attended the Board meeting.  (Some had 

conflicting schedules.) 

 

2. If school buses regularly use a street (and have for the past 40 years at least) but that street is 

not on the “published Birmingham Public Schools bus route” (though that “fact” was not 

supported by any evidence provided by the City or Board), why does that NOT count as an 

exception?  As expected, the big yellow buses marked “Birmingham Public Schools” began 

stopping for kids on Raynale this past Tuesday morning, the first day of school.  Are these buses 

for private schools and if so, does the City have a different policy for that? 

 

3. Why is there an exception for a street that is “adjacent” to a school or other use that generates 

higher traffic, and not all streets that are significantly impacted by such uses? 

 

4. What is the source of the minimum parking percentages?  Are they mandated standards from 

some law or ordinance?  Are they arbitrary from some “national” organization?  How do they 

apply to Birmingham?  What difference does it make if the “15%” minimum is “10%” or “20%”?  

No justification is cited in the policy statement regarding these percentages. 

 

5. What are the minimum survey standards for such items as traffic counts and speeds?  Is there a 

statistically valid minimum for data collection that must be met to provide reliable results?  If so, 

did the data collection for this project meet that criteria? 

 

6. Why are total daily traffic counts useful when capacity planning theory is based on measuring 

peak loads, not totals and averages? 

 

7. What considerations are appropriate for through streets versus local streets?  Should those 

considerations be noted and analyzed in preparing recommendations for change? 

 

8. What issues were raised by postal and package delivery services regarding the utility of and 

preference for narrower streets? 

 

9. Why is there not an apparent benefit of wider streets that provide a margin of error in 

unexpected situations?  Examples include kids darting out from between parked cars, occupants 
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in cars opening the car doors into the street with oncoming traffic, bicyclists navigating along 

with car traffic, and cars backing out of driveways.  These would all seem to benefit from wider 

streets with resulting lower tight congestion and more opportunities for crash avoidance.  But, 

the omission of this subject suggests that data and analyses exist proving no such benefits exist. 

 

10. Why is there not an analysis included in the policy statement regarding the impact of snow 

removal and drive ability of narrow streets versus wider streets? 

 

JUSTIFICATION – SPECIFIC PROPOSED PROJECT 

As with the above, the Board also has been provided with significant comments related to this specific 

proposed project.  Such comments strongly indicate that the City Staff may not have completed 

adequate research (termed due diligence) in their preparation for this proposal.  Some examples 

include, but are not limited to (and in no particular order): 

 

1. There is no mention in the proposal regarding the significant traffic congestion problem that has 

resulted from the new Oak Street configuration at Quarton School.  This is true even though 

both City Staff and the Board were aware of the significant problems.  Clearly the proposal to 

reduce the width of Glenhurst before addressing and fixing the parents’ pick up and drop off 

issue is a major oversight. 

 

2. No traffic counts were made for Raynale before proposing to reduce its width.  Rather, an 

assumption was made that the counts would be less than for Glenhurst.  This assumption was 

not supported, even though Raynale is a major through street running east/west between 

Chesterfield and Cranbrook. 

 

3. No speed measurements were made for Raynale.  However, the proposal states that “[c]ity staff 

is not aware of ongoing traffic or safety issues …”.  As such, that does not support the need to 

reduce width in order to “help keep traffic speeds down.”  Speed measurements for Glenhurst 

(which may or may not be statistically valid – see above) were in the acceptable range, also 

negating that need for reducing street width. 

 

4. No mention of costs is included in the proposal, even though residents care about the high costs 

of living in Birmingham, and do not expect costs to be more than necessary.  There is a 

statement that all underground utilities will be replaced without any explanation of why.  While 

Brookwood has experienced flooding problems requiring fixes to storm drains, no such issues 

are apparent on the other streets.  No mention is made of the actual age of the “utilities” versus 

the expected life of such items; nor is any mention made of the results of recent sewer testing.  

So, there is no way for residents to assess the necessity of this expenditure of money and 

displacement of normal living conditions during the proposed construction period. 

 

5. No mention exists in the proposal that any analysis was performed on the potential impact on 

property values that could result from narrowing Raynale and Glenhurst.  Several residents 
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expressed concern that a reduction in value would occur. 

 

6. As noted above under overall justification, the City desires “consistent street widths”.  However, 

this proposal only addresses half of Glenhurst in Harrowgate Estates and only half of Raynale in 

Harrowgate Estates.  For both of these 32-foot-wide streets, the proposal is to reduce to 26 feet 

wide.  That leaves an implied assumption that the other half of these 2 streets will also be able 

to be reduced to 26 feet wide in order to result in consistent street widths throughout our 

neighborhood.  But, those second half streets are said to require a special assessment district in 

order to accomplish that.  Given the total objection presented by the residents on the first half 

of these 2 streets, the idea that the residents of the second half will enjoy a special assessment 

to make their street less functional is a big assumption that does not appear to have been 

thoroughly evaluated.  No comments regarding this are in the proposal.  

 

7. No mention exists in the proposal regarding the impact of narrower streets on frequent 

neighborhood construction projects.  The past few years have seen numerous new homes being 

built to replace older homes that are not as desirable for new buyers – a total of 11 in 

Harrowgate Estates alone.  Along the Raynale section alone, about half of the abutting 

properties are owned by residents who have been here for 40 years or more.  So, a reasonable 

assumption is that these properties will be resold more sooner than later, and that there may be 

a 50/50 chance (or more) that the existing home will be replaced with a new home (or homes in 

the case of double lots).  Identification of this as a reasonably near-term issue with appropriate 

analysis would have been prudent. 

 

8. No mention was made of considerations for contractor (lawn care, home maintenance, etc.) and 

delivery vehicles that are regularly coming and going in Harrowgate Estates.  This neighborhood 

is a high user of such contractors.  Such vehicles can clog the narrow local streets in Harrowgate, 

and in some cases contractors park on Raynale for work on local street homes.  With a narrow 

Raynale as proposed, that option would not alleviate the problem, and more congestion could 

result. 

 

9. No mention was made regarding comments made by the garbage and trash pickup services on 

the impact of narrowing the 2 streets on their operations. 

 

These issues and more will need to be satisfactorily addressed before the residents will be able to 

become comfortable with the City plans, even after a successful “selling” process has been executed. 

 

NEXT STEPS 

Clearly there are a number of issues to be addressed, some of which are identified above.  This is to be 

expected in a normal roll-out process. The City Commission, City Staff, and Multi-Modal Board need to 

take these items as a great first step in molding the new Streets Policy to fit the entire community of 

Birmingham.  But, the efforts to accomplish this also need to be well organized and planned.  Otherwise, 

a high level of frustration will build among all parties involved, including city residents in general and 
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definitely residents directly affected by every proposed project.  With that in mind, I suggest the 

following be given serious consideration: 

 

1. Organize a Task Force to create a plan to “sell” the Streets Policy and its concept to the residents 

of Birmingham. 

 

a. Determine how to explain in specific ways why Birmingham’s purpose is to have 

consistent street widths throughout the city.  Use actual examples of how the absence 

of that consistency has caused problems and cost excessive expenditures in the past. 

 

b. Determine how to justify each of the various provisions in the Policy in terms that relate 

specifically to identified situations in Birmingham. 

 

 

2. Organize a second Task Force to create a comprehensive strategy for implementing the new 

Streets Policy in Birmingham. 

 

a. Determine when and how the new Policy is to be utilized.  For example, is it to be 

applied in all cases?  Or, is it to be applied only in cases where significant traffic 

problems have been identified, either by residents or by emergency services personnel 

or by postal and delivery services or by service contractors and construction companies, 

etc.? 

 

b. Determine if the Policy should be applied at each specific street project level, or if it 

should only be applied at a planning level for each neighborhood.  If at the larger, 

neighborhood level, then develop a planning mechanism that allows for multi-year 

street improvement plans that eventually achieve consistency of streets (not necessarily 

all being the same width, but rather all being consistent widths) throughout each 

identifiable neighborhood.  

 

c. Based on extensive knowledge of the City’s current conditions, determine an overall 

strategy for attacking the streets’ problems throughout our entire community.  Identify 

the priorities.  Create long range 5 and 10-year outlooks.  Allow for flexibilities in cases 

of unplanned emergencies. 

 

 

3. Assuming the current proposed first project remains at the top of the implementation list, then 

do NOT plan to initiate this project until at least the following has been achieved: 

 

a. The traffic congestion problem resulting from the new Oak Street configuration at 

Quarton School has been satisfactorily resolved for all parties. 
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b. A comprehensive plan for all of Harrowgate Estates streets has been prepared and 

approved by all parties. 

 

c. Proper due diligence for this project has been completed.  Redo the entire project 

proposal incorporating all the due diligence for the entire Harrowgate Estates 

neighborhood. 

 

d. A majority approval of the residents of Harrowgate Estates has been obtained.  Attempt 

to minimize as much as possible the remaining objections. 

 

 

4. If the above Next Steps result in a delay to scheduling the proposed first project for completion, 

then create an interim “temporary” project to address the affected residents’ immediate 

concerns, including at least: 

 

a. Reconstruction of the storm drains under Brookwood between Raynale and Glenhurst. 

 

b. Resurfacing Raynale with a temporary (last a few years at minimal cost) solution that 

corrects the appearance and drive ability of the road surface.  This could be something 

similar to this summer’s approach for streets in the Quarton Lake Estates subdivision.  

Or, perhaps there are other, better alternatives. 

 

 

 

 

 

Once you have had a chance to read and digest this, I will be pleased to discuss these matters with you 

at any mutually convenient time.  Thanks again for your great leadership of our wonderful City of 

Birmingham. 

 

 



1 

 
 

MEMORANDUM 
 

Engineering Dept. 
Planning Dept. 

Police Dept. 
DATE:   August 8, 2018 
 
TO:   Multi-Modal Transportation Board 
 
FROM:  Jana Ecker, Planning Director 
   Scott Grewe, Police Commander 

Paul T. O’Meara, City Engineer 
 
SUBJECT: 160 Elm St. Parking Spot 
 
 
 
At the April 5th 2018, meeting the board discussed one parking spot on Elm St just south of 
Maple on the west side of the road.  There was a request from a resident to remove the spot 
due to it creating difficulty for people exiting the driveway at All Seasons.  At this meeting the 
board denied the request to remove the parking spot.  See attached minutes from the April 5th 
meeting. 
 
On August 1st, the police department received an email from Cindy Zamplas asking that this 
parking spot be removed.  Ms. Zamplas works at the law firm at the corner of Maple and Elm 
and stated that their driveway is often blocked by Birmingham Fire trucks when they respond to 
All Seasons.  Ms. Zamplas stated the removal of this parking spot would allow emergency 
vehicles space to park along the curb and not interfere with traffic on Elm or access to their 
parking lot.  Ms. Zamplas also provided photos that are attached to show the problem that has 
occurred. 
 
Assistant Chief Paul Wells of the Birmingham Fire Department was contacted who stated this 
parking spot has caused problems.  He advised that they respond to a high frequency of 
medical runs at All Seasons and often multiple runs at the same time.  He stated when this 
happens there is no room for the extra fire vehicles on site, which causes them to park on Elm.  
Wells stated when this happens they are forced to park blocking a private driveway and/or 
traffic on Elm.  Due to the frequent responses to this location Wells requests this spot be 
eliminated.  He stated eliminating this spot will reduce the impact to traffic and private lot 
access and make entering and exiting All Season parking lot with their vehicles much easier. 
 
SUGGESTED RESOLUTION 
 
To remove one parking spot on Elm St. located in front of 160 Elm. 
 
 
 
 
 



 

CITY OF BIRMINGHAM 
MULTI-MODAL TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

THURSDAY, APRIL 5, 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, April 5, 2018.   
 
Chairperson Vionna Adams convened the meeting at 6:03 p.m. 
 
1. ROLL CALL 
 
Present: Chairperson Vionna Adams; Board Members Lara Edwards, Amy Folberg, 

Daniel Isaksen, Katie Schafer 
Also  
Present:  Alternate Board Member  
 
Absent: Board Members Daniel Rontal, Johanna Slanga, 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: Brad Strader from MKSK 

 
Mr. O'Meara announced that Andy Lawson has retired from the board. Katie Schafer 
volunteered to take his position and was appointed as the pedestrian advocate. 
 
2. INTRODUCTIONS (none) 
 
3. REVIEW AGENDA (no change) 
 
4.  APPROVAL OF MINUTES, MMTB MEETING OF MARCH 1, 2018 
 
Motion by Ms. Folberg 
Seconded by Mr. Isaksen to accept the MMTB Minutes of March 1, 2018 as 
presented. 
 
Motion carried, 5-0. 
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VOICE VOTE 
Yeas:  Folberg, Isaksen, Adams, Edwards, Schafer 
Nays:  None 
Absent:  Rontal, Slanga, Surnow 
 
5. RESIDENTIAL STREET WIDTHS  
 
Mr. O'Meara recalled 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. 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, 
after much discussion they 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 to 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. 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. Accordingly, three options have 
been prepared for the board's consideration.  
 
Mr. Strader said the options are about 85% similar.  Hopefully the items the board is 
looking for have been captured in one or more of the options.  Option 1 that was 
prepared by MKSK states that the design standard shall be 26 ft. wide.  It describes 
what a "Yield" or "Courtesy Street" is and then the factors for a variation from that. 
 
Mr. O'Meara explained that Option 2 came from Ms. Ecker. She created a hybrid based 
on taking his ideas and Mr. Strader's ideas and adding separate categories for a new 
street that hasn't existed yet; rebuilding a previously paved street; and an existing street 
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that has never had curbs.  The one big difference is if a street is 26 to 28 ft. it wouldn't 
have to be changed to be 26 ft.     
 
Option 3 was summarized by Mr. O'Meara.  If a street is 26 or 28 ft., the 
recommendation is to put it back to the same width.  Mr. Strader noted there really isn't 
that much difference between 28 and 26 ft.  If the street is already built to one of those 
standards, just replace that standard.  After comments from Ms. Folberg commented 
that 24’ is too narrow for, it was agreed to remove the standard that cul-de-sacs 
and  or dead-end streets be reduced to 24 ft. in width. There were also questions 
relative to the distinction for a long block vs. shorter blocks.  If a change from existing 
or other than 26 ft. is proposed, a survey to all property owners to comment to the 
MMTB is required before the public hearing. 
 
Instances where streets have a lot of people parking versus those where there is almost 
no parking demand were considered.  Ms. Folberg suggested if the street is between 26 
and 28 ft., move forward with that unless there have been complaints about traffic or 
speeding. 
 
Ms. Schafer talked about the phenomenon of people creating parking spaces within the 
right-of-way on unimproved streets.  Mr. O'Meara thought that people feel it is 
dangerous to park in the actual pavement because it is usually only 20 ft. wide. This is 
allowed in the City if the street is uncurbed.  He added that when streets get rebuilt with 
curbs, those parking areas are required to be removed. 
 
In terms of notification to the residents, the board liked the idea of putting up a 
sandwich board at the entrance/exit to the neighborhood.   
 
With regard to rebuilding a street, Ms. Folberg said she would tend to go with what 
people want except when those decisions are not based on urban planning practices and 
engineering standards and guidelines.  Mr. O'Meara added it would help to have initial 
conversation with the board to identify where they want to go.  Data could then be 
collected from the survey and outreach conducted in a second meeting prior to the 
public hearing in order to be well prepared.  
 
Ms. Folberg said as part of the public survey, people should be educated about the 
reason for the proposal. Mr. Strader added maybe they ought to insert a preamble to 
the proposal saying the City understands all of the residents' concerns but the standards 
are based on nationally accepted design manuals; the fire code; consideration of safety 
for pedestrians and bicyclists; reducing crashes and appropriate speeds; and emergency 
exits. That would form the intent and basis for the proposal. 
 
Mr. O'Meara confirmed that Ms. Ecker, Mr. Strader and he would sit down and 
consolidate the three options into one document. 
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6. BICYCLE RACK PLACEMENT - PHASE 4  
 
Overview of Program  
Ms. Chapman recalled that 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. 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 to 
the end of the construction.  
 
Phase 4 
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 from the approved vendor and one 
has already been installed. 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 MMTB recommended the Loop bike rack to be standard 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 used on both sides of the road.  Presented is a list and a map of 
proposed locations for new racks.  
 
Ms. Edwards thought the Rail District would be an opportunity to do something that 
stands out as a totally different aesthetic.  She would be comfortable with the racks in 
Kenning Park being postponed and the ones in front of business to be different.     
 
Motion by Mr. Isaksen 
Seconded by Ms. Edwards to recommend approval of the installation of 17 
permanent bike racks to the City Commission as proposed on the attached 
chart excluding the sites to the east of Eton and the site at E. Maple Rd. and 
Eton. as part of Phase 4 of the City’s Bicycle Parking Plan. 
 
Motion carried, 5-0. 
 
VOICE VOTE 
Yeas:  Isaksen, Edwards, Adams, Folberg, Schafer 
Nays:  None 
Absent:  Rontal, Slanga, Surnow  
 
Ms. Chapman noted this matter will not go to the City Commission until it is completed. 
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7. BICYCLE MAINTENANCE STATIONS 
 
Ms. Chapman advised 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 MMTB to consider using some of the remaining funds 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. Ms. Chapman thought the stations could be 
placed in Shain Park near City Hall and in Kenning Park in the Rail District as well as in 
Booth Park and Quarton Lake Park. There is one maintenance station in the Rail District 
already and it is at Griffin Claw, installed by them.  It is the Fixit style in a dark green 
color along with an air pump. 
 
Active transportation hubs assist people who are already walking and/or bicycling to find 
community resources and introduce people to new walking and bicycling opportunities. 
The Multi-Modal Transportation Plan describes Active Transportation Hubs as including 
among other amenities a bicycle maintenance station with air pump.  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. 
 
Ms. Chapman reported on the features and pricing of four different models of bike 
maintenance stations. They all include commonly used tools for simple bike 
maintenance. 
 
Board members agreed that a sign on the maintenance station would create some public 
awareness about its purpose.    
 
She recommended the Fixit and the Air Kit 2 due to the products’ low costs, previous 
use in the City, and simple and clean aesthetics.  If the board chooses the 
recommended products, the total cost of four of each of the products plus shipping and 
taxes would be $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. 
 
Motion by Ms. Edwards 
Seconded by Ms. Folberg to recommend to the City Commission that the Fixit 
bicycle maintenance stand with a Hunter Green powder coat finish be the 
new standard bicycle maintenance stand for the City.  
 
AND 
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To recommend to the City Commission that the Air Kit 2 public bike pump 
with a Hunter Green powder coat finish be the new standard public bike 
pump for the City.  
 
AND 
 
To recommend to the City Commission approval of the purchase and 
installation of four bicycle repair stations, four air pumps and 4 Dero bike 
repair signs at: Booth Park, Quarton Lake Park, Shain Park, and Kenning Park. 
 
VOICE VOTE 
Yeas:  Edwards, Folberg, Adams, Isaksen, Schafer 
Nays:  None 
Absent:  Rontal, Slanga, Surnow 
 
8.  ELM ST. PARKING SPACE 
 
Mr. O'Meara recalled that 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.  
 
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.  
 
Staff has 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. The space is located 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.  
 
After review internally by all three City 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 and 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. 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 
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the stakeholders in the area will help determine the best direction to pursue on this 
issue. 
Mr. Isaksen wondered if this even warrants the trouble and expense of contacting the 
neighborhood and holding a public hearing.  Commander Grewe said he is looking for 
direction from the board to go forward or to just deny the one request.  Several board 
members expressed that they are not hugely sympathetic to it.  Commander Grewe said 
an important thing to note when they talked about driveways in the past is that there 
has always been a concern about backing out of the driveway and having a car directly 
behind.  No one will be backing out of the main entrance to All Seasons.   
 
Motion by Ms. Edwards 
Seconded by Ms. Folberg to respectfully reject the request for removal of 
theparking place at 160 Elm St. 
 
VOICE VOTE 
Yeas:  Edwards, Folberg, Adams. Isaksen, Schafer 
Nays:  No 
Absent:  Rontal, Slanga, Surnow 
 
9.  MAPLE AND COOLIDGE CROSSWALK IMPROVEMENTS 
 
Mr. O'Meara reported that 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. Once defects are located, staff 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. and Coolidge Hwy. Once a 
defect has been noted in a handicap ramp area, the City is 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").  
 
The current crosswalks have several issues; therefore, a major change is proposed. 
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. The intent is to work with the Telecom provider to get their fiber optic 
obstacles out of the way so the ramp can be installed where it should be.  
 
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,  Birmingham has 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.  
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A plan has been prepared that improves the condition of the crosswalks extending 
across the north and west legs of the intersection. Improvements include:  
 
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.   
 
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. Improving crosswalk pavement markings using the City’s current crosswalk marking 
standards. 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. 
 
10. MEETING OPEN TO THE PUBLIC FOR ITEMS NOT ONTHE AGENDA 
 (no public was present)  
 
11. MISCELLANEOUS COMMUNICATIONS (none) 
 
   
12. NEXT MEETING MAY 3, 2018 at 6 p.m. 
 
 
13. ADJOURNMENT 
 
No further business being evident, the board members adjourned at 7:24 p.m. 
 
 
            
     Jana Ecker, Planning Director 
 
      
            
     Paul O'Meara, City Engineer 
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27725 Stansbury Boulevard, Suite 195 
Farmington Hills, MI 48334 

P: 248.536.0080 
F: 248.536.0079 

www.fveng.com 

 
August 28, 2018 
 
 VIA EMAIL 
Mr. Paul O’Meara 
City Engineer  
City of Birmingham 
151 Martin Street 
Birmingham, MI 48012 
 
RE: Pedestrian Island Signing at Maple Road & Pierce Street Intersection 
 
Dear Mr. O’Meara, 

The purpose of this letter is to provide a review of the signing at the Maple Road & Pierce Street intersection 
as it relates to advising drivers of a pedestrian crossing at this intersection.  The new streetscape plan was 
recently completed and includes a small median island adjacent to the existing sidewalk.  The pedestrian 
crossing before and after construction is show below.  

Before (WB) After (WB)

Before (EB) After (EB)
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A centerline panel was previously provided at the pedestrian crossing, advising “STOP for 
Pedestrian in Crosswalk”.  With the current intersection design, there is no pedestrian signage 
provided.  From field observations, the pedestrian crossing was observed to be difficult for 
drivers to see. Particularly from the eastbound approach, where the raised median blocks a 
portion of the striped crosswalk. 

Therefore, the City requested a review of the signing at this unsignalized crossing to determine what 
additional pedestrian signing (if any) should be implemented at this location.  F&V referenced the National 
Association of City Transportation Officials (NACTO) Urban Street Design Guide, Michigan Manual of 
Uniform Traffic Control Devices (MMUTCD), MDOT Guidance for Installation of Pedestrian Crosswalks on 
State Trunkline Highways, and the NCHRP Report 562 Improving Pedestrian Safety at Unsignalized 
Crossing.  Based on our review of this documentation we have developed the following recommendations. 

Recommendation Currently Provided NACTO MMUTCD MDOT NCHRP 562 

High Visibility Crosswalk Yes X X X X 

W11-2 Signing No X X X X 

High Visibility Crosswalk 
All of the guidance recommends a high visibility crosswalk.  The crosswalk at this intersection was recently 
upgraded to provide a continental style with 24-inch striping.  This exceeds the recommendations for a high 
visibility crosswalk, therefore this recommendation is met. 

W11-2 Signing 
The MMUTCD guidance states that a W11-2 sign should 
be used to alert road users to locations where frequent 
unexpected entries into the roadway might occur, 
including pedestrians.  The signs should be used only at 
locations where the road user’s sight distance is 
restricted or the condition, activity, or entering traffic 
would be unexpected.   

MDOT, NACTO and the NCHRP 562 report all 
recommend the use of a W11-2 sign to advise drivers of 
a pedestrian crossing at uncontrolled locations. An 
uncontrolled location includes both mid-block and 
unsignalized intersections where the vehicles do have 
traffic control. 

Recommendations 
Based on our review of guidance documents, we recommend the addition of the W11-2 signing at the 
crosswalk to alert drivers to the crossing at the unsignalized intersection. The signing at this intersection 
should be placed adjacent to the right-side of the crosswalk on the approach to the intersection.  At this 
location, the signing can be provided by attaching the sign to the adjacent light posts.  This is shown on the 
attached figures. 
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If you have any questions or concerns, please contact our office.  

Sincerely, 

 
FLEIS & VANDENBRINK  
  
 
 
 
 
Julie M. Kroll, PE, PTOE  
Sr. Project Manager 
 
JMK:jmk 
 
Attachment: Figure-Recommended signing placement 





 



MEMORANDUM 
 

Planning Division 
DATE:   August 24th, 2018 

TO:   Multi-Modal Board 

FROM:  Brooks Cowan, City Planner 

APPROVED BY:       Jana Ecker, Planning Director 

SUBJECT: Motorcycle and Moped Parking 

 

There are unused triangular spaces 100 square feet in size along Old Woodward in downtown 

between the new bump-outs and the angled parking. The City’s current policy is that no parking 

is allowed in these areas. It was also decided that no structures such as bike racks would be 

placed in these spaces in order to provide room for the street sweeper to get through. 

The City has been asked to examine these spaces as potential parking locations for mopeds. 

Mopeds are defined by the state of Michigan as a two or three wheeled vehicle equipped with a 

motor that does not exceed 50 cubic centimeters piston displacement, produces 2.0 brake 

horsepower or less, and cannot propel the vehicle at a speed greater than 30 miles per hour on 

a level surface. The power drive system shall not require the operator to shift gears. Electric 

scooters and other personal assistive mobility devices fall under the definition of moped. Two or 

three wheeled vehicles that exceed these parameters are considered motorcycles. 

Mopeds must be registered by the Secretary of State and are considered motor vehicles that must 

follow the same traffic rules as other motor vehicle operators. Also, mopeds are not allowed on 

the sidewalk in accordance with Michigan Vehicle Code Chapter 257.660(6), therefore the City 

does not permit mopeds to be parked on the sidewalk or locked to bike racks. Current parking 

opportunities for motorcycles and mopeds are the 180 square foot spaces suited for automobiles 

which could be considered an inefficient use of space. 

Birmingham does not have a policy for a required size or dimension of moped spaces or 

motorcycles. Nor does the City have a requirement for the provision of these spaces. The City of 

Lansing, MI has a requirement of 4.5’ by 8’ for combined motorcycle and moped parking, while 

Sacramento, CA and various cities have 3’x6’ spaces for both. The City of Madison, WI has a 

requirement of 3’ by 6’ exclusively for moped parking. Preliminary examples have been drawn 

into the unused triangular spaces of the Old Woodward plans for review. The triangular spaces 

have enough room for one 4.5’x8’ spaces and one 3’x6’ space, or three 3’x6’ spaces. The MMTB 

may wish to consider if these triangular spaces should be for mopeds only, or for motorcycles as 

well. 

Stencils of Mopeds and/or Motorcycles would be painted on the ground to indicated the type of 

vehicle the space is intended for. As of now, no post signs are meant for the spaces. 

 



Example 1: Three 3’ wide spaces (Oakland and N. Old Woodward) 

 

 
 

 

Example 2: One 4.5’ space and one 3’ space (N. Old Woodward and Hamilton) 
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6’ 

3’ 6’ 
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Madison, Wisconsin: 3’x6’ Moped Parking Example 

 

 

Sacramento, California: 3’x6’ Motorcycle and Moped Parking 

 

 



MICHIGAN VEHICLE CODE (EXCERPT)
Act 300 of 1949

***** 257.660 THIS SECTION IS AMENDED EFFECTIVE SEPTEMBER 18, 2018: See 257.660.amended 
***** 

257.660 Electric personal assistive mobility device, low-speed vehicle, or moped; operation;
limitations; applicability to police officer; regulation by local government; prohibitions;
regulation by department of natural resources.
Sec. 660. (1) A person operating an electric personal assistive mobility device, low-speed vehicle, or

moped upon a roadway shall ride as near to the right side of the roadway as practicable and shall exercise due
care when passing a standing vehicle or one proceeding in the same direction. A motorcycle is entitled to full
use of a lane, and a motor vehicle shall not be driven in such a manner as to deprive a motorcycle of the full
use of a lane. This subsection does not apply to motorcycles operated 2 abreast in a single lane.

(2) A person riding an electric personal assistive mobility device, motorcycle, or moped upon a roadway
shall not ride more than 2 abreast except on a path or part of a roadway set aside for the exclusive use of those
vehicles.

(3) Where a usable and designated path for bicycles is provided adjacent to a highway or street, a person
operating an electric personal assistive mobility device may, by local ordinance, be required to use that path.

(4) A person operating a motorcycle, moped, low-speed vehicle, or electric personal assistive mobility
device shall not pass between lines of traffic, but may pass on the left of traffic moving in his or her direction
in the case of a 2-way street or on the left or right of traffic in the case of a 1-way street, in an unoccupied
lane.

(5) A person operating an electric personal assistive mobility device on a sidewalk constructed for the use
of pedestrians shall yield the right-of-way to a pedestrian and shall give an audible signal before overtaking
and passing the pedestrian.

(6) A moped, low-speed vehicle, or commercial quadricycle shall not be operated on a sidewalk
constructed for the use of pedestrians.

(7) A low-speed vehicle or commercial quadricycle shall be operated at a speed of not more than 25 miles
per hour. A low-speed vehicle shall not be operated on a highway or street with a speed limit of more than 35
miles per hour except for the purpose of crossing that highway or street. A commercial quadricycle shall not
be operated on a highway or street with a speed limit of more than 45 miles per hour except for the purpose of
crossing that highway or street. An individual shall not operate a commercial quadricycle that is equipped
with a motor unless he or she has a valid operator's license issued under this act. The state transportation
department may prohibit the operation of a low-speed vehicle or commercial quadricycle on any highway or
street under its jurisdiction if it determines that the prohibition is necessary in the interest of public safety.

(8) This section does not apply to a police officer in the performance of his or her official duties.
(9) An electric personal assistive mobility device shall be operated at a speed of not more than 15 miles per

hour and shall not be operated on a highway or street with a speed limit of more than 25 miles per hour except
to cross that highway or street.

(10) The governing body of a county, a city, a village, an entity created under the urban cooperation act of
1967, 1967 (Ex Sess) PA 7, MCL 124.501 to 124.512, or a township may, by ordinance, which is based on
the health, safety, and welfare of the citizens, regulate the operation of electric personal assistive mobility
devices or commercial quadricycles on sidewalks, highways or streets, or crosswalks. Except as otherwise
provided in this subsection, a governing body of a county, city, village, entity created under the urban
cooperation act of 1967, 1967 (Ex Sess) PA 7, MCL 124.501 to 124.512, or township may prohibit the
operation of electric personal assistive mobility devices or commercial quadricycles in an area open to
pedestrian traffic adjacent to a waterfront or on a trail under its jurisdiction or in a downtown or central
business district. Signs indicating the regulation shall be conspicuously posted in the area where the use of an
electric personal assistive mobility device or commercial quadricycle is regulated.

(11) Operation of an electric personal assistive mobility device is prohibited in a special charter city and a
state park under the jurisdiction of the Mackinac Island State Park commission.

(12) Operation of an electric personal assistive mobility device may be prohibited in a historic district.
(13) The department of natural resources may by order regulate the use of electric personal assistive

mobility devices on all lands under its control.
History: 1949, Act 300, Eff. Sept. 23, 1949;Am. 1966, Act 207, Eff. Mar. 10, 1967;Am. 1969, Act 134, Eff. June 1, 1970;

Am. 1975, Act 209, Imd. Eff. Aug. 25, 1975;Am. 1975, Act 273, Eff. Mar. 31, 1976;Am. 1976, Act 439, Imd. Eff. Jan. 13, 1977;
Am. 1994, Act 348, Eff. Mar. 30, 1995;Am. 2000, Act 82, Eff. July 1, 2000;Am. 2002, Act 494, Imd. Eff. July 3, 2002;Am. 2006,

Rendered Wednesday, August 1, 2018 Page 1 Michigan Compiled Laws Complete Through PA 264 and
includes 267-336 of 2018

 Legislative Council, State of Michigan Courtesy of www.legislature.mi.gov



Act 339, Imd. Eff. Aug. 15, 2006;Am. 2015, Act 126, Imd. Eff. July 15, 2015.

Compiler's note: For transfer of powers and duties of department of natural resources to department of natural resources and
environment, and abolishment of department of natural resources, see E.R.O. No. 2009-31, compiled at MCL 324.99919.

For transfer of powers and duties of department of natural resources and environment to department of natural resources, see E.R.O.
No. 2011-1, compiled at MCL 324.99921.
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If you are a moped operator, you must follow the 
same traffic rules as other motor vehicle operators.  A 
moped is defined by law as a motor vehicle with two 
or three wheels that:
• Has an engine that does not exceed 100 cc piston 

displacement 
• Does not have a gearshift
• Has a top speed of 30 mph or less on a level surface  
Vehicles exceeding any of the criteria above must be 
registered and titled as a motorcycle. Other types of 
vehicles, such as electric scooters, “pocket rockets” 
and mini-choppers, may fit the definition of a 
moped or a motorcycle, but cannot be registered by 
the Department of State if they lack the equipment 
required by law to legally drive on public roads.

Registration Requirements
* Mopeds must be registered at a Secretary of State 

office unless operated solely on private property.  
A three-year registration decal costs $15 and is 
displayed on the back of your moped so it is visible 
to law enforcement officers.  It expires April 30 in 
the year on the decal.  

License Requirements
* If you do not have a valid operator or chauffeur license 

and are at least age 15, you may apply for a moped 
license.  You are not eligible for a moped license if your 
operator or chauffeur license is suspended, revoked or 
denied.

* You must present proof of your Social Security 
number, legal presence, identity and two proofs of 
Michigan residency. For more information, visit 
www.michigan.gov/sos.

* You must pass vision, knowledge and traffic sign 
tests to obtain a moped license.  You do not have to 
pass a driver education course or a driving skills test.  

* If you are under age 18, a parent or legal guardian 
must sign your license application.

* You must give up your moped license if you obtain a 
regular operator or chauffeur license.

* The original moped license fee is $7.50.  Applicants 
under age 20 years, 6 months receive a moped 
license valid until their 21st birthday.  Any 
other moped license expires four years from the 

applicant’s last birthday.  The four-year renewal fee 
is $6.

Rules of the Road
* Operators under age 19 must wear an approved 

and properly fastened safety helmet when riding a 
moped on a public road.  The helmet must meet 
U.S. Department of Transportation safety standards.

* Sit on a regular, permanently attached seat.
* Keep both hands on the handle grips.  Never hang 

on to another vehicle for a “tow.”
* Ride on the right edge of the road, out of the flow 

of traffic, when possible.
* Make sure all moped equipment is in good working 

order.
* Never operate a moped on freeways, more than 

two side-by-side, between lanes of traffic, or on 
sidewalks and bicycle paths.

* Never allow an unlicensed operator to use your 
moped.

* Never carry a passenger - it is illegal even if the 
moped has a passenger seat.

Perform Safety Check Before Riding
* Keep tires properly inflated.
* Check the front and rear brakes, the throttle and 

cables for kinks and broken strands.
* Test the horn and all lights including the brake light 

and turn signals.
* Make sure the chain is properly adjusted.
* Adjust and clean mirrors.

Riding Techniques
Body Position
Sit straight and close enough to the handlebars to 
reach them with your arms slightly bent.  Hold the 
handle grips firmly.

Turning
* Approach turns carefully and limit your speed until 

you learn to judge the safest speed.
* Lean with your moped.  The sharper the turn, the 

more you must lean.
* Use turn signals whenever you plan to enter  traffic, 

turn or change lanes, even if you do not see another 
vehicle or pedestrian.

* Remember to turn off your signals after turning!  
They could confuse other drivers.

* Use your left arm to signal turns if your moped does 
not have electric turn signals.

Be Visible
* Keep your headlight on at all times.
* Wear brightly colored protective clothing that 

covers your arms and legs completely.  Use reflective 
tape on your clothing, helmet and vehicle.

* Wear protective boots and gloves.
* Do not ride in another driver’s blind spot.  Stay 

behind and to the right of the vehicle in front of 
you, so you can see the vehicle’s turn signals.

Braking
* Flash your brake light to warn others, by squeezing 

the brake lever before slowing down.
* If you squeeze the brake lever too hard, you may 

lock the front wheel and tip your moped over, 
particularly on wet or loose surfaces.

* Apply both brakes at the same time.
* Brake before entering a curve or turn.
* If you must stop quickly, keep the front wheel 

straight (do not slide).  Apply the rear brake firmly 
and the front brake gently.  Then, quickly increase 
the pressure on the front brake.

Ride Defensively
Defensive driving is the key to safety.  Expect the
unexpected.  Be aware of other vehicles and 
pedestrians.  Be prepared for their mistakes.  Watch for 
bicyclists, joggers, blind pedestrians, animals crossing 
the road, flying objects, gravel, icy or slippery roads.

The Road Ahead
* Keep checking the road surface ahead.  Slow down 

and test your brakes if you see slippery spots, oil, 
water, painted lane markings, manhole covers, bad 
bumps, loose gravel, grooves and gratings, broken or 
jutting pavement, railroad tracks or leaves.

* Watch for vehicles leaving the curb or entering the 
road from side streets and driveways.

* Look for places where you could leave the road 
safely in case of an emergency.



Riding
A Moped

Safely
 

Using Your Mirrors
Check your mirrors every few seconds when you slow 
down, stop, change lanes or approach intersections.  
Also, check mirrors periodically to be aware of vehicles 
approaching or passing from behind.

Checking Around You
Mopeds have “blind spots” that you need to check by 
turning your head.  When changing lanes, always look 
over your shoulder at the traffic behind you.

Position for Visibility
As a moped operator, you can often see things other 
vehicle operators cannot.
* At intersections, check around buildings, parked

vehicles and bushes to see if other vehicles are
coming.

* When parked, pull back onto the road from an
angled position for a better view of traffic coming
from both directions.

Night Riding
* Reduce your speed.  Use your headlight if you must

ride a moped at night.  Leave more room between
you and others to allow more time to react in a
dangerous situation.  Check for rough spots in the
road by watching the tail lights of vehicles in front
of you.

* Limit night riding.  If you must ride at night, wear
reflective clothing.  It is difficult to see you and your
moped in the dark.

Keeping Your Distance
Distance in Front
* Remain a safe distance behind the vehicle in front

of you when coming to a stop.
* Keep at least a three- to four- second traveling

distance between you and the vehicle in front of you
to allow time to react if the driver ahead suddenly
stops.  It gives you time to see potholes, slippery
spots and debris.

Distance to the Side
Be careful when a vehicle passes.  Trucks can create gusts 
of wind that affect your steering.  When you pass parked 
cars, allow for people opening doors and getting out of 
vehicles by moving to the left side of your lane.  Move 
further over to the right when traffic passes you from 
behind.

Distance Behind
Monitor traffic behind you.  If another vehicle follows 
you too closely, allow the vehicle to pass.  Brake or 
signal early to communicate that you are turning, 
slowing down or stopping.

Intersections
Most moped/car crashes occur at intersections, so 
enter them slowly and assume others do not see you.  
If you turn right, watch for approaching vehicles 
turning left in front of you.  If you turn left, enter 
the intersection and turn when oncoming traffic has 
cleared.

Emergencies
* If you have a blowout, hold the handle grips firmly,

and concentrate on steering and maintaining a
straight course.  If the front tire blows, shift your
weight as far back as you can.  If the rear tire blows,
do not shift your weight.  Do not use either brake.
Slowly close the throttle and coast.  When your
moped is going slowly and it is safe, edge to the side
of the road and stop.

* If you have a mechanical breakdown, get off the
road.  When walking your moped, stay on the right
shoulder with your moped between you and passing
traffic.

Remember… Never drink alcohol or use drugs 
before riding a moped!

For Your Protection… Always wear an approved 
safety helmet!

The Department of State is an equal opportunity employer and service provider.  
If you need an accommodation or have been denied services, telephone (888) SOS-MICH 
(767-6424). Hearing-impaired customers may access the department’s telephone number by 
calling the Michigan Relay Center at (800) 649-3777.

SOS-321 (PA 300, 1949 as amended; 40,000/$2,204.78/$0.06)  02/18
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Paul O'Meara <pomeara@bhamgov.org>

Fwd: Broadway bike lanes in Denver: City moves to expand 
1 message

Joe Valentine <jvalentine@bhamgov.org> Mon, Sep 17, 2018 at 8:03 AM
To: "Andrew M. Harris" <aharris@bhamgov.org>, Carroll DeWeese <cdeweese@bhamgov.org>, Mark Nickita
<mnickita@bhamgov.org>, Patty 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: Jana Ecker <Jecker@bhamgov.org>, Scott Grewe <Sgrewe@bhamgov.org>, Paul O'Meara <Pomeara@bhamgov.org>,
Austin Fletcher <afletcher@bhamgov.org>

fyi 
---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Mark Nickita <mnickita@bhamgov.org> 
Date: Sun, Sep 16, 2018 at 9:43 AM 
Subject: Broadway bike lanes in Denver: City moves to expand 
To: Joe Valentine <jvalentine@bhamgov.org> 
 
 
Another example of expanding multi-modal infrastructure 
 
Mark
 
https://www.denverpost.com/2018/09/15/denver-expanding-broadway-bike-lanes/ 
 

The experiment is over: Denver is expanding its
Broadway bike lanes
Two-way bike area will start at 7th Avenue, extend south across
Cherry Creek, and reach all the way to Center Avenue.

Andrew Kenney
September 15, 2018 at 6:00 am

The city of Denver plans to run a new two-way bike path along a lengthy stretch of Broadway,
replacing another automobile lane as it tries to open up the busy corridor to new users.

The project, which is under design now, marks a significant expansion of the city’s current bike-lane
experiment on Broadway and the local government’s larger ambitions for bikes and pedestrians.

Here’s the plan
Much of Broadway is a rushing one-way thoroughfare crammed with cars. In 2016, that started to
change: The city installed a half-mile of two-way bike lanes along one side of the road just south of
downtown. It also banned cars from Broadway’s bus lane.

mailto:mnickita@bhamgov.org
mailto:jvalentine@bhamgov.org
https://www.denverpost.com/2018/09/15/denver-expanding-broadway-bike-lanes/
https://www.denverpost.com/author/andrew-kenney/
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The new bike lanes prompted some cranky complaints from some travelers and celebration from
others. Two years on, though, planners say the experiment was a success.

Now, the city will make the lanes permanent and longer, along with other changes along about 1.5
miles of the road. The two-way bike area will start at 7th Avenue, extend south across Cherry Creek,
and reach all the way to Center Avenue.

The proposed route of new bike lanes on Broadway is shown in blue. (Google Maps/Andrew Kenney)

https://i1.wp.com/www.denverpost.com/wp-content/uploads/2018/09/Screen-Shot-2018-09-14-at-3.39.32-PM.png?fit=620%2C9999px&ssl=1
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City staff expect the project will take about a year and $1.1 million to design. The city already has set
aside $12 million from the recent bonds package to build it.

Besides the two-way dedicated bike lanes, “those improvements include complete intersection
reconstruction, new traffic signals, as well as new pedestrian ramps,” said senior city planner Dan
Raine. It also will include some tweaks to better accommodate bus service, loading and parking, he
said.

The new project will turn Broadway into a more viable cycling route, nearly connecting the popular
Cherry Creek path with the burgeoning I-25 and Broadway area.

The design isn’t done — it will take 12 to 18 months to prepare blueprints — and public input will be
accepted through Denver Moves Broadway, which is the broader redesign project for the corridor.
Construction should happen in the spring and summer of 2020.

Businesses react

Clay Kelley, owner of the Vape Loft on the 100 block of Broadway, said that some of his new
customers have jumped off bikes and scooters in search of vaporizers.

“I’ve heard no complaints — nothing,” said Kelley, who only opened up shop recently.

But he has also seen drivers cruising along the temporary lanes or even parking in them, which are
protected by flexible posts.

“Some people have no idea how to use it,” he said.

City planners are trying to solve that problem: They’re considering different design elements that
could make the lanes more obvious and protected.

“To encourage folks to bike, you really have to provide more protective facilities that are more intuitive
and more predictable — not just for bicyclists, but for drivers as well,” Raine said.

Tina Kao, the owner of T-Trove Asian Decor, said she hadn’t noticed any effect on her business from
the lanes. Her question was whether the city would install more stations where people can lock their
bikes.

“They want to shop, and they don’t have a place to park their bikes safely. That’s the only thing,” she
said. She was hopeful that a longer, better-connected bike lane would attract more riders.

It’s all part of a larger transformation:  When the new bike lane is done, personal automobiles will be
limited to three lanes of Broadway where once they had five.

Impact on drivers and cyclists

Based on the results so far, drivers should expect a slightly slower trip down Broadway.

https://www.denvergov.org/content/denvergov/en/broadway-mobility.html
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The current iteration of the lanes corresponded with a slowdown of southbound traffic by about 11
seconds for drivers heading from Colfax to I-25. City staff measured that by driving the route roughly
60 times. Traffic speeds slowed from 38 mph down to 30 mph, which is actually the speed limit,
according to city planner Dan Raine. Later tests showed travel times actually improving, he added.

The new project also will set the stage for even more work. As they prepare the construction
blueprints for the 1.5-mile stretch, the project team also will lay out conceptual plans for the areas
north to 16th Avenue and south to the Broadway rail station.

The idea is that cyclists eventually could ride Broadway north to the new bike lanes on Brighton
Boulevard in River North, and south to the rail station at I-25 and Broadway.

“The existing Denver bike lane network does not have a lot of north-south connectivity with
dedicated, separated bikeways,” Raine said. “Riding along Cherry Creek is great. Accessing it can be
challenging.”
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Paul O'Meara <pomeara@bhamgov.org>

Fwd: Scooter use is rising in major cities. So are trips to the emergency room. - The
Washington Post 
1 message

Joe Valentine <jvalentine@bhamgov.org> Fri, Sep 7, 2018 at 9:47 AM
To: "Andrew M. Harris" <aharris@bhamgov.org>, Carroll DeWeese <cdeweese@bhamgov.org>, Mark Nickita
<mnickita@bhamgov.org>, Patty 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: Jana Ecker <Jecker@bhamgov.org>, Scott Grewe <Sgrewe@bhamgov.org>, Paul O'Meara <Pomeara@bhamgov.org>,
Austin Fletcher <afletcher@bhamgov.org>, Mark Clemence <Mclemence@bhamgov.org>

FYI -  
---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Patty Bordman <pbordman@bhamgov.org> 
Date: Fri, Sep 7, 2018 at 8:30 AM 
Subject: Scooter use is rising in major cities. So are trips to the emergency room. - The Washington Post 
To: Joe Valentine <jvalentine@bhamgov.org> 
 
 
Hi Joe,
This is another unanticipated issue with scooter use. If the MMTB recommends scooter rentals, be sure to have Tim
prepare release forms!!
Patty 
https://www.washingtonpost.com/business/economy/scooter-use-is-rising-in-major-cities-so-are-trips-to-the-emergency-
room/2018/09/06/53d6a8d4-abd6-11e8-a8d7-0f63ab8b1370_story.html?utm_term=.8512abc998af&wpisrc
=nl_headlines&wpmm=1 
 

Scooter use is rising in major cities. So are trips
to the emergency room.
Peter Holley September 6 at 8:17 PM

mailto:pbordman@bhamgov.org
mailto:jvalentine@bhamgov.org
https://www.washingtonpost.com/business/economy/scooter-use-is-rising-in-major-cities-so-are-trips-to-the-emergency-room/2018/09/06/53d6a8d4-abd6-11e8-a8d7-0f63ab8b1370_story.html?utm_term=.8512abc998af&wpisrc=nl_headlines&wpmm=1
https://www.washingtonpost.com/people/peter-holley/


9/10/2018 City of Birmingham MI Mail - Fwd: Scooter use is rising in major cities. So are trips to the emergency room. - The Washington Post

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/?ui=2&ik=4607cf6df1&jsver=t5q-CCrm1ic.en.&cbl=gmail_fe_180903.15_p8&view=pt&search=inbox&th=165b4498f4d… 2/7

They have been pouring into emergency rooms around the nation all summer, their bodies bearing a
blend of injuries that doctors normally associate with victims of car wrecks — broken noses, wrists
and shoulders, facial lacerations and fractures, as well as the kind of blunt head trauma that can
leave brains permanently damaged.

When doctors began asking patients to explain their injuries, many were surprised to learn that the
surge of broken body parts stemmed from the latest urban transportation trend: shared electric
scooters.

In Santa Monica, Calif. — where one of the biggest electric-scooter companies is based — the city’s
fire department has responded to 34 serious accidents involving the devices this summer. The
director of an emergency department there said his team treated 18 patients who were seriously
injured in electric-scooter accidents during the final two weeks of July. And in San Francisco, the
doctor who runs the emergency room at a major hospital said he is seeing as many as 10 severe
injuries a week.

“Injuries are coming in fast and furious,” said Michael Sise, chief of medical staff at Scripps Mercy
Hospital in San Diego, noting that his team saw four severe scooter injuries last week. “It’s just a
matter of time before someone is killed. I’m absolutely certain of it.”

The Washington Post interviewed emergency-room physicians in seven cities, including Austin,
Atlanta and Nashville, with doctors in each place reporting a spike in severe accidents after the
devices launched on their streets. No national data on scooter injuries exist yet.

As the injuries pile up in cities across the country, the three largest scooter companies — operating
under the names Bird, Lime and Skip — have seen their values soar as they attempt to transform
urban transit, following the successes of ride-hailing and bike-sharing companies. The scooter start-
ups have attracted massive investments from Uber, the prominent technology venture capital firm
Sequoia Capital and Alphabet, Google’s parent company, with some analysts estimating that some of
the privately held companies might be worth more than $1 billion.

But a growing number of critics — including doctors, former riders, scooter mechanics and personal
injury lawyers — say the devices may look like toys but inflict the same degree of harm as any other
motorized vehicle on the road, only without having to comply with safety regulations. These critics
add that some  electric-scooter fleets are poorly maintained by a loose-knit flock of amateur
mechanics, making them prone to dangerous mechanical failures.

Responding to questions from The Post about the wave of injuries, the scooter companies said safety
is a top priority. Bird, Lime and Skip say their apps and labels on the scooters contain basic safety
information, as well as training instructions. Bird requires users to upload a driver’s license and
confirm they’re at least 18 years old.

Bird and Skip have programs that give helmets to riders who request them, and Lime notes that
riders must go through an “in-app tutorial” on helmet safety to unlock one of the company’s scooters
for the first time.
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“We also strive to reduce injuries though our vehicle design and include key safety features such as
headlights and taillights, independent suspension, and a wider and higher footboard to improve
stability,” a statement from Skip said.

But Bird is also lobbying against legislation in California that would require users to wear helmets.

Once injured, many riders might discover from the vehicles’ user agreements that they cannot file
lawsuits because of clauses requiring that disputes be resolved by arbitration.

What’s more, the firms acknowledge that they can’t always know about serious mechanical problems
in their vehicles unless riders flag problems. Indeed, the scooter companies are still learning how
their vehicles perform in various weather conditions and from regular use, according to a senior
executive at one of the three companies who spoke on the condition of anonymity to talk freely about
industry challenges.

Philip Rosescu, a senior forensic engineer at Wexco, a firm that specializes in accident
reconstructions, said that this kind of “reactive system” often requires a complaint or an incident
before repairs are initiated.

“Enterprise Rent-A-Car is not going to rely on renters and drivers to report that the brake fluid needs
to be refilled or when the windshield wipers need to be changed,” he said. “Being reactive in the
transportation industry is very dangerous.”

Some former mechanics and riders say a core problem is that the companies are doing a poor job of
maintaining the scooters.

Posts on Craigslist feature dozens of ads for scooter mechanics. Though some job ads ask for
previous electronic repair experience, others, like those posted by Bird, say applicants need only a
vehicle and a smartphone to qualify for a position. Those who are hired are trained by watching
YouTube videos, current and former company employees say.

In a statement responding to questions about its training methods, Bird said the company uses “a
number of tools and mechanisms” to train its network of scooter chargers and mechanics.

“As new best practices are developed, we look to roll these out as well and are continually educating
our Chargers and Mechanics,” the company said. It added that its vehicles are inspected once they’re
collected by chargers and mechanics each evening. If inspections reveal that repairs need to be
made, “experienced mechanics” perform the necessary repairs, the company said.

But Fahin Kamrany, a former Bird mechanic in Santa Monica who plans to sue the company, says
mechanics are pressured to repair at least three scooters a night or risk being fired, even when spare
parts from China are in short supply. Text messages between Kamrany and a Bird supervisor that
she provided to The Post appear to show delays and difficulties in ordering and acquiring spare parts
for broken scooters.
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The 57-year-old says she was performing a required diagnostic test when she fell off a scooter with
defective brakes, sustaining a severe head injury, a broken clavicle and $15,000 worth of medical
bills.

“I encountered many scooters that had bad brakes or a sticky accelerator,” she said in an interview.
“If you pressed the accelerator, it would become stuck in that position, and you’d be unable to stop
the scooter from racing forward at full speed.”

When asked about Kamrany’s remarks, Kenneth Baer, a Bird spokesman, said the company does
not “comment on specific claims or allegations we receive.”

For its part, Lime says it has local teams in charge of inspecting and maintaining scooters. The
company says it recently added a feature that enabled chargers to take broken scooters off the
street.

Skip said its scooters undergo “regular safety checks” and are “taken out of service for repairs” or if
riders flag performance issues. The company said it relies on staff, contract mechanics and
independent repair shops to maintain its fleet.

At his Santa Monica emergency room, Wally Ghurabi — director of the Nethercutt Emergency Center
at UCLA Medical Center — said most of the injured riders he treats are not teenagers but adults of all
ages, including one man approaching 70.

He blames the scooters — left all over the city to be rented by anybody with a smartphone — for
giving customers a false sense of security.

“When I see people using the scooters, they’re smiling and having fun,” said Ghurabi, whose team
treated the 18 patients seriously injured in electric-scooter accidents during the final two weeks of
July. “But if you lose control and get ejected into the air at 15 miles per hour and land on your head in
the street, that’s enough force to kill you — and almost nobody on these scooters is wearing a
helmet.”

Indeed, although Bird urges users to wear a helmet to ride its scooters, the company is also
supporting a bill in California that would exempt riders from wearing one.

Bird explained its position by noting that California does not require helmets for adults riding electric
bikes, which travel at similar speeds to electric scooters.

“Our goal in supporting this legislation continues to be providing riders of shared e-scooters and e-
bikes with more consistent ridership rules so that people can more easily embrace sustainable
shared mobility options,” the company said. “We are pleased that the California State Senate shares
this view and helped move this bill one step closer to becoming law.”

“Still, Bird strongly encourages all riders to wear helmets and ride safely,” the company added.

The injured might quickly discover that their ability to sue the scooter industry is limited.
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Bird and Lime, the two biggest companies, require consumers to agree to not sue — either
individually or as part of a class-action suit — and instead turn to a form of mediation known as
“binding arbitration” as a condition of using their scooters. They both name specific arbitration
companies, while Bird also names a preferred location for arbitration and Lime requires users to first
engage in a 60-day “dialogue” with the company.

Bird says its user agreement “represents an industry standard” among “transportation technology
companies.”

Skip recently informed users that its arbitration agreement would be binding for users beginning
Friday. Skip said the company is adding the arbitration provision as part of a revamp of its user
agreement as the firm expands across the country. In a statement, Skip said the changes “make the
terms and conditions more clear, more informative, and more efficient.”

Consumer advocates have long criticized binding arbitration as putting consumers at a disadvantage.
Arbitration clauses — often appearing as fine print in user agreements and employee contracts —
have become a defining feature of corporate contracts used by many of the nation’s most
recognizable brands across multiple industries.

Arbitration clauses are also popping up in contracts for services that involve physical risk, such as
rental car contracts, skate parks, and major theme parks such as Universal Studios and Six Flags.
Bike-share programs, such as the District’s Capital Bikeshare and LimeBike, which also offers electric
scooters, have also turned to arbitration.

“When it comes to binding arbitration, companies have a leg up in so many ways,” said Remington A.
Gregg, the counsel for civil justice and consumer rights at Public Citizen, a nonprofit consumer
advocacy organization.

Not every company is relying on arbitration. This spring, Uber stopped requiring passengers saying
they experienced sexual harassment or assault to go through binding arbitration after an outcry that
the ride-hailing service was seeking to protect its drivers from claims of sexual misconduct.

Electric scooters have arrived as bike-share systems have also spread across the country. The two
businesses face some of the same challenges — heavy use, mechanical failure and vandalism.
Capital Bikeshare, which has more than 4,300 bikes in the D.C. region, said it employs trained
technicians who have maintenance experience and perform daily inspections of bicycles and bike-
share stations.

The District has seen a slight rise in injuries related to electric scooters since their introduction but not
one as significant as in other cities, a doctor at George Washington University Hospital said —
possibly because of the proliferation of bike lanes in the city.

When it comes to scooters, the manufacturer’s guidelines say the devices should not be left out
overnight, but often, in Santa Monica, “they’re left on parkways, hit by sprinklers and saltwater and
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subject to tremendous abuse by the public,” said Catherine Lerer, a Santa Monica personal injury
lawyer who has received around 100 calls from people injured by scooters in recent months.

One of those who may join the wave of lawsuits against the scooter companies is John Montgomery.
The 47-year-old says he had been riding his Bird for only a few blocks in July when the accelerator
became stuck in place as he approached a Los Angeles intersection, causing the scooter to “buck
forward” and launch his body past the handle bars.

Montgomery awoke to the sight of a stranger standing over him and calling an ambulance. He had
landed on his face, he said, breaking his jaw in two places and causing blood to pour from his ears.

“They took me to the emergency room crying and screaming,” he said. “I had never been in so much
pain in my life.”

Montgomery, who plans to sue Bird, spent nearly a week in the hospital. He remains on painkillers
and continues to consume meals through a straw. He has had to miss work and feels nervous each
time he has to cross a street.

“These companies are just getting these scooters out there as fast as they can, but they’re not
servicing them and checking them for safety,” he said. “I honestly don’t think they give a damn if I
lived or died.”

He hasn’t heard from Bird but recently noticed that the company charged him for the period of time
he lay on the street, bloodied and unconscious.

Read more:

Dockless bike, scooter firms clash with U.S. cities over regulations

Police: Man dies after apparent electric scooter accident

The old-fashioned way Portland is trying to regulate new electric scooters
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Are scooters a mobility solution?
City leaders look to develop strategy for controlling the trend
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Bird, Lime have dropped 600 scooters in Detroit

Each scooter is rented six to nine times a day, exceeded 50,000 rides total

City weighs potential to address transportation concerns for low-income residents

Larry Peplin for Crain's
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Scooter riders plus pedestrians plus vehicles in downtown Detroit last week.

Despite a seemingly overnight explosion of dockless electric scooters on the streets of
Detroit, city leadership is controlling the rollout of the new mobility option in an effort to
develop a cohesive strategy.

Detroit is essentially in a pilot program for the rentable scooters from Los Angeles-based
Bird and San Francisco-based Lime, currently capping the number of scooters in Detroit to
300 for each company, said Mark de la Vergne, chief of mobility innovation for the city.

Bird landed in Detroit less than 60 days ago and Lime just more than 30 days ago, but
they've already made an impact. Each scooter is rented between six and nine times a day
and have exceeded 50,000 rides total, de la Vergne said.

But as scooter mania �oods several major U.S. metropolitan areas, city o�cials are
scrambling to regulate — Ann Arbor con�scated dozens of Bird scooters that were left on
city streets, sidewalks and bike lanes — and discover the role for the relatively affordable
and undeniably fun devices in the broader conversation on transit.

The novelty may wear off and left will be a horde of what were viewed as only kids' toys 18
months ago.

Several questions linger, even as visitors and residents continue to zoom around Detroit's
Central Business District at a top speed of 15 mph.
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If Detroit is truly positioning itself to be atop the heap of mobility innovation, where does
"micromobility," like the Bird and Lime scooters, �t in the mission? Can scooters exist as a
new, effective transportation option for a�uent city dwellers and last-mile commuters and
Detroit's largely low-income residents?

Robert Hampshire, associate professor at University of Michigan's school of public policy
and research associate professor at UM's Transportation Research Institute, said
micromobility options like scooters and dockless bikes can serve both effectively, but not
without intentional guidance from government o�cials.

"In coordination with cities and urban planners and the community, there can be a role,"
Hampshire said. "But there have to be proactive steps to make that happen because these
companies won't care if they are left to their own devices."

Bird was unable to make a spokesman available before deadline and Lime did not respond
to emails or calls.

Hampshire recently co-authored a study that showed the use of dockless bikes and
electric scooters, together with carpooling, could reduce the number of taxis on New York
City streets by 40 percent.

SCOOTER MANIA IN DETROIT: HOW THEY WORK

California startups Bird and Lime have released 600 dockless electric scooters in Detroit, now averaging about 5,000 rides a day.

Electric scooters are emerging as startup heavyweights — Santa Monica, Calif.-based Bird recently hit a $1 billion valuation mark less than 16
months after being founded. Scooters from Bird, Lime and roughly a half-dozen others can be found in many major metropolitan areas such as
Los Angeles, San Francisco, Seattle, Chicago and Indianapolis.

Want to join the trend and hop on a scooter? Here's how:

What you need: Bird and Lime require a smartphone and a download of their mobile app. The apps require a payment method, which can be
pay-as-you-go with a credit or debit card on �le or the purchase of credits with a card. Bird requires a scan of your driver's license, Lime does
not. Helmets recommended, but not required.

Get your ride: A user opens the app to locate available scooters via GPS. Once located, users scan a QR code on the top of the scooter to
unlock. Climb on and ride.

Cost: Bird and Lime charge $1 to unlock, plus 15 cents per minute. Scooters can remain locked for use while not riding them, though the per-
minute fee continues to tally. Low-income riders who have veri�ed they are on government assistance programs can receive discounts. Bird
waives the $1 unlock fee and Lime offers a �at 50 percent discount.

Speed and distance: Both scooters top out around 15 mph with an approximately 15-mile range per charge, though mileage may vary
depending on charge level when rented.

Parking: The scooters are dockless, meaning they can be parked wherever a ride is ended. However, the city requires they be parked upright on
a sidewalk at least 6 feet from streets, driveways and other permanent objects.

Hours of availability: The scooters are available for rent between 7 a.m. and sunset. Registered chargers via the app get paid a small fee to
charge the scooters and redistribute them throughout the city the next morning.

http://www.crainsdetroit.com/
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De la Vergne said progressive ordinances around new mobility options like scooters could
address, at least theoretically, poverty brought on by the city's transportation desert. The
poverty rate for Detroit is the highest among the 20 largest cities in the U.S. at 35.7
percent in 2016, a 4.1 percent drop from 2015's �gure, according to the U.S. Census
Bureau.

"We're always looking for safer, more affordable ways for folks to get around the city," de la
Vergne said. "That's why we allowed (the scooters) in Detroit; to see how people use them
and what we can learn."

The feedback has been positive, de la Vergne said, and the city is pushing forward this
winter to develop a regulatory strategy around the scooters to improve equitable access to
transportation.

Targeting accessibility

On Tuesday, Detroit City Council will offer free rides on the scooters at an evening council
meeting at the Hillman Recreation Center South of Eight Mile Road on the city's northeast
side.

"We want our residents to gain experience and see if these are a viable transportation
option for them," said Detroit City Councilman Scott Benson, whose district isn't currently
served by the scooters. "Even if they are a lot of fun, we need to look at the practical use of
these for our citizens in Detroit, and not just those downtown."

Benson said City Council will adopt an ordinance for scooters before it breaks Nov. 20.
Benson is calling for 70 percent of the scooters to be distributed outside the 7.2-square
miles of downtown.

"These need to be available to everybody, not just the cool kids downtown," Benson said.
"And I'm interested in how we do that how we make these an available option for someone
getting off the bus at Gratiot Avenue and get to Outer Drive and Mount Elliott."

City Council will also likely establish a new cap on the number of dockless scooters the
companies can distribute in the city as they look to expand to underserved areas. That
�gure is likely to be more than 600 like now, Benson said, but not enough to surpass
demand.

However, an agreement requiring 70 percent of scooters be outside of greater downtown
would be the most stringent in the nation and may receive pushback from Bird and Lime if

http://www.crainsdetroit.com/
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pro�tability suffers.

Last week, the Oakland, Calif., City Council approved an ordinance requiring at least 50
percent of the rentable scooters be distributed in Oakland's "communities of concern,"
de�ned by a high concentration of minorities and low-income residents. The ordinance
also creates specialty memberships for low-income riders with a rate "equivalent to" $5
annually for unlimited 30-minute rides.

"It's a signi�cant portion of Oakland that has really been underserved historically," Oakland
Councilwoman Rebecca Kaplan, who co-wrote the ordinance, told Bay Area public news
network KQED. "We want to make sure that as new options like the shared scooters come
about, that everybody has a chance to bene�t."

Bird and Lime appear to welcome the guidelines.

"We are encouraged by the progress the city has made in establishing
a framework that can work for everyone," Bird representative
Mackenzie Long told the East Bay Times last week.

Bird and Lime now offer discounts for low-income residents in the
cities they are available from their current pricing models of $1 to
unlock and 15 cents per minute to ride. Bird waives $1 fee for low-
income riders but maintains the 15 cents a minute rate. Lime offers a
50 percent discount to low-income riders.

To qualify for Bird's "One Bird" low-income program, individuals must
be enrolled in or be eligible for a state or federal assistance program,
including Medicaid, SNAP or a discounted utility bill, according to the

company's website.

Cities step up oversight

San Francisco banned scooters earlier this year, but recently selected dockless-scooter
companies Skip and Scoot to participate in a one-year pilot project, thus eliminating Bird
and Lime scooters from city streets. Charleston, S.C., also banned the scooters in August.
San Francisco rated Bird the worst of all applicants in its review of companies vying to
offer scooters. The criteria included safety, access for users with disabilities and low-
income users, sustainability, good labor practices and a positive relationship with the San
Francisco community, CNBC reported.

That could cause Bird to want to be more welcoming to Detroit's demands, Hampshire
said.

Larry Peplin for Crain's

Lime scooters left
parked on the sidewalk
in downtown Detroit.

https://www.kqed.org/news/11692906/oaklands-proposed-scooter-rules-focus-on-access-for-underserved-neighborhoods
https://www.postandcourier.com/news/charleston-officially-bans-electric-scooter-rentals-after-bird-s-launch/article_c8157de2-a645-11e8-b0bf-77ca0ebf8c54.html
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"Cities have the power to mandate these options," Hampshire said. "They can now say, 'If
you want access to downtown and the core of the city, then you have to provide access to
these other (low-income) places.' "

Detroit City Council is also in the middle of creating a community board that will advise on
the topics of scooter safety, equitable distribution and other matters related to scooters
and transportation, Benson said. Benson said he's also informing constituents of the
companies' charging program, which pay registered users $3 to $15 to charge each
scooter overnight and distribute them back onto streets by 6:30 a.m. the next day.

Other cities are taking a more draconian approach, deferring to outdated ordinances and
transportation codes to ignore having to deal with the conundrum they pose.

The Milwaukee, Wis., City Council banned the scooters in July as the use of the vehicles
isn't addressed by the Wisconsin Department of Transportation and legislation on the
matter likely won't be addressed until next year, the Milwaukee Journal-Sentinel reported.
Denver and St. Louis have also temporarily banned the scooters.

Larry Peplin for Crain's

A Bird scooter parked on a corner in downtown Detroit.

On Sept. 7, Ann Arbor began impounding Bird scooters after the company dropped them
into the city earlier this month. City Council members said the scooters were "improperly"

https://www.jsonline.com/story/news/local/milwaukee/2018/07/20/facing-ban-bird-scooters-may-disappear-milwaukee-until-2019/803014002/
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parked on bicycle lanes, city streets or on sidewalks and impounded two dozen scooters,
the Detroit Free Press reported. According to an Ann Arbor ordinance, scooters can't be
parked on city streets, sidewalks or bike paths, essentially negating the premise of the
systems, where a rider leaves them at a public destination available for the next patron to
rent.

Gov. Rick Snyder signed a law in June changing the the Michigan Vehicle Code to allow
"electric skateboards," which includes any wheeled devices with a �oorboard that do not
exceed 25 mph, on roadways, effective Sept. 18.

"These companies are cognizant of the bad rap they got from rollout in other cities,"
Benson said. "They are startups and new, so they are learning. They are going a long way
to making sure we have a positive experience, but that means we need a smart strategy
that's good for everyone."

Detroit could also charge the scooter companies for use of its public spaces. Santa
Monica, Calif. approved a 16-month pilot program last month for scooter deployment that
included a $20,000 annual operator fee as well as $130 per-scooter annual charge.
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