AGENDA
CITY COUNCIL MEETING
FEBRUARY 28, 2022 — 7:30PM
CITY OF FARMINGTON HILLS
31555 W ELEVEN MILE ROAD
FARMINGTON HILLS, MICHIGAN
Telephone: 248-871-2410 Website: www.fhgov.com
Cable TV: Spectrum — Channel 203; AT&T — Channel 99
YouTube Channel: https://www.youtube.com/user/FHChannel8

City Council will be participating in ALICE Training at City Hall at 6pm prior to the regular City Council
meeting. This is _for training purposes only and no official business will take place. Doors will open at
approximately 7:15pm for the 7:30pm regular City Council meeting

REGULAR SESSION MEETING BEGINS AT 7:30P.M. IN THE CITY COUNCIL CHAMBER
STUDY SESSION (No Study Session Meeting Scheduled for February 28, 2022)
REGULAR SESSION MEETING
CALL REGULAR SESSION MEETING TO ORDER
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

ROLL CALL
1.  Approval of regular session meeting agenda

2. Proclamation supporting efforts of the Farmington Area Commission on Aging for the Prevention
of Elder Financial Abuse

3. Presentation of Historic District Commission 2021 Annual Report
4.  Presentation of Planning Commission 2021 Annual Report
CORRESPONDENCE

CONSENT AGENDA - (See Items No. 9 - 18)
All items listed under Consent Agenda are considered routine by the City Council and will be enacted
by one motion. There will be no separate discussion of these items, unless a Council Member or
citizen so requests, in which event the items may be removed from the Consent Agenda for
consideration.

CONSENT AGENDA ITEMS FOR DISCUSSION

PUBLIC QUESTIONS AND COMMENTS
Limited to five (5) minutes for any item of City business not on the agenda.

COUNCIL MEMBERS COMMENTS AND ANNOUNCEMENTS

CITY MANAGER UPDATE

PUBLIC HEARING:

5. Public hearing and consideration of an amendment to Planned Unit Development (PUD) 5, 1993,

including site plan SP 65-10-2021, to develop a portion of a parcel located at the south side of W. 12
Mile Road between Investment Drive and Drake Road.


http://www.fhgov.com/
https://www.youtube.com/user/FHChannel8
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NEW BUSINESS:

6.  Consideration of approval of appointments to various boards and commissions.

7. Consideration of approval of the transfer of ownership of a 2021 Class C & SDM Liquor License with
Sunday Sales and Dance Permit located at 27406 W. 8 Mile Road.

8.  Consideration of approval of the Commercial Rehabilitation District Establishment and Exemption
Certificate Policy.

CONSENT AGENDA:

9.  Recommended approval of award of contract for Heritage Hills and Wedgewood Commons
Subdivision Road Reconstruction Program, Phase II to Florence Cement Company in the amount of
$4,569,898.14. CMR 2-22-14

10. Recommended approval of award of contract for the City Hall Campus Parking Lot Replacement
Project to Nagle Paving Company, in the amount of $316,487.98. CMR 2-22-15

11. Recommended approval of award of contract for Armored Courier-Remote Safe Services with PNC
Bank in a total amount of $141,130 over a period of 5 years; with possible extensions. CMR 2-22-16

12. Recommended approval of purchase of a 2022 Ford Police Interceptor Replacement Fleet Vehicle
from Signature Ford in the amount of $34,129.00. CMR 2-22-17

13. Recommended approval of award of contract for the Farmington Freeway Industrial Park Phase 1 -
Commerce Drive Reconstruction Project to Mark Anthony Contracting Inc., in the amount of
$2,132,547.07. CMR 2-22-18

14. Recommended approval of award of contract for the Whitlock Street Gravel Conversion Project to
Hutch Paving LLC, in the amount of $1,446,335.40. CMR 2-22-19

15. Recommended approval of award of bid for Uniform Laundry/Dry-Cleaning Services to Perfect
Cleaners in an estimated annual amount of $25,000 per year, for three (3) years; with possible
extensions. CMR 2-22-20

16. Recommended approval of an agreement with Flock Group, Inc. to provide license plate detection system
technology and services. CMR 2-22-21

17.  Recommended approval of the City Council study session meeting minutes of February 14, 2022.

18. Recommended approval of the City Council regular session meeting minutes of February 14, 2022.

ADDITIONS TO AGENDA

ADJOURNMENT

Respectfully submitted,

Pamela B. Smith, City Clerk
Reviewed by:

Gary Mekjian, City Manager
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REQUESTS TO SPEAK: Anyone requesting to speak before Council on any agenda item other than
an advertised public hearing issue must complete and turn in to the City Clerk a blue, Public
Participation Registration Form (located in the wall rack by the south door entering the council
chambers).

NOTE: Anyone planning to attend the meeting who has need of special assistance under the
Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) is asked to contact the City Clerk’s Office at 248-871-2410 at
least two (2) business days prior to the meeting, wherein necessary arrangements/ accommodations
will be made.



WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

PROCLAMATION

Farmington Area Commission on Aging
Prevention of Elder Financial Abuse

February 28, 2022

over 3.5 million Americans, including many elderly people, are the
victims of financial exploitation every year; and

the Education Committee of the Farmington Area Commission on
Aging (COA) aims to ensure that all Farmington area residents have
the opportunity to learn about the prevention of elder financial abuse
before it happens; and

the COA Education Committee will undertake a variety of activities
to educate seniors, professionals, families, financial institutions,
Farmington area public safety representatives, elder care facilities,
and other groups to ensure that residents have effective resources to
combat elder financial abuse and help them should they become
victims; and

we support the group in their efforts to assess the knowledge of
community stakeholders on this issue and to create annual education
programs to increase awareness about the prevention of elder
financial abuse in our community.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that I, Vicki Barnett, Mayor of the City of
Farmington Hills, on behalf of the City Council, do hereby support the efforts of the
Farmington Area Commission on Aging as they work diligently on the Prevention of
Elder Financial Abuse and educate our community about this important issue impacting

our senior population.

Vicki Barnett, Mayor



Inter-Office Correspondence

DATE: February 24, 2022 (February 28, 2022, City Council Meeting)
TO: Mayor and City Council Members
FROM: Historic District Commission

SUBJECT: Historic District Commission 2021 Annual Report

The Historic District Commission is forwarding its 2021 Annual Report for review and acceptance
by City Council. The Historic District Commission adopted the report at their February 9, 2022,
meeting. The Planning Commission accepted the report at their February 17, 2022, meeting. City
ordinances require that the Historic District Commission prepare and present an annual report to the
Planning Commission and City Council summarizing the Historic District Commission’s activities
in the prior year.

In accordance with the Historic District Commission’s by-laws, once accepted by City Council, the
annual report shall be forwarded to the State of Michigan Historic Preservation Office to comply with
Certified Local Government requirements.

Historic District Commission Vice Chairperson, Ken Klemmer, will be present at the February 28,
2022, meeting to present.

Attachment:

Historic District Commission 2021 Annual Report



Historic District Commission

CITY OF FARMINGTON HILLS HISTORIC DISTRICT COMMISSION
2021 ANNUAL REPORT

The City Farmington Hills Historic District Commission is charged with preserving historic districts
within the City that reflect elements of the architectural, cultural, economic, political, or social history
of the community. This seven-member commission is comprised of City residents working diligently
over the past year to further this goal. This report summarizes the Commission’s activities in 2021.

2021 Commission Membership

Alec Thomson

Bryan Brincat (resigned)

James Paulson, Vice Chair

John Trafelet

Ken Klemmer, Chair

Lisa Martin, Recording Secretary
Marleen Tulas (newly appointed)

Steve Olson
City Council Liaison: Valerie Knol, Councilperson
City Staff Liaison(s): Angeline Lawrence, Staff Planner (resigned)

Erik Perdonik, Staff Planner (newly assigned)

2021 Historic District Commission Goals, Objectives, and Initiatives

[0 Assist Parks and Recreation Department with scope of work required to help Spice House recover
from damage caused by a fallen tree in 2020 and overall building maintenance. HDC formed a
special subcommittee to work with the Department.

[0 Continue cemetery preservation plan with additional monument cleaning, initiate resetting of large

monuments with scope of services for a consultant. Communicate with Department of Public

Works to get clarity on landscape guidelines and process for grounds maintenance.

Continue oral history project using on-line meeting software and digital tools to capture interviews

of older residents, officials, and community stakeholders.

Comprehensive video, photo of Sarah Fisher property since development is slated to begin soon.

Review existing descriptions of historic properties in our "Blue Book" to expand language and

architectural styles of historic districts described in the book.

Conduct a workshop on obtaining a certificate of appropriateness and building permits using

online resources.

Complete study of properties identified in the 2019 reconnaissance survey by contacting property

owners and informing them of benefits of local historic designation.

Conduct a workshop on obtaining a certificate of appropriateness and building permits.

Monitor the preservation status of the Botsford Inn and work with the responsible parties to address

various issues regarding the exterior of the structure.

O

oo O 0O

2022 Historic District Commission Goals, Objectives, and Initiatives

[ Assist the City’s Special Services Department with upcoming restoration work on the fieldstone
wall at the Sherman-Goodenough House (Historic District Site No. 312).
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Historic District Commission

[ Assist the City’s Special Services Department with the upcoming work on the Spicer House (Historic
District Site No. 508) and implement a comprehensive restoration plan for the site.
Continue collaboration between the Historic District Commission and City’s Department of Public
Works in implementing the cemetery preservation plan, including additional monument cleaning
and resetting.
Continue the oral history project using online meeting software and other digital tools to capture
interviews of residents, officials, and community stakeholders.
Continue to update the “Blue Book,” the City’s official guide to its Historic Districts, for accuracy
and comprehensiveness, and explore a potential internship opportunity within the Planning Office to
assist in such process.
Comprehensive video and photo documentation of Sarah Fisher property since development may
begin soon.
Continue to monitor the preservation status of the Botsford Inn and work with the responsible parties
to address various issues regarding the exterior of the structure.
Complete study of properties identified in the 2019 reconnaissance survey by contacting property
owners and informing them of benefits of local historic designation and continue to identify new
sites for potential historic designation.

1 Develop a standardized “welcome package” for new owners of designated historic sites.

Historic District Commission Meetings

In 2021, the Historic District Commission held eight (8) regular meetings. Meetings in May, June,
August, and September were cancelled due to lack of business.

Review of Work Within Historic Districts

Review by the Historic District Commission is required whenever work is proposed to the exterior or
within one-hundred (100) feet of a designated structure.

Certificates of Appropriateness are granted for a project which meets the United States Secretary of
the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation and Guidelines for Rehabilitating Historic Buildings, as set
forth in Tile 36 of the Code of Federal Regulations, Part 67, as amended. Projects which cannot meet
the Standards for Rehabilitation are considered for a Notice to Proceed. A Notice to Proceed may be
issued where:

(1) The resource constitutes a hazard to the safety of the public or to the structure’s occupants;

(2) The resource is a deterrent to a major improvement program that will be of substantial benefit
to the community and the applicant proposing the work has obtained all necessary planning
and zoning approvals, financing, and environmental clearances, as required;

(3) Retaining the resource will cause undue financial hardship to the owner when a governmental
action, an act of God, or other events beyond the owner’s control created the hardship, and all
feasible alternatives to eliminate the financial hardship, which may include offering the
resource for sale at its fair market value or moving the resource to a vacant area within the
historic district or to another site preferably within the city determined to be appropriate by the
commission, have been attempted and exhausted by the owner;

(4) Retaining the resource is not in the interest of the majority of the community.
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Historic District Commission

Certificates of Appropriateness

In 2021, four (4) Certificates of Appropriateness were issued for work within the following districts:
Historic District Site No. 2 - John Garfield House - 35810 West Thirteen Mile Road

Site Overview

This Greek Revival house with a
Federalist influence was
probably constructed between
1831 and 1838 by John
Garfield. The outer portion has
hand-hewn beams, and the
inner basic beams are logs with
bark still on them.

The house experienced
extensive  remodeling  and
modification over the years but
has been restored to its original
Federal-Greek Revival
appearance.

The property at one time contained an orchard and a dairy farm. The barn, which has been remodeled
into a home, is on neighboring property. A carriage house, to the east of the home, was moved here
from its original location near the Botsford Inn.

The John Garfield House is on the Michigan State Registry of Historical Places.

Certificate of Appropriateness 21-1

The Historic District Commission issued a Certificate of Appropriateness for the replacement of the

existing cedar shake wood roofs on the main house, carriage house, and remodeled barn with asphalt,
charcoal-colored, architectural grade, multilayered roofing.
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Historic District Commission
Historic District Site No. 518 - Edward Chene House - 29920 Ardmore Drive
Site Overview

Built in 1927 for Edward and
Evelyn Chene, this colonial
revival home has original
windows, original  shingle
siding, original plumbing
fixtures, wood floor and coved
ceilings. The house is situated
on an acre lot. There are
beautiful oak trees in the front
yard and the first Christmas
tree in the house was planted
in the back yard and still
growing.

Edward Chene was from the

pioneer Chene family of

Detroit. He was an insurance salesman.

This house was one of the early homes of Oaklands subdivision. It was designed by Emily Butterfield,
the first woman licensed to practice architecture in Michigan. Emily worked with her father in the firm
of Butterfield and Butterfield.

There are two additions to the house; the one on the south was post World War Il, and the addition to
the east was built in 1981. The house came under new ownership in 2021.

Certificate of Appropriateness 21-1A

Staff issued an administratively reviewed Certificate of Appropriateness for the installation of white,
aluminum, five (5)-inch seamless gutters and downspouts, with gutter guard, on the home.

Certificate of Appropriateness 21-2

The Historic District Commission issued a Certificate of Appropriateness for the installation of a four
(4)-foot-tall, black, vinyl-coated, chain-link fence within the rear and side yards.
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Historic District Commission
Historic District Site No. 514 - James F. Cain House - 26135 Holly Hill Drive
Site Overview

A four-square design with
Colonial revival details, this
small “estate” house with
sidewalks to other early

models was located
prominently in Pasadena Park
subdivision.

This house is typical of a 1925
luxury design. Economic
conditions of the Great
Depression halted the
development of the subdivision
until after World War Il so no
more models like this were
constructed.

James F. Cain, the builder and developer of Pasadena Park lived here with his wife Genevieve and
three children for about ten years. Hollywood Drive became Holly Hill when Pasadena Park was
reorganized.

Other unusual features are the basement, which was constructed of brick, and the Pewabic tile in the
upstairs bathroom.

Certificate of Appropriateness 21-3

The Historic District Commission issued a Certificate of Appropriateness for the replacement of eight
(8) windows on the 1960s family room addition with new double-hung windows with grills.
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Historic District Commission

Notices to Proceed

In 2021, one (1) Notice to Proceed was amended for work within the following districts:

Historic District Site No. 507 - Sarah Fisher Home - 27400 Twelve Mile Road

Site Overview

Egyptian influence used in
public building of the 1920s is
seen in the original
administration office and early
buildings of the children’s
home. Fine brickwork, slate
roof, limestone framing on door
and windows, and carving over
the entrance are used on this
structure built in July 1929.

The entrance gates at Twelve
Mile and Inkster Roads are
outstanding and were restored
in 2009.

Background

The Sarah Fisher family built the facility in 1929 to house unwed mothers and their children. The site
includes ten (10) cottages, designed to house twenty-four (24) children each, a chapel, and a
playroom. By 1934, there were two-hundred (200) children enrolled (ages two (2) to six (6)) and a
nursery school was added.

With over twenty (20) buildings sitting on an approximately 31.5-acre campus, it was an important
cultural center for over seventy (70) years. Closed in 2005 and unoccupied since, it has been first on
the Historic District Commission’s “Watch List,” which includes historic district sites whose
deteriorating condition is of particular concern to the Commission. Efforts to find a buyer to repurpose
the many buildings have been fruitless. Working with other potential buyers, the Commission proposed
preservation of a limited number of the most significant structures, symbolic of the facility’s cultural
role.
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Historic District Commission

First Amendment to Notice to Proceed 20-1

The Historic District Commission issued a Notice to Proceed for the demolition of all historic structures
on the site, with the exception of the chapel portion of the administration building, entry wall and gates
at the corner of Twelve Mile and Inkster Roads, and the historic marker, which shall all be preserved,
provided that:

= Materials from the buildings to be razed shall be reused as much as possible;

= Existing wood windows, architecturally significant exterior elements, and historic building
material in the historic buildings shall be retained, preserved, and reused in so far as possible
in the construction of the new onsite buildings;

= The proponent shall not proceed with any demolition whatsoever until completion of all other
associated City of Farmington Hills approvals for complete redevelopment of the property;

= Any structure which is approved for demolition but left standing shall remain subject to Historic
District Commission review.

Chapel Concept

As explained in greater detail later in this report in the Project Updates section, a Planned Unit
Development application process is underway to redevelop the site for skilled nursing and residential
uses.
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Historic District Commission

Selected Historic District Commission Activities in 2021

Historic District Site No. 910 - West Farmington Cemetery - Twelve Mile and Halsted Roads

Site Overview

This cemetery was established in
1835 on the grounds of the
Baptist Church that once stood
there. The church is now gone.
When the congregation
disbanded, the church moved to
the Palacky farm on Twelve Mile
on May 4, 1938.

The cemetery was maintained by
local families who established a
group called the Willing Workers.
They raised money and
maintained the cemetery. It is
now the property of the City of Farmington Hills.

This pioneer cemetery is listed on the Michigan State Registry of Historical Places.
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Historic District Commission

Historic District Site No. 900 - East Farmington Cemetery - Twelve Mile Road between Inkster and
Middlebelt Roads

Site Overview

In 1824 Sanford M. Utley
came west with his family,
including two sons, Peleg
and George. His wife,
Patience, fell off the wagon
when they arrived in July;
two months later on
September 26, 1824, she
was buried on Peleg’s farm.

The section of the Utley
farm, where Patience was
buried, became
Farmington’s first cemetery.
Hers was the first death in
the township.

The cemetery was
maintained by the East Farmington Cemetery Association with a group called the Mystic Workers taking
care of the cemetery with various fundraising activities and their own labor.

The cemetery is now maintained by the City of Farmington Hills. It is listed on the Michigan Registry
of Historical Places.

Cemetery Master Plan Implementation

Beginning in 2019, the Historic District Commission undertook leading the preservation of the two (2)
city-owned cemeteries: Farmington West Cemetery and Farmington East Cemetery. The Master Plan
developed by a Historic District Commission subcommittee is a multi-year, phased approach. Broadly
speaking, the phases, which overlap, include documentation, cleanup of the landscape, cleaning of
markers, and resetting and restoration of the markers.

While work has been slowed by the pandemic, progress has been steady; including both volunteer
efforts and the engagement of professional services.

Throughout 2021, the Historic District Commission continued implementation of its Cemetery Master
Plan. Commissioners, with the assistance of City Department of Public Works staff, Fenton Memorials,
and volunteers, cleaned and reset monuments in West Farmington Cemetery, including the resetting
of twelve (12) larger, heavier monuments along Halsted Road. At East Farmington Cemetery, Boy
Scouts assisted Commissioners and volunteers in cleaning monuments at East Farmington Cemetery
Finally, the wrought-iron fence was restored at East Farmington Cemetery in 2021 as well.
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Historic District Commission

Project Updates

Historic District Site No. 507 - Sarah Fisher Home - 27400 Twelve Mile Road

In 2020, a developer began the Planned Unit Development process seeking City approval to redevelop
this site for skilled nursing and residential uses. The plans have since been revised in response to City
Council comments, which gave rise to the First Amendment to Notice to Proceed 20-1 described
previously in this report. The approval process remains ongoing with the developer and City currently
exploring various potential economic incentive opportunities. A revised Planned Unit Development and
Site Plan application is expected to be received soon. The process will then once again move forward
for Planning Commission and City Council consideration.
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Historic District Commission

Historic District Site No. 508 - Spicer House - Heritage Park on Farmington Road
Site Overview

This long low English
Country House was
designed to blend in with
the landscape by
talented architect
Marcus Burrowes. The
house was built in 1926
for attorney David Gray
and his wife, Martha. It
originally stood on twelve
acres of land.

The house was designed
with two wings; the
outdoors was visible
from all rooms. This
design was not only
beautiful, but practical, because of the cross ventilation.

David Gray died before the house was occupied and Martha Gray moved to California before the house
was ever lived in. When Eleanor Goodenough married John Spicer in 1935, Mrs. Gray gave the home
and property to the newlyweds. Eleanor was the daughter of Luman Goodenough, a dear friend of the
Grays.

Additional acres were purchased for the farm which Eleanor Spicer ran until her death in 1982. At that
time the property included 200 acres and Mrs. Spicer liked to refer to it as the only unspoiled place in
Farmington Hills.

The land is now Heritage Park with this jewel of a house as its heart. The Spicer House serves as the
Park’s Visitor Center, with the wings modernized to serve as classrooms and meeting areas. The four
historic rooms: the hall, living room with cathedral ceiling, library and dining room, serve for gatherings
and displays.

Repairs and Maintenance

In 2020, the Spicer House was damaged by a fallen tree and is generally in need of maintenance in a
variety of areas. In 2021, the Historic District Commission worked together with the City’s Special
Services Department as a variety of repairs were completed.

Funds are budgeted for the replacement of the roof in 2022, as well as work on the gutters and
chimney. The Historic District Commission will be highly involved in this project as a Certificate of
Appropriateness will be required for the roof replacement.
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Historic District Commission

Comprehensive Preservation Plan

The Commission has also begun working with Special Services and consultants on developing and
implementing a broader comprehensive preservation plan for the site. This work will continue in 2022.

Historic District Site No. 312 - Sherman-Goodenough House - 24705 Farmington Road
Site Overview

Palmer Sherman, a
Farmington grower of seed
for Ferry Morse Company,
built a brick home on his
farm in 1869. Palmer
Sherman’s home is the
southeast portion of the
Georgian mansion that was
constructed from 1914-
1930 when the
Goodenoughs converted the
farmhouse into their country
estate. The additions were
designed by architect
Marcus Burrowes for Luman
Goodenough, a  Detroit
attorney.

Included in the creation of the Georgian manor were elegant details by the talented architect who
specialized in historic periods. There is Pewabic tile in one of the bathrooms. The house was a summer
country home before becoming a year-round residence in 1916. The outstanding talent of Marcus
Burrowes has been rewarded with registration in the Michigan Registry of Historical Places.

The house is surrounded by a fieldstone wall constructed by Farmington stone mason Henry Mahaney.

When Mrs. Goodenough died in 1967, the terms of the will provided for the home to be given to the
community for community use, “provided no tax money was involved.” A group of local citizens raised
money for the operation of the home as a Community Center, and for over 20 years citizens of
Farmington/Farmington Hills have been able to enjoy many social and cultural functions within the
walls and grounds of this beautiful home, whose walls are redolent of a more leisurely, elegant age of
horses and grooms, chauffeurs, gardeners and servants. Today, the City operates and maintains the
site.
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Historic District Commission

Repairs and Maintenance

In 2018 and 2019, the fieldstone wall was damaged as a result of a vehicle accidents. The Historic
District Commission worked together with the City’s Special Services Department in repairing the wall;
however, more extensive repairs to the wall are necessary to ensure its long-term stability. For 2022,
Special Services seeks to contract to reconstruct the southern sixty (60) feet of the wall; the Historic
District Commission will be highly involved in this project as well.

Historic District Site No. 15 - Botsford Inn — 28000 Grand River Avenue

Site Overview

Built in 1836 by
Allen Weston, this
Inn was used as a
hotel and tavern. It
was significant as
the Sixteen Mile
House when owned
and run by Stephen
Jennings on the
Detroit to Howell
Plank Road. Milton
Botsford purchased
the Inn in 1860 and
gave it his name.

In 1924 Henry Ford
became owner of
the Inn and did extensive restoration. He also moved the Inn back to make room for the widening of
Grand River Avenue.

This Inn is listed in the National Registry of Historic Places and Michigan State Registry of Historical
Places.

Watch List

In fall 2021, the Historic District Commission received reports regarding the preservation status of the
Botsford Inn, owned by Botsford General Hospital and adjacent to the Cancer Center. As a result, the
Commission established a subcommittee to visit and assess the condition of the property. The
subcommittee’s report noted removal of the historic shutters and other evidence of deterioration.

To assure that the property owner is aware of their preservation responsibilities, the subcommittee
has scheduled an onsite meeting to discuss such obligations with the responsible parties.
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Inter-Office Correspondence

DATE: February 24, 2022 (February 28, 2022, City Council Meeting)
TO: Mayor and City Council Members
FROM: Planning Commission

SUBJECT: Planning Commission 2021 Annual Report

The Planning Commission is forwarding their 2021 Annual Report for your review and acceptance.
State law requires that the Planning Commission prepare and present an annual report to City Council
summarizing the Planning Commission’s activities for the prior year.

A presentation by Planning Commission Chairperson, Dale Countegan, has been scheduled for the
February 28, 2022, City Council meeting.

Attachment:

Planning Commission 2021 Annual Report



The Farmington Hills Planning Commission is charged with promoting the public health,
safety, and welfare of Farmington Hills through sound land use planning. This nine-
member commission is comprised of residents of the City of Farmington Hills who have
worked diligently over the past year to further this goal. This report documents their efforts
during calendar year 2021.

Commission Members

Steven Stimson, Chair Joseph Mantey
Dale Countegan, Vice Chair Robert Turner
John Trafelet, Secretary Steven Schwartz
Barry Brickner Marisa Varga

James Orr (resigned as Commissioner November 18, 2021)
Major Initiatives

2022/2023 —2027/2028 Capital Improvements Plan

Act 33 of the Public Acts of 2008, the Michigan Planning Enabling Act, provides that the
Planning Commission annually prepare a Capital Improvements Plan. Further, Sections
3.07 and 6.08 of the City Charter require the submission of a Capital Improvements Plan
to City Council. The Planning Commission held a study session on January 28, 2021, to
prepare this document for public review and adopted the plan after holding a public hearing
at their March 18, 2021, meeting.

Activity Highlights

“The Emerson” Planned Unit Development

In December 2021, the Planning Commission reviewed and recommended that City
Council approve a Planned Unit Development for a 316-unit apartment development on
the south side of Northwestern Highway, between Greening Street and Highview Avenue.
Council approved the Planned Unit Development plan in January 2022.

The applicant proposes to use the site for two (2) multiple-family residential apartment
buildings; a four (4)-story, 250-unit building with a parking deck on the northern portion
of the site, and a three (3)-story, 66-unit building on the southern portion of the site. A wide
range of both interior and exterior onsite amenities for the residents are proposed, as well
as streetscape, infrastructure, and access management improvements.



Sarah Fisher House (Historic District Site No. 507) Redevelopment

In April 2021, the Planning Commission reviewed and recommended that City Council
approve a Planned Unit Development for a mixed-use development at the northwest corner
of West Twelve Mile and Inkster Roads, the site of the Sarah Fisher House. The Planned
Unit Development plan has since been revised in response to Council’s concerns, and the
applicant has expressed the intent to proceed with the planning approval process with the
revised plans.

The applicant proposed to use the site for a two (2)-story, 140-bed skilled nursing facility
and 144 apartment units, split between three (3) three (3)-story (38-foot tall) apartment
buildings. The Planned Unit Development plan approved by the Planning Commission also
included the preservation of the historic administrative building, one (1) cottage, and the
entrance wall/gate structure.

“Chasewood Villas”

In August 2021, the Planning Commission reviewed
and recommended that City Council approve a Cluster
Option Site Plan for a single-family residential
subdivision on the north side of West Nine Mile Road,
between Polo Club and Baywood Drives. Council
approved the Cluster Option Site Plan in September
2021.

The applicant proposes to use the site for 28 cluster
units arranged along a cul de sac street, with 3.95 acres
of open space.

(Chasewood Villa Site Plan, Cluster Site Plan 60-10-
2020, September 27, 2021, City Council approval)

Application Activity: The following tables illustrate
all application generated Planning Commission
activity, including the number of meetings held, site
and landscape plans, zoning map and text
amendments and other land use applications
reviewed by the Commission in 2021



2021
City of Farmington Hills
Planning Commission Activity

2021 Planning Commission Meetings:

Regular Meetings, 8 Planning Commission Meetings
includes Study Sessions 19
and Joint meetings 20
Regular/ Public Hearing 7 15 14 15
Public Hearing 4 15 13
Total 19 . -

10 Planning Commission
(10 meetings via Zoom and 9 in person) s Meetings

0
2017 2018 2019 2020 2021
Comparative graph for previous years

25 .

2021 Site Plans (SP and Clusters) 23, 992 Site, SA,
Approved 14 2 s Landscape &
Postponed 2 18 |
On next year’s Agenda 3 Clusters
Total 19 15 14 14

2021 Special Approvals (SA) 10 Site, Landscape Plans
Approved 2 and Special Approvals
Total 2

5
0
2017 2018 2019 2020 2021

Average time it takes from application . Time frame of site plan approvals 2021

to Planning Commission for approvals in r:(,nths

2021. Most that are approved are subject

to administrative approvals of revisions. 3 months

(4 postponed by applicant, counted in plus

3 months) 2 months

1 month



Planning Commission Activity continued:

2021 Lot Splits
Approved
Total

2021 Rezoning
Approved
Denied
Total

2021 Zoning Text Amendments

Approved
Set for Public Hearing (PH)
Total

2021 Cluster Options
Preliminary Approved
Total

2021 P.U.D. Qualifications
Approved
Total

2021 P.U.D. Plans
Approved, includes
Revised
Total

N =

O P N W & U1 O N

Comparative Graph from previous years:

Lot Splits

Zoning Text

3 3 3 3 3 Amentments

2 2 22 Rezonings

0 0

2017 2018 2019 2020 2021

Comparative Graph from previous years:

Planned Unit Developments
and Qualifications

2017 2018 2019 2020 2021

PUD Plans PUD Qualifications



SP 51-1-2021

SP 52-1-2021
SP 53-1-2021
SP 54-2-2021
(PUD Plan 1, 2021)
SA 55-2-2021

SP 56-2-2021

SA 57-3-2021

SP 58-3-2021

(also see SP 67-12-
2021)

SP 59-4-2021

SP 60-5-2021

Revised Landscape
SP 61-4-2019 (PUD 5,
1993)

SP 61-8-2021

Revised SP 62-5-
2019

SP 62-8-2021

Landscape SP 63-9-
2021

SP 64-10-2021

20-300-019

15-201-015

11-351-049

15-201-270

30-251-014
35-23-201-
013, 002,
003, 004 &
005
02-102-003
to 005

23-351-036

30-101-021

25-301-019
thru 021

17-201-013

02-226-027

11-477-109,
014 & 013

26-482-001

12-126-037

26-277-014

Site and Special Approval Plans

24360 Independence Dr.,
Independence Green
Clubhouse

In RC-3

27745 Orchard Lake, Gas
Station renovation

31066 Twelve Mile Rd.,
Building Renovation Self-
Service Fuel Facilities.

31525 Twelve Mile, Convert
existing hotel into a senior
living complex in ES

23955 Freeway Park Drive,
Indoor Athlete Training in LI-1
30250 Grand River Ave.,
Automobile detailing business
in support of internet sales, B-
3

32905 Northwestern Hwy,
retail garden center and
produce, multiple zonings
31140 & 31130 Ten Mile, New
building in B-3

23400 Haggerty, Addition to
existing building in LI-1

29300 Grayfield Dr. & vacant
easterly and westerly
adjoining

parcels. Multiple family
Apartments in RC-2

S. side of 12 Mile Rd., W. of
Drake, Construct staging area
for new office building in 0S-4
33000 Covington Club Dr., RA-
2, Garage and Sales Office at
existing Apartment
Community

NW. Corner of 12 Mile Rd. &
Middlebelt Rd.

Assisted living facility in RC-2
29820 Nine Mile, LI-1, parking
improvement (grow facility)
30955 Northwestern Hwy.
0S-1 (CJ 85), Landscape
revision

Middlebelt Rd.

RA-3 major frontage option,
one duplex.

Approved by PC 2-
18-2021

Approved by PC 2-
18-2021
Postponed by
applicant

Set for PH 3-18-
2021

Approved 3-18-
2021
Approved 3-18-
2021

Approved 4-22-
2021

4-22-21, Postponed
by applicant prior
to going to Planning
Commission
Approved by PC 6-
17-2021

Approved 6-17-
2021

Approved 7-15-021

Approved 9-23-
2021

Approved 11-18-
2021

Approved 9-23-
2021

Approved 10-21-
2021

11-18-2021 set for
PH

Approved 12-16-
2021

IGA Property Owner
LLC, M Fontaine

Faiz Simon, Island
Land Capital

Eric Williams,
Stonefield

Manor Senior Living
LLC

Tom Anastos

Ari El, 30250 Grand
River Ave.

Ray Hesano

Nikolin Nokaj

Glenn Pavey

Djon Stanaj

JST Corporation

Jeffrey Kaftan

Harbor Retirement
Development

David Jappaya

Sapphire
Landscaping

Ramiz Naman



SP 65-10-2021,
(Amend PUD 5,
1993)

Revised SP 62-5-
2019

SP 66-12-2021

SP 67-12-2021 (also
see SP 58-3-2021)

SP 68-12-2021

17-201-013
part of

11-477-109,

014,013

19-351-012

23-351-036

21-376-020

30-300-019

S. side of Twelve Mile and
west side of Investment Dr.
Commercial Retail &
Restaurant, in OS-4

27815 Middlebelt Rd.,
Assisted Living facility., RC-2

38400 Ten Mile Rd.

Convert existing fast-food
building to Car Wash, B-3
31140 West Ten Mile

New Commercial, Building
Supply, B-3

34700 Grand River Ave.

New Commercial Building, LI-
1

Approved 11-18-
2021

Approved 11-18-
2021

On 2-17-2022 PC
agenda

1-20-2022
Postponed by
applicant

Not on agenda 12-
16, 2021,
postponed by
applicant for a
future meeting

Cluster Site Plans 2021

38500 Nine Mile
Rd., RA-2, 28-30
Single Family homes

Pulte Homes of
Michigan, LLC
Paul Schuck

Michael Lawrence,
Yamasaki, Inc

C. Jennings

Harbor Retirement
Development
Mustafa Gardi
Chad Greentech
Engineering
Nikolin Nokaj

Billy Gongora
Jing-Jin

PC Recommended to City
Council 2-18-2021



LOT SPLIT #

Lot Split 1, 2021
final
(PUD 5, 1993)

Lot Split 2, 2021
final

Lot Split 3, 2021
Final

Lot Split 4, 2021
Rec’d 5-12-2021

Lot Split 5, 2021
Rec’d 8-18-21

Administrative
Lot Split 6, 2021
Rec’d 10/28/2021

Lot Split 7, 2021
Rec’d 12-17-21

SECTION

17-201-013
(now 014 & 015)

03-226-026

32-301-034

33-226-018

23-376-085

Part of 13-351-
005
PUD

34-404-018

Lot Splits 2021

DESCRIPTION

S. side of Twelve Mile,
W. of Drake Rd. Split
parent parcel into two
lots OS-4, (JST)

30825 Orchard Lake Rd.
Split parent parcel into
two lots in

B-2, (Hunters Sq)
21120 Halsted Rd. Split
parent parcel into 4, in
RA-1

33777 Nine Mile,

Split parent parcel into
4, in RA-4

20893 Gill Rd.

Split parent parcel into
2, RA-3

29000 Eleven Mile,
Sisters of Mercy,
Edward Rose, assisted
senior living, per
previous plans approved
31770 Junction St. One
parcel into 3

PETITIONER
Perimo USA
Corporation
Farmington Hills
Corp Investors
PPT Realty, LP,
Timothy Collier

Terry Sever

Terry Sever

Mohammad
Usman

Mark Perkoski

Carol Kujala

PC APPROVAL
DATE
Approved 3 18,
2021

Approved 4 22,
2021

Approved 5-20-
2021
Approved 6-17-
2021
Approved 9-23-

2021

Approved 11-30-
2021

Approved 1-20-
2022



REQUEST
ZR 1-2-2021

(3-18-21 set for PH)
(4-22-2021, Postponed

by applicant)

Rezoning Requests 2021

LOCATION SIDWELL# FROM /TO PROPONENT
23700 Orchard 26-151-025 0S-2 to RC-3 Jefrey Fishman
Lake, Westhill

Woods Did not go to CC

6-17-2021 recommend

denial to CC,
ZR 2-3-2021

(4-22-2021 set of PH)

6-17-2021

to CC

ZTA. #
ZTA 1, 2021

ZTA 2, 2021

Parcel south of 21-376-021 B-3to LI-1 Jing-Jin Electric

34700 Grand

River Ave., B-3 to CC approved rezoning
recommend approval ||-1

Zoning Text Amendments 2021

RESULTS

PC PH March 25,
2021

Amended April
22,2021
recommended
approval to City
Council

PC regular
meeting October
21, 2021, set for
PCPH

PROPOSED AMENDMENT

Zoning Text Amendment 1, 2021

Reconsideration of locational requirements for medical marijuana
caregivers in proximity to schools, nursery schools, day nurseries, day care
centers, and state-licensed day care homes contained in a proposed
amendment to the Zoning Ordinance to add a new definition of
“Cannabis”; amend the definitions of “Medical Marihuana”, “Primary
Caregiver”, and “Medical Use”; and to amend use standards and location
requirements related to the cultivation of medical marihuana by primary
caregivers

Zoning Text Amendment 2 2021

Amend the definition of “Family” and various sections of Chapter
34, Zoning to provide equal housing opportunities particularly
suited to the needs of persons entitled to reasonable
accommodation under state or federal law within One Family
and Planned Residential zoning districts



P.U.D. PLAN#

Amendment to
PUD Plan 1-2014

PUD Plan 1, 2021
(SP 54-2-2021)

PUD Plan 2, 2021

Amendment to
PUD Plan 3, 2017
(See PUD 3, 2021)

PUD 3, 2021
(Not amending
old from 2017,

Amendment to
PUD 5, 1993
(SP 65-10-2021)

PUD 4, 2021

SECTION
15-101-038

15-201-270

12-476-008

02-126-130

02-126-130

17-201-013

23-02-106-001,
002, 003, 005,
006, 007, 012,
013, 015, 016,
23-02-104-001,
004, 005; 23-02-
102-002, 003,
004, 005, 013

P.U.D. Plans 2021

DESCRIPTION

33103 Hamilton Ct.
Amend PUD to allow
conversion of hotel to
senior living center
31525 Twelve Mile,
Manor Senior Living,
Convert hotel into
senior living.

27400 Twelve Mile Rd.
(Sara Fisher), Skilled
Nursing Facility and
Multi-Family
Apartments

Stonefield of FH, 14
Mile & NW Hwy. Luxury
Apartments Amend
existing PUD to include
a 5 story, 202-unit
multiple family
apartment

Stonefield of FH, 14
Mile & NW Hwy. Luxury
Apartments

Amend existing PUD to
include a 5 story, 202-
unit multiple family
apartment

S. side of 12 Mile Rd.,
W. of Drake Rd.
Amend PUD to permit
retail & restaurant
South side of
Northwestern Hwy,
between Greening and
Highview

One 4-story, 250-unit
apartment building and
one 3-story 66-unit
walk-up multiple family
building

ZONING APPROVED / DENIED

0s-4

ES

RA-1B

B-2, B-3

B-2, B-3

0s-4

B-3, RA-
4, 05-1
& P-1

Set for PH 2-18-2021,
Postponed by applicant
3-18-202

Recommend to CC
5-27-2021

Set for PH 4-22-2021
Recommended to CC

(Set for PH 4-22-2021)
7-15-2021 Postponed

7-15-2021
PC PH postponed
8-19-2021 PC Tabled

Recommend to CC 12-16-
2021

11-18-2021 set for PH
12-16-2021 Recommend
to CC

PROPONENT

Sean Koza

Manor Senior
Living, LLC

Optalis
Healthcare

NWH
Holdings LLC,
Robert Asmar

NWH
Holdings LLC,
Robert Asmar

Farmington
Hills Corp, LLC

Farmington
Hills Lofts LLC
Matt
Shiffman



P.U.D. OPTION
#

PUD Qual 1,
2021

Rec’d Jan 19,
2021

PUD Qual 2,
2021

Rec’d 5-12-2021

SECTION

02-126-130

02-106-012, 013;
02-106-001, 002;
02-106-003, 016;
02-106-015, 005,
006, 007; 02-104-
005, 001, 004; 02-
102-005, 013; 02-
102-002, 003 &
004

DESCRIPTION

32680 Northwestern
Highway, Five story,
200-unit multiple family
apartment development

Upscale residential

development fronting

NW with access to

Greening. 316 rental
loft units in 2 buildings;
250-unit, 4 story bldg., 4
story garage; 66-unit, 3

story loft

ZONING

B-2, B-3

B-3, RA-
4,05-1&
P-1

P.U.D. Qualifications 2021

APPROVED /
DENIED

Qualified
2-18-2021

Qualified
6-17-2021

PROPONENT

Robert Asmar, NWH
Holdings, LLC

Farmington Hills
Lofts, LLC, Matt
Shiffman






Inter-Office Correspondence

DATE: February 22, 2021 (February 28, 2022)
TO: Gary Mekjian, City Manager
FROM: Edward Gardiner, Director of Planning and Community Development

SUBJECT: (Major) Amendment to Planned Unit Development (“PUD”) 5, 1993,
including Site Plan (“SP”) 65-10-2021

Request:

Applicant:
Owner:
Sidwell:
Zoning:

Master Plan:

Proposed Use(s):

Location:

Overview:

Approval of (Major) Amendment to PUD Plan 5, 1993, including SP 65-
10-2021

Michael Lawrence

Farmington Hills Corporate Investors, LLC.

Part of 22-23-17-201-013

0S-4, Office Research District (subject to PUD 5, 1993)

Large Office

B-2, Community Commercial District uses (Restaurant and Retail)

South side of West Twelve Mile Road, between Investment Drive and
Drake Road

The applicant has submitted for City Council consideration a Major
Amendment to PUD Plan 5, 1993, including SP 65-10-2021, to develop a
2.59-acre part of a parcel located at the south side of West Twelve Mile
Road, between Investment Drive and Drake Road. A (Major) Amendment
to the PUD is required because the proposed restaurant and retail uses are
not permitted under the current 1993 PUD Agreement or within the
underlying OS-4, Office Research District.

The applicant proposes to use the site for two (2) commercial buildings
totaling 9,833 square feet. The northern building (“Building A”) is 4,745
square feet, proposed to be split between a 2,201-square foot drive-through



Procedural History:

restaurant and 2,544-square foot retail space. The southern building
(‘Building B”) is 5,088 square feet and proposed to be entirely retail space.

Several years ago, at the Planning Commission’s September 8, 2016,
Regular Meeting, incorporating restaurant and retail uses into PUD 5, 1993,
was discussed extensively; however, no application came forward until
October of 2021.

At the Planning Commission’s November 18, 2021, Regular Meeting, a
motion passed unanimously to set the (Major) Amendment to PUD 5, 1993,
including SP 65-10-2021, to include restaurant and retail uses, for public
hearing on its next available agenda.

At the Planning Commission’s December 16, 2021, Regular Meeting, a
motion passed unanimously to recommend approval of (Major)
Amendment to PUD 5, 1993, including SP 65-10-2021, to City Council,
subject to (staff comment in italics):

(1) The provision of 79 replacement trees or payment into the tree fund,
This was addressed in revised plans dated January 4, 2022.

(2) Resolution of all outstanding issues identified in Giffels Webster’s
November 11, 2021, review letter;
These issues were addressed in revised plans dated January 4, 2022, as

confirmed in Giffels Webster’s January 28, 2022, rereview letter.

(3) Resolution of all outstanding issues identified in the Fire Marshal’s
November 1, 2021, memorandum, including correction of the turning
radius as noted;

These issues were addressed in revised plans dated January 4, 2022.

(4) This amendment permitting all B-2, Community Commercial uses,
including restaurant and retail, as provided in the Zoning Ordinance.
Although the applicant is proposing restaurant and retail uses
specifically, the Amendment will generally allow for all uses permitted
within the B-2, Community Commercial District on the subject 2.59-
acre parcel.



Possible Council Actions:

Resolution of Approval:

If City Council elects to proceed with the approval a Major Amendment to PUD Plan 5, 1993,
including Site Plan 65-10-2021, the following suggested motion is offered at this point in the
process:

Resolve that the application for approval of an Amendment to PUD Plan 5, 1993, dated January
4, 2022, and that the application for approval of Site Plan 65-10-2021, also dated January 4,
2022, are granted;

And further resolve that the City Attorney prepare the appropriate PUD agreement stipulating the
final PUD approval conditions and authorizing the identified zoning deviations for City Council

consideration and final approval.

Denial of Proposal:

If City Council elects to deny the Major Amendment to PUD Plan 5, 1993, including Site Plan 65-
10-2021, the following suggested motion is offered:

Resolve that the application for approval of an Amendment to PUD Plan 5, 1993, dated January
4, 2022, and that the application for approval of Site Plan 65-10-2021, also dated January 4,
2022, is denied because it does not meet all provisions set forth in Section 34-3.20 of the Zoning
Ordinance, and the proposed development will adversely affect the public health, welfare, and
safety for the following reasons: [Indicate reasons the PUD does not meet the requirements of
Section 34-3.20 and/or will have the adverse effect described above.]

Department Authorization by: Edward Gardiner, Director of Planning and Community
Development

Prepared by: Erik Perdonik, Staff Planner

Attachments:

PUD Plan and Site Plan 65-10-2021 dated January 4, 2022
December 16, 2021, Planning Commission meeting minutes
January 28, 2022, Giffels Webster review letter

Notice for City Council Public Hearing 1-28-2022

B-2 Zoning District



January 28, 2022

Farmington Hills Planning Commission
31555 W 11 Mile Rd
Farmington Hills, M| 48336

Case: PUD 5, 1993/65-10-2021
Site: 12 Mile & Investment Drive
Applicant: Michael Lawrence

Plan Date: 9/14/2021

Zoning: 0S-4 w/ PUD

We have completed a review of the application for PUD qualification referenced above and a summary
of our findings is below. Items in bold require specific action by the Applicant. Items in italics can be
addressed administratively.

28 W. Adams, Suite 1200 | Detroit, Michigan 48226 | (313) 962-4442



Date: January 28, 2022
Project: Amend PUD 5, 1993
Page: 2

Existing Conditions

1. Zoning. The site is zoned 0S-4 and is part of PUD 5, 1993.

2. Existing site. The portion of the overall PUD being considered here is 2.59 acres and is
undeveloped. A significant portion of the site is wetland; a portion of this would be impacted by the
proposed development.

3. Adjacent Properties.

Direction Zoning Land Use
North (across 12 Mile)  RA-1 One-Family Single family dwellings
East 0S-4 w/ PUD Undeveloped
South 0S-4 w/ PUD Undeveloped
West 0S-4 w/ PUD Office
4. Site configuration and access. The site is proposed to be accessed from a driveway off investment
drive.
PUD Amendment:

The applicant proposes to amend the PUD to permit retail and restaurant uses.

Per Section 34-3.20.5.G, “Proposed amendments or changes to an approved PUD plan shall be
submitted to the planning commission. The planning commission shall determine whether the proposed
modification is of such minor nature as not to violate the area and density requirements or to affect the
overall character of the plan, and in such event may approve or deny the proposed amendment. If the
planning commission determines the proposed amendment is material in nature, the amendment shall
be reviewed by the planning commission and city council in accordance with the provisions and
procedures of this section as they relate to final approval of the Planned Unit Development.”

As the planning commission considers whether the amendment constitutes a minor or major
amendment to the PUD, it should consider that the proposed uses are not permitted in the underlying
district, and that deviations from underlying zoning are generally covered by the PUD agreement, which
is an agreement between Council and the applicant.

One of the requirements of final PUD approval is a use plan showing where certain uses corresponding
to different zoning districts are planned within the PUD. As the submitted plan shows only the one site
for these uses, it could be extrapolated that this is the one area of the PUD where the uses are
contemplated. If the applicant wishes to identify other areas within the PUD for these uses, an overall
use plan should be produced showing these areas. The applicant may also wish to consider whether any
personal service uses, such as a barber shop, would be appropriate for the context of the development.

Site Plan and Landscape Plan (based on revised plan submitted 12/21/2021):

1. Summary of Proposal. The applicant is proposing a small retail/restaurant development within the
larger, office-focused PUD. The development consists of two buildings:



Date: January 28, 2022
Project: Amend PUD 5, 1993
Page: 3

e Building A is 4,745 square feet, split between a 2,201-square-foot drive-through restaurant
and 2,544-square foot retail space.

e Building B is 5,088 square feet and labeled entirely for retail.

e There is an outdoor dining area between the two buildings.

2. Dimensional Standards (OS-4 district). Full setbacks to the boundaries of this site should be labeled.

Item Required Proposed/Comments
Min. lot size - -
Min. lot width - -
Front Setback (east) 50 ft 77.3ft
Rear Setback (west) 40 ft Over 50 ft
Side Setback (north) 40 ft from 12 Mile Approx. 117 ft
Side Setback (south) 40 ft from Corporate Drive Over 56 ft
Building Height 50 feet 26.5 ft
For all uses except one-family
Yard landscaping detached residential units, See landscaping  comments
(34-3.5.2.A) landscaping of all yards abutting a below.
street shall be provided
Front yard open space 50% 55%

Lot Coverage
Loading space (34-

Limited to 30% by PUD

Approx. 9%

3.5.2.N) One loading space, min 10 ft x 50 ft Compliant
Rooftop equipment (34- Rooftop e.qument shal .be Plan indicates that rooftop
screened in accordance with

3.5.2.U.)

Landscape area abutting

Section 34-5.17.

Alandscaped area not less than ten

equipment will be screened.

;t;e;tvo)r freeway (34- (10) feet deep Compliant
3. Dumpster (34-5.1.2.D).

Item Required Proposed/Comments

Location Rear yard or interior side yard

Screening Permanent building wall or earth The dumpster enclosures meet
mound not less than 6 feet or 1 foot the standards of Section 34-
above the enclosed dumpster 5.1.2.D.They are in the rear
whichever is greater yard.

Setback 20 feet from any residential property

4. Mechanical Equipment (34-5.1.4.D). The plan indicates that mechanical equipment will be screened,
but locations will be determined as tenants are secured.

5. Fences (34-5.12.2.) and Walls (34-5.15.) No fences or walls are required or proposed.

6. Minimum parking (34-5.2.11). Parking is required as follows (ufa = usable floor area):

Use Requirement Calculation Provided
Restaurant (40% ufa) 1 space per30sqftufa 2,201 x0.4 = 880.4/30 = 29 30
Retail (80% ufa) 1 space per 175 sq ftufa 7,632x0.8 =6,105.6/175 =35 35
Total 65 74



7. Parking Location. Parking is located in compliance with the ordinance.

Date: January 28, 2022
Project: Amend PUD 5, 1993
Page: 4

8. Off-street parking dimensions (34-5.3.3.A & B.). The spaces meet the minimum requirements.

10.
11.
12.

Item
Maneuvering lane width

Parking space width

Parking space length

Required

20 ft for 90-degree parking (per PUD)

15 ft for 60-degree parking (per PUD)

9 ft.

20 ft. for minimum required

(May include a maximum two-foot
unobstructed vehicle overhang area at the
front of the parking space.)

17 ft. for additional parking

(May include a maximum one-foot
unobstructed vehicle overhang area at the
front of the parking space)

Proposed/Comments
20 ft

15 ft

9 ft

18 ft w/ 2-foot overhang
(7-foot sidewalks
provided)

Drive-through stacking. 10 drive-through stacking spaces are required, including 5 in advance of the
ordering station. 10 total spaces are provided, with six before the ordering station.

Barrier Free Parking. Three ADA spaces are proposed, including one van accessible space.

Corner Clearance (34-5.10). This standard is met.

Landscape Development (34-5.14). The applicant is proposing to move the existing street trees in the
right-of-way to accommodate sidewalk installation.

Item

Minimum distance from
the property line
(34-5.14.C.ii)

Minimum parking lot
island area

Cost estimate

Minimum  size  and

spacing requirements

(34-5.14.F)

e Evergreen Trees

e Narrow Evergreen
Trees

e Large Shrubs
e Small Shrubs

e Large Deciduous

e Small deciduous trees

Required

4 ft from the property line
for trees and large shrubs

Minimum of 180 square feet; 3 feet
minimum radius at the trunk of the

Proposed/Comments

Compliant

Standard is met by all in-lot

landscape areas

tree

Not required --

Size Center to center
distance (max)

(Height/width) groupings rows

8 ft. height 20 ft. 12 ft. -

5 ft. height 10 ft. 5 ft. --

30 in. height 10 ft. 5 ft. --

24 in. width 4 ft. 4 ft. -

3in. caliper 30 ft. -

2 in. caliper 15 ft. - --

Standard is met



13.

14.

Item

e Hedge shrubs

Canopy Trees

number of
lot trees (34-

Minimum
parking
5.14.4.C)

Parking lot screening
from public thoroughfare
(34-5.14.5)

Wall or Berm (34-5.15)

Tree
5.18)

replacement (34-

Required
24 in. height 3 ft. 3 ft.

Shall be large deciduous. PC may
permit large evergreens

1 per every 2,800 square feet of
paved surface area:

29,629 sq ft of paved area =
required trees.

11

A planted hedge of small shrubs, or
A masonry wall or berm 2 feet high

Required when abutting a residential
district. (See 34-5.15)

Per the PUD, 35% of ordinance
requirement

Date: January 28, 2022
Project: Amend PUD 5, 1993
Page: 5

Proposed/Comments

Standard is met

Standard is met

11 trees provided

Compliant

Not required

See below

Tree Replacement (34-5.18). The applicant proposes to pay into the tree fund for all replacement

trees.

e Landmark trees (as identified in Section 34-5.18) are replaced at 25% of DBH removed (with 3-
inch trees). 3 landmark trees with a total of 55 DBH of landmark trees are proposed to be
removed, requiring 101.25 inches of replacement. At 3 inches per replacement tree, 34
replacements are required. Per the PUD, replacement trees are required at 35% of ordinance
requirements, meaning that required replacements are 12 trees.

e Regulated trees not qualifying as landmark trees are required to be replaced on a one-to-one
basis (and the PUD lowers this requirement to 35% of the total). 192 regulated trees are proposed
to be removed. At 35% replacement, 67 replacements are required.

e Atotal of 79 trees are required. This is the number the applicant notes on the plan.

Lighting (Section 34-5.16).
a. lllumination Levels

Item
Maximum height (34-
5.16.3.A))

Building Lighting
(34-5.16.3.A. iii.)

Average to minimum
illumination ratio (34-
5.16.3.C)

Maximum illumination at
the property line
Illumination Levels-
Hardscape areas (e.g.,
parking areas, sidewalks)

Required

Per PUD, 25 feet maximum

Relevant building elevation
drawings showing all fixtures
and the portions of the walls to
be illuminated

4:1

0.3 fc

Max. 2.5 lumens per sq ft of
hardscape area

Proposed/Comments

20 ft.

None proposed outside of
doorways; all recessed

3.3:1

0.3 fc

Unclear from plan



Date: January 28, 2022
Project: Amend PUD 5, 1993

Page: 6
Item Required Proposed/Comments
Illumination Levels Building
Entrances — within 20 ft of  Max. 2,000 lumens per door Unclear from plan
door

15. Pedestrian Connection (Sec. 34-5.19). Two connections are provided.

We are available to answer questions.

Respectfully,

Rod Arroyo, AICP Joe Tangari, AICP
Partner Senior Planner



Date: January 28, 2022
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DRAFT

MINUTES
CITY OF FARMINGTON HILLS
PLANNING COMMISSION PUBLIC HEARING
31555 W ELEVEN MILE ROAD
FARMINGTON HILLS, MICHIGAN
DECEMBER 16, 2021, 7:30 P.M.

CALL MEETING TO ORDER
The Planning Commission Regular Meeting was called to order by Chair Stimson at 7:30 p.m.
ROLL CALL
Commissioners Present: Brickner, Countegan, Schwartz, Stimson, Trafelet, Turner
Commissioners Absent: Trafelet, Varga
(one vacancy)
Others Present: Staff Planner Perdonik, City Attorney Schultz, Planning Consultant
Arroyo, Staff Engineer Sonck
APPROVAL OF AGENDA

MOTION by Brickner, support by Turner, to approve the agenda as published.

MOTION carried unanimously by voice vote.

PUBLIC HEARING
A. AMENDMENT TO PUD PLAN 5, 1993 INCLUDING SITE PLAN 65-10-2021
LOCATION: South side of Twelve Mile, west of Drake Rd.
PARCEL L.D.: 23-17-201-014
PROPOSAL: Amend PUD Plan to permit retail & restaurant, in an OS-4
Office Research District
ACTION REQUESTED: Recommendation to City Council
APPLICANT: Michael Lawrence
OWNER: Farmington Hills Corp. Inv., L.L.C.

Tony Antone, Kojaian Company, was present on behalf of this application to amend PUD Plan 5, 1993 to
permit retail and restaurant use. Kojaian was the developer of the 134-acre Farmington Hills Corporate
Campus. They were seeking a change in use for the 2.59-acre piece at 12 Mile Road and Investment
Drive, in order to bring amentities into the Corporate Campus so the users of the campus would have more
options at lunch hour, such as coffee, food, and services that might be sought during someone’s free time.
They were not seeking to add this use anywhere else in the PUD. This would be the first amendment to
the PUD in the almost 20 years that they were the PUD developers, and they were almost “to the finish
line” in terms of final development, having only this piece and one headquarter-type parcel to the east of
this piece left to develop, and they had a prospective tenant for the parcel to the east.

In response to questions from Commissioner Brickner, Mr. Antone said that no tenants were yet signed
for the requested change in use.
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Referencing his November 11, 2021 written comments, Planning Consultant Arroyo gave the background
and review for this request for PUD amendment to permit retail and restaurant uses. Two buildings were
proposed, with Building A including a 2,201 square foot drive-through restaurant and a 2,544 square foot
retail space, and Building B being 5,088 square-foot retail space. There would be an outdoor dining area
between the two buildings.

Outstanding issues included:

e Building height was not provided; maximum height permitted was 50 feet.

e No information was provided regarding rooftop equipment; any rooftop equipment needed to be
screened.

e The location of the ordering station was unclear from the plans; 10 stacking spaces are required
and 10 are provided.

e Tree replacement calculations needed to be corrected to show a total of 79 replacement trees per
the PUD agreement (this is a correction from the total in the review letter). The applicant
proposed to pay into the tree fund for all replacement trees.

o The hedgerow to screen vehicle lights should extend along the north side of the drive-through
stacking area visible from 12 Mile road.

e Lighting information needed to be provided as outlined on pages 5-6 of the review letter; this
could be approved administratively.

The Planning Commission should discuss the specific uses allowed, as the applicant had identified a
category of uses only (B-2 uses).

Commission discussion:
o This request was being processed as a major change, as determined at the November 18 2021
Planning Commission meeting. The requested action was a recommendation to City Council.
e Per Fire Department review, there needed to be an adjustment in the turning radius; this could be
approved administratively.
e Inresponse to questions from Commissioner Schwartz, Mr. Antone gave the following
information:

o The rest of the PUD was office use. The 25-acre parcel to the east of the subject was still
vacant; Mr. Antone thought they would be bringing plans to the Commission in February
for office use of that site.

o Given the current market for office space, having the 2.9 acres available for retail,
restaurant and service uses will help keep the development more viable in terms of
keeping tenants in the space.

Chair Stimson opened the meeting for public hearing. Seeing that no public indicated they wished to
speak, Chair Stimson brought the matter back to the Commission for discussion and/or a motion.

MOTION by Countegan, support by Schwartz, that the Planning Commission recommend to City
Council that the Amendment to PUD 5, 1993, concurrent with Site Plan 65-10-2021, both dated October
15, 2021, submitted by Michael Lawrence of Yamasaki Inc., be approved because the plans are in
accordance with the objectives, goals, and policies of the Master Plan for Future Land Use, and the
applicable provisions of the Zoning Ordinance, with the following conditions:

e 79 replacement trees be provided, or funds paid into the tree fund.
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e Resolution of all outstanding issues identified in the November 11, 2021 Giftels Webster review
letter.
e Resolution of all outstanding issues identified in the November 1, 2021 Fire Marshal
memorandum, specifically including the correction of the turning radius as noted.
And with the determination that:
e This amendment includes all B-2 uses as listed in the Zoning Ordinance.

Discussion
Planning Consultant Arroyo read the list of all B-2 uses.

Motion carried unanimously by voice vote.

APPROVAL OF MINUTES November 18, 2021

MOTION by Brickner, support by Turner, to approve the November 18, 2021 Planning Commission
meeting minutes as presented.

Motion carried unanimously by voice vote.

PUBLIC COMMENT

None.

COMMISSIONERS’ COMMENTS

None.
January meetings will be January 20 (regular meeting) and January 27 (CIP)

ADJOURNMENT

MOTION by Brickner, support by Countegan, to adjourn the meeting at 9:04 p.m.
MOTION carried unanimously by voice vote.

Respectfully Submitted,

John Trafelet

Planning Commission Secretary

/cem

























































CITY OF FARMINGTON HILLS
CITY COUNCIL PUBLIC HEARING NOTICE

www.fhgov.com
DATE: February 28, 2022
TIME: 7:30 P.M.
PLACE: Farmington Hills City Hall, City Council Chambers
31555 Eleven Mile Road
Farmington Hills, MI 48336
ITEM: Amendment to PUD Plan 5, 1993 including Site Plan 65-10-2021

The Farmington Hills City Council will give formal consideration to amend Planned Unit Development
(PUD) Plan 5, 1993, including Site Plan 65-10-2021 submitted by Michael Lawrence, who seeks approval of
retail and restaurant uses.

The property involved is located on the south side of Twelve Mile Rd., west side of Investment Dr. and being
more particularly described as: Part of Parcel Identification Number: 23-17-201-014, City of Farmington
Hills, Oakland County, Michigan.

Any person who is interested is
invited to participate in the discussion
of the request in person at the
scheduled meeting, or written
comments may be submitted to the
City of Farmington Hills Planning
Department, 31555 W. Eleven Mile
Road, Farmington Hills, MI 48336,
during regular business hours prior to
the Public Hearing. The application
may be reviewed at the Planning
Office on any business day between
8:30 a.m. and 4:30 p.m.

Edward R. Gardiner, Director
Planning & Community Development
Phone: 248-871-2540

e-mail:  egardiner@thgov.com
Publish:  February 13, 2022

Procedures for accommodations for persons with disabilities:

The City will be following its normal procedures for accommodation of persons with disabilities. Those
individuals needing accommodations for effective participation in this meeting should contact the City
Clerk (248) 871-2410 at least two working days in advance of the meeting. An attempt will be made to
make reasonable accommodations.


http://www.fhgov.com/
mailto:egardiner@fhgov.com

































































































REPORT TO THE CITY COUNCIL FROM THE CITY CLERK - FEBRUARY 28, 2022
SUBJECT: Consideration of request from Rob & Dan Mulligan’s, Inc. for the transfer of ownership of a 2021
Class C & SDM Liquor License with Sunday Sales (AM & PM) and Dance Permits located at
27406 W. 8 Mile Road

ADMINISTRATIVE SUMMARY:

The City has received notification and a request from Robert McKiddie and Daniel Koch, owners of Rob &
Dan Mulligan’s, Inc. for local approval of the above referenced request.

o The request is for the transfer of ownership of a 2021 Class C & SDM License with permits from Mulligan’s
Pub & Grub, Inc. The license will be used at its existing location.

e The establishment is operating as Mulligan’s Pub & Grub and the city application and restaurant menu are
provided with this report.

o The applicant has provided their policy regarding the sale of alcoholic beverages, pursuant to Michigan Liquor
Control Commission Rules and that is also included with this report

o This liquor license was not issued from the city’s quota licenses; therefore, a city agreement is not required.

o The application was routed to all departments and there were no objections with regard to the transfer of
ownership of this existing liquor license.

RECOMMENDATION:
That the City Council hereby adopts the resolution for APPROVAL to the Michigan Liquor Control Commission
for the request from Rob & Dan Mulligan’s, Inc. for the transfer of ownership of a 2021 Class C & SDM Liquor

License with Sunday Sales (AM & PM) and Dance Permits from Mulligan’s Pub & Grub, Inc. located at 27406 W.
8 Mile Road.

Respectfully submitted,

Pamela B. Smith, City Clerk


















1/31/22, 10:44 AM MLCC AIMS - Application Status
)
Alcohol Information Management System

Michigan Liquor Control Commission

Check Application Status
You may look up the status on a current application pending with the MLCC through this page.

You do not need to fill out each search box to do a search - for best results enter your request number only and press the search button. A list will appear at the bottom of
the page which will include only the request number you entered. You may then click on the request number in that list to open another page with details of the pending
request.

You may search using the other search boxes when you do not know the request number but do know other details about the applicant or licensee. If you search using the
other search boxes, the resulting list may contain multiple requests related to that search. You may also search by all requests in a specific city, county, or zip code, but
that will generate a large list.

After running a search, if you would like to generate a list that you may merge into a letter or print, click the CSV button (for a Comma-Separated Value list), the Excel
button (for an Excel spreadsheet list), the Print button to print the list, or the Copy button to copy the data so that you may paste it into a document.

Request Details

Request #

RQ-2112-20052
Licensee

ROB & DAN MULLIGAN'S, INC.

Status

Incomplete Application
Business ID

0275129

LGU

FARMINGTON HILLS CITY
County

OAKLAND

Physical Address
27406 W 8 Mile Rd, Farmington Hills Ml, 48336-6200

Go Back
Licenses

Show 10 entries Copy csv Excel Print

License # Group Type Status
L-000447420 Retail - On Premises Class C Pending
L-000447421 Retail - Off Premises Specially Designated Merchant Pending

Showing 1 to 2 of 2 entries Previous 1 Next

Permits

Show 10 entries (o, sy Excel  print

Permit # Type Status
21-13694 Sunday Sales (AM) Pending
21-13695 Sunday Sales (PM) Pending
21-13696 Dance Pending

Showing 1 to 3 of 3 entries

https://customers.mlcc.michigan.gov/SoM_ApplicationStatusCheck?_gl=1*1bpibhg*_ga*ODM4MDQ2MjQuMTYyODAxMjY3Mw..*_ga_R6XNXQ87MC... 1/2



1/31/22, 10:44 AM MLCC AIMS - Application Status

Previous 1 Next

Request Transactions

Show 10 entries Copy csv

Excel Print
Name Type
- 002827985 Transfer Ownership (Includes Adding/Dropping Co-Licensees)

Description TRANSFER OWNERSHIP 2021 CLASS C & SDM LICENSE WITH SUNDAY SALES PERMIT (AM), SUNDAY SALES PERMIT (PM) AND DANCE PERMIT FROM MULLIGAN'S PUE
Status Pending

Sub-status

- 002827986 Conditional License

Description CONDITIONAL LICENSE

Status Pending
Sub-status
Showing 1 to 2 of 2 entries Previous 1 Next
Activities
Show 10 entries Copy Ccsv Excel Print
Date Activity Code Description
01/25/2022 FRADM1 File Returned from Administration
01/25/2022 CONAPP Conditional License Approved
01/25/2022 CONSCH Conditional License Scheduled for Commission
01/14/2022 AUTHOR Authorized for Investigation
01/14/2022 CAMR Completed Application Meets Requirements
01/14/2022 DOCREC Additional Documents/Fees Received to Complete Application for Conditional License Application
01/14/2022 PAPREC Additional Paperwork of Fees Received
01/04/2022 FPRECD Livescan form received
12/17/2021 DOCREQ Additional Documents/Fees Requested to Complete Application for Conditional License Application
12/17/2021 ADDPAP Additional Paperwork or Fees Requested
Showing 1 to 10 of 13 entries Previous 1 2 Next
MI.gov (http://www.michigan.gov) Home (/) About (http://www.michigan.gov/lcc) Contact Policies (http://www.michigan.gov/policies)

Back to Top

https://customers.mlcc.michigan.gov/SoM_ApplicationStatusCheck?_gl=1*1bpibhg*_ga*ODM4MDQ2MjQuMTYyODAxMjY3Mw..*_ga_R6XNXQ87MC... 2/2



STATE OF MICHIGAN

GRETCHEN WHITMER DEPARTMENT OF LICENSING AND REGULATORY AFFAIRS ORLENE HAWKS
GOVERNOR LANSING DIRECTOR

Tuesday, January 18, 2022

Joseph A. Shallal, Attorney
C/O Rob & Dan Mulligan’s, Inc.
kristen@momshlaw.com

RID # RQ-2112-20052 Reference/Transaction: CONDITIONAL LICENSE, TRANSFER OWNERSHIP 2021
CLASS C & SDM LICENSE WITH SUNDAY SALES PERMIT (AM), SUNDAY SALES PERMIT (PM) AND DANCE PERMIT
FROM MULLIGAN'S PUB & GRUB, INC.

Please let this letter serve as notice the Michigan Liquor Control Commission has referred your application to our
Enforcement Division for investigation of your request.

Applicant/Licensee: Rob & Dan Mulligan’s, Inc.
Business address and phone number: 27406 W 8 Mile Rd, Farmington Hills, Ml 48336

Home address and phone number of partner(s)/subordinates:
Robert McKiddie, 2677 Canfield Trail, Brighton, Ml 48114, C: 313-471-1297
Daniel Koch, 19857 Emerald Lane North, Clinton Township, Ml 48038, C: 586-943-3954

As part of the licensing process, an investigation is required by the Michigan Liquor Control Commission Enforcement
Division. The Enforcement investigation will be conducted from the following designated District Office:

Southfield District Office (313) 456-1170

You may contact your designated District Office regarding any appointments or questions on documentation requested by
the Investigator. Failure to provide requested information or to keep scheduled appointments will cause the
application to be returned to the Lansing office for cancellation.

Since this request is a transfer under MCL 436.1529(1), approval of the local unit of government is not required. However,
a copy of this notice is also being provided to Local Governmental Unit should they wish to submit an opinion on the
application or advise of any local non-compliance issues.

Under administrative rule R 436.1105, the Commission shall consider the opinions of the local residents, local legislative
body, or local law enforcement agency with regard to the proposed business when determining whether an applicant may
be issued a license or permit.

Under administrative rule R 436.1003, the licensee shall comply with all state and local building, plumbing, zoning,
sanitation, and health laws, rules, and ordinances as determined by the state and local law enforcements officials who have
jurisdiction over the licensee. The licensee must obtain all other required state and local licenses, permits, and approvals
before using this license for the sale of alcoholic liquor. Approval of this license by the Michigan Liquor Control Commission
does not waive any of these requirements.

MICHIGAN LIQUOR CONTROL COMMISSION
Retail Licensing Division
(866) 813-0011

SR

cc: ROB & DAN MULLIGAN'S, INC.: barman157@yahoo.com
FARMINGTON HILLS CITY: psmith@fhgov.com

MICHIGAN LIQUOR CONTROL COMMISSION
PAT GAGLIARDI, CHAIR
525 W. Allegan St. ¢ P.O. BOX 30005 ¢ LANSING, MICHIGAN 48909
www.michigan.gov/lcc ¢ 866-813-0011


mailto:kristen@momshlaw.com
mailto:barman157@yahoo.com
mailto:psmith@fhgov.com




POLICY REGARDING ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGE SALES

It is the policy of this store to obey and uphold Michigan laws regulating the sale of
alcoholic beverage products to persons under 21 years of age and any sale to visibly
intoxicated persons. This policy includes the following rules regarding the sale of

alcoholic beverage products:

1.

No sale of alcoholic beverage products to any persons under the age of 21. No
one will sell beer, wine, liquor, or any other type of alcoholic beverage, to anyone
under the age of 21.

If the person appears to be under 35, ask for valid photo identification. Valid
photo identification means a driver’s license, Michigan 1.D. card or military I.D. If
there is any doubt about a person’s age, do not make the sale. In most if not all
cases a person is under 21 if he or she possesses a driver’s license that his vertical
rather than horizontal.

No sales of alcoholic beverage to any adult for use by underage individuals. The
clerk will monitor the inside and outside of the store to see if there is any
suspicious activity with minors who are attempting to buy alcohol by paying an
adult to do it for them. The clerk will refuse any sales if the clerk suspects any
such activity.

Employees will not accept a note (or any other implied permission) from any
person under the age of 21.

No sales of alcoholic beverages to anyone who is visibly intoxicated.

If a customer complains about this policy, please explain that State Law prohibits
the sale of alcoholic beverage products to those under the age of 21, and
therefore we refuse to sell to minors.

A copy of the law is posted near the cash register. Please read the law carefully.
If you have any questions, please ask your supervisor.

YOU CAN BE FINED AND INCUR COURT COSTS AND FEES FOR SELLING ALCOHOLIC
BEVERAGES TO ANYONE UNDER THE AGE OF 21.



POTENTIAL COSTS FOR SELLING ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGE TO MINORS:
A person who sells, gives, or furnishes any beer, wine,
liquor, or any alcoholic beverage in any other form to a person

under 21 years of age:

® May be found guilty of a misdemeanor;
® Can be fined for each offense;
° Will incur approximately $250.00 in court costs;

® Will incur approximately $500.00 in attorney fees.
FOR A POTENTIAL COST OF $1,000.00 FOR EACH OCCURRENCE

ATTENTION: Anyone found guilty of any of the previously
described violations of the Alcoholic Beverage Act can lead to
notification of the Liquor Control Commission and additional

fines.

9. Failure to adhere to store policy will result in disciplinary action

including termination.
In turn, Management agrees to:

1. Train all employees regarding alcoholic beverage distribution laws including TIPS
or TAMS training.

2. Support the judgment of employees in not making sales in any of the above cases.

3. Conduct spot checks to document compliance with the law.

4. Post warning signs against the sale of alcoholic beverage products to minors in
accordance with the Alcoholic Beverage Act.

5. Distribute a copy of the state law to all employees and review the law and any
changes in the law and in the store policy with our employees.

6. Give a bonus in the amount of $100.00 to the employee if the employee catches
and reports to management a person who is under 21 trying to purchase alcohol.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT




| understand that the Alcoholic Beverage Act prohibits the sale of alcoholic beverage

products to persons under 21 years of age. | have reviewed the materials regarding the sale of
alcoholic beverage products to minors and the store policy, and understand that failure to
adhere to store policy could result in disciplinary action, including loss of my job, as well as the
imposition of a fine, court costs and attorney fees.

| agree to the following rules and company policy about the sale of alcoholic beverage

products:

I will not sell alcoholic beverage products (beer, wine, liquor or similar items) to any

person under the age of 21. Initial

If the person appears to be under 35, | will ask for identification. If there is any doubt

about the person’s age, or the legitimacy of their identification, | will not make the sale.
Initial

I will not knowingly sell alcoholic beverage to any adult for use by individuals under the

legal age. If | think this is happening, | will not make the sale.

Initial

| will not accept a note (or any other implied permission) from any person underthe age
of 21. Initial

I will not sell alcoholic beverage products to any person who is visibly intoxicated. |
understand that key signs showing that a person may be intoxicated include several
things including swaying, staggering or stumbling, falling down, bloodshot glassy or
drowsy looking eyes, difficulty handling money, slurred, rambling, loud or noisy speech,
clumsiness, difficulty standing, aggressive and belligerent behavior, annoying other
customers, blank or dazed stare, flushed face, strong odor of alcohol, slow and or slurred

responses.

In turn, management agrees to support my judgment in not making sales in any of the above

cases.
Employee’s sighature Date:
Store Manager’s signature Date:

(This agreement will be maintained in our personnel file as part of your permanent employee records).



ACKNOWLEDGEMENT

| understand that the Alcoholic Beverage Act prohibits the sale of alcoholic

beverage products to persons under 21 years of age. | also understand that | cannot sell
tobacco products to persons under 21 years of age. | have reviewed the materials
regarding the sale of alcoholic beverage and or tobacco products to minors and the store
policy, and understand that failure to adhere to store policy could result in disciplinary
action, including loss of my job, as well as the imposition of a fine, court costs and

attorney fees.

| agree to the following rules and company policy about the sale of alcoholic

beverage and tobacco products:

I will not sell alcoholic beverage products (beer, wine, liquor or similar items) to
any person under the age of 21.
If the person appears to be under 35, | will ask for identification. If there is any
doubt about the person’s age, or the legitimacy of their identification, | will not
make the sale.
I will not knowingly sell alcoholic beverage to any adult for use by individuals
under the legal age. If | think this is happening, | will not make the sale.
I will not accept a note (or any other implied permission) from any person under
the age of 21.
| will not sell alcoholic beverage products to any person who is visibly intoxicated.
| understand that key signs showing that a person may be intoxicated include
several things including swaying, staggering or stumbling, falling down, bloodshot
glassy or drowsy looking eyes, difficulty handling money, slurred, rambling, loud
or noisy speech, clumsiness, difficulty standing, aggressive and belligerent
behavior, annoying other customers, blank or dazed stare, flushed face, strong
odor of alcohol, slow and or slurred responses.

| will not sell any tobacco products to any person under the age of 21.

Employee’s signature Date:

Employee’s signature Date:



Employee’s signature

Date:

Employee’s signature

Date:

Employee’s signature

Date:

Employee’s signature

Date:

Employee’s signature

Date:

Employee’s signature

Date:

Employee’s signature

Date:

Employee’s signature

Date:

Employee’s signature

Date:

Employee’s signature

Date:

Employee’s signature

Date:

Employee’s signature

Date:

Employee’s signature

Date:

Employee’s signature

Date:

Employee’s signature

Date:

Employee’s signature

Date:

Employee’s signature

Date:

Employee’s signature

Date:

Employee’s signature

Date:
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REPORT FROM THE CITY MANAGER TO CITY COUNCIL
FEBRUARY 28, 2022

SUBJECT: APPROVAL OF PA 210 - COMMERCIAL REHABILITATION DISTRICT
ESTABLISHMENT AND EXEMPTION CERTIFICATE POLICY

ADMINISTRATIVE SUMMARY

e We are looking to improve our economic development strategy by focusing on our goals which
are: to “expand and retain the existing business base and enhance the commitment to the
redevelopment of the maturing sections of the city” AND to “assure the continued vitality of
Farmington Hills as a premier community by preserving the tax base, the infrastructure, and
quality of life”.

e We would like to put forward the newly drafted policy for the use of a Commercial
Rehabilitation abatement incentive.

e This economic development tool of opportunity would be used for properties in commercial
business enterprises and multifamily residential uses. The abatement incentive is based off
taxes generated from new investment for a limited period. New investment would be the
rehabilitation of a building(s) of commercial property that is older. Rehabilitation/alteration
within this program would also be considered for new construction on vacant property from
which a previous structure had been demolished.

e It is our belief that the Commercial Rehabilitation Act could be used as a beneficial tool for
substantial developments with a high, positive economic impact or for commercial
establishments in dire need. As we continue to explore commercially focused economic
development tools for business enterprise locations throughout the city, having this type of
incentive would allow the city to continue our pledge in our ongoing vitality efforts and quality
of life within these regions.

e We have received a letter of interest in this program from a company with a development
proposal. The attached policy has been reviewed and created in conjunction with City Staff
and the City Attorney.

RECOMMENDATION

It is recommended that City Council authorize the City Manager to approve the Commercial
Rehabilitation Exemption Certificate Policy and to authorize the City Manager and City Clerk to
execute the policy on behalf of the City.

Prepared by:  Cristia Brockway, Economic Development Director
Reviewed by: Gary Mekjian, City Manager
Approved by: Gary Mekjian, City Manager



City of Farmington Hills

Commercial Rehabilitation District Establishment and Exemption Certificate Policy

Overview and Statement of Purpose

A.

The City of Farmington Hills is a vibrant community with significant development and redevelopment
projects proceeding on a regular basis, with fair ad valorem tax millages and regulatory structures. The
City is not, therefore, interested in establishing Commercial Rehabilitation Districts (CRDs) or granting
Commercial Rehabilitation Exemption Certificates (CRECs), under the Commercial Rehabilitation Act,
PA 210 of 2005, as amended (the “Act”), to most of the commercial properties within the City.

The City’s primary purpose in considering some limited CRDs and CRECs under the Act would be to
facilitate, encourage, and incentivize improvements to properties that will bring underutilized existing
commercial properties meeting this Policy’s purposes, goals, and criteria into full utilization and
compliance with current City land use plans and standards. It is the intent of the City to consider CRECs
for large, high-quality investors with considerable long-range and additional benefit to the City and its
residents and business community and also for smaller investors or owners with older, obsolete, or
economically inefficient properties in need of rehabilitation that will benefit the City and its residents
and business community.

The purpose of this policy is to inform the business community and provide goals, procedures, and
criteria for City Council and administrative staff in reviewing and determining the merits of applications
submitted to the City for the establishment of CRDs and CRECs under the Act. In order to continue the
high quality of services expected by Farmington Hills residents and business community, CRDs and
CREC requests that do not meet the criteria set forth in this Policy cannot be recommended unless there
are sufficiently unique or strategic additional reasons as determined in the discretion of City Council.

. The City contemplates that the character of any commercial property rehabilitation project proposed for

an exemption certificate in a CRD be consistent with the City’s land use plans for the area. The City also
contemplates redevelopment that includes rehabilitation to be established through and in accordance
with the planning and zoning process. It is specifically noted that City Council approval of a CRD or
CREC shall not be considered, inferred or construed as implying or constituting an indication by City
Council that the rehabilitation project complies with the City Zoning Ordinance or any other ordinance
or code, or that any zoning, building or other approvals or permits for the rehabilitation project should
be or will be approved by the City Council, Planning Commission, Zoning Board of Appeals, or any
other City board, commission or administrative official.

Although this Policy is intended to apply to third parties applying for CRDs and CRECs, the City
reserves the right, but not the obligation, to establish one or more CRDs in the City, in its sole
discretion, as permitted under the Act.

II. Goals

Farmington Hills has developed this Policy for the possible consideration of CRDs and CRECs with goals
focused on incentivizing, attracting, and facilitating exceptional projects, significant capital investment,
rehabilitation of facilities, architectural excellence, and corporate stewardship.

-1-



The City of Farmington Hills may establish a CRD and grant a CREC to further any of the following objectives:

A.

To attract and spur exceptional projects to the City of Farmington Hills in order to provide a greater tax
base, without creating a high demand for city services and city-funded infrastructure improvements.

To promote the rehabilitation of economically inefficient, underutilized, or vacant commercial
properties that will provide significant benefits to the community, without creating a high demand for
city services and city-funded infrastructure improvements.

To encourage and promote significant capital investments that will serve as a catalyst for other
significant investments within the community.

. To create or retain a significant number of employment opportunities within the community that offer

competitive wages within the industry.

To judiciously and prudently use all tools available to improve the quality of life in the City of
Farmington Hills, in a manner that assures that the long-term benefits of such action outweigh the short-
term costs and foregone revenue.

ITII. General Eligibility Criteria

Every applicant for a CRD and CREC must meet the following requirements:

A.

All requirements of the Act. In applying the Act and considering applications for CRDs and CRECs: (1)
the term “multifamily use” in the Act shall include any use listed in Sections 34-3.1.10.B.i-iv, 34-
3.11.B.i-iv, and 34-3.12.B.i-iv of the City Zoning Ordinance as a principal permitted use in the multiple-
family residential zoning districts; and (2) the term “commercial business enterprise” in the Act shall
include any use listed as a principal permitted or special approval use in any of the B, OS, ES, IRO and
LI zoning districts under the City Zoning Ordinance.

. For a development seeking to build a new facility on vacant land, there must have been a building or

buildings on the property within the previous 15 years that was or were for a commercial business
enterprise or multifamily residential use, which building or buildings have since been demolished.

There must be no outstanding code violations on the property that will not be resolved through the
proposed redevelopment or rehabilitation.

. Rehabilitation/construction value hard costs must be equal to at least the current real property building

value. Deferred and normal maintenance costs and hazardous material remediation are ineligible for
inclusion in the rehabilitation/construction value hard cost amount.

The approved site plan for the proposed and final configuration of the property must comply to the
fullest extent possible with current Farmington Hills zoning ordinance and development standards.



F.

Configuration of rehabilitated or proposed structures must comply with current Farmington Hills Fire
Code and Michigan Building Codes and also with all codes and requirements applicable to fire
suppression systems, fire alarm/voice alarm communication systems, and Barrier Free Access.

IV. Review Criteria Specific to CREC Requests

In connection with the City’s review and consideration of a CREC application under the Act, the following
criteria will be used to evaluate specific requests in terms of the net benefit to the City and its residents and
businesses, and to determine the number of years of the CREC. In supplementation of the information
submitted pursuant to the state’s form application, the applicant shall provide sufficient information from
qualified sources to the City to allow the City to conduct a full and complete review of the stated criteria in the

Act and this Policy.
A. The value or cost of the proposed improvements (i.e., the capital investment)
B. A description of the quality of the proposed construction (architectural drawings, site plans, building
materials, etc.)
C. The expected economic life of the improvements
D. The functionality of the site and aesthetic value with the improvements, which may include, but are not
limited to, the following considerations:
e Exterior improvements
¢ Building expansions
e Site improvements
e Interior improvements
e Facade improvements
e Environmental sustainability improvements
E. The total projected local abatement amount
F. Any additional costs to the City, direct or indirect (e.g. increased demands on the city government
services, direct competition with existing businesses within the area, additional required infrastructure,
public safety impacts, traffic concerns, and the like), that will be experienced as a result of the
rehabilitation/redevelopment
G. The estimated number of jobs added or retained by the proposed facility improvement, and, if jobs are to
be added, the period of time over which they will be added
H. The extent to which the applicant commits to the use of local (City of Farmington Hills) vendors,
suppliers, professionals, and contractors
I. The extent to which the project will enhance opportunities for other existing or planned businesses in the

City of Farmington Hills as part of the overall net economic benefits of the project to the City and its
businesses and residents



J.

K.

The environmental impact of the project and improvements—on woodlands, wetlands, storm water, air
quality, etc.

The extent to which the project will provide public benefits, which may include but are not limited to the
following:

e Contributes to the renewal of areas in need of redevelopment, development, and/or rehabilitation

e Provides significant economic and/or employment opportunities

e Significantly, and noticeably, restores or improves property to an economically efficient

condition

Helps provide access to services for residents, visitors, and other businesses

Provides significant pedestrian features and/or enhancements

Provides improvements and features that promote environmental sustainability

Preserves historical elements

Provides recreational outdoor uses

Provides public gathering/event space

Maintains or enhances the appearance and character of the area

Provides public art displays

Enhances safety surrounding the building

Improves public safety features, e.g., improved turn radius for Fire Department equipment,

external lighting, etc.

e Provides significant landscaping improvements, new landscaping for new development,
complete landscaping redesign

e Encourages owner occupied uses for residential units

e Increases public tax base

e Provides a new amenity within the area

e Introduces new technologies

V. Limitations

A.

B.

The maximum time period for a CREC is 10 years.

Construction of improvements must not have started more than 6 months before the City’s receipt of an
application for the CREC and must be located in a CRD established before the commencement of the
project.

There must be no outstanding taxes, fines, or liens owed by the applicant or entity with regard to the
property at issue.

. The City may approve a transfer of an existing CREC if a new business or existing business purchases

or leases property which has an existing certificate in effect pursuant to the provisions of PA 210, 2005
as amended, provided: (1) the new owner or lessee shall make an application for a transfer of the CREC
to the new owner or lessee immediately, but no longer than six (6) months after a change in ownership
occurs; and (2) The property, holder of the CREC and proposed transferee are in compliance with all
conditions and requirements of the existing CREC; (3) the proposed transfer would be consistent with
this Policy and any amendments made to this Policy in effect at the time a request for a transfer is made.

-4 -



E.

F.

No extensions of a CREC will be authorized.

As a condition of receiving a CREC pursuant to this Policy, a business must continue to operate the
facility for which the CREC is granted for twice the term of the CREC. If a business vacates or fails to
operate the facility for which the CREC is granted for the period of time outlined above, then it shall be
liable for restitution to the City and repayment of any property tax savings that benefitted the business
due to the existence of the CREC, beginning with the initial effective year of the CREC, and such
amount shall be a lien on the property until paid.

G. A business requesting a tax incentive for a facility under a lease must provide proof that the lease

VL

includes an initial length of lease equal to the business residency requirement as outlined above.
Options to extend a lease will not be counted as part of the initial term of the lease.

Agreement Required

As a requirement for or condition of approval of a CREC, the applicant must enter into a written agreement with
the City that is acceptable to the City and includes, as a minimum:

A. The term of the CREC and the agreement;

B.

E.

Any conditions required by the City Council and this Policy in connection with the grant of the CREC,
as to which the City reserves all rights to determine in the interests of the City;

. A requirement that the holder of the CREC shall submit an annual report to the City Manager the status

of construction completion, the local vendors contracted to provide good or services, the number of new
jobs created since issuance of the CREC, property taxes paid, and any other reporting requirements
established by the City with respect to the information stated in this Policy and/or provided by the
applicant, whether required and described under the Act itself or established by the City as appropriate
to the project and the agreement;

. Events of default, including (by way of example only) any of the following:

1) Closure, or abandonment, or discontinuation of operation of the facility;

2) Change of use;

3) Failure to use local vendors as represented to the City;

4) Failure to create new jobs as represented to the City;

5) Failure to complete construction as represented to the City;

6) Failure to meet any reporting requirements;

7) Delinquency with regard to property taxes and/or to timely and properly follow legal procedures
for contest;

8) Failure to comply with local ordinances; and

9) Assignment or transfer without approval of the City;

Restitution and repayment provisions consistent with this Policy, under which the City will be paid back
the amount of the property tax savings that benefitted the business in the event of certain kinds of
defaults.

-5-



VII. General Procedures

A.

The applicant must submit any application form prepared by the City and an application provided by the
State of Michigan. Each application will be reviewed and considered on its own individual merits, on a
case-by-case basis, with respect to the achievement of the purposes and goals of the City and satisfaction
of the criteria and limitations, as outlined in this Policy and the Act.

Applicants bear the burden of proof and must substantially satisfy provisions of this Policy and the Act
at initial application in order to be considered.

Review of applications shall be as required by statute. When the Farmington Hills City Council reviews
an application under the Act and this Policy, it may approve, deny, or approve the proposal with
conditions applicable to the request. Any approval of a CREC shall not be effective until the Agreement
required under this Policy is fully executed and any approval conditions required to be addressed prior to
the effectiveness of the approval are satisfied.

. All procedures, rights, and obligations concerning CRDs and CRECs are subject to the Act, this Policy,

and the signed Agreement described in this Policy.

The City reserves the sole discretion, to the fullest extent available under the law, to review each
application and determine whether the request meets the City’s purposes, goals, criteria, conditions and
limitations in this Policy and under the Act, and to determine whether the project would be beneficial to
the City, whether the applicant merits consideration, whether any other conditions exist that affect the
City determination to grant or deny an application, and whether the objectives, priorities, or conditions
of the community have changed.

Signed by:

Gary Mekjian, City Manager Pamela B. Smith, City Clerk

Date:
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REPORT FROM THE CITY MANAGER TO CITY COUNCIL — February 28, 2022

SUBJECT: Consideration of Award of Contract for the Heritage Hills and Wedgwood Commons Subdivision

Road Reconstruction Program, Phase Il in Section 4

Administrative Summary

In November 2018, voters approved the City Charter Amendment to Transition to a Local Road Millage.
This millage replaced the City’s local road special assessment process for funding local road reconstruction.

The City currently rates the paved public roads utilizing the Pavement Surface Evaluation and Rating
(PASER) system which is a widely accepted system used throughout the country. Michigan’s Transportation
Asset Management Council has adopted the PASER system for measuring statewide pavement conditions
in Michigan.

The City utilizes a PASER rating of 2.75 or less to qualify local roads and subdivisions for consideration of
reconstruction. The paved roads within the project area have an average PASER rating of 2.57, making the
project a high priority candidate. After the millage was passed, authorization to bid this project for
reconstruction was received.

All the roads in the project area consist of concrete pavement. This proposal is for the second of a multi-
phase, multi-year project which will be bid each year. Phase | was completed in 2021. The roads will be
reconstructed to local road standards with removal and replacement of the existing pavement surface,
underlying base, and curb and gutter.

The project was publicly bid and advertised on the Michigan Intergovernmental Trade Network (MITN)
with bids opened on February 11, 2022,

The lowest bidder is Florence Cement Company, Shelby Twp, MI in the amount of $4,569,898.14.

Heritage Hills and Wedgwood Commons Subdivision is a large project area and includes 6.4 miles of local
roads. The project will be constructed in four (4) or more phases over a multi-year period. Constructing the
overall project in phases should maximize the number of prospective bidders. This also ensures that each
phase can be completed in a one-year construction season. Construction of Phase Il is anticipated to begin
in April 2022 with completion in October 2022.

RECOMMENDATION

IT IS RESOLVED, the Heritage Hills and Wedgwood Common Subdivision Road Rehabilitation
Program, Phase Il be awarded to Florence Cement Company in the amount of $4,569,898.14.

IT IS FURTHER RESOLVED, the City Manager and the City Clerk be authorized to execute the
contract on behalf of the City.



Report from the City Manager to City Council — February 28, 2022

Consideration of Award of Contract for the Heritage Hills and Wedgwood Commons Program
Road Reconstruction Program, Phase Il in Section 4

Page 2

Support Documentation
On February 11, 2022, three (3) bids were received for the above-referenced project.

Florence Cement Company has successfully completed similar projects for the City of Farmington Hills and
their work has been satisfactory. Florence was the subcontractor for the Heritage Hills and Wedgwood Commons
Phase | Road Rehabilitation project, as well as the Stone Creek and Westlake Estates Phase | and Phase Il Road
Rehabilitation project completed in 2021. Our consultant, Hubbell Roth & Clark has verified their references
with other communities and found them to be positive and supportive of awarding this project. It is our opinion
they can adequately perform the work as outlined in the contract.

Due to current pandemic restrictions, public Open House meetings for the local road projects will not be held.
A mailing notice will be sent to all residents and property owners within the project area that will include staff
contact information, instructions for signing up for the project-specific Listserv, as well as “Frequently Asked
Questions” for the project. The mailing will also provide a contact name and phone number for anyone
requesting a one-on-one consultation to address any further questions they may have. This information will also
be posted to the City’s website.

To provide further outreach, a second mailing will be provided to all residents and property owners prior to
construction beginning to identify the Construction Inspector assigned to the project, his or her contact
information and to identify the prime contractor that was awarded the contract. Additional periodic mailings will
occur for the duration of the construction.

BID SUMMARY - CONCRETE

CONTRACTOR PHASE II
Fons;r:i;:;?rﬁa:ﬂyl, Inc. $5,173,815.59
Mark Antmchoiin& ellcting, Inc. $4,903,409.09
Floreg%eef;irfx; ,C&Tpa”y $4,569,898.14

Table Description: Summary of bid results for the Heritage Hills and Wedgwood Commons — Phase 11 Rehabilitation Program

Prepared by:  Mirandi Alexander, Civil Engineer
Reviewed by: James Cubera, P.E., City Engineer
Karen Mondora, P.E., Director of Public Services
Kelly Monico, Director of Central Services
Approved by: Gary Mekjian, P.E., City Manager
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REPORT FROM THE CITY MANAGER TO CITY COUNCIL — February 28, 2022

SUBJECT: Consideration of Award of Contract for the City Hall Campus Parking Lot Replacement Project

Administrative Summary

o The City’s Capital Improvement Plan includes rehabilitation of City parking facilities.

o Inearly 2020, the City received bids for this project, however, at the time, the decision was made to defer
the project.

e The current 2021-2022 Capital Improvement Plan budget includes funding for rehabilitation of the parking
lots on the City Hall Campus north of Fire Station #5 and the main parking area and aisles south of Eleven
Mile Road and east of the police station, as per the attached exhibit.

e The project was publicly rebid and advertised on the Michigan Intergovernmental Trade Network (MITN)
with bids opened on February 11, 2022,

e The lowest bidder who has demonstrated the ability to complete the work is Nagle Paving Company. Their
bid was in the amount of $316,487.98.

e Construction is anticipated to begin in April with completion in July.

RECOMMENDATION

IT IS RESOLVED, the City Hall Campus Parking Lot Replacement Project be awarded to the lowest
competent bidder, Nagle Paving Company, in the amount of $316,487.98, and

IT IS FURTHER RESOLVED, the City Manager and the City Clerk be authorized to execute the
contract on behalf of the City.

Support Documentation

The City of Farmington Hills has budgeted for the replacement of the City Hall Campus parking lots located
at 31555 Eleven Mile Road. These parking lots include the public lot that services the Police Station, the public
lot that services City Hall and Fire Station No. 5 as well as the other two lots adjacent to City Hall (see attached
map).

On February 11, 2022, seven (7) bids were received for the above-referenced project (see Bid Summary). The
low bid is competitive with current prices in today’s market.

Nagle Paving Company has previously completed many projects for the City of Farmington Hills. In
2020, they completed the Stonewood Court rehabilitation project. They have also completed the 2021 Local Roads
HMA Rehabilitation Project. They received favorable referrals from the City of Livonia and the City of Northville.
It is our opinion that Nagle Paving Company can adequately perform the work outlined in the contract.

BID SUMMARY




Report from the City Manager to City Council — February 28, 2022
Consideration of Award of Contract for the City Hall Campus Parking Lot Replacement Project
Page 2

CONTRACTOR TOTAL
Nagle PaV|r}g Company $316.487.98
Novi, Ml
Hutch Paving, Inc.
Warren, M| $333,000.00
Best Asphalt, Inc.
Romulus, Ml $359,778.60
Al’s Asphalt Paving Co. $363.674.50
Taylor, Ml
Asphalt Sp_euallsts, Inc. $365,390.60
Pontiac, Ml
Spartan Paving, LLC
Waterford, Ml $372,346.35
T & M Asphalt Paving, Inc. $382.247.00

Milford, Ml
Table Description: Summary of bid results for the City Hall Campus Parking Lot Replacement Project

Prepared by: Kristina Geelhood, Civil Engineer |

Reviewed by: James Cubera, P.E., City Engineer

Departmental Authorization by: Karen Mondora, P.E., Director of Public Services
Kelly Monico, Director of Central Services

Approval by: Gary Mekjian, P.E., City Manager
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CITY MANAGER REPORT TO THE CITY COUNCIL
FEBRUARY 28, 2022

SUBJECT: AWARD OF ARMORED COURIER-REMOTE SAFE SERVICES

ADMINISTRATIVE SUMMARY:

Request for proposals were advertised, posted on the City’s e-procurement system and, after one postponement to
encourage additional responses, opened and read aloud on January 26, 2022, for Armored Courier-Remote Safe
Services. Notification was sent to over fifty (50) vendors, and after a one-week postponement, the City received one
(1) response from PNC Bank, N.A. The Adopted FY 2021-22 Budget includes funding to procure Armored Courier-
Remote safe services for the secure transportation of cash deposits from City facilities to the City’s banking
institutions.

The City’s current approach involves many hours of City staff (including Special Services staff and uniformed City
Police Officers) couriers cash deposits daily both to and from City facilities and to the City’s depository bank,
Comerica Bank.

PNC Bank’s proposal centers around their Remote Safe Solution hardware and technology. PNC Bank will install
four Remote Safes, one at City Hall in Treasury, one at the Hawk Administrative offices, one at the City’s Ice Arena,
and one at the Farmington Hills Golf Pro Shop. PNC Bank has a contract with Brink’s Armored Transportation
Services to pick up and deliver cash deposits from these locations to PNC Bank, which will be the City’s new cash
depository bank. Checks are not covered by this arrangement; they will be scanned directly to Comerica Bank, and
all other services currently provided by Comerica Bank will remain in place. City staff will deposit all cash into the
PNC Remote Safes, which will immediately credit the funds to the City’s PNC Bank account, upon which time the
cash in the Remote Safes will become the property and responsibility of PNC Bank and Brink’s Armored
Transportation Services as PNC Bank’s contracted courier.

Advantages of the PNC Remote Safe and Armored Courier Proposal vs. the current City approach: The above
arrangement will provide instant credit for City cash deposits and will provide the best possible security and
associated risk management for cash deposits, as well as saving many hours of staff time currently dedicated to
transporting cash between various City locations and to the Bank.

Funds are available in the Amended FY 2021-22 General Fund Budget to cover the costs for the proposed PNC
Bank’s contract. The cost of this contract is estimated to be as follows, and sufficient funds are available in the
Amended FY 2021-22 General Fund Budget:

- FY 2021-22 (remainder of FY): $9,858

- FY 2022-23: $28,226

- FY 2023-24: $28,226

- FY 2024-25: $28,226

- FY 2025-26: $28,226

- FY 2026-27 (part of FY, ending at 5 year mark): $18,368

Funds are also available to install security cameras at each Remote Safe location, which is required under the terms of
the proposed PNC Bank’s contract and would be completed by the City separately in FY 2021-22 at a cost of $6,000.

RECOMMENDATION:

In view of the above, it is recommended that City Council authorize the City Manager to sign a contract with PNC Bank,
N.A. for Armored Courier-Remote Safe Services in the estimated amounts indicated above. In addition, it is
recommended the City Council authorize the City Manager to issue purchase orders for Remote Safe Solution and Courier
Services to PNC Bank, N.A for a period of 5 years, with no more than three (3) addition one (1) year renewals upon
mutual consent between the City and PNC Bank N.A.

Prepared by: Debbie Shires, Deputy City Treasurer
Reviewed by: Michelle Aranowski, Senior Buyer
Reviewed by: Thomas Skrobola, Finance Director
Reviewed by Kelly Monico, Director of Central Services

Approved by: Gary Mekjian, City Manager
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REPORT FROM THE CITY MANAGER TO CITY COUNCIL
February 28, 2022

SUBJECT: REPLACEMENT- TOTALED MARKED POLICE FLEET VEHICLE
ADMINISTRATIVE SUMMARY

e OnJanuary 29, 2022, a police vehicle was struck by a citizen's vehicle, which caused extensive
damage to a Police Department vehicle. The insurance company determined that the damage
was extensive enough to declare the vehicle “totaled.”

e Each year the City of Farmington Hills participates in cooperative or extendable bids with
various agencies including the State of MI, Oakland County & Macomb County who are
members of the Michigan Intergovernmental Trade Network (MITN Cooperative). Cooperative
or extendable bids have proven to be cost effective for the City due to the volume created by
the cooperative process.

e The Police Department obtained a quote for a replacement vehicle based on the
aforementioned contract and determined a 2022 Ford Police Interceptor purchased from
Signature Ford, utilizing the Macomb County Contract Bid #21-18 program was the lowest
priced vehicle which best met their needs.

e The vehicle purchased includes a minimum three-year or 36,000 mile bumper to bumper
warranty and a 100,000 miles or 60 months powertrain warranty.

e Funding for the vehicle will be provided partially from MMRMA, who has placed an actual cash
value at $18,500.00. MMRMA will also cover the costs to replace any additional police
equipment that was damaged during the accident. That cost has not been estimated yet due
to the vehicle currently being de-commissioned. The cost of the new vehicle under Macomb
County Contract Bid # 21-18 is $34,129.00. The Police Department would pay the remaining
$15,629.00 out of the current Vehicle Maintenance Account.

RECOMMENDATION

Based on the above information, it is recommended that City Council authorize the City Manager
to issue a purchase order to Signature Ford for a 2022 Ford Police Interceptor in the amount of
$34,129.00.

Prepared by: Jeff King, Chief of Police

Reviewed by: Kelly Monico, Director of Central Services

Reviewed by: Thomas Skrobola, Finance Director

Approved by: Gary Mekjian, City Manager

C:\Users\MAranowski\Desktop\Feb 2022 CMR 881 Accident replacement.docx
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EPORT FROM THE CITY MANAGER TO CITY COUNCIL — February 28, 2022

SUBJECT: Consideration of Award of Contract for the Farmington Freeway Industrial Park Phase 1 —
Commerce Drive Reconstruction Project in Section 30

Administrative Summary

e This is a multiyear phased project and includes the reconstruction of the roads in the industrial park,
south of 10 Mile Road and west of Halsted Road.

e  This first phase includes Commerce Drive, south of Research Drive.

e The City currently rates the paved public roads utilizing the Pavement Surface Evaluation and Rating
(PASER) system which is a widely accepted system used throughout the country. Michigan’s
Transportation Asset Management Council has adopted the PASER system for measuring statewide
pavement conditions in Michigan. This not only includes the residential streets in the City but also our
major roads and industrial roads.

e The paved roads within the project area have PASER ratings ranging from 2.0 to 3.0, making the project
a strong candidate for reconstruction. This construction is funded by the City’s major road account
which typically comes from gas tax and the major road millage.

o The road will be rehabilitated to industrial road standards with removal of the existing concrete surface
and underlying base. Replacement will consist of a new thicker concrete surface on an improved
aggregate base. New curb and gutter and underdrain will also be constructed with this project. In
addition, there are a few areas throughout the project where storm sewer will be removed and replaced.

e This project was publicly bid and advertised on the Michigan Intergovernmental Trade Network
(MITN) with bids opened on February 18, 2022.

e The lowest bidder who has demonstrated the ability to complete the work is Mark Anthony Contracting,
Inc. Their bid was in the amount of $2,132,547.07.

e Construction is anticipated to begin in April, weather permitting, with completion by September.

RECOMMENDATION

IT IS RESOLVED, the Farmington Freeway Industrial Park Phase 1 — Commerce Drive
Reconstruction Project be awarded to the lowest competent bidder, Mark Anthony Contracting,
Inc., in the amount of $2,132,547.07, and

IT IS FURTHER RESOLVED, the City Manager and the City Clerk be authorized to execute the
contract on behalf of the City.
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Consideration of Award of Contract for the Farmington Freeway Industrial Park Phase 1 — Commerce Drive Reconstruction
Project

Page 2

Support Documentation

The City of Farmington Hills has budgeted for the rehabilitation of Commerce Drive, south of Research
Drive. The bid is within the budgeted amount.

This project will maintain the existing lane configurations. As stated above, an industrial strength pavement
on a thick aggregate base will replace the existing roadway with all new curb and gutter and underdrain.
Several storm sewer pipes will be removed and replaced as well.

On February 18, 2022, four (4) bids were received for the above-referenced project (see Bid Summary).
The low bid, provided by Mark Anthony Contracting, Inc., is competitive with current prices in today’s
market.

Mark Anthony Contracting, Inc. was a concrete paving subcontractor for the Halsted Road Reconstruction
(I-696 to 12 Mile Road) Project for the City of Farmington Hills in 2019. They have also performed similar
work and have been a prime contractor for projects with the Road Commission of Oakland County, the City
of Roseville, and the City of Royal Oak. It is our opinion they can adequately perform the work as outlined
in the contract.

In light of current events, public Open House meetings for City road projects will not be held. A mailing
notice will be sent to all of the property owners within the project area that will include staff contact
information, instructions for signing up for the project-specific Listserv, as well as “Frequently Asked
Questions” for the project. The mailing will also provide a contact name and phone number for anyone
requesting a phone consultation to address any further questions they may have. This information will also
be posted to the City’s website. The City’s Economic Development Director will also be assisting in
property owner outreach.

To provide further outreach, a second mailing will be provided to all property owners prior to construction
beginning to identify the Construction Inspector assigned to the project, his or her contact information and
to identify the prime contractor that was awarded the contract. Additional periodic mailings and/or hand
delivered notices will be provided to residents for the duration of the project.



Report from the City Manager to City Council — February 28, 2022

Consideration of Award of Contract for the Farmington Freeway Industrial Park Phase 1 — Commerce Drive Reconstruction
Project

Page 3

BID SUMMARY
CONTRACTOR TOTAL
Mark Ant};/i)irllzoilcjrﬁ?cting, Inc. $2,132,547.07
FloreISlle E;r?i?; ,Cli\?[llnpany $2,260,504.90
Fonsgili ghizlpﬁz Inc. $2,433,529.00
Hard Rock Concrete, Inc.
ar \(;VCayneO’HI\C/II‘Ie ¢, Inc $2,575,810.25

Table Description: Summary of bid results for the Farmington Freeway Industrial Park Phase 1 — Commerce Drive
Reconstruction Project

Prepared by: Natasha Sonck, Civil Engineer I
Reviewed by: James Cubera, P.E., City Engineer
Michelle Aranowski, City Purchaser
Departmental Authorization by: Karen Mondora, P.E., Director of Public Services
Approval by: Gary Mekjian, City Manager
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REPORT FROM THE CITY MANAGER TO CITY COUNCIL — February 28, 2022

SUBJECT: Consideration of Award of Contract for the Whitlock Street Gravel Conversion Project in

Section 34

Administrative Summary

In November 2018, voters approved the City Charter Amendment to Transition to a Local Road
Millage. This millage replaced the City’s local road special assessment process for funding local road
reconstruction. A portion of the funding generated from this millage is designated for the conversion
of gravel roads to hard surface pavement where it is requested by a majority of the property owners.

In March 2019, City Council adopted the Policy for Converting Gravel Public Roads to Paved Roads.

Since that time, several gravel roads have gone through the procedure to convert a gravel road to
pavement. Whitlock Street received its authorization by City Council on January 13, 2020, after an
informational meeting, submittal of a majority petition, and a public hearing.

The City Engineering Division hired an engineering consultant to prepare construction documents,
including plans and specifications, for bidding.

The southern approximately 600 feet of Whitlock is zoned for industrial use and will be paved to
industrial road standards. The existing gravel roadway will be removed, and the road will be constructed
with concrete on a new aggregate stone base with curb and gutter. This will also include storm sewer
improvements. The remaining portion of Whitlock Street, as well as the unpaved portion of Salvador
Street, will be paved to local road standards. The existing gravel roadway will be removed, and the road
will be paved with an asphalt surface on a new aggregate stone base.

The project was publicly bid and advertised on the Michigan Intergovernmental Trade Network
(MITN) with bids opened on February 18, 2022.

The lowest bidder who has demonstrated the ability to complete the work is Hutch Paving, Inc. Their
bid was in the amount of $1,446,335.40.

Construction is anticipated to begin in April, weather permitting, with completion by September.

RECOMMENDATION

IT IS RESOLVED, the Whitlock Street Gravel Conversion Project be awarded to the lowest
competent bidder, Hutch Paving, LLC, in the amount of $1,446,335.40, and

IT IS FURTHER RESOLVED; the City Manager and the City Clerk be authorized to execute the
contract on behalf of the City.



Support Documentation

On February 18, 2022, four (4) bids were received for the above-referenced project (see Bid Summary).
The low bid, provided by Hutch Paving, Inc., is competitive with current prices in today’s market.

Hutch Paving, Inc., has successfully completed the Canfield Avenue Gravel Conversion Project for the City
of Farmington Hills in 2020. They have also performed similar work for the City of Royal Oak and the
Charter Township of Canton. It is our opinion they can adequately perform the work as outlined in the
contract.

In light of current events, public Open House meetings for City road projects will not be held. A mailing
notice will be sent to all residents and property owners within the project area that will include staff contact
information, instructions for signing up for the project-specific Listserv, as well as “Frequently Asked
Questions” for the project. The mailing will also provide a contact name and phone number for anyone
requesting a one-on-one consultation to address any further questions they may have. This information will
also be posted to the City’s website.

To provide further outreach, a second mailing will be provided to all residents and property owners prior
to construction beginning to identify the Construction Inspector assigned to the project, his or her contact
information and to identify the prime contractor that was awarded the contract. Additional periodic mailings
and/or hand delivered notices will be provided to residents for the duration of the project.

BID SUMMARY

CONTRACTOR TOTAL

Hutch Paving, Inc.
Warren, MI
Springline Excavating, LLC
Farmington Hills, M1

$1,446,335.40*

$1,562,950.82

Fonson Company, Inc.
Brighton, MI
Fessler and Bowman, Inc.
Flushing, MI

Table Description: Summary of bid results for the Whitlock Street Gravel Conversion Project
*Corrected Total

$1,693,972.67

$1,820,727.00

Prepared by: Natasha Sonck, Civil Engineer I
Reviewed by: James Cubera, P.E., City Engineer
Michelle Aranowski, City Purchaser
Departmental Authorization by: Karen Mondora, P.E., Director of Public Services
Approval by: Gary Mekjian, P.E., City Manager
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CMR 2-22-20

REPORT FROM THE CITY MANAGER TO CITY COUNCIL
February 28, 2022

SUBJECT: AWARD OF BID FOR UNIFORM LAUNDRY/DRY-CLEANING SERVICES

ADMINISTRATIVE SUMMARY

e Secaled bids were advertised, available on the MITN e-procurement system, and after one postponement to
encourage additional bids, opened and read aloud on February 22, 2022, for uniform laundry/dry-cleaning
services for Police and Fire personnel. Bid notification was sent to sixteen (16) vendors. The City
received two (2) bids. Uniform cleaning services are provided to designated uniform personnel by union
contract and departmental policy.

o The attached bid tabulation is based on one year’s estimated usage without factoring in employee time
off; therefore, it represents higher quantities than what is actually used. Unit prices do not change during
the initial three (3) years of the contact period but usage may vary based upon departmental demand. In
fiscal year 2020/2021, approximately $25,000 was spent on uniform cleaning services (including
alterations).

e The specification term for this agreement is three (3) years with three (3) additional one year extensions
upon mutual agreement between the City and awarded vendor.

e Police, Fire and Central Services staff have reviewed the responses and it was determined that the lowest
qualified bidder is Perfect Cleaners. Perfect Cleaners is our current vendor, and the city has been satisfied
with their services. Their pricing is the most competitive, they have excellent references, they have a
production cleaning facility within 15 minutes from the City which ensures timely delivery, they offered to
extend pricing after the initial contract period at two (2)% increase and they have performed this service for
the City for the past ten (10) years in a satisfactory manner.

e  Uniform Laundry/Dry Cleaning services are budgeted in the Police & Fire operating budget.

RECOMMENDATION

In view of the above, it is recommended that City Council authorize the City Manager to issue purchase orders for
uniform cleaning to Perfect Cleaners for an estimated annual amount of $25,000 per year, for three (3) years. In
addition, it is recommended that the City Council authorize the City Manager to issue purchase orders for uniform
cleaning to Perfect Cleaners for three (3) additional one year extensions at the approved 2% per year increase
upon mutual consent between the City and Perfect Cleaners.

Prepared by: Michelle Aranowski, Senior Buyer
Reviewed by: Kelly Monico, Director of Central Services
Reviewed by: Jon Unruh, Fire Chief

Reviewed by: Jeff King, Police Chief

Approved by: Gary Mekjian City Manager






SUBJECT:

CMR 2-22-21

REPORT FROM THE CITY MANAGER TO CITY COUNCIL
February 28, 2022

CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF AN AGREEMENT WITH FLOCK GROUP, INC.
TO PROVIDE LICENSE PLATE DETECTION SYSTEM TECHNOLOGY AND
SERVICES.

ADMINISTRATIVE SUMMARY

This item concerns a proposed agreement for Flock Group, Inc. (also called Flock Safety) to
provide and install software and hardware for automatic license plate detection and related
services. As described at City Council’s February 14, 2022 Study Session, the system captures
images of vehicle make, type, color, license plate and car features but does not provide an image
of the car occupants. The system also captures audio evidence such as screeching tires, breaking
glass and gunshots and time stamps the occurrence. Police will be able to use search criteria to
find critical evidence captured by the system to assist in solving crime.

Flock Safety will install 40 cameras at locations throughout the City designated by the Farmington
Hills Police Chief. Installations of cameras at some locations may require permits from the Road
Commission, Michigan Department of Transportation, and the City.

The Flock Systems LPR is unique as it is specifically designed to work with law enforcement
agencies. The system creates an integrated network of cameras and databases enabling law
enforcement agencies to share data among police agencies and alert those agencies when a suspect
vehicle is detected. While there are other License Plate Reading (LPR) systems on the market,
most are targeted at private sector business, such as towing companies and do not possess the
robust collaborative functionality found in the Flock System. Other communities in Michigan
already have agreements in place and are using the system. These communities include Detroit,
Southfield, Warren, Grand Rapids, Waterford, Flint, and Kalamazoo.

Once installed and operational, the Police Department will have developed a policy and/or
protocols applicable to the system and technology. The Citizen Advisory group established by
the Police Department will provide input to the Police Chief on the use of this technology.

If approved, it is anticipated that installation of the system will be completed by August. The
City will have a 60-day free trial period. If the Department finds the trial period successful, the
City will begin a two-year agreement with Flock Safety at a cost of $100,000 or $2,500 a camera.
Flock Safety is waiving implementation fees. This cost includes hardware, software and support
services. The City will have the right to terminate the agreement at a cost of $250 per camera.
This amount will increase to $500 per camera if the agreement is signed after March 1, 2022.

RECOMMENDATION

In view of the above, it is recommended that:

The City Council of Farmington Hills approves and authorizes the City Manager to sign the proposed agreement
and associated contract documents with Flock Group, Inc. to provide license plate detection system technology and
services for Police Department and law enforcement purposes, subject to final review and approval of the contract
documents by the Police Chief and City Attorney.

Prepared by:
Reviewed by:
Approved by:

Jeff King, Chief of Police
Michelle Aranowski/Jack Li, Central Services/IT Department
Gary Mekjian, City Manager Farmington Hills



GOVERNMENT AGENCY AGREEMENT

This Government Agency Agreement (this “Agreement”) is entered into by and between Flock Group, Inc.
with a place of business at 1170 Howell Mill Rd NW Suite 210, Atlanta, GA 30318 (“Flock”) and the City of
Farmington Hills, through its police department with an address of 3155 W. Eleven Mile Road, Farmington Hills,
MI 48336 (“Agency”) (each a “Party,” and together, the “Parties”).

RECITALS

WHEREAS, Flock offers a software and hardware solution for automatic license plate detection through
Flock’s technology platform (the “Flock Service”), and upon detection, the Flock Services are capable of capturing
audio, image, and recordings data of suspected vehicles (“Footage”) and can provide notifications to Agency upon
the instructions of Non-Agency End User (“Notifications™);

WHEREAS, Agency desires access to the Flock Service on existing cameras, provided by Agency, or
Flock provided Hardware (as defined below) in order to create, view, search and archive Footage and receive
Notifications, including those from non-Agency users of the Flock Service (where there is an investigative or bona
fide lawful purpose) such as schools, neighborhood homeowners associations, businesses, and individual users;

WHEREAS, Flock deletes all Footage on a rolling thirty (30) day basis, Agency is responsible for
extracting, downloading and archiving Footage from the Flock System on its own storage devices for auditing for
prosecutorial/administrative purposes; and

WHEREAS, Flock desires to provide Agency the Flock Service and any access thereto, subject to the
terms and conditions of this Agreement, solely for the awareness, prevention, and prosecution of crime, bona fide
investigations by police departments, and archiving for evidence gathering (‘“Purpose™).

AGREEMENT

NOW, THEREFORE, Flock and Agency agree as follows and further agree to incorporate the Recitals
into this Agreement.

1. DEFINITIONS

Certain capitalized terms, not otherwise defined herein, have the meanings set forth or cross-referenced in this

Section 1.

1.1 "Agency Data” will mean the data, media and content provided by Agency through the Services. For the

avoidance of doubt, the Agency Data will include the Footage.

1.2. “Agency Hardware ” shall mean the third-party camera owned or provided by Agency and any other physical
elements that interact with the Embedded Software and the Web Interface to provide the Services. The term

“Agency Hardware > excludes the Embedded Software

1.3 “Authorized End User(s)” shall mean any individual employees, agents, or contractors of Agency accessing or

using the Services through the Web Interface, under the rights granted to Agency pursuant to this Agreement.



1.4 “Documentation” will mean text and/or graphical documentation, whether in electronic or printed format, that
describe the features, functions and operation of the Services which are provided by Flock to Agency in accordance

with the terms of this Agreement.

1.5 “Embedded Software” will mean the software and/or firmware embedded or preinstalled on the Agency

Hardware.

1.6 “Flock IP” will mean the Services, the Documentation, the Embedded Software, the Installation Services, and
any and all intellectual property therein or otherwise provided to Agency and/or its Authorized End Users in

connection with the foregoing.

1.7 “Footage” means still images captured by the Agency Hardware in the course of and provided via the Services.

1.8 “Hardware” or “Flock Hardware” shall mean the Flock cameras or device, pole, clamps, solar panel,
installation components, and any other physical elements that interact with the Embedded Software and the Web

Interface to provide the Flock Services. The term “Hardware” excludes the Embedded Software.

1.9 “Implementation Fee(s)” means the monetary fees associated with the Installation Services, as defined in

Section 1.10 below.

1.10 “Installation Services” means the services provided by Flock including any applicable installation of

Embedded Software on Agency Hardware.

1.11 “Non-Agency End User(s)” shall mean any individual, entity, or derivative therefrom, authorized to use the
Services through the Web Interface, under the rights granted to pursuant to the terms (or to those materially similar)

of this Agreement.

1.12 “Services” or “Flock Services” means the provision, via the Web Interface, of Flock’s software application for

automatic license plate detection, searching image records, and sharing Footage.

1.13 “Support Services” shall mean Monitoring Services, as defined in Section 2.9 below.

1.14 “Unit(s)” shall mean the Agency Hardware together with the Embedded Software.

1.15 “Usage Fee” means the subscription fees to be paid by the Agency for ongoing access to Services.



1.16 “Web Interface” means the website(s) or application(s) through which Agency and its Authorized End Users

can access the Services in accordance with the terms of this Agreement.

2. SERVICES AND SUPPORT

2.1 Provision of Access. Subject to the terms of this Agreement, Flock hereby grants to Agency a non-exclusive,
non-transferable right to access the features and functions of the Services via the Web Interface during the Service
Term (as defined in Section 6.1 below), solely for the Authorized End Users. The Footage will be available for
Agency ’s designated administrator, listed on the order form, and any Authorized End Users to access via the Web
Interface for thirty (30) days. Authorized End Users will be required to sign up for an account and select a password
and username (“User ID”). Flock will also provide Agency with the Documentation to be used in accessing and
using the Services. Agency shall be responsible for all acts and omissions of Authorized End Users, and any act or
omission by an Authorized End User which, if undertaken by Agency, would constitute a breach of this Agreement,
shall be deemed a breach of this Agreement by Agency. Agency shall undertake reasonable efforts to make all
Authorized End Users aware of the provisions of this Agreement as applicable to such Authorized End User’s use of
the Services, and shall cause Authorized End Users to comply with such provisions. Flock may use the services of
one or more third parties to deliver any part of the Services, including without limitation using a third party to host
the Web Interface which makes the Services available to Agency and Authorized End Users. Warranties provided by
said third party service providers are the agency’s sole and exclusive remedy and flock’s sole and exclusive liability
with regard to such third-party services, including without limitation hosting the web interface. Agency agrees to
comply with any acceptable use policies and other terms of any third-party service provider that are provided or

otherwise made available to Agency from time to time.

2.2 Embedded Software License. Subject to all terms of this Agreement, Flock grants Agency a limited, non-
exclusive, non-transferable, non-sublicensable (except to the Authorized End Users), revocable right to use the
Embedded Software as installed on the Hardware or Agency Hardware; in each case, solely as necessary for Agency

to use the Services.

2.3 Documentation License. Subject to the terms of this Agreement, Flock hereby grants to Agency a non-
exclusive, non-transferable right and license to use the Documentation during the Service Term to Agency ’s in

connection with its use of the Services as contemplated herein, and under Section 2.4 below.



2.4 Usage Restrictions.

a. Flock IP. The purpose for usage of the Unit, Documentation, Services, support, and Flock IP are solely
to facilitate gathering evidence that could be used in a lawful criminal investigation by the appropriate government
agency and not for tracking activities that the system is not designed to capture (“Permitted Purpose”). Agency will
not, and will not permit any Authorized End Users to, (i) copy or duplicate any of the Flock IP; (ii) decompile,
disassemble, reverse engineer or otherwise attempt to obtain or perceive the source code from which any software
component of any of the Flock IP is compiled or interpreted, or apply any other process or procedure to derive the
source code of any software included in the Flock IP, or attempt to do any of the foregoing, and Agency
acknowledges that nothing in this Agreement will be construed to grant Agency any right to obtain or use such
source code; (iii) modify, alter, tamper with or repair any of the Flock IP, or create any derivative product from any
of the foregoing, or attempt to do any of the foregoing, except with the prior written consent of Flock; (iv) interfere
or attempt to interfere in any manner with the functionality or proper working of any of the Flock IP; (v) remove,
obscure, or alter any notice of any intellectual property or proprietary right appearing on or contained within any of
the Services or Flock IP; (vi) use the Services, support, Unit, Documentation or the Flock IP for anything other than
the Permitted Purpose; or (vii) assign, sublicense, sell, resell, lease, rent or otherwise transfer or convey, or pledge as

security or otherwise encumber, Agency’s rights under Sections 2.1, 2.2, or 2.3.

b. Flock Hardware. Agency understands that all Flock Hardware is owned exclusively by Flock, and that
title to any Flock Hardware does not pass to Agency upon execution of this Agreement. Agency is not permitted to
remove, reposition, re-install, tamper with, alter, adjust or otherwise take possession or control of Flock Hardware.
Notwithstanding the notice and cure period set for in Section 6.3, Agency agrees and understands that in the event
Agency is found to engage in any of the restricted actions of this Section 2.4(b), all warranties herein shall be null
and void, and this Agreement shall be subject to immediate termination (without opportunity to cure) for material

breach by Agency.

2.5 Retained Rights; Ownership. As between the Parties, subject to the rights granted in this Agreement, Flock
and its licensors retain all right, title and interest in and to the Flock IP and its components, and Agency
acknowledges that it neither owns nor acquires any additional rights in and to the foregoing not expressly granted by
this Agreement. Agency further acknowledges that Flock retains the right to use the foregoing for any purpose in

Flock’s sole discretion. There are no implied rights.

2.6 Suspension. Notwithstanding anything to the contrary in this Agreement, Flock may temporarily suspend

Agency’s and any Authorized End User’s access to any portion or all of the Flock IP or Flock Hardware if (i) Flock



reasonably determines that (a) there is a threat or attack on any of the Flock IP; (b) Agency ’s or any Authorized End
User’s use of the Flock IP disrupts or poses a security risk to the Flock IP or any other Agency or vendor of Flock;
(c) Agency or any Authorized End User is/are using the Flock IP for fraudulent or illegal activities; (d) Flock’s
provision of the Services to Agency or any Authorized End User is prohibited by applicable law; (e) any vendor of
Flock has suspended or terminated Flock’s access to or use of any third party services or products required to enable
Agency to access the Flock IP; or (f) Agency has violated any term of this provision, including, but not limited to,
utilizing the Services for anything other than the Permitted Purpose (each such suspension, in accordance with this
Section 2.6, a “Service Suspension”). Flock will make commercially reasonable efforts, circumstances permitting,
to provide written notice of any Service Suspension to Agency (including notices sent to Flock’s registered email
address) and to provide updates regarding resumption of access to the Flock IP following any Service Suspension.
Flock will use commercially reasonable efforts to resume providing access to the Service as soon as reasonably
possible after the event giving rise to the Service Suspension is cured. Flock will have no liability for any damage,
liabilities, losses (including any loss of data or profits) or any other consequences that Agency or any Authorized
End User may incur as a result of a Service Suspension. To the extent that the Service Suspension is not caused by
Agency’s direct actions or by the actions of parties associated with the Agency, the expiration of the Term will be
tolled by the duration of any suspension (for any continuous suspension lasting at least one full day) prorated for the

proportion of cameras on the Agency ’s account that have been impacted.

2.7 Installation Services.

2.7.1 Designated Locations. For installation of Flock Hardware, prior to performing the physical installation
of the Units, Flock shall advise Agency on the location and positioning of the Units for optimal license plate image
capture, as conditions and location allow. Flock may consider input from Agency regarding location, position and
angle of the Units (each Unit location so designated by Agency, a “Designated Location”). Flock shall have final
discretion on location of Units. Flock shall have no liability to Agency resulting from any poor performance,
functionality or Footage resulting from or otherwise relating to the Designated Locations or delay in installation due
to Agency’s delay in confirming Designated Locations, in ordering and/or having the Designated Location ready for
installation including having all electrical work preinstalled and permits ready, if necessary. The deployment plan will
confirm the Designated Location. After installation, any subsequent changes to the deployment plan (“Reinstalls”)
will incur a charge for Flock’s then-current list price for Reinstalls, as listed in the then-current Reinstall Policy
(available at https://www.flocksafety.com/reinstall-fee-schedule) and any equipment charges. These changes include
but are not limited to camera re-positioning, adjusting of camera mounting, re-angling, removing foliage, camera

replacement, changes to heights of poles, regardless of whether the need for Reinstalls related to vandalism, weather,



theft, lack of criminal activity in view, and the like. Flock Safety shall have full discretion on decision to reinstall

Flock Hardware.

2.7.2 Agency Installation Obligations. Agency agrees to allow Flock and its agents reasonable access in and
near the Designated Locations at all reasonable times upon reasonable notice for the purpose of performing the
installation work. Although the Units are designed to utilize solar power, certain Designated Locations may require a
reliable source of 120V AC power, as described in the deployment plan. In the event adequate solar exposure is not
available Agency is solely responsible for providing a reliable source of 120V AC power to the Units, if necessary.
Additionally, Agency shall assist Flock with obtaining (i) any permits or associated costs, and managing the permitting
process of installation of cameras or AC power. Agency is solely responsible for any federal, state or local taxes
including property, license, privilege, sales, use, excise, gross receipts or other similar taxes which may now or
hereafter become applicable to, measured by or imposed upon or with respect to the installation of the Hardware, its
use (excluding tax exempt entities), or any other supplementary cost for services performed in connection with
installation of the Hardware, including but not limited to contractor licensing, engineered drawings, rental of
specialized equipment or vehicles, third-party personnel (i.e. Traffic Control Officers, Electricians, State DOT-
approved poles, etc., if necessary), such costs to be approved by the Agency (“Agency Installation Obligations™). In
the event that a Designated Location for a Unit requires permits, Flock will provide the Agency with a temporary
alternate location for installation pending the permitting process. Once the required permits are obtained, Flock will
relocate the Units from the temporary alternate location to the permitted location at no additional cost. Flock will
provide options to supply power at each Designated Location. If Agency refuses alternative power supply options,
Agency agrees and understands that Agency will not be subject to any reimbursement, tolling, or credit for any
suspension period of Flock Services due to low solar. Flock will make all reasonable efforts within their control to
minimize suspension of Flock Services. Any fees payable to Flock exclude the foregoing. Without being obligated or
taking any responsibility for the foregoing, Flock may pay and invoice related costs to Agency if Agency did not
address them prior to the execution of this Agreement or a third party requires Flock to pay. Agency represents and
warrants that it has all necessary right title and authority and hereby authorizes Flock to install the Hardware at the
Designated Locations and to make any necessary inspections or tests in connection with such installation. Flock is not

responsible for installation of Agency Hardware.

2.71.3 Flock’s Obligations. Installation of any Flock Hardware shall be installed in a workmanlike manner in
accordance with Flock’s standard installation procedures, and the installation will be completed within a reasonable
time from the time that the Designated Locations are confirmed. Following the initial installation of the Hardware and
any subsequent Reinstalls or maintenance operations, Flock’s obligation to perform installation work shall cease;

however, for the sole purpose of validating installation, Flock will continue to monitor the performance of the Units



for the length of the Term and will receive access to the Footage for a period of three (3) business days after the initial
installation in order to monitor performance and provide any necessary maintenance solely as a measure of quality
control. Agency understands and agrees that the Flock Services will not function without the Hardware. Labor may
be provided by Flock or a third party. Flock is not obligated to install, reinstall, or provide physical maintenance to
Agency Hardware.

2.7.4 Security Interest. Flock Hardware shall remain the personal property of Flock and will be removed
upon the natural expiration of this Agreement at no additional cost to Agency. Agency shall not perform any acts
which would interfere with the retention of title of the Hardware by Flock. Should Agency default on any payment of
the Flock Services, Flock may remove Hardware at Flock’s discretion. Such removal, if made by Flock, shall not be
deemed a waiver of Flock’s rights to any damages Flock may sustain as a result of Agency’s default and Flock shall

have the right to enforce any other legal remedy or right.

2.8 Hazardous Conditions. Unless otherwise stated in the Agreement, Flock’s price for its services under this
Agreement does not contemplate work in any areas that contain hazardous materials, or other hazardous conditions,
including, without limit, asbestos, lead, toxic or flammable substances. In the event any such hazardous materials are
discovered in the designated locations in which Flock is to perform services under this Agreement, Flock shall have

the right to cease work immediately in the area affected until such materials are removed or rendered harmless.

2.9 Support Services. Subject to the payment of fees, Flock shall monitor the performance and functionality of Flock
Services and may, from time to time, advise Agency on changes to the Flock Services, Installation Services, or the
Designated Locations which may improve the performance or functionality of the Services or may improve the quality
of the Footage. The work, its timing, and the fees payable relating to such work shall be agreed by the Parties prior to
any alterations to or changes of the Services or the Designated Locations (“Monitoring Services”). Subject to the
terms hereof, Flock will provide Agency with reasonable technical and on-site support and maintenance services (“On-
Site Services”) in-person or by email at support@flocksafety.com. Flock will use commercially reasonable efforts to

respond to requests for support.

2.10 Special Terms. From time to time, Flock may offer certain “Special Terms” related to guarantees, service and
support which are indicated in the proposal and on the order form and will become part of this Agreement, upon
Agency’s consent. To the extent that any terms of this agreement are inconsistent or conflict with the Special Terms,

the Special Terms shall control.


mailto:hello@flocksafety.com

2.1 1Changes to Platform. Flock may, in its sole discretion, make any changes to any system or platform that it
deems necessary or useful to (i) maintain or enhance (a) the quality or delivery of Flock’s products or services to its
Agency s, (b) the competitive strength of, or market for, Flock’s products or services, (c) such platform or system’s

cost efficiency or performance, or (ii) to comply with applicable law.

3. RESTRICTIONS AND RESPONSIBILITIES

3.1 Agency Obligations. Flock will assist Agency end-users in the creation of a User ID. Agency agrees to provide
Flock with accurate, complete, and updated registration information. Agency may not select as its User ID a name
that Agency does not have the right to use, or another person’s name with the intent to impersonate that person.
Agency may not transfer its account to anyone else without prior written permission of Flock. Agency will not
share its account or password with anyone, and must protect the security of its account and password. Agency is
responsible for any activity associated with its account. Agency shall be responsible for obtaining and maintaining
any equipment and ancillary services needed to connect to, access or otherwise use the Services. Agency will, at its
own expense, provide assistance to Flock, including, but not limited to, by means of access to, and use of, Agency
facilities, as well as by means of assistance from Agency personnel, to the limited extent any of the foregoing may
be reasonably necessary to enable Flock to perform its obligations hereunder, including, without limitation, any

obligations with respect to Support Services or any Installation Services.

3.2 Agency Representations and Warranties. Agency represents, covenants, and warrants that Agency will use
the Services only in compliance with this Agreement and all applicable laws and regulations, including but not
limited to any laws relating to the recording or sharing of video, photo, or audio content. Although Flock has no
obligation to monitor Agency’s use of the Services, Flock may do so and may prohibit any use of the Services it

believes may be (or alleged to be) in violation of the foregoing.

4. CONFIDENTIALITY; AGENCY DATA

4.1 Confidentiality. To the extent allowable by the Michigan Freedom of Information Act, each Party (the
“Receiving Party”) understands that the other Party (the “Disclosing Party”) has disclosed or may disclose business,
technical or financial information relating to the Disclosing Party’s business (hereinafter referred to as “Proprietary
Information” of the Disclosing Party). Proprietary Information of Flock includes non-public information regarding
features, functionality and performance of the Services. Proprietary Information of Agency includes non-public data
provided by Agency to Flock or collected by Flock via the Unit, including the Footage, to enable the provision of
the Services, which includes but is not limited to geolocation information and environmental data collected by

sensors built into the Units (“Agency Data”). The Receiving Party agrees: (i) to take the same security precautions



to protect against disclosure or unauthorized use of such Proprietary Information that the party takes with its own
proprietary information, but in no event will a party apply less than reasonable precautions to protect such
Proprietary Information, and (ii) not to use (except in performance of the Services or as otherwise permitted herein)
or divulge to any third person any such Proprietary Information. Flock’s use of the Proprietary Information may
include processing the Proprietary Information to send Agency alerts, such as when a car exits Agency ’s
neighborhood, or to analyze the data collected to identify motion or other events. The Disclosing Party agrees that
the foregoing shall not apply with respect to any information that the Receiving Party can document (a) is or
becomes generally available to the public, or (b) was in its possession or known by it prior to receipt from the
Disclosing Party, or (c) was rightfully disclosed to it without restriction by a third party, or (d) was independently
developed without use of any Proprietary Information of the Disclosing Party. Nothing in this Agreement will
prevent the Receiving Party from disclosing the Proprietary Information pursuant to any judicial or governmental
order, subpoena or Freedom of Information Act request, provided that the Receiving Party gives the Disclosing
Party reasonable prior notice of such disclosure. For clarity, Flock may access, use, preserve and/or disclose the
Footage to law enforcement authorities, government officials, and/or third parties, if legally required to do so or if
Flock has a good faith belief that such access, use, preservation or disclosure is reasonably necessary to: (a) comply
with a legal process or request; (b) enforce this Agreement, including investigation of any potential violation
thereof; (c) detect, prevent or otherwise address security, fraud or technical issues; or (d) protect the rights, property
or safety of Flock, its users, a third party, or the public as required or permitted by law, including respond to an
emergency situation. Agency hereby expressly grants Flock a non-exclusive, worldwide, perpetual, royalty-free
right and license (during and after the term hereof) to disclose the Agency Data (inclusive of any Footage) to enable
law enforcement monitoring against law enforcement hotlists as well as provide Footage search access to law
enforcement for investigative purposes only. Flock may store deleted Footage in order to comply with certain legal

obligations but such retained Footage will not be retrievable without a valid court order.

4.2 Agency Data. As between Flock and Agency, all right, title and interest in the Agency Data, belong to and are
retained solely by Agency. Agency hereby grants to Flock a limited, non-exclusive, royalty-free, worldwide license
to use the Agency Data and perform all acts with respect to the Agency Data as may be necessary for Flock to
provide the Flock Services to Agency, including without limitation the Support Services set forth in Section 2.9
above, and a non-exclusive, perpetual, irrevocable, worldwide, royalty-free, fully paid license to use, reproduce,
modify and distribute the Agency Data as a part of the Aggregated Data (as defined in Section 4.4 below).As
between Agency and Non-Agency End Users that have prescribed access of Footage to Agency, each of Agency and
Non-Agency End Users will share all right, title and interest in the Non-Agency End User Data. This Agreement

does not by itself make any Non-Agency End User Data the sole property or the Proprietary Information of Agency.



Flock will automatically delete Footage older than thirty (30) days. Agency has a thirty (30) day window to view,

save and/or transmit Footage to the relevant government agency prior to its deletion.

4.3 Feedback. If Agency provides any suggestions, ideas, enhancement requests, feedback, recommendations or
other information relating to the subject matter hereunder, Agency hereby assigns (and will cause its agents and
representatives to assign) to Flock all right, title and interest (including intellectual property rights) with respect to or

resulting from any of the foregoing.

4.4 Aggregated Data. Notwithstanding anything in this Agreement to the contrary, Flock shall have the right to
collect and analyze data that does not refer to or identify Agency or any individuals or de-identifies such data and
other information relating to the provision, use and performance of various aspects of the Services and related
systems and technologies (including, without limitation, information concerning Agency Data and data derived
therefrom). For the sake of clarity, Aggregated Data is compiled anonymous data which has been stripped of any
personal identifying information. Agency acknowledges that Flock will be compiling anonymized and/or aggregated
data based on Agency Data input into the Services (the “Aggregated Data”). Agency hereby grants Flock a non-
exclusive, worldwide, perpetual, royalty-free right and license (during and after the Service Term hereof) to (i) use
and distribute such Aggregated Data to improve and enhance the Services and for other development, diagnostic and
corrective purposes, other Flock offerings, and crime prevention efforts, and (ii) disclose the Agency Data (both
inclusive of any Footage) to enable law enforcement monitoring against law enforcement hotlists as well as provide
Footage search access to law enforcement for investigative purposes only. No rights or licenses are granted except

as expressly set forth herein. Flock shall not sell Agency Data or Aggregated Data.

5. PAYMENT OF FEES

5.1a Wing Fees. For Wing products, the Agency will pay Flock the first Usage Fee and the Implementation Fee (as
described on the Order Form attached hereto, together the “Initial Fees”) as set forth on the Order Form on or
before the 30th day following the Effective Date of this Agreement. Flock shall have no liability resulting from any
delay by the Agency in installing the Embedded Software on the Agency Hardware. If applicable, Agency shall pay
the ongoing Usage Fees set forth on the Order Form with such Usage Fees due and payable thirty (30) days in

advance of each payment period. All payments will be made by either ACH, check, or credit card.

5.1b Falcon Fees. For Falcon products during the Initial Term, Agency will pay Flock fifty percent (50%) of the
first Usage Fee, the Implementation Fee and any fee for Hardware (as described on the Order Form attached hereto,

together the “Initial Fees™) as set forth on the Order Form on or before the 30th day following receipt of initial



invoice after Effective Date. Upon commencement of installation, Flock will issue an invoice for twenty-five
percent (25%) of the Initial Fees, and Agency shall pay on or before 30" day following receipt of invoice. Upon
completion of installation, Flock will issue an invoice for the remaining balance and Agency shall pay on or before
30" day following receipt of final invoice. Flock is not obligated to commence the Installation Services unless and
until the first payment has been made and shall have no liability resulting from any delay related thereto. For a
Renewal Term, as defined below, Agency shall pay the entire invoice on or before the 30 day following receipt of

invoice.

5.2 Changes to Fees. Flock reserves the right to change the fees or applicable charges and to institute new charges
and fees at the end of the Initial Term or any Renewal Term, upon sixty (60) days’ notice prior to the end of such
Initial Term or Renewal Term (as applicable) to Agency (which may be sent by email). If Agency believes that
Flock has billed Agency incorrectly, Agency must contact Flock no later than sixty (60) days after the closing date
on the first billing statement in which the error or problem appeared, in order to receive an adjustment or credit.
Inquiries should be directed to Flock’s Agency support department. Agency acknowledges and agrees that a failure
to contact Flock within this sixty (60) day period will serve as a waiver of any claim Agency may have had as a

result of such billing error.

5.3 Invoicing, Late Fees; Taxes. Flock may choose to bill through an invoice, in which case, full payment for
invoices issued in any given month must be received by Flock thirty (30) days after the mailing date of the invoice.
If Agency is a non-tax exempt entity, Agency shall be responsible for all taxes associated with Services other than

U.S. taxes based on Flock’s net income.

6. TERM AND TERMINATION

6.1a Wing Term. Subject to earlier termination as provided below, the initial term of this Agreement shall be for the
period of time set forth on the Order Form (the “Initial Term™). The Term shall commence upon execution of this
Agreement. Following the Initial Term, unless otherwise indicated on the Order Form, this Agreement will
automatically renew for successive renewal terms of the greater of one year or the length set forth on the Order
Form (each, a “Renewal Term”, and together with the Initial Term, the “Service Term”) unless either party gives

the other party notice of non-renewal at least thirty (30) days prior to the end of the then-current term.

6.1b Falcon Term. Subject to earlier termination as provided below, the initial term of this Agreement shall be for
the period of time set forth on the Order Form (the “Initial Term’). The Term shall commence upon first installation

and validation of a Unit. Following the Initial Term, unless otherwise indicated on the Order Form, this Agreement



will automatically renew for successive renewal terms for the length set forth on the Order Form (each, a “Renewal
Term”, and together with the Initial Term, the “Service Term”) unless either party gives the other party notice of

non-renewal at least thirty (30) days prior to the end of the then-current term.

6.2 Termination for Convenience. At any time during the agreed upon Term, an Agency not fully satisfied with the
service may self-elect to terminate this Agreement for convenience. Termination for convenience will result in a
one-time fee of $500 per Flock Hardware. Upon termination for convenience, a refund will be provided for Falcon
Cameras, prorated for any fees for the remaining Term length set forth previously. Agency will remain liable to pay
the full outstanding fees for any Wing product on the effective date of termination of that Order Form. Flock will
invoice, and Agency will pay, any unbilled fees and any unpaid fees covering the remainder of the term of that
Order Form had it not been terminated. Termination for convenience of the Agreement by the Agency will be
effective immediately. Flock will provide advanced written notice and remove all Flock Hardware at Flock’s own

convenience, within a commercially reasonable period of time upon termination.

6.3 Termination. Notwithstanding the termination provisions in Section 2.4(b), in the event of any material breach
of this Agreement, the non-breaching party may terminate this Agreement prior to the end of the Service Term by
giving thirty (30) days prior written notice to the breaching party; provided, however, that this Agreement will not
terminate if the breaching party has cured the breach prior to the expiration of such thirty (30) day period. Either
party may terminate this Agreement, without notice, (i) upon the institution by or against the other party of
insolvency, receivership or bankruptcy proceedings, (ii) upon the other party's making an assignment for the benefit
of creditors, or (iii) upon the other party's dissolution or ceasing to do business. Upon termination for Flock’s
material breach, Flock will refund to Agency a pro-rata portion of the pre-paid fees for Services not received due to

such termination.

6.4 No-Fee Term. For the Term of this Agreement, Flock will provide Agency with complimentary access to ‘hot-
list” alerts, which may include ‘hot tags’, stolen vehicles, Amber Alerts, etc. (“/No-Fee Term”). In the event a Non-
Agency End User grants Agency access to Footage and/or Notifications from a Non-Agency End User Unit, Agency
will have access to Non-Agency End User Footage and/or Notifications until deletion, subject to the thirty (30) day
retention policy. Non-Agency End Users and Flock may, in their sole discretion, leave access open. The No-Fee
Term will survive the Term of this Agreement. Flock, in its sole discretion, can determine not to provide additional
No-Fee Terms or can impose a price per No-Fee Term upon thirty (30) days’ notice. Agency may terminate any No-

Fee Term or access to future No-Fee Terms upon thirty (30) days’ notice.



6.5 Survival. The following Sections will survive termination: 2.4, 2.5, 3, 4, 5 (with respect to any accrued rights to
payment), 5.4, 6.4,7.4,8.1,8.2,83,84,9.1 and 10.5.

7. REMEDY; WARRANTY AND DISCLAIMER

7.1 Remedy. Upon a malfunction or failure of Flock Hardware or Embedded Software (a “Defect”), Agency must
notify Flock’s technical support as described in Section 2.9 above. If Flock is unable to correct the Defect, Flock
shall, or shall instruct one of its contractors to repair or replace the Flock Hardware or Embedded Software suffering
from the Defect. Flock reserves the right in their sole discretion to refuse or delay replacement or its choice of
remedy for a Defect until after it has inspected and tested the affected Unit provided that such inspection and test
shall occur within seventy-two (72) hours after Agency notifies the Flock of a known Defect. In the event of a
Defect, Flock will repair or replace the defective Unit at no additional cost. In the event that a Unit is lost, stolen, or
damaged, Agency may request that Flock replace the Unit at a fee according to the then-current Reinstall Policy
(https://www.flocksafety.com/reinstall-fee-schedule). Agency shall not be required to replace subsequently lost,
damaged or stolen Units, however, Agency understands and agrees that functionality, including Footage, will be
materially affected due to such subsequently lost, damaged or stolen Units and that Flock will have no liability to
Agency regarding such affected functionality nor shall the Usage Fee or Implementation Fees owed be impacted.

Flock is under no obligation to replace or repair Hardware.

7.2 Exclusions. Flock will not provide the remedy described in Section 7.1 if Agency is found to have misused the

Flock Hardware, Agency Hardware or Embedded Software in any manner.

7.3 Warranty. Flock shall use reasonable efforts consistent with prevailing industry standards to maintain the
Services in a manner which minimizes errors and interruptions in the Services and shall perform the Installation
Services in a professional and workmanlike manner. Upon completion of any installation or repair, Flock shall clean
and leave the area in good condition. Services may be temporarily unavailable for scheduled maintenance or for
unscheduled emergency maintenance, either by Flock or by third-party providers, or because of other causes beyond
Flock’s reasonable control, but Flock shall use reasonable efforts to provide advance notice in writing or by e-mail

of any scheduled service disruption.

7.4 Disclaimer. THE REMEDY DESCRIBED IN SECTION 7.1 ABOVE IS AGENCY ’S SOLE REMEDY, AND
FLOCK’S SOLE LIABILITY, WITH RESPECT TO DEFECTIVE EMBEDDED SOFTWARE. THE FLOCK
DOES NOT WARRANT THAT THE SERVICES WILL BE UNINTERRUPTED OR ERROR FREE; NOR DOES
IT MAKE ANY WARRANTY AS TO THE RESULTS THAT MAY BE OBTAINED FROM USE OF THE
SERVICES. EXCEPT AS EXPRESSLY SET FORTH IN THIS SECTION, THE SERVICES ARE PROVIDED



“AS IS” AND FLOCK DISCLAIMS ALL WARRANTIES, EXPRESS OR IMPLIED, INCLUDING, BUT NOT
LIMITED TO, IMPLIED WARRANTIES OF MERCHANTABILITY AND FITNESS FOR A PARTICULAR
PURPOSE AND NON-INFRINGEMENT. THIS DISCLAIMER OF SECTION 7.4 ONLY APPLIES TO THE
EXTENT ALLOWED BY THE GOVERNING LAW OF THE STATE OF MICHIGAN.

7.5 Insurance. Flock will maintain commercial general liability policies with policy limits reasonably

commensurate with the magnitude of Flock’s business risk. Certificates of Insurance can be provided upon request.

7.6 Force Majeure. Neither Party is responsible or liable for any delays or failures in performance from any cause

beyond its control, including, but not limited to acts of God, changes to law or regulations, embargoes, war, terrorist
acts, acts or omissions of third-party technology providers, riots, fires, earthquakes, floods, power blackouts, strikes,
weather conditions or acts of hackers, internet service providers or any other third party. Flock is not responsible for

any or acts or omissions of Agency or any Authorized End User.

8. LIMITATION OF LIABILITY; NO FEE TERM; INDEMNITY

8.1 Limitation of Liability. NOTWITHSTANDING ANYTHING TO THE CONTRARY, FLOCK AND ITS
SUPPLIERS (INCLUDING BUT NOT LIMITED TO ALL HARDWARE AND TECHNOLOGY SUPPLIERS),
OFFICERS, AFFILIATES, REPRESENTATIVES, CONTRACTORS AND EMPLOYEES SHALL NOT BE
RESPONSIBLE OR LIABLE WITH RESPECT TO ANY SUBJECT MATTER OF THIS AGREEMENT OR
TERMS AND CONDITIONS RELATED THERETO UNDER ANY CONTRACT, NEGLIGENCE, STRICT
LIABILITY, PRODUCT LIABILITY, OR OTHER THEORY: (A) FOR ERROR OR INTERRUPTION OF USE
OR FOR LOSS OR INACCURACY, INCOMPLETENESS OR CORRUPTION OF DATA OR FOOTAGE OR
COST OF PROCUREMENT OF SUBSTITUTE GOODS, SERVICES OR TECHNOLOGY OR LOSS OF
BUSINESS; (B) FOR ANY INDIRECT, EXEMPLARY, INCIDENTAL, SPECIAL OR CONSEQUENTIAL
DAMAGES; (C) FOR ANY MATTER BEYOND FLOCK’S ACTUAL KNOWLEDGE OR REASONABLE
CONTROL INCLUDING REPEAT CRIMINAL ACTIVITY OR INABILITY TO CAPTURE FOOTAGE OR
IDENTIFY AND/OR CORRELATE A LICENSE PLATE WITH THE FBI DATABASE; (D) FOR ANY PUBLIC
DISCLOSURE OF PROPRIETARY INFORMATION MADE IN GOOD FAITH; (E) FOR CRIME
PREVENTION; OR (F) FOR ANY AMOUNTS THAT, TOGETHER WITH AMOUNTS ASSOCIATED WITH
ALL OTHER CLAIMS, EXCEED THE FEES PAID AND/OR PAYABLE BY AGENCY TO FLOCK FOR THE
SERVICES UNDER THIS AGREEMENT IN THE TWELVE (12) MONTHS PRIOR TO THE ACT OR
OMISSION THAT GAVE RISE TO THE LIABILITY, IN EACH CASE, WHETHER OR NOT FLOCK HAS
BEEN ADVISED OF THE POSSIBILITY OF SUCH DAMAGES. IN THE EVENT OF AN EMERGENCY,



AGENCY SHOULD CONTACT 911 AND SHOULD NOT RELY ON THE SERVICES.THIS LIMITATION OF
LIABILITY OF SECTION 8 ONLY APPLIES TO THE EXTENT ALLOWED BY THE GOVERNING LAW OF
THE STATE OF MICHIGAN.

8.2 Additional No-Fee Term Requirements. IN NO EVENT SHALL FLOCK’S AGGREGATE LIABILITY, IF
ANY, ARISING OUT OF OR IN ANY WAY RELATED TO THE COMPLIMENTARY NO-FEE TERM AS
DESCRIBED IN SECTION 6.4 EXCEED $100, WITHOUT REGARD TO WHETHER SUCH CLAIM IS BASED
IN CONTRACT, TORT (INCLUDING NEGLIGENCE), PRODUCT LIABILITY OR OTHERWISE. Parties
acknowledge and agree that the essential purpose of this Section 8.2 is to allocate the risks under the No-Fee Term
described in Section 6.4 and limit potential liability given the aforementioned complimentary service, which would
have been substantially higher if Flock were to assume any further liability other than as set forth herein. Flock has
relied on these limitations in determining whether to provide the complimentary No-Fee Term. The limitations set
forth in this Section 8.2 shall not apply to claims or damages resulting from Flock’s other obligations under this

Agreement.

8.3 Responsibility. Each Party to this Agreement shall assume the responsibility and liability for the acts and
omissions of its own employees, deputies, officers, or agents, in connection with the performance of their official
duties under this Agreement. Unless provided otherwise by law, each Party to this Agreement shall be liable (if at
all) only for the torts of its own officers, agents, or employees that occur within the scope of their official duties.

Agency will not pursue any claims or actions against Flock’s suppliers.

8.4 Indemnity. Except as otherwise provided by law, Agency hereby agrees to indemnify and hold harmless Flock
against any damages, losses, liabilities, settlements and expenses in connection with any claim or action that arises
from an alleged violation of Section 3.2, a breach of this Agreement, Agency’s Installation Obligations, Agency’s
sharing of any data in connection with the Flock system, Flock employees or agent, or otherwise from Agency’s use
of the Services, Flock Hardware, Agency Hardware and any Embedded Software, including any claim that such
actions violate any applicable law or third party right. Although Flock has no obligation to monitor Agency’s use of
the Services, Flock may do so and may prohibit any use of the Services it believes may be (or alleged to be) in

violation of Section 3.2 or this Agreement.



9. RECORD RETENTION

9.1 Data Preservation. The Agency agrees to store Agency Data in compliance with all applicable local, state and
federal laws, regulations, policies and ordinances and their associated record retention schedules. As part of
Agency’s consideration for paid access and no-fee access to the Flock System, to the extent that Flock is required by
local, state or federal law to preserve the Agency Data, Flock will notify Agency of the requirement and applicable
retention period, and Agency agrees to preserve and securely store this data on Flock’s behalf so that should Flock

be legally compelled by judicial or government order, Flock may retrieve the data from Agency upon demand.

10. MISCELLANEOUS

10.1 Severability. If any provision of this Agreement is found to be unenforceable or invalid, that provision will be
limited or eliminated to the minimum extent necessary so that this Agreement will otherwise remain in full force and

effect and enforceable.

10.2 Assignment. This Agreement is not assignable, transferable or sublicensable by Agency except with Flock’s
prior written consent. Flock may transfer and assign any of its rights and obligations, in whole or in part, under this

Agreement without consent.

10.3 Entire Agreement. This Agreement, together with the Order Form(s), the then-current Reinstall Policy
(https://www.flocksafety.com/reinstall-fee-schedule), and Deployment Plan(s), are the complete and exclusive
statement of the mutual understanding of the parties and supersedes and cancels all previous written and oral
agreements, communications and other understandings relating to the subject matter of this Agreement, and that all
waivers and modifications must be in a writing signed by both parties, except as otherwise provided herein. None of
Agency’s purchase orders, authorizations or similar documents will alter the terms of this Agreement, and any such

conflicting terms are expressly rejected.

10.4 Relationship. No agency, partnership, joint venture, or employment is created as a result of this Agreement

and Agency does not have any authority of any kind to bind Flock in any respect whatsoever.



10.5 Governing Law; Venue. This Agreement shall be governed by the laws of the State in which the Agency is
located, which is Michigan. The parties hereto agree that jurisdiction and venue would be proper in the State or
federal Court in Michigan. The parties agree that the United Nations Convention for the International Sale of Goods

is excluded in its entirety from this Agreement.

10.6 Publicity. Upon prior consent from Agency, Flock has the right to reference and use Agency’s name and
trademarks and disclose the nature of the Services provided hereunder in each case in business and development and

marketing efforts, including without limitation on Flock’s website.

10.7 Export. Agency may not remove or export from the United States or allow the export or re-export of the Flock
IP or anything related thereto, or any direct product thereof in violation of any restrictions, laws or regulations of the
United States Department of Commerce, the United States Department of Treasury Office of Foreign Assets
Control, or any other United States or foreign agency or authority. As defined in FAR section 2.101, the Services,
the Hardware, the Embedded Software and Documentation are “commercial items” and according to DFAR section
252.2277014(a)(1) and (5) are deemed to be “commercial computer software” and “commercial computer software
documentation.” Consistent with DFAR section 227.7202 and FAR section 12.212, any use, modification,
reproduction, release, performance, display, or disclosure of such commercial software or commercial software
documentation by the U.S. Government will be governed solely by the terms of this Agreement and will be

prohibited except to the extent expressly permitted by the terms of this Agreement.

10.8 Headings. The headings are merely for organization and should not be construed as adding meaning to the

Agreement or interpreting the associated Sections.

10.09 Authority. Each of the below signers of this Agreement represent that they understand this Agreement and

have the authority to sign on behalf of and bind the organizations and individuals they are representing.

10.10 Notices. All notices under this Agreement will be in writing and will be deemed to have been duly given
when received, if personally delivered; when receipt is electronically confirmed, if transmitted by facsimile or e-
mail; the day after it is sent, if sent for next day delivery by recognized overnight delivery service; and upon receipt,

if sent by certified or registered mail, return receipt requested.
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MINUTES
CITY OF FARMINGTON HILLS
CITY COUNCIL STUDY SESSION MEETING
COMMUNITY ROOM
FEBRUARY 14, 2022 — 6:00PM

The study session meeting of the Farmington Hills City Council was called to order by Mayor Barnett at
6:00pm.

Council Members Present: Barnett, Boleware, Bridges, Bruce, Knol, Massey, and Newlin
Council Members Absent: None
Others Present: City Manager Mekjian, City Clerk Smith, Assistant City Manager

Valentine, Directors Mondora, Monico and Skrobola, Police Chief King,
Fire Chief Unruh and City Attorney Joppich

WEBSITE DEMONSTRATION

Kelly Monico, Director of Central Services, provided an overview for City Council of the website refresh
including how to search and improvements made. She stated that the new format would be easier to use
with mobile devices.

Mayor Barnett suggested that once the tax payment deadline had passed that the link for that on the
homepage of the website then include information for property tax assistance for residents that may have
been unable to pay their taxes. She wanted this link to include services and information that could help
residents in those situations.

SMART CITY INITIATIVES

Director Monico stated that smart city initiatives was discussed at the City Council goals session and she
reviewed where the city is today and how it has laid the ground work for becoming a smart city, which
included:

e Employing Plante and Moran

Staff attendance at a Smart Cities conference

Speaking with other communities about their Smart City initiatives

Discussing best practices

Met with SiFi who is installing city-wide broadband and speaking with their partners to
learn more about how this can be used for Smart City initiatives

Learning about funding sources

e Holding a visioning session with staff

From the visioning session with staff, the initial focus suggested was public health, safety and welfare and
several initial projects suggested included:

Smart traffic signals

Digitized signage throughout the city
Road sensors

Event sensors

Public safety drones
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Director Monico noted that the next steps would be to engage stakeholders, develop and adopt a data
management policy to protect the data received, research funding sources, budget for projects on an
annual basis and commit to smart cities technology going forward.

Questions and suggestions of City Council included:
e Timeline for SiFi to complete the broadband installation
e Suggested contracting out someone to research and write grants on behalf of the city
¢ Including privacy provisions when developing a data management policy
¢ Questioned if there was a Smart Cities qualification process
e Traffic light sensors was a number one priority of one council member
e Suggested a resolution of intent to be a Smart City

Karen Mondora, Director of Public Services, responded that SiFi had 3 years to complete their task from
the time they signed their agreement with the city.

Director Monico responded that Plante and Moran has grant writers on staff that could be used early on to
assist the city if needed with that source of funding. She added that there is no official qualification for
becoming a Smart City and that it is a term used; however, there have been awards given to the “Most
Smart City”.

It was noted that a resolution of intent was not necessary but pointed out that the Innovation, Energy and
Environmental Sustainability Committee was established for this purpose.

Director Monico she stated that while a resolution of intent may not be necessary, she agreed it was a
good idea to communicate to the residents what the city is doing to progress in this manner.

City Manager Mekjian explained that the city would like to start a Flock System as a pilot program for a
first project.

Police Chief King explained that a Flock System would allow for cameras to be installed throughout areas
of the city that could recognize make and models and/or license plates of vehicles that might be critical in
cases where vehicles were used in crimes. He stated that the system does not identify persons or include
facial recognition and that it would only potentially identify vehicles or the license plate of a vehicle.
Chief King explained how the software works and how data is stored. He added that the software can
also be used for traffic counts. During the pilot program, there would be no cost to the city; but if the city
determined to maintain the system after the pilot program it would cost $2500 per camera, per year to
lease.

Council inquired how the department would safeguard use of the system for predatory policing and how
the software alerts the police department of a vehicle in question.

Chief King stated that this system would only trigger on what he permits in the system and as with all
police department programs, there would be strict oversight.

The pilot program would include 40 cameras for a 60-day period. He confirmed in response to Council
that there would be an evaluation of the equipment to test for accuracy based on the criteria included in

the program.

City Council consensus was for staff to pursue the Flock System pilot program.
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JUNETEENTH AS A CITY HOLIDAY

City Manager Mekjian stated that this topic was also discussed at the goals session and questions that staff
had was whether Council wanted a holiday with city hall closed or a floating holiday where the city is open
but staff could take another day off of their choice. Staff was seeking direction as this would have to be
negotiated with the bargaining units and the majority of them were opening up for negotiations very soon.
From the goals session, City Council had asked for staff to review the following:

e What other communities are doing
e Budgetary impact
e The possibility of swapping out one holiday for another

City Manager Mekjian reviewed what other local communities and counties were doing and most had not
discussed or were doing anything at this time as their bargaining units had already settled contracts. He
mentioned that Southfield was closing for the holiday and Genesee County had ratified 3 of its contracts
that replaced Presidents Day holiday with the Juneteenth holiday.

Tom Skrobola, Finance Direction, explained that as far as a budgetary impact, closing city hall on that day
would cost approximately $60,000 and having a floating holiday would cost approximately $90,000 due to
the need to backfill some positions at time and a half.

Discussion was held and the consensus of Council was that they would prefer to eliminate the floating
holiday for Columbus Day and provide the Juneteenth holiday as a day off with city hall closed.

ADJOURNMENT

The study session meeting adjourned at 7:22pm.
Respectfully submitted,

Pamela B. Smith, City Clerk
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MINUTES
CITY OF FARMINGTON HILLS
CITY COUNCIL MEETING
FEBRUARY 14, 2022 - 7:30 PM

The regular session meeting of the Farmington Hills City Council was called to order by Mayor Barnett at
7:34pm.

Council Members Present: Barnett, Boleware, Bridges, Bruce, Knol, Massey, and Newlin
Council Members Absent: None
Others Present: City Manager Mekjian, City Clerk Smith, Assistant City Manager

Valentine, Directors Monico and Schnackel and City Attorney Joppich

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE
State Senator Jeremy Moss and State Representative Samantha Steckloff led the pledge of allegiance.

APPROVAL OF REGULAR SESSION MEETING AGENDA
MOTION by Massey, support by Knol, to approve the agenda as published.

MOTION CARRIED 7-0.

PROCLAMATION RECOGNIZING FEBRUARY 2022 AS BLACK HISTORY MONTH
The following Proclamation was read by Council Member Bridges:

PROCLAMATION
Black History Month
February 2022

WHEREAS, the City of Farmington Hills takes pride in recognizing February 2022 as Black
History Month, celebrating the many notable contributions that Black individuals
have made to our community, our country, and our world; and

WHEREAS, we applaud the vast cultural, economic, political, and social contributions made
by the African Americans who helped to build this great nation and honor their
valuable contributions to professional fields including education, law,
government, science, business, sports, the arts, and brave service in the United
States Armed Forces; and

WHEREAS, we embrace the multicultural diversity of Black people in Farmington Hills, and
express our gratitude for how their influence enriches the history and culture of
our City, and unites and sustains us as a community; and

WHEREAS, we uplift our African American community leaders, business owners, and
professionals and promote the Black community as part of the rich tapestry of
our whole inclusive Farmington Hills community; and
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WHEREAS,

DRAFT

we encourage all people to recognize issues of systemic racism, disparity in
Black health and wellness, and the centuries of struggles that have brought us to
this moment in time as we confront inequities and work to strengthen our
community so that all Black people feel welcomed, valued, and celebrated for
their accomplishments.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that I, Vicki Barnett, Mayor of the City of Farmington
Hills, on behalf of the City Council, do hereby proclaim February 2022 as Black History Month and call
upon our citizens, public and private institutions, businesses, and schools to honor the history and
achievements of Black Americans and reflect upon efforts needed to create a world that is more just,
equitable, and prosperous for all people.

Mayor Barnett mentioned that Dr. Patricia Coleman-Burns could not be present this evening to accept the
proclamation but that it would be mailed to her.

PROCLAMATION DECLARING FEBRUARY 2022 AS UNITED WAY FOR SOUTHEASTERN

MICHIGAN 2-1-1 MONTH

The following Proclamation was read by Council Member Bruce and accepted by Cassie Thierfelder of
United Way of Southeastern Michigan:

WHEREAS

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS

WHEREAS

WHEREAS

PROCLAMATION
Declaring February 2022 as
United Way for Southeastern Michigan 2-1-1 Month

United Way for Southeastern Michigan is dedicated to ensuring all households in
southeast Michigan are stable and all children are set up to thrive; and

United Way for Southeastern Michigan is the operator of Michigan 2-1-1 for
Oakland County, which launched in 2002 and expanded to Southeastern
Michigan in 2005; and

Michigan 2-1-1 is a service provided at no cost to Michigan residents that
connects them with thousands of health and human services agencies and
resources in their communities - quickly, easily, and confidentially; and

the Michigan 2-1-1 helpline is available 24 hours a day, 365 days a year via
phone, email, live chat, and online databases; and

Michigan 2-1-1 has supported our region during natural disasters, including the
recent flooding, and global crises, including providing information about
COVID-19 testing and vaccination locations; and

more than 22,000 individuals from Oakland County contacted 2-1-1 for
assistance with housing, job training, utility assistance, food, and other resources
in the last year alone; and
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WHEREAS the people of the City of Farmington Hills recognize United Way for

Southeastern Michigan’s 2-1-1 service as a valued community asset and are
grateful to the dedicated Community Care Advocates at 2-1-1 for their efficient,
effective, and compassionate response to the growing needs of those in our
communities; and

WHEREAS February 11" is 2-11, a date that represents Michigan 2-1-1, and the service
provided by 2-1-1 Community Care Advocates, which is celebrated throughout
the month of February each year.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that I, Vicki Barnett, Mayor of the City of Farmington
Hills, on behalf of the City Council, do hereby proclaim February 2022 as United Way for Southeastern
Michigan 2-1-1 Month in the City of Farmington Hills and encourage all citizens to join in recognizing
this organization and its service to the community.

CORRESPONDENCE

Mayor Barnett acknowledged e-mail correspondence received regarding minimum water billing. She
stated that this will be forwarded to staff who can contact the resident to explain why the city has the
minimum water bill cost they have versus other communities.

CONSENT AGENDA
MOTION by Bridges, support by Massey, to approve consent agenda as read.

Roll Call Vote:
Yeas: BARNETT, BOLEWARE, BRIDGES, BRUCE, KNOL, MASSEY, AND NEWLIN
Nays: NONE
Absent: NONE
Abstentions: NONE

MOTION CARRIED 7-0.

PUBLIC QUESTIONS AND COMMENTS
State Senator Moss provided an update on:
e New Senate District Boundaries; he expressed his disappointment that he would no longer
represent Farmington Hills after December 31, 2022
o Bills to increase transparency and ethics in state government to apply FOIA to legislature and
Governor’s Office
e Proposed changes to voting laws, many making it more difficult to vote
Initiative petitions for ballot proposals and re-introduction of Bills to ensure better governing
practices over ballot petitions
e Bills for a climate resiliency plan and weatherization and disaster relief navigator grant program
to address power outages and provide resources and encourage weatherization of homes and
emphasizing emergency notification system

State Representative Steckloff provided the following update:

e Approximately $1 million dollars was brought to Farmington Hills, including $500,000 for the
Holocaust Memorial Center, a crisis intervention center for the Police Department, Fire
Department trailer and EV charging stations.

e She is serving on a special task force, Future of Mobility, and working with auto industries,
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manufacturers of charging stations, engineers, etc., to discuss creating electric roads. There is a
Governor proposal for a mile long stretch of road to be a free-charging road in Detroit; and an 8-
Bill package is proposed to create a system for funding to offer programs for cities as well as
school districts for when electric school buses come on board.

e New economic strategic fund for historic investments mainly in manufacturing areas.

e Budget update on monies allocated for roads, bridge repair, revenue sharing, schools and
universities; and supplemental budgets to assist local communities with funding for body
cameras, crisis management, mental health and continued hazard pay for front line workers

o New grants available for theaters, movie theaters, gyms and concert venues

Senator Moss added that there are also proposed supplemental budgets for public safety and water
infrastructure to support vulnerabilities in communities.

Council members had the following comments or inquiries:
e Could theater grants be used for the city community center theater
e Applauded Senator Moss for pushing transparency in state government
e Requested more funding for the Michigan State Police Department to address speeding on local
highways
o Ensure that money allocated to health care workers go to the individuals and not the hospitals

In response to Council, Representative Steckloff stated that the theater grants are for private businesses
like the Players Barn not municipalities; but it could help local community theaters, gyms and museums.
She added that funding has been allocated to recruit qualified officers, assist with police academies and
resources for officers moving to a job from out of state, pay raises and hazard pay; but she will also make
note about the need for funding for State Officers to address speeding. Representative Steckloff also
commented on how the legislature is proposing to turn the money around more quickly.

COUNCIL MEMBERS COMMENTS AND ANNOUNCEMENTS
There were no Council Member comments or announcements.

CITY MANAGER UPDATE
City Manager Mekjian made the following comments:
e Special Olympic Polar Plunge took place on Saturday, thank you to the participants who raised
over $12,000 on behalf of the city
e Thank you to city departments for their efforts in handling the current winter storm
Passports will soon be by appointment only due to the increase in requests

NEW BUSINESS

CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF APPOINTMENTS TO ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT
CORPORATION AND INNOVATION AND ENERGY AND ENVIRONMENTAL
SUSTAINABILITY COMMITTEE.

Mayor Barnett suggested two separate motions as she wished to postpone appointments to the Innovation,
Energy and Environmental Sustainability Committee.

MOTION by Knol, support by Boleware, that the City Council of Farmington Hills hereby
postpones the appointments to the Innovation, Energy and Environmental Sustainability
Committee to the next regular meeting of February 28, 2022.

MOTION CARRIED 7-0.
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MOTION by Massey, support by Bridges, that the City Council of Farmington Hills hereby
confirms the Mayor’s recommendation to appoint Eunice Jeffries to the Economic Development
Corporation with a term ending February 1, 2028.

MOTION CARRIED 7-0.

CONSIDERATION OF AN APPEAL OF A FREEDOM OF INFORMATION ACT (FOIA)
REQUEST DATED OCTOBER 13, 2021.

City Attorney Joppich explained that when a person makes a request for records under the Freedom of
Information Act and any portion of the records are denied, the applicant has the right to appeal that
decision to City Council. In this case, the applicant was granted a requested incident report, in part, and it
was also denied, in part, as portions of the information contained in the incident report were redacted.
The applicant, Mr. Opperthauser, has submitted two previous appeals for this same information. He
noted that Mr. Opperthauser is present and should be permitted to make his presentation as to why he
believes this information should be released. Attorney Joppich clarified that the decision of Council
following the presentations of the applicant and City Attorney Young would be to either uphold the
decision of the FOIA Coordinator or to reverse the decision and have the city release the redacted
information or reverse the decision in part to release a portion of the redacted information.

Mr. Opperthauser explained that information provided in the past for the same FOIA request was different
than what was provided to him in his most recent request and he provided documents to support this
statement. He added that he does not believe the exemption cited in the city’s response letter applied to
his request. He confirmed he has appealed the redaction of information on this report in the past but
reiterated that the most recent report was different than what was previously provided. He believes the
information provided to the officer by the complainant was false and he was being accused of acting in a
way that was harmful to himself and others, which he claims put the Police Department on defense when
approaching him.

Mayor Barnett expressed concern with the applicant wanting the phone number of the complainant in this
case as she did not see what good that would do now that the incident was over and that the purpose of the
privacy act was to protect people from being contacted or potentially harassed.

Mr. Opperthauser explained that the report stated the complainant was his sister and he does not believe
that it was and if he knew the phone number, he could confirm whether or not that statement was true. He
also believed that by law he had the right to confront his accusers and vindicate himself. He stated that
this has been ongoing for 2.5 years so he does not believe this is the end of it.

City Attorney Carlito Young explained that he was present this evening to discuss whether the
information was properly disclosed under the State statute. The exemptions noted in the FOIA
Coordinator’s response referenced the Privacy Act and the Lien Statute, which are called out in the
Freedom of Information Act as permitted exemptions. He added that the law referenced in Mr.
Opperthauser’s appeal is federal law and would not be applicable to the city. He discussed the concern
with disclosing contact information that is covered under the Privacy Act and what could occur if that
information is disclosed. He acknowledged that there were some discrepancies in what was disclosed
previously and he believes this was due to Mr. Opperthauser’s previous appeal and decision that some
information did pertain to him and since he was the one requesting it that more of the information could
be released. Attorney Young explained that the contact information and Lien information requested in all
appeals relating to this report has not been released and he sees no reason to release that information now.
He added that the city is prohibited from releasing Lien information unless there was a court order.
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Discussion was held and Council inquired about the following:
o  Whether the information would be subject to disclosure in the case of a lawsuit
e Mr. Opperthauser’s options if this person complains again and he believes the complaints were
made falsely
o  Whether the phone number could be released if the complainant agreed to that and why the
federal law did not apply.

Attorney Young explained that the focus of FOIA is to disclose information and be transparent as to how
government operates and exemptions are in place to protect certain privacies. He stated that providing a
phone number does not disclose to the public how government operates. He stated that he could not
speak to a lawsuit as that was beyond the scope of what was being discussed this evening but Mr.
Opperthauser certainly had the right to obtain an attorney to explore his options. As far as the
complainant permitting their phone number to be released, he would suggest to staff in that scenario that
this permission was submitted to the city in writing and if so, he would not object to the city releasing that
information; but that was not the scenario this evening.

In response to Council, Attorney Young stated that federal law does not apply as the city is not a federal
entity.
MOTION by Bridges, support by Boleware, that the City Council of Farmington Hills hereby
affirms the Police Department’s redaction and denial of the contact information and LEIN
information in this matter for the following reasons:

1. Both FOIA Section 13(1)(a) and legal precedent in Michigan support redacting an
individuals’ personal contact information, including that individual’s personal phone
number

2. The redacted LEIN information is non-public information and exempt from disclosure

under FOIA Section 13(1)(d) and the LEIN statute.

3. The federal FOIA law referenced in Mr. Opperthauser’s appeal does not apply to the
matter involving the City’s Police Department

MOTION CARRIED 7-0.

CONSENT AGENDA
RECOMMENDED APPROVAL OF AWARD OF CONTRACT FOR THE NORMANDY HILLS
SUBDIVISION WATER MAIN CONSTRUCTION PROJECT TO F.D.M. CONTRACTING, INC.
IN THE AMOUNT OF $2,255,551.30. CMR 2-22-09
MOTION by Bridges, support by Massey, that the City Council of Farmington Hills hereby
approves the Normandy Hills Subdivision Water Main Construction Project be awarded to the
lowest competent bidder, F.D.M. Contracting, Inc. of Shelby Township, Michigan in the amount
of $2,255,551.30, and

IT IS FURTHER RESOLVED, that the City Council authorizes the City Manager and City Clerk
to execute the contract on behalf of the City.
Roll Call Vote:
Yeas: BARNETT, BOLEWARE, BRIDGES, BRUCE, KNOL, MASSEY, AND NEWLIN
Nays: NONE
Absent: NONE
Abstentions: NONE
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MOTION CARRIED 7-0.

RECOMMENDED APPROVAL OF AWARD OF BID FOR AN ICE RESURFACER TO FRANK
J ZAMBONI & CO, INC. IN THE AMOUNT OF $109,995.52. CMR 2-22-10
MOTION by Bridges, support by Massey, that the City Council of Farmington Hills hereby
authorizes the City Manager to issue a purchase order for an Ice Resurfacer to Frank J Zamboni
& Co, Inc. in the amount of $109,995.52.

Roll Call Vote:
Yeas: BARNETT, BOLEWARE, BRIDGES, BRUCE, KNOL, MASSEY, AND NEWLIN
Nays: NONE

Absent: NONE
Abstentions: NONE

MOTION CARRIED 7-0.

RECOMMENDED APPROVAL OF AWARD OF CONTRACT FOR DPW_JANITORIAL
SERVICES TO LGC GLOBAL ENERGY FM IN THE AMOUNT OF $20.060, WITH POSSIBLE
EXTENSIONS. CMR 2-22-11
MOTION by Bridges, support by Massey, that the City Council of Farmington Hills hereby
authorizes the City Manager and City Clerk to sign a contract with LGC Global Energy FM for
DPW Janitorial Services in the amount of $20,060, with possible extensions.

Roll Call Vote:
Yeas: BARNETT, BOLEWARE, BRIDGES, BRUCE, KNOL, MASSEY, AND NEWLIN
Nays: NONE

Absent: NONE
Abstentions: NONE

MOTION CARRIED 7-0.
RECOMMENDED APPROVAL OF AWARD OF PROPOSAL FOR SOFT DRINK POURING
CONTRACT FOR SPECIAL SERVICES TO PEPSI BEVERAGES COMPANY FOR A FIVE-
YEAR TERM, WITH POSSIBLE EXTENSIONS. CMR 2-22-12
MOTION by Bridges, support by Massey, that the City Council of Farmington Hills hereby
authorizes the City Manager to sign a contract with the Pepsi Beverages Company for a five (5)
year term for a soft drink pouring contract for the William Costick Activities Center, Parks
Maintenance Building, Golf Course, Driving Range, Ice Arena, Heritage Park, Farmington Hills
Community Center (HAWK), Longacre House and Founders Sports Park and for additional one
(1) year renewals, not to exceed seven (7) renewals, under the same terms and conditions, by
mutual consent between the City of Farmington Hills and Pepsi Beverages Company.
Roll Call Vote:
Yeas: BARNETT, BOLEWARE, BRIDGES, BRUCE, KNOL, MASSEY, AND NEWLIN
Nays: NONE
Absent: NONE
Abstentions: NONE

MOTION CARRIED 7-0.
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RECOMMENDED _APPROVAL _OF PAYMENT TO GUARDIAN PLUMBING FOR
EMERGENCY_ REPAIR OF 3R FLOOR PLUMBING ISSUE AT THE HAWK IN THE
AMOUNT OF $12.215.09. CMR 2-22-13
MOTION by Bridges, support by Massey, that the City Council of Farmington Hills hereby
authorizes payment to Guardian Plumbing for emergency repairs of the 3™ floor plumbing at The
Hawk in the amount of $12,215.09.

Roll Call Vote:
Yeas: BARNETT, BOLEWARE, BRIDGES, BRUCE, KNOL, MASSEY, AND NEWLIN
Nays: NONE

Absent: NONE
Abstentions: NONE

MOTION CARRIED 7-0.

RECOMMENDED APPROVAL OF RESCHEDULING THE MARCH 14, 2022 REGULAR CITY
COUNCIL MEETING TO MARCH 21, 2022.
MOTION by Bridges, support by Massey, that the City Council of Farmington Hills hereby
reschedules the regular City Council meeting of March 14, 2022 to March 21, 2022.

Roll Call Vote:
Yeas: BARNETT, BOLEWARE, BRIDGES, BRUCE, KNOL, MASSEY, AND NEWLIN
Nays: NONE

Absent: NONE
Abstentions: NONE

MOTION CARRIED 7-0.

RECOMMENDED APPROVAL OF THE CITY COUNCIL GOALS STUDY SESSION
MEETING MINUTES OF JANUARY 22, 2022.
MOTION by Bridges, support by Massey, that the City Council of Farmington Hills hereby
approves the City Council goals study session meeting minutes of January 22, 2022.

Roll Call Vote:
Yeas: BARNETT, BOLEWARE, BRIDGES, BRUCE, KNOL, MASSEY, AND NEWLIN
Nays: NONE

Absent: NONE
Abstentions: NONE

MOTION CARRIED 7-0.

RECOMMENDED APPROVAL OF THE CITY COUNCIL STUDY SESSION MEETING
MINUTES OF JANUARY 24, 2022.
MOTION by Bridges, support by Massey, that the City Council of Farmington Hills hereby
approves the City Council study session meeting minutes of January 24, 2022.
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Roll Call Vote:
Yeas: BARNETT, BOLEWARE, BRIDGES, BRUCE, KNOL, MASSEY, AND NEWLIN
Nays: NONE

Absent: NONE
Abstentions: NONE

MOTION CARRIED 7-0.

RECOMMENDED APPROVAL OF THE CITY COUNCIL REGULAR SESSION MEETING
MINUTES OF JANUARY 24, 2022.
MOTION by Bridges, support by Massey, that the City Council of Farmington Hills hereby
approves the City Council regular session meeting minutes of January 24, 2022.

Roll Call Vote:
Yeas: BARNETT, BOLEWARE, BRIDGES, BRUCE, KNOL, MASSEY, AND NEWLIN
Nays: NONE

Absent: NONE
Abstentions: NONE

MOTION CARRIED 7-0.

ADDITIONS TO AGENDA
There were no additions to the agenda.

ATTORNEY REPORT
The attorney report was received by Council.

ADJOURNMENT
MOTION by Knol, support by Massey, to adjourn the regular session City Council meeting at
9:00pm.
MOTION CARRIED 7-0.
Respectfully submitted,

Pamela B. Smith, City Clerk
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