AUBURN HILLS MEETING SCHEDULE
248-370-9402

March 2014
(03-04-14)

03 City Council Workshop, 5:30 pm., Council Conference Room
03 City Council, 7:00 p.m., Council Chamber 
04 Board of Review, 9:00 a.m., Council Conference Room
10 Board of Review, 9:00 a.m. & 1:00 p.m., Admin Conference Room 
11 Board of Review, 2:00 p.m. & 6:00 p.m., Admin Conference Room 
11 Tax Increment Finance Authority, 4:00 p.m., Council Chamber 
13 Zoning Board of Appeals, 7:00 p.m., Council Chamber 
17 City Council, 7:00 p.m., Council Chamber 
19 Beautification Advisory Commission, 5:30 p.m., Council Conference Room 
20 Planning Commission, 7:00 p.m., Council Chamber 
25 Library Board, 5:00 p.m., Library, Conference Room







City Council Chamber (Conf. Rm.) – 1827 N. Squirrel Road
Administrative Conference Room – 1827 N. Squirrel Road
Public Safety Building – 1899 N. Squirrel Road
Community Center – 1827 N. Squirrel Road
Department of Public Services (DPS) – 1500 Brown Road

 Fieldstone Golf Course - 1984 Taylor Road




Library - 3400 Seyburn Drive
Downtown City Offices – 3395 Auburn Road, Suite A
University Center, 3350 Auburn Road, Main Floor, Classroom AHUC-02

AUBURN HILLS MEETING SCHEDULE
248-370-9402

APRIL 2014
(03-13-14)

07 City Council Workshop, 5:30 pm., Council Conference Room
07 City Council, 7:00 p.m., Council Chamber 
08 Tax Increment Finance Authority, 4:00 p.m., Admin Conference Room 
10 Special Planning Commission Meeting, 7:00 p.m., Council Chamber 
10 Zoning Board of Appeals; 7:00 p.m. Council Chamber  CANCELLED
14 Tax Incentive Review Committee, 5:30 p.m., Admin Conference Room 
16 Beautification Advisory Commission, 5:30 p.m., Council Conference Room
21 City Council, 7:00 p.m., Council Chamber 
22 Library Board, 5:00 p.m., Library, Conference Room
24 Planning Commission, 7:00 p.m., Council Chamber 







City Council Chamber (Conf. Rm.) – 1827 N. Squirrel Road
Administrative Conference Room – 1827 N. Squirrel Road
Public Safety Building – 1899 N. Squirrel Road
Community Center – 1827 N. Squirrel Road
Department of Public Services (DPS) – 1500 Brown Road

 Fieldstone Golf Course - 1984 Taylor Road




Library - 3400 Seyburn Drive
Downtown City Offices – 3395 Auburn Road, Suite A
University Center, 3350 Auburn Road, Main Floor, Classroom AHUC-02
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Council Chamber  1827 N. Squirrel Road  Auburn Hills MI
248-370-9402  www.auburnhills.org
1. MEETING CALLED TO ORDER
2. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE
3. ROLL CALL OF COUNCIL
4. APPROVAL OF MINUTES
4a. Regular City Council – March 3, 2014
4b. Council Workshop – March 3, 2014
5. APPOINTMENTS AND PRESENTATIONS
5a. Presentation - Community Housing Network
5b. Presentation – North Oakland County Water Authority
6.

PUBLIC COMMENT

7.

CONSENT AGENDA
All items listed are considered to be 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 so requests, in which event the item will be removed from the Consent Agenda and considered in its normal
sequence on the agenda.

7a. Board and Commission Minutes
7a.1. Tax Incentive Review Committee – February 10, 2014
7a.2. Beautification Advisory Commission – February 16, 2014
7a.3. Tax Increment Finance Authority – March 11, 2014
7b. Motion – Approve Purchase of Dell Laptop Mobile Workstations for Police Department
7c. Motion – Approve Cedar Log Cabin Materials Bid
8. OLD BUSINESS
8a. Public Hearing/Motion – Renewal of Liquor Licenses
8b. Motion – Landfill Oversight Monitoring Program Consultant
8c. Motion – Acceptance of I-75 / University Drive Diverging Diamond Interchange Project
8d. Motion – Resolution Supporting University Drive/I-75 Diverging Diamond Interchange & Economic Development
Projects
9. NEW BUSINESS
9a. Motion - Schedule a Public Hearing to Consider Vacation of a Portion of Lonedale Road Right-of-Way (ROW)
9b. Motion - Approval of Scope of Engineering Services for Parkways Boulevard
10. COMMENTS AND MOTIONS FROM COUNCIL
11. CITY ATTORNEY’S REPORT
12. CITY MANAGER’S REPORT
13. ADJOURNMENT

City Council meeting minutes are on file in the City Clerk’s office. 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 370-9402 or the City Manager's Office
at 370-9440 48 hours prior to the meeting. Staff will be pleased to make the necessary arrangements.

CITY OF AUBURN HILLS
CITY COUNCIL AGENDA

D A T E : M A R C H 1 7, 201 4

AGENDA ITEM NO. 4A.
The City of Auburn Hills
City Council Meeting
Minutes
March 3, 2014

CALL TO ORDER:
LOCATION:
Present:
Absent:
Also Present:

by Mayor McDaniel at 7:07 p.m.
City Council Chamber, 1827 N. Squirrel Road, Auburn Hills, MI 48326
Mayor McDaniel, Mayor Pro Tem Kittle, Council Members Burmeister, Knight, Mitchell, Verbeke
Council Member Hammond
City Manager Auger, Assistant City Manager Tanghe, Director Olko, Deputy Director/Police
Hardesty, Deputy Director/Fire Manning, Lt. Gagnon, Treasurer Buschmohle, Deputy Treasurer
Keiser, Assessor Lohmeier, Deputy DPW Director- Infrastructure Herczeg, Deputy DPW DirectorQuality of Life Services Grice, Community Development Director Cohen, Recreation Director
Marzolf, DPW Manager/PGA Pro Marmion, City Attorney Beckerleg, and City Engineers Juidici &
Stevens
20 Guests

4. APPROVAL OF MINUTES
4a. Regular Council Meeting – February 17, 2014
Moved by Verbeke; Seconded by Mitchell.
RESOLVED: To approve the February 17, 2014 regular meeting minutes.
VOTE: Yes: Burmeister, Kittle, Knight, McDaniel, Mitchell, Verbeke
No: None
Motion Carried (6-0)
Resolution No. 14.03.046
5. APPOINTMENTS AND PRESENTATIONS – none.
6. PUBLIC COMMENT
Mayor McDaniel noted public comments will be limited to, two minutes per speaker.
Clarence Bennett, 3814 Tienken Road, was very appreciative to receive a call from a Water Billing Clerk who contacted
him regarding an increase in his water usage, which was detected because of the smart meters. It turned out a pipe had
ruptured under his house.
Cheryl Gregory, 3220 Pinecrest Way, asked for an update on the oil and gas ordinance.
Mayor McDaniel stated staff is working on an ordinance and will be bringing a draft back to Council.
Kay Sendegas, 165 S. Opdyke Road, expressed her appreciation at how well and quickly the DPW clears the streets
after a snow fall.
Continuing, she expressed the poor quality, both the visual and audio of the Council meetings on the City’s public
television station and would like something done. The quality of other communities stations are much better, as well as
having much more programming.
Vicki Poynter, with the American Legion and Auxiliary asked if the City would again be supporting the picnic after the
Memorial Day Parade with supplying hot dogs. She also welcomed City Council to participate in the parade.
Mayor McDaniel stated staff will be in contact with her.
Jim Nash, Oakland County Water Resource Commissioner, spoke on the potential negative impact oil drilling and
fracking has on the environment, noting an incident in Kentucky where a creek was polluted with heavy metals and killed
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all the fish; heavy metals can be a result of fracking. Water and brine is a by-product of drilling and can be very damaging
to local water resources. He explained it is possible to have many drilling sites from one platform, which will increase truck
traffic for a significant amount of time.
Mr. Nash offered to speak to Council any time and has a PowerPoint presentation he can present.
Mr. Kittle asked Mr. Nash, noting his position with Oakland County, if it is the County’s position being against oil drilling
exploration.
Mr. Nash stated his office yes, which is a separate office from the rest of the County. The County is looking at possible
drilling on County property, which he opposes but has no control.
Michael Runk, 3516 Riverside Drive, has lived in Auburn Hills for 13 years and is opposed to oil and gas drilling on City
property, parks and residential areas. He is also against changing the tree ordinance; those funds should only be used for
replacement trees or another green initiative. He would like to see Hawk Woods left as is, with no potential for drilling.
Jim Przybylo, 3778 Tienken Road, supports Mr. Nash and his efforts and asked the status of the ordinance to ban
drilling.
Dawn DeRose, 910 Sewart, Detroit, is against oil drilling and all the health hazards and economic impact it could have on
the public.
Italia Milan, 3744 Bald Mountain Road, relayed a story of an Exxon CEO who is totally against a water tower for drilling
within view of his yard and the truck traffic it will produce. This man is a proponent of fracking, just not near his property.
She is displeased with Mr. Nash being allowed to only speak for two minutes.
Mayor McDaniel explained Mr. Nash was not included on the agenda for giving a presentation, and he must also be
limited to the time limit for Public Comments.
Don Hughes, 3744 Bald Mountain Road, appreciates all the steps that are being taken in writing an ordinance for the oil
drilling, including considerations of comments made by residents as well as oil company representatives. He hopes the
City refrains from signing any leases and asked for a timeline for the ordinance.
Mr. Hughes mentioned the fuel spill at an area company over the weekend, and suggested the impact of an oil drilling
accident taking place of an unmanned oil well over the weekend would be disastrous.
Mayor McDaniel noted staff is working on the ordinance and doing their due diligence; currently there have been no
permits given for any oil drilling. As with all public meetings and public hearings, it will be posted.
7. CONSENT AGENDA
All items listed are considered to be 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 so requests, in which event the item will be removed from the Consent Agenda and considered in its
normal sequence on the agenda.

7a. Board and Commission Minutes
7a.1. Tax Increment Finance Authority – February 11, 2014
7a.2. Public Safety Advisory Committee – February 15, 2014
7b. Motion – 2014 Bloomfield Orchards Subdivision- Water Main Replacement & Concrete Street Patching
Scope of Engineering Services
RESOLVED: To approve the OHM Scope of Engineering Services for the 2014 Bloomfield Orchards
Subdivision, Water Main Replacement & Concrete Street Patching for the not-to-exceed amount of $43,872.00.
Funding is provided from Local Streets (203-453-935.000) and Water Fund (592-536-977.000).
Moved by Verbeke; Seconded by Mitchell.
RESOLVED: To approve Consent Agenda Items 7a and 7b.
VOTE: Yes: Burmeister, Kittle, Knight, McDaniel, Mitchell, Verbeke
No: None
Resolution No. 14.03.047

Motion Carried (6-0)

8. OLD BUSINESS
8a. Public Hearing/Motion - Adopt Ordinance to Amend Article VIII. Woodlands Preservation in Chapter 34. Environment
of the Auburn Hills City Code on Second Reading
Mr. Cohen explained, in an effort to offer another tool in the City’s tool box, an amendment to the Woodlands Preservation
Ordinance has been drafted. It would allow for improvements that provide a public benefit to be offered by a developer
and considered by the City Council, in lieu of the current standard of paying money into the City’s Tree Fund.
Payment into the Tree Fund typically occurs when a site is revegetated to meet or exceed the Zoning Ordinance, but the
developer is unable to fit all the required replacement trees back onto the site as required by the Woodlands Preservation
Ordinance due to new impervious surface area being added (e.g., parking lots and building).
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It was the consensus of City Council that additional restrictions should be placed in the amendment so the Tree Fund
does not become in jeopardy of being depleted in the future. They included allowing consideration of this new provision
only on non-residential sites; and to provide a cap on the Tree Fund balance so that sufficient funds are available when
needed to replace dead or damaged trees due to storms or disease.
The public improvement that may be considered shall be tied to an improvement documented in a recognized City plan.
This unique provision would work like a Planned Unit Development (PUD), where a proposal is offered and both sides
would have to mutually agree to proceed. Thus, if the City does not like the developer’s offer it does not have to accept it.
This option would allow a developer to build an improvement in a City park, pave a road, or other City planned projects,
provided the City Council finds the improvement constitutes a public benefit or provides a public value. It would potentially
allow a proposal to be made which would address a desired public improvement where little to no allocated funds exists.
Thus, it would allow City Council to consider and approve a lesser contribution from a developer to address a needed
public improvement today, in lieu of receiving full payment into the Tree Fund restricted to future tree planting. The best
estimation is that there are very few sites left that this would affect.
Mr. Cohen, through a PowerPoint presentation, noted six specific sites in the City that would have difficulty replacing all
the required trees.
Ms. Verbeke believes the restrictions should include the clause that this option is not available to any development that
abuts, is adjacent to, or near to a residential area, and a stipulation stating such is included in the proposed ordinance.
She noted the six parcels represented this evening are not near residential areas, but there may be others that are.
Mr. Cohen said there may be more, but these six immediately came to mind and there may be some near residential
areas.
Ms. Verbeke isn’t in favor of removing trees and not replacing them with a green element.
Mr. Kittle confirmed this isn’t an option just because a developer doesn’t want to replace trees.
Mr. Cohen explained a developer would much rather replace trees than pay $380 for every replacement tree that isn’t
planted. Planting the trees is much cheaper.
Mr. Kittle noted Auburn Hills exceeds many communities in landscaping requirements and always encourages LEED
certified projects.
Ms. Verbeke noted the Tree Fund balance is high because maintenance of the trees has been taken from the general
fund, when it could have been taken from the Tree Fund. The Tree Fund allows for planting and the maintenance of the
trees. This proposed ordinance would have never come up, had the Tree Fund money been spent maintaining the trees;
the Fund wouldn’t have had such a high balance. Case in point is the recently approved $40,000 for the Squirrel Court
project.
Mr. Cohen confirmed for Mr. Burmeister there may be more than the six depicted sites, but these are potential
development sites.
Mr. Burmeister asked if the ordinance is being amended for these six sites.
Mr. Auger explained this is another tool being added to the existing ordinance, which may or may not be used, but giving
the opportunity for these sites to be developed.
Mayor McDaniel explained the ordinance is giving oversight to Council to make an ultimate decision of a fair trade or
paying into the Tree Fund.
Mr. Auger stated that is correct. The developer will still have to put as many trees as possible back onto the site, but in
some cases the total amount required may be impossible to replant. This option allows for Council to possibly request the
building be LEED certified or for a developer to host a project that is of public value; a project that has been planned for in
one of the City’s approved plans. The option would have to be approved by Council.
Mr. Auger confirmed improving a City park could be an option; the improvement would have to be noted in one of the
City’s Master Plans. Stipulating the project must be from an approved Master Plan eliminates any possible improprieties.
Mr. Burmeister believes this is a unique idea, and originally supported the amendment, but he questions how much less
the City is willing to accept.
Mayor McDaniel explained Council does not have to accept a project; it must be a mutual agreement.
Ms. Verbeke stated she would be in favor of the amendment if it was limited to improving parks; green for green.
Mayor McDaniel asked for clarification, he understood this amendment allows for anything that is in support of anything
considered being green or a green space.
Mr. Auger specified it would be anything that Council sees as public value. It could include drainage issues, helping to
carry water to the river, park improvements or an amphitheatre.
Ms. Verbeke stated the amendment does not stipulate environmental issues.
Mayor McDaniel explained any project would be approved by Council; what Council believes and feels is appropriate.
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Ms. Mitchell was pleased with the additional information provided as well as the additional provisions in the ordinance.
She is pleased a specific amount is to remain in the Tree Fund and asked what the current amount is in the Fund.
Mr. Cohen stated currently there is approximately $500,000 in the Tree Fund.
Mr. Grice noted Council approved spending $40,000 of that Fund for the Squirrel Court improvements; trees, tree wells,
irrigation and planter boxes. There is also $200,000 budgeted for 2014, in anticipation of a funding source for the
amphitheater at Riverside Park for the landscaping improvements.
Mr. Cohen confirmed the developer will still go before the Planning Commission seeking a recommendation to City
Council for a project.
Ms. Mitchell noted she is comfortable with the ordinance, understanding many of the projects may be green related, but
some projects may not be.
Mayor McDaniel opened the public hearing at 7:43 p.m.
Larry Douglas, 3871 Brimfield, asked for confirmation that a developer can pay into the Tree Fund for those trees that
aren’t able to be replaced on the site. He commended Council on a job well done.
Mr. Auger confirmed that is correct, that is how the ordinance currently reads. This amendment would allow, as an
example, the developer offers to build the amphitheater that is in the Approved Parks and Recreation Master Plan. It
would be up to Council to decide if the developer builds the amphitheater or put the money into the Tree Fund.
Continuing, Mr. Auger confirmed there is no option if the Tree Fund does not have the minimum balance of $250,000.
Ms. DeRose, a Detroit resident, questioned the background in ecology or environment of those considering diverting
money from replacing or maintaining trees to building amphitheaters or sidewalks. Replacing older, larger trees, with new
smaller trees doesn’t produce nearly the same amount of oxygen, nor does it replace all the good provided from those
trees.
Mr. Kittle explained the City has inventoried all the trees in the City and is known as Tree City, but when a developer
develops a site and can’t fit any more trees on the site, money is put into a bank account. The Tree Fund could last many
years, because there is no available space to plant more trees. The Fund will maintain a good balance, using the
remaining funds more effectively for the health, safety and betterment of the community.
Ms. Sendegas suggested the extra funds be used in the parks; there is a need for more swings and playground
equipment.
Mr. Auger noted the funds currently in the Tree Fund account are only for the tree replacement and maintenance; this
amendment does not affect the money currently in the Fund. This amendment would be for projects from this point
forward.
Mr. Hughes believes the Fund should be used for replacement trees and tree support or green infrastructure projects, but
needs limitations on what is deemed as public improvement.
Mr. Przbylo doesn’t believe the money should be spent on anything other than trees.
Mayor McDaniel closed the public hearing at 7:54 p.m.
Moved by Knight; Seconded by Kittle.
RESOLVED: To adopt an ordinance to amend Article VIII. Woodlands Preservation in Chapter 34.
Environment of the Auburn Hills City Code on second reading, to be known as Ordinance No. 14-858.
VOTE: Yes: Kittle, Knight, McDaniel, Mitchell
No: Burmeister, Verbeke
Motion Carried (4-2)
Resolution No. 14.03.048
8b. Motion –Approve Revised 2014 Golf Fees
Mr. Marmion explained over the past few weeks staff has been reviewing the 2014 fee schedule in an effort to find
additional cost saving opportunities for City residents. The rate structure is based on several factors: Cover the overall
financial investment; annual maintenance costs; and consideration of competitive rates for a premier daily fee facility.
Green fees are slightly less than direct competitors; Orchards, Sheppard’s Hollow, Pine Trace, Greystone, BoulderPoint,
and West Wynd.
This pricing structure and strategy has provided good results, placing Fieldstone in the top 10% in the State for annual
golf rounds. The resident rates, also referred to as, Preferred Player Rates, are established at the minimum rates the golf
course can charge City residents, business owners and premier customers and still maintain operational margins goal of
20%. This category produces the most rounds of golf at Fieldstone and additional discounts will affect the bottom line.
The full 20% discount for residents was not achieved; however, there are areas within the regular and resident rates
where further discounts can be applied. It is important to note, that senior rates, twilight rates, spring & fall rates are
discounted rates to begin; therefore, the resident discount which is applied is less. Fieldstone also offers a few
promotional programs, where residents and patrons can pre-purchase golf rounds for even further discounts.
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Mr. Knight noted a good job was done on the fee adjustments for the residents; however, he didn’t realize the rates also
apply to the people that work in the City.
Mr. Kittle believed it is the business owners who receive the discount, not all of the business employees.
Mr. Marmion explained originally there were rates established for residents, which have always reflected the minimum
amount of capture. As part of the marketing program a preferred players program data base was built, allowing email
campaigns and taking care of those who patronize the facility the most. Those players receive the same rate as the
residents and the business owners, which have grown to approximately 10,000 players, generating much of the revenue.
It is very difficult having two price structures, but it is appreciated by players.
Mr. Kittle noted it is the residents and business owners who have helped subsidize the golf course for approximately $1.5
million per year. He asked who the premier customers are.
Mr. Marmion explained anyone can sign up to become a premier customer.
Mayor McDaniel asked if there is a different rate for premier customers and residents.
Mr. Marmion stated it is the same rate; it wouldn’t be possible to have three rate structures. The preferred rate structure
includes the residents, and is about 45% of the players and the other 55% are non-preferred, using the regular rate
structure.
Mr. Kittle didn’t understand some of the abbreviations, such as WE DIS 2, with no legend on the fee review.
Mr. Marmion explained the WE stands for weekend (18 holes with a cart), DIS is discount, 2 refers to the second time
frame discount. The standard fee on the weekend is $65.00, at 11:00 a.m. it drops to $58.00 and at 2:00 p.m. the rate
drops another $10.00, to $45.00 and the twilight fee is $26.00.
Mayor McDaniel was surprised there isn’t a special rate for residents and asked if it is possible to give a better rate to a
resident, an incentive for the residents to play at Fieldstone.
Mr. Marmion explained the golf club is becoming comfortable with the clientele base, and restructuring of the rates has
been discussed, including charging for the preferred player’s card, which will better benefit residents. .
Mayor McDaniel asked if the data base shows how many residents are playing the course.
Mr. Marmion stated it does, but he doesn’t know the number off the top of his head.
Mayor McDaniel wants the fees for residents looked at more closely for next year, realizing the 2014 fees must be posted
soon.
Mr. Kittle suggested possibly forming a golf course marketing committee to hear different ideas and perspectives.
Ms. Mitchell agreed there should be special rates for the residents, and is satisfied that it be looked at for next year.
Moved by Kittle; Seconded by Knight.
RESOLVED: To approve the revised 2014 Fee Schedule for Fieldstone Golf Club of Auburn Hills.
VOTE: Yes: Burmeister, Kittle, Knight, McDaniel, Mitchell, Verbeke
No: None
Motion Carried (6-0)
Resolution No. 14.03.049
8c. Report – 2014 Parks & Recreation Fees
Mr. Marzolf explained Parks & Recreation is not looking to change any of the fees. The fees have always been designed
to be affordable for the residents; the staff has received no complaints from residents regarding the rates in recent years.
It’s important to note the Parks & Recreation Department provides a scholarship program designed to meet the needs of
those residents who cannot afford the fees for a recreation program.
Parks and Recreation is attracting residents with very affordable programming, as well as attracting non-residents with
fees that are competitive with the neighboring communities. These non-resident fees significantly help with the overall
annual revenue; therefore, no changes are recommended.
Continuing, Mr. Marzolf noted the three most popular programs are open swim, t-ball, and teen fitness.
Mr. Kittle asked where the open swim takes place.
Mr. Marzolf explained the residents swim at the Avondale High School pool. Avondale submits a quarterly invoice for the
number of residents who have swam at the school. There are over 400 residents who swim on a regular basis. The nonresidents pay $4.00 to swim and the residents pay nothing, the City picks up that tab.
Mr. Auger stated the annual cost for swimming is between $7,000 and $10,000.
Responding to Mr. Kittle, Mr. Marzolf explained staff reviews the spread sheet that is submitted with the invoice detailing
the name of the person swimming; that list is checked against the list of current Community Center card holders. The
400 swimmers are unique numbers.
Ms. Verbeke verified when she has been at the pool it is very, very crowded.
Mr. Kittle asked how much it costs to swim at the YMCA.
Mr. Marzolf isn’t sure of the cost, but believed a membership was needed or a daily pass could be purchased.
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Mr. Kittle asked the strategy of 100% subsidizing t-ball and teen fitness for residents.
Mr. Marzolf explained historically there haven’t been any charges for residents of these popular programs. As noted, 90%
of the fees are at a 20% or higher discount for residents.
Ms. Mitchell appreciates the Recreation Department and has taken advantage of some of the programs. She asked how
many residents take advantage of the scholarship program and how it is advertised.
Mr. Marzolf stated there are generally a few scholarships each season. The availability of the scholarship is advertised in
the City newsletter and on the web site. The scholarship is based on the honor system; if someone asks about it, there is
some discussion and then granted.
Mr. Marzolf confirmed, if reserved in advance, all the park pavilions are free to residents, as well as local companies.
Ms. Verbeke applauded the summer camp her children attend, noting the $110 fee.
Mr. Marzolf explained the fee is for the six-week session. Regarding the seniors, they swim at the Hilton, who charges a
fee to swim.
Mr. Knight suggested a 55+ softball program be started.
Mr. Kittle requested the grand total spent on programs be broke down by what is spent on each program.
Received and filed.
9. NEW BUSINESS
9a. Public Hearing/Motion – Request to Approve Industrial Facilities Tax Exemption Certificate for Atlas Copco Assembly
Systems LLC for New Real and Personal Property
Mr. Lohmeier explained an application for an Industrial Facilities Exception Certificate (IFEC) has been received for real
property and personal property at 3301 Cross Creek Parkway, Auburn Hills; a 14.63 acre site. The request was submitted
on January 31, 2014, with no personal property purchased or installed. Construction began for the real estate on
November 20, 2013, which is within six (6) months of it filing an application. Atlas Copco is seeking forgiveness from the
City’s policy of beginning construction prior to filing its application.
The real property will cost $12,000,000 (excluding land) and the personal property will cost $1,298,650 for a total project
investment of $13,298,650. The real property consists of a new 120,000 square foot hi-tech industrial building, used for
manufacturing and assembly of engineered to order fastening systems. The personal property consists of a variety of
furniture and equipment.
This project will result in 0 jobs being retained and 30 new jobs. Jobs will be transferred from the existing location at 2998
Dutton Road, a building half the size of this new facility and of which the lease is expiring.
Atlas Copco has signed an 11 year lease and is seeking an eight year abatement. If this abatement is granted, the
potential property tax savings for the applicant over the term of the abatement is approximately $1,215,000; while the loss
in City tax revenue would be approximately $271,000. Atlas Copco does not have any existing real or personal property
abatements in the City; and staff has no knowledge of any pending tax appeals for this property or this applicant.
Mr. Kittle noted the Dutton Road location has 165 employees; however the memo indicates that zero jobs will be retained.
He asked for clarification.
Mr. Lohmeier explained the application asks how many jobs will be retained at this facility and because it was a vacant
site and will be a brand new facility, there currently are no employees working at this site.
Mr. Lohmeier introduced Dennis McCarthy, Business Controller and Richard Barr, Legal Counsel.
Responding to Mr. Knight, Mr. Barr stated Atlas Copco has been in Auburn Hills since 2004.
Ms. Verbeke asked why construction began prior to submitting an application.
Mr. Barr explained the application delay was due to the current landlord on Dutton Road having a tax appeal, which has
since been resolved. It was assumed that filing for an IFEC with that tax appeal could create problems. Working with
City staff, the appeal was able to get resolved approximately three weeks ago.
Mr. Knight asked if that should have prevented the company from moving forward, because it wasn’t their tax appeal.
Mr. Lohmeier stated it shouldn’t have had an impact on Atlas Copco, but they wanted the issue resolved prior to filing
their application.
Mr. Barr thanked the City for enjoying the last 10 years in the City and hopes to have at least another enjoyable 11 years.
Mr. Knight asked for a little history behind this expansion.
Mr. Barr explained Atlas Copco is about 140 years old and is based in Stockholm, Sweden, with 140,000 employees
throughout the world. This division is for industrial tools, making equipment for Ford and Chrysler to build cars. Over the
last three years, there has been 100% to 110% growth; business has been very good and they need a larger facility.
There is also a Novi company that was purchased and will be moving into this new facility.
Mayor McDaniel opened the public hearing at 8:22 p.m. Hearing no comments he closed the public hearing at 8:23 p.m.

City Council Minutes –March 3, 2014
Page 7

Moved by Knight; Seconded by Burmeister.
RESOLVED: To approve the request for the request for an 8-year IFEC pertaining to new real property and personal
property for Atlas Copco Assembly Systems LLC with a real property investment of $12,000,000 and personal
property investment of $1,298,650 for a combined total investment of $13,298,650 by adopting the attached
resolution.
VOTE: Yes: Burmeister, Kittle, Knight, McDaniel, Mitchell, Verbeke
No: None
Motion Carried (6-0)
Resolution No. 14.03.050
9b. Motion – Approve Purchase of Emergency Medical and Fire Dispatch Software and Training
Lt. Gagnon explained this item was approved for the 2014 budget for $95,000. This bid had gone out a second time, after
realizing there was more than one company that provided this service. Three companies were asked to submit bids, two
companies, Priority Dispatch and APCO (Association of Public Communication Officials), submitted bids, the third
company, Power Phone, could not meet the City’s specifications. Both APCO and Power Phone are training companies
and offer a component of software for medical emergency dispatching.
The Fire Department responds to approximately 3,000 calls per year, with about 1,800 medical emergencies, and 25
structure fires, both residential and commercial.
Lt. Gagnon explained there are three types of emergency dispatch systems: Guidecards, which are flip charts with tabs to
quickly flip to the section that applies to the caller’s needs and notes what steps the dispatcher should take for that
particular situation. Next are Spreadsheets, homemade, with information copied from the flip charts and onto an Excel
spreadsheet and used in the same manor. The third is software integrated into Computer Aided Dispatching (CAD).
When calling 911 the address automatically appears, and simultaneously the information being asked by the dispatcher is
fed into the computer aided dispatching computer; the two computers talk with each other. This is the quickest and most
efficient for the dispatcher to assess the needs and put the necessary response into motion.
The advantages of Priority Dispatch’s ProQA software are:
• Establishes a standard of service (Protocol Based) – providing the best constant and consistent service all of the
time. Both the seasoned as well as the less experienced dispatcher will be asking the same questions and
making the same determination; the system requires step-by-step, with no step being skipped or ignored. The
APCO program requires the Department to complete a template, on which steps can be skipped and it is not
protocol based.
• Enables prioritized responses (Determinant Codes) – the system codes medical calls from an Alpha through an
Echo call, with Echo being the most severe cases. Echo calls and Delta calls are responded to with lights and
sirens. This enables the Department to determine how to respond to the various Determinant Codes. An Alpha
call is not necessarily a true emergency, so emergency vehicles would not use lights and sirens and would stop at
stop signs and traffic signals, thus presenting less risk to the public. APCO does not provide any determinant
code.
• Enables quality assurance/improvement of services – Priority Dispatch will be there to make sure the system is
being followed accurately, with periodic reviews.
• Liability risk reduction (Protocol Based) – providing the program is followed properly, Priority Dispatch will support
the Department in the event of any litigation. APCO is a training company; the Department builds the program so
if anything goes wrong there is no support from APCO.
• Accurate, consistent and concise information to first responders
• Certification & Accreditation – a grading system for the Department, making sure all dispatchers are meeting
certification and the proper protocols are being followed.
• On-site training of all communications staff – the company is based out of Salt Lake City, Utah, and will come to
the City to train the staff. The trainers are required to have five years of medical experience; doctor, nurse or
paramedic and five years of dispatch service. APCO is on-line, train the trainer program. The Department would
have one dispatcher and one firefighter take the two, six week program and in turn, they would teach the staff.
• Project management & on-site installation – will be at the station, making sure of proper installation. APCO’s
software must be integrated with the CAD system, and the cost is unknown. This would be the responsibility of
the Department’s; the program has never been installed on a system with CLEMIS.
Mayor McDaniel asked if the training is ongoing.
Lt. Gagnon explained the initial training for medical dispatch is 24 hours; and fire is an additional 24 hours. After the first
12 months, 24 hours of training is required each year. Priority Dispatch offers a monthly publication, with the purchase of
their system, representing one hour of training, so there is 12 hours of training built into this system. Additional training
isn’t necessarily through Priority Dispatch; however, additional training is a State mandate.
APCO International “911 Advisor” software review:
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• Software provides a basic template (agency completes the instructions & pre-arrival instructions)
• Train the trainer program conducted on-line (two, six week programs)
• Unknown additional costs associated with the integration of software with CAD
• This software is not in use currently with CLEMIS or any other Michigan 911 center
• Quality assurance/improvement program is a guide and not protocol based
• Call takers are not required to follow protocols and can skip questions/instructions
• No determinant codes provided to determine level of response
Two examples of how the system works when calls come in to the dispatcher were presented through the PowerPoint
presentation.
Lt. Gagnon noted Priority Dispatch offers services to more than 3,000 agencies world-wide and have processed over 67
million calls. More calls are processed with Priority Dispatch software in one week than APCO does in a year.
The emergency medical dispatch program has been established since 1987; physicians designed and built this program.
This program is approved by Oakland County Medical Control; STAR EMS and Oakland County Dispatch use Priority
Dispatch. This is the only product Oakland County Medical Control will endorse, because it is protocol based and has
been very successful.
Priority Dispatch provides instant software updates using evidence based approaches as medical procedures change.
Over 40 agencies in Michigan use Priority Dispatch; APCO was not able to supply any references from Michigan.
Currently when a medical emergency calls comes in to the Department it is transferred to a third party EMS company,
creating a delay in response time.
Lt. Gagnon stated the price for Priority Dispatch will not exceed $81,000. Most of the costs quoted are fixed, the
installation/implementation cost is an estimate; the exact costs will depend on programming time.
Mr. Knight asked how quickly a first responder is en route.
Lt. Gagnon explained as the information is being put into the computer by the dispatcher through the series of questions
being asked, there is a flag that will flash on the software noting what type of response is necessary, another dispatcher
who is operating the radio would send the appropriate responders.
The Priority Dispatch program provides real time, live updates to the department, there is not third party involved.
Responding to Mr. Knight, Lt. Gagnon explained there is a dispatcher who is the call taker and another that operates the
radio; there is never only one person in the communications center. The call taker will give instructions to the caller and
the information is automatically transferred to the radio operator’s computer screen so the proper units are being sent.
Mr. Knight stated the dispatch is for Police, Fire and EMS.
Deputy Director/Police Hardesty explained originally $95,000 was requested which included the police dispatching
software; however, Oakland County has been using the police dispatch software for approximately a year, and it has not
integrated quite as well as fire and medical. At this time Auburn Hills will not be pursuing the police dispatching software,
letting Oakland County continue working out the bugs.
Mr. Knight asked how the dispatching for police is handled.
Deputy Director/Police Hardesty explained because of the small department size, it is easier to monitor and understand
the response.
Mr. Burmeister asked how the information is relayed.
Lt. Gagnon explained patient condition changes would be relayed over the radio, and the CAD card would be updated.
Mr. Kittle commended Lt. Gagnon for the thoroughness of the presentation defending a purchase.
In response to Mr. Kittle, Lt. Gagnon noted it takes approximately 90 seconds to 2 minutes to process a call in the system
for the average 911 call. There is no pre-notification for responders prior to getting the patient’s chief medical complaint.
We don’t want to over respond if it isn’t necessary. A determination will be made of exactly what is needed and what will
be sent; the determinate code will establish policies on how to respond. The call taker and radio operator sit in the same
area, so the radio operator could hear key words from the call taker that would have them send responders immediately,
such as ‘robbery’.
Deputy Director/Police Hardesty explained the questions may sound robotic, but the process helps to get the correct
information quickly. Many 911 callers are not as calm as depicted in the earlier call demonstration and all the questions
asked help to evaluate the situation to send the appropriate responders. In some instances the dispatcher will not let the
caller hang up; in more serious situations the caller remains on the line until emergency personnel arrive on the scene.
Mr. Kittle asked why $81,000 is being requested, when the cost as noted in the memo is $76,000.
Deputy Director/Police Hardesty explained there are two parts to the installation, and it is not known how much
programmer time may be involved with integrating the system with the City’s.
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Ms. Verbeke noted she had witnessed an accident at Opdyke Road and Walton Boulevard and called 911, but ended up
speaking with Oakland County dispatch; she asked if this program would correct where that call was routed.
Deputy Director/Police Hardesty explained that incident has to do with cellular towers. This program has nothing to do
with cellular towers; the City reports those situations to the cell tower companies, but has no control. The FCC regulates
how many times those calls go to the correct tower and do spot checks.
Mr. Burmeister asked if this program has a turn-around time of one and a half minutes, then what is the current turn-out
time.
Lt. Gagnon stated one and a half minutes is the processing time from the caller to the determinate code.
Deputy Director/Fire Manning explained currently there is a one-minute turn out time, which will not change.
This is client based software; a server on site communicates with Oakland County’s system, CLEMIS system with CAD,
noted by Lt. Gagnon.
Mayor McDaniel stated two items stood out; the on-site training and not being a template based program.
Council was in agreement on how well and informative the presentation was.
Moved by Knight; Seconded by Verbeke.
RESOLVED: To approve the purchase of Emergency Medical and Fire Dispatching Software from Priority
Dispatch and authorize the City Manager to convey acceptance by purchase order in the amount not to
exceed $81,000.00.
VOTE: Yes: Burmeister, Kittle, Knight, McDaniel, Mitchell, Verbeke
No: None
Motion Carried (6-0)
Resolution No. 14.03.051
9c. Motion – Approve the Renewal of Liquor Licenses
Deputy Director/Police Hardesty explained this is the time when City Council reviews all On-Premises Liquor Licenses for
renewal. If the City wishes to object to the renewal of a license, the Michigan Liquor Control Commission (MLCC) must
receive the written objection at least 30 days prior to the expiration date of April 30, 2014.
Pursuant to the ordinance, license holders pay a renewal fee to the City and are inspected by the Police, Fire, and
Building Departments. The Fire Department found some violations in establishments and is working with the businesses
to correct the issues. The Building Department also found some minor violations and they too are working with the
businesses to correct these violations. Both Departments recommend approval for all establishments.
In 2013, the Police Department conducted two under age sting operations, resulting in two Class C establishments
furnishing alcohol to a minor. As part of the follow-up process, these establishments were referred to the TIPS program
(Training for Intervention Procedures), which educates bartenders and wait staff on how to recognize intoxicated
individuals and what actions they are to take if they are confronted with intoxicated persons on their premises. One of the
establishments accepted the training and the other stated they would use their in-house training.
As of this evening all but four establishments have met all ordinance requirements for renewals. There are four
businesses that have either/or outstanding water/sewer bills, taxes, or have not paid their renewal fees. For those
businesses a public hearing should be set for the next Council meeting to determine if non-renewal of licenses should be
recommended to the MLCC.
Mr. Knight was pleased to see there are fewer violations at these businesses, and thanked the Police Department for their
constant efforts.
Responding to Ms. Verbeke, Deputy Director/Police Hardesty stated American Legion was contacted and they will be in
tomorrow (Tuesday), to pay their $60 water bill.
Mayor McDaniel noted a $7,000 water bill for one of the businesses and asked if that was for the entire year.
Ms. Buschmohle explained March 30, 2013 there was a zero balance and a $1,500 payment was made November 2013;
that was the last payment.
Mayor McDaniel asked if any of the businesses have been in contact with the City, other than the American Legion.
Ms. Buschmohle stated Elwell’s taxes are paid, but their water is outstanding; neither Toby Keith’s nor Duffy’s has been in
to pay.
Mr. Kittle asked if water and sewer isn’t paid for a year if there is any interest or penalties.
Ms. Buschmohle stated there is a penalty charge of 10% of the current bill every month that it is left unpaid. If any
st
st
amount is outstanding as of May 1 , and still unpaid on August 1 , it would be transferred to the property taxes.
Moved by Verbeke; Seconded by Knight.
RESOLVED: To approve the annual liquor licenses of those establishments that have met the licensing
requirements of the City; and that a public hearing be scheduled for Monday, March 17, 2014 to consider
evidence regarding the recommendation of non-renewal of a liquor license to those establishments who have
not met the City’s requirements.
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VOTE: Yes: Burmeister, Kittle, Knight, McDaniel, Mitchell, Verbeke
No: None
Resolution No. 14.03.052

Motion Carried (6-0)

10. COMMENTS AND MOTIONS FROM COUNCIL
Ms. Verbeke:
•

Asked when the ordinance for oil drilling would be ready for Council review.
Mr. Auger stated it should be ready for one of the April meetings.

•

Questioned if the leaking fuel from RGIS had reached the Galloway Creek.
Director Olko stated MDEQ was on site as well as others helping with the cleanup; no there was no leakage into
Galloway Creek.

•

Mentioned there is another Age Friendly Community meeting being held at the Auburn Hills Christian Church on
Walton Boulevard at 6:30 p.m., tomorrow, Tuesday, March 4, 2014.

•

Asked if there is anything that can be done with the holes in Joslyn Road, recognizing it is a County road, if just a
sign alerting drivers of the pot holes.
Mr. Auger and staff will continue to be in contact with the Road Commission, but the Road Commission has been
very busy.
Mr. Knight asked if it wouldn’t be possible for the County to pay the City to fix Joslyn Road.
Mr. Auger stated the County doesn’t have the funds to hire the City; however, the City will repair roads in an
emergency situation.

Mr. Burmeister:
•

Asked if the home invasion suspect had been caught.
Director Olko stated one has been caught and it is believed there may be another

•

Noted how bad Squirrel Road is north of Tienken Road, it is a buck-board.

Ms. Verbeke:
•

Asked about the cable channel and Ms. Sendegas’ comments. She also asked for better programming.
Mr. Tanghe explained a module replacement has been ordered for the microphones, noting the sound board is
quite old and will need replacing. Other communities have dedicated staff for producing community cable shows,
along with a hefty budget.
Mayor McDaniel noted at the very least the sound and video portions of the Council meetings should be fixed and
addressed as soon as possible.

Ms. Mitchell:
•

Was very pleased with the format of the first Age Friendly workshop, it was a great start.

•

Thanked Code Enforcement for addressing some of the issues she brought to their attention. She is receiving
good feedback on them.

•

She realizes it isn’t easy to maintain the roads with all the pot holes, but thanked DPW for the extra effort.

•

Mentioned the Louise Saks Parliamentarian Unit will be having a session on how to run effective meetings,
including Robert’s Rules of Order and efficient practices on April 5th from 8:30 a.m. until 12:30 p.m. at the
Oakland County Executive building; registration is available on their web site.

•

Stated Council meetings are available on the website, and are very audible.

Mr. Knight:
•

Noted there will be an Avondale Youth Assistance ceremony honoring about 80 young people, at 6:30 p.m.,
Thursday, March 13, 2014 at the Upper Elementary School and invited Council to attend.

•

Suggested increasing Board and Commission compensation by $5.00; it has been a number of years since
remunerations have been reviewed.

•

Is frustrated with comments and questions from residents regarding the oil drilling issue. He doesn’t believe the
City has gone on record stating the City’s plan of action. There should be a statement noting #1. There are no
requests for permits at this time. #2. The City is holding off a moratorium until one is needed. #3. The City is
against fracking. He doesn’t believe the residents understand the City is working on the issue and has it under
control at this point
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•

Mayor McDaniel noted fracking will not be allowed in Auburn Hills; the company who may pull a permit for oil
drilling stated they will not be fracking. Staff has heard the concerns of Council and Council has heard the
concerns of the residents. The process of an ordinance must be done methodically; a draft to the Planning
Commission, Planning Commission’s recommendation to Council; a first reading by Council; a public hearing and
then adoption. An ordinance is currently being drafted and will soon be ready for Council review; however, the
draft ordinance will be ready only after all due diligence has been carefully completed.
Mr. Knight understands the issue is under control, however, only the people that have complained have gotten a
response from Council. There is concern if the City is doing anything, while waiting for an ordinance. Just a brief
paragraph noting: yes the City is working on an ordinance; no the City has made no commitments for public land;
a moratorium has been drafted, in the event it is needed.
Mayor McDaniel stated all those things have been discussed in a public setting; but there must be patience to
allow the process to proceed. The Council and staff have been very proactive working on an ordinance and
keeping residents informed of the status and the process.
Mr. Kittle noted with Mr. Nash wishing to speak about fracking, there isn’t the need, because fracking won’t be
allowed in Auburn Hills.

Mr. Kittle:
•

Asked if there was any additional information available regarding the car purchases approved at the last Council
meeting.
Mr. Auger stated Mr. Melchert will be in touch.

•

Suggested including a small table or paragraph reflecting the tax revenue the City would receive today; what the
tax revenue the City will received under the new terms of the abatement; and the savings to the company making the information more comprehensible.

Mayor McDaniel:
•

There are large holes at Squirrel and Auburn Roads.

•

Regarding the American Legion, yes, the City will supply the hot dogs for the Memorial Day Parade Picnic.

11. CITY ATTORNEY’S REPORT - none
12. CITY MANAGER’S REPORT
•

There are many road project planned for the next three years, as indicated on his blog. Many road projects have
been deferred to allow for state and federal funding; in 2014 there will be road work done costing approximately
$16 million, with $9 million being the City’s responsibility, and the remaining funding coming from federal and
state funds. Other planned projects include North Squirrel Road, Joslyn Road, University Drive from the
University to Opdyke; Opdyke Road, a county road, will be done during that same time. There will be some
temporary fixing done to those roads scheduled to be replaced.

13. ADJOURNMENT
The meeting adjourned at 9:33 pm.

________________________________________
Kevin R. McDaniel, Mayor

____________________________________
Terri Kowal, City Clerk
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Attachment A
CITY OF AUBURN HILLS
RESOLUTION 14.03.050
APPROVING AN INDUSTRIAL FACILITIES EXEMPTION CERTIFICATE
FOR ATLAS COPCO ASSEMBLY SYSTEMS LLC
At a regular meeting of the City Council of the City of Auburn Hills, Oakland County, Michigan, held in the Council
rd
Chambers at 1827 N. Squirrel Road, Auburn Hills MI 48326 on the 3 day of March, 2014.
The following resolution was offered by Council Member Knight and supported by Council Member Burmeister:
WHEREAS, pursuant to P.A. 198, 1974, M.C.L. 207.551 et seq., after a duly noticed public hearing held on the
th
15 day of September, 1986, the City of Auburn Hills, established an Industrial Development District, commonly referred
to as the Schostak-Comerica Industrial Development District; and
WHEREAS, Atlas Copco Assembly Systems LLC has filed an application for an Industrial Facility Exemption
Certificate with the Clerk of the City of Auburn Hills with respect to proposed new real and personal property within the
Schostak-Comerica Industrial Development District; and
rd

WHEREAS, before acting on said application, the City Council of Auburn Hills held a hearing on the 3 day of
March, 2014 at a regularly scheduled meeting, at which time the applicant, the assessor, and a representative of the
affected taxing units were given written notice and were afforded an opportunity to be heard on said application; and
st

WHEREAS, construction and installation of the facility has not begun earlier than six (6) months before 31 day
of January, 2014, the date of the acceptance of the application for the Industrial Facility Exemption Certificate; and
WHEREAS, completion of the real and personal property is calculated to and will at the time of issuance of the
certificate have the reasonable likelihood to retain, create or prevent the loss of employment in Auburn Hills; and
WHEREAS, the aggregate SEV of real and personal property exempt from ad valorem taxes within the City of
Auburn Hills after granting this certificate will exceed 5% of an amount equal to the sum of the SEV of the unit, plus the
SEV of personal and real property thus exempted.
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY the City Council of Auburn Hills that:
1. The City Council of Auburn Hills finds and determines that the granting of this Industrial Facilities Exemption Certificate,
together with the aggregate amount of the certificates previously granted and currently in force, under PA 198 of 1974,
and PA 225 of 1978, shall not have the effect of substantially impeding the operation of the City of Auburn Hills, or of
impairing the financial soundness of a taxing unit which levies an ad valorem property tax in the City of Auburn Hills.
2. The application from Atlas Copco Assembly Systems LLC for an Industrial Facilities Exemption Certificate with
respect to a New Facility on the following described parcel of real property situated within the Schostak-Comerica
Industrial Development District; to wit;
The real property parcel the facility is located on is identified as tax parcel 02-14-24-100-002, having an address along
3301 Cross Creek Parkway, Auburn Hills, MI 48326, including:
Legal Description: T3N, R10E, SEC 13 & 24 PART OF W 1/2 OF SEC 13 & PART OF NW 1/4 OF SEC 24 BEG AT PT
DIST N 87-07-26 E 2660.21 FT & S 01-01-44 W 150.33 FT & N 62-15-07 W 240.61 FT & S 70-20-53 W 403.56 FT
FROM NE COR OF SEC 23, TH S 33-52-03 W 420.88 FT, TH S 33-41-03 W 376.97 FT, TH S 81-17-58 W 417.02 FT,
TH N 08-42-02 W 222.82 FT, TH N 00-44-20 W 175.70 FT, TH N 40-32-10 W 173.22 FT, TH ALG CURVE TO RIGHT,
RAD 240 FT, CHORD BEARS N 45-51-10 E 30.54 FT, DIST OF 30.56 FT, TH N 49-30-00 E 92.82 FT, TH ALG CURVE
TO LEFT, RAD 252.03 FT, CHORD BEARS N 18-13-08 E 261.73 FT, DIST OF 275.20 FT, TH ALG CURVE TO RIGHT,
RAD 799.12 FT, CHORD BEARS N 67-00-19 E 83.80 FT, DIST OF 83.84 FT, TH N 64-00-00 E 478.63 FT, TH S 26-0000 E 232.25 FT, TH S 53-11-27 E 275.94 FT TO BEG 14.63 A 12-12-13 FR 14-23-200-010
is hereby approved for real property and personal property improvements.
3. The Industrial Facilities Exemption Certificate shall remain in force and effect for a period of eight (8) years, and the
starting date for the certificate is December 31, 2014 and the ending date is December 30, 2022.
4. The total project investment approved is $13,298,650.
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5. Atlas Copco Assembly Systems LLC agrees to operate the facility for which the Industrial Facilities Exemption
Certificate is granted for the term of the certificate, plus an additional two years after the date of the certificate’s
expiration.
AYES:

Mayor McDaniel, Mayor Pro Tem Kittle, Council Members Burmeister, Knight, Mitchell,
Verbeke

NAYS:

None

ABSENT:
ABSTENTIONS:

Council Member Hammond
None
RESOLUTION 14.03.050 ADOPTED (6-0)

STATE OF MICHIGAN)
)SS
COUNTY OF OAKLAND)
I, the undersigned, the duly appointed City Clerk for the City of Auburn Hills, Oakland County, Michigan do hereby
certify that the foregoing is a true and complete copy of a resolution adopted at a regular meeting of the Auburn Hills City
rd
Council held on the 3 day of March, 2014.
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto affixed my official signature on this 5th day of March, 2014.

________________________________
Terri Kowal, City Clerk

CITY OF AUBURN HILLS
CITY COUNCIL AGENDA
D A T E : M A R C H 1 7, 201 4

AGENDA ITEM NO. 4A.

The City of Auburn Hills
City Council Workshop
Minutes
March 3, 2014

CALL TO ORDER:
LOCATION:
Present:
Absent:
Also Present:

by Mayor McDaniel at 5:33 p.m.
City Council Chamber, 1827 N. Squirrel Road, Auburn Hills, MI 48326
Mayor McDaniel, Mayor Pro Tem Kittle, Council Members Burmeister, Knight, Mitchell, Verbeke
Council Member Hammond
City Manager Auger, Assistant City Manager Tanghe, Community Development Director Cohen,
Samantha Mariuz, Management Assistant, City Attorney Beckerleg, City Engineers Juidici &
Stevens
1 Guest

DDA District
Mr. Auger noted Auburn Hills will be capturing 50%, unlike other communities that capture 100%. There is the need to
entice businesses into the downtown, and businesses are more readily apt to move into a downtown area that has a DDA;
there is comfort knowing that there is a commitment to maintain the downtown.
All taxing units will be notified of the tax capturing, with the ability to opt out; the zoo, DIA and schools are exempt from
capturing.
There are 14 proposed development areas within the DDA district, with a 20 year projection. Each of those development
areas indicates the current assessment value, the redevelopment market value, the redevelopment assessed value, and
the annual TIF capture; 17¢ for each assessed dollar.
The City has a couple of significant properties that are currently have a $0.00 assessed value and as these properties
become developed, all of those improvements can then be captured. If the DDA is not formed this year, any of the new
construction cannot be captured. The cut-off date to form the DDA is one year from the date that the Tax Increment
Finance Authority Plan is approved, to capture the 2013 tax role.
From a conservative estimate, when all 14 areas are developed, there should be approximately a $750,000 capture,
annually. The capture methodology was discussed, explaining how the capture is calculated.
Mr. Tanghe explained Auburn Hills is unique from many other communities because not all of Auburn Hills commercial
property sits within a downtown district; downtown is a very small portion of the City. Local officials and the DDA bump
heads in many communities because the DDA has so much control of a good portion of property value.
The State law requires the mayor to sit on the DDA, and City Council approves all the appointments of those sitting on the
Board, so there is some control. The City Council also approves the DDA plan as well as the financials. The DDA can
also be dissolved at any time and be re-established at a future date and the DDA can also expand and shrink in size.
The DDA funds do not have to be used only for capital and infrastructure projects, but can be used for maintenance
projects, marketing, or staffing.
Though captured money is being put into the DAA as opposed to the general fund, it was noted the DDA money would be
spent for the needs of the downtown and not use the general fund money. The general fund money could be used in the
other areas of the City, and DDA money supporting the downtown.
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The TIF districts do not overlap with the DDA, with the exception of two parks. The park improvements will benefit from
being located in both TIF and DDA districts. TIF funds cannot be spent in DDA districts, nor can DDA funds be spent in
TIF districts. No funds captured in the DDA district can be used in any other part of the City.
It was asked, how much over the past five years has been spent on maintenance in the proposed DDA districts and what
the projected cost is over the next five years.
For better understanding it was requested to see an example with the DDA and without the DDA; the pros and the cons;
and the projected maintenance costs.
Mr. Beckerleg stated if the DDA moves forward, there should be a new Board appointed as well as reviewing and
amending the pertinent documents as necessary.
There was some concern with the powers the DDA has, including the ability to issue bonds. A development plan must be
completed along with a finance plan that will support the project plan and be brought before Council.
Much of what the DDA is allowed to do is what TIFA has been and currently does, as well as operating in the same
manner.
If Council does not agree with the direction the DDA is headed, the DDA can be dissolved and the funds would revert to
the general fund. Plante Moran will do the annual audit, and the Finance Department will be in charge of the finances.
At this time there is no plan to have a full time employee designated to the DDA; like TIFA, current staff will be used.
Workshop ended at 7:00 p.m.

CITY OF AUBURN HILLS
C I T Y C O U NC I L A GE N DA

D A T E : M A R C H 1 7, 201 4

AGENDA ITEM NO. 5A.

5. APPOINTMENTS AND PRESENTATIONS
5a. Presentation - Community Housing Network

No Electronic Information Available

CITY OF AUBURN HILLS
CITY COUNCIL AGENDA
M A R C H , 1 7 2014
To:

Mayor and City Council

From:

Jeff Herczeg, Deputy Director of Infrastructure

AGENDA ITEM NO. 5B.

Submitted: March 12, 2014
Subject:

North Oakland County Water Authority Presentation

Information and progress report on the North Oakland County Water Authority (NOCWA) will
be presented by the Department of Public Works.

O:\CITY

COUNCIL PACKET\MARCH 17\NOCWA Presentation Memo.Doc

CITY OF AUBURN HILLS
CITY COUNCIL AGENDA
D A T E : M A R C H 1 7, 201 4

A G E N D A I T E M N O . 7 A .1 .
Not yet approved

The City of Auburn Hills

Tax Incentive Review Committee Meeting

February 10, 2014

LOCATION: Administrative Conference Room, 1827 N. Squirrel Road, Auburn Hills MI 48326
1. CALL TO ORDER: Chairperson DeClerck called the meeting to order at 5:32 p.m.
2. ROLL CALL:

Present: DeClerck, Iacobelli, Nelson, Landsberg, Burmeister
Also Present: City Assessor Lohmeier, Deputy Assessor Blinkilde
Absent: None

3. APPROVAL OF MINUTES – September 9, 2013
Mr. DeClerck pointed out that at the September 9, 2013 TIRC meeting, he requested that Mr.
Kittle provide the committee with an explanation of what criteria the City Council uses when
determining “Special Project” designations when awarding IFECs. (Mr. Kittle is no longer on the
TIRC Committee). Mr. DeClerck requested that this discussion be added to Old Business.
Motion by Mr. Iacobelli that the TIRC minutes of September 9, 2013 be accepted, as written.
Supported by Mr. Nelson
VOTE: Yes:
No:

All
None

Motion carried (5-0)

4. OLD BUSINESS
a. “Special Project” definition
[Note: Ms. Blinkilde provided excerpts from the August 19, 2013 council meeting that
included the discussion on this topic.]
Mr. DeClerck was concerned that TIRC approved the recommendation of a 8 year abatement
for Ralco Industries (Ralco), then Ralco turned around and asked City Council to be
designated as a “Special Project” and be granted a 12 year abatement. In the future, he
wants TIRC to ask if the applicant is going to ask Council to be designated as a “Special
Project” and, if so, why they think they would qualify for this designation. He would also like
this documented in the minutes.
Mr. Lohmeier noted that prior to Ralco, no one had applied for a “Special Project” designation
since the new allotment [5], was approved in 2012.
Mr. DeClerck asked Mr. Burmeister to find out what specific criteria council would use to
approve a “Special Project” designation and why they approved Ralco. Mr. Iacobelli added,
find out “what was wrong with the recommendation that TIRC made for an 8 year
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abatement.”? This topic should be added under “Old Business” for the April 14, 2014 TIRC
meeting.
The committee reviewed discussion in council minutes from August .
Mr. Lohmeier mentioned that there is a new “minutes on demand” feature of the City Clerk’s
webpage that allows a user to locate council minutes using a search engine. He was not
sure how far back a user could search. [Ms. Novak in the City Clerk’s office said that a user
can search for minutes dating back to 1994.]
5. NEW BUSINESS
a. Request for New Facility IFEC (Real & Personal Property) – Atlas Copco Assembly
Systems LLC
Atlas Copco Assembly Systems LLC (Atlas Copco) was represented by Dennis McCarthy
(Business Controller) and Richard Barr (Counsel). The company has been operating at 2998
Dutton Road since 2004. They are in the process of constructing a new building at 3301
Cross Creek Parkway that will serve as their North American Headquarters.
The area of the new building will be approximately 120,000 square feet – twice the size of
their current location. In 2010, Atlas Copco purchased a Novi company (SCA Shuker), whose
operations (adhesives and sealants), will also be moved to the Cross Creek facility.
Currently they employ 165 individuals. They are expecting to add 30 more jobs if business
continues to grow as anticipated. They were founded in 1873, so have been in business 140
years and have earned 11.5 billion in revenue.
The company manufactures both large machines and hand-held tools used in the
manufacturing of cars, dishwashers – anything that requires fastening.
In 2009, 70% of the company’s business customers were in bankruptcy. Despite the slump
in the economy, the company has managed to grow 120% since then.
Mr. Barr asked Mr. McCarthy to comment on the 6 month look-back issue. (The company
applied for the IFEC after they had begun construction on the Cross Creek facility.) Mr.
McCarthy stated that they had intentions of applying for the abatement back in October – the
paperwork was prepared. However, the Dutton Road property that they currently operate out
of was under appeal with the Michigan Tax Tribunal (MTT). Mr. McCarthy understood that
city council was uncomfortable approving an IFEC if there was a pending MTT appeal, so he
waited until this was resolved before submitting the application (The stipulation for the Dutton
Road property appeal is awaiting approval by the MTT.) The property Atlas Copco is moving
to is owned by Oakland Technology Park Associates 3 LLC. There is no pending appeal on
this property.
Mr. Iacobelli asked if their property taxes were paid. Mr. Lohmeier affirmed that there were
no delinquent taxes.
Mr. McCarthy said that he had a good feeling about Auburn Hills and that he was strongly
impressed with how the city staff worked with them. He also added that he will NOT ask city
council for a “Special Project” designation.
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Mr. Barr said that even though “jobs” are not part of the criteria for approving an IFEC, he
wanted it to be known that the estimated 30 additional jobs are probably on the low side.
They are in great need of mechanical engineers.
Mr. Burmeister asked Mr. Lohmeier how the city confirms that a company has created the
jobs they promise in their IFEC application. Mr. Lohmeier stated that each company is
supposed to report actual jobs created to the city assessor, but it does not always happen.
He added that we can’t force the companies to report this, and regardless, the State will not
revoke a certificate if their job goals are not met. Mr. McCarthy stated that their employee
count has tripled since he has been involved with the company at the Dutton building.
Mr. DeClerck asked Mr. Lohmeier if an IDD has been established. Mr. Lohmeier pointed out
the date the IDD was approved is at the bottom of the first page of the IFEC application.
Additionally, a copy of the resolution for the applicable IDD [Schostak-Comerica] was
included in the packet.
Mr. Iacobelli asked if there was an abatement at the Dutton Road facility. Mr. Lohmeier
indicated that there was no active abatement on this property.
Mr. DeClerck was interested in the number of engineering versus manufacturing positions at
the company. Mr. McCarthy stated there was approximately a 60/40 ratio of Engineering to
Manufacturing positions. He added that they are more of an assembly operation, putting
parts together, versus manufacturing parts.
Mr. McCarthy volunteered that there is a company already looking at leasing the Dutton
Space. The receiving docks are on a bit of a slant, which poses a problem for some
prospective tenants. Mr. DeClerck asked if there was an odor from the nearby landfill. Mr.
McCarthy said that it was not that bad.
Mr. Landsberg referred to the personal property listing on page 19 of the TIRC packet. The
last item listed is “Office furniture and installation” and he didn’t think that the installation
costs should be considered personal property. Mr. Lohmeier explained that Michigan
requires the reporting of installed costs on personal property statements which is used in
calculating assessments for personal property. The depreciation multipliers times installed
cost result in true cash value of each asset.
Mr. Iacobelli questioned the reason for the “Assignment of Lease” between Atlas Copco
Tools and Assembly Systems LLC to Atlas Copco Assembly Systems LLC. Mr. McCarthy
explained that there are essentially 3 related legal entities within the building. Atlas Copco
Tools and Assembly Systems LLC is the sales arm, SCA Shuker is the Novi company they
purchased in 2010 (adhesive systems). Atlas Copco Assembly Systems LLC is the main
company who will own and report the personal property and be responsible for the lease. An
11 year lease has been executed with Oakland Technology Park Associates 3 LLC. The
assignment served to correct the proper lessee name.
Mr. Iacobelli reiterated the statement that the company would not be asking to be designated
as a “Special Project”. He asked if the company understood the extension and 2 year
clawback provisions relating to their application. Mr. McCarthy understands them. Mr.
Iacobelli also mentioned that being involved in community projects is desirable.
Mr. DeClerck asked about Mr. Lohmeier’s statement in his memo regarding the lease
language. Mr. Lohmeier indicated that a current sticking-point with the lease is that it does
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not include a state-required clause regarding the payment of property tax by the tenant. Mr.
Barr explained that the State wants language that the tenant pays for property taxes directly.
Some landlords prefer that property taxes are paid by the tenant “as additional rent”, then the
landlord pays the taxes, when due. They believe the State’s requirement is not businessfriendly and is still working with the State to resolve this issue. Mr. Barr said that he has
prepared other lease amendments to remove the words “as additional rent” and instead, add
language that “property taxes are an obligation that the tenant is to pay and if they don’t, it is
a breach of lease”. This has been accepted by the STC in the past. In any event, the tenant
will accept responsibility for working with the state to secure acceptable wording in the lease
so that the abatement will be approved.
Mr. DeClerck observed that other than the 6 month lookback, this application appears to
follow the guidelines and suggested if there were no more questions/comments that a motion
would be in order.
Mr. Burmeister said that he is sad to see the woods being disrupted because of the deer and
other wildlife. Mr. McCarthy said that they are doing everything possible to leave as much of
the wooded area with the stream of this property intact.
Motion by Mr. Iacobelli to recommend to city council, approval of an 8 year abatement to
Atlas Copco Assembly Systems LLC, for new real and personal property for their new facility
located at 3301 Cross Creek Parkway (Parcel ID: 02-14-24-100-002), with a term beginning
12/31/2014 and ending 12/30/2022 and the business residency requirement to operate the
facility 2 years after the expiration of the certificate. Additionally, the committee recommends
granting the 6 month lookback for this application based on the delay of application due to
the MTT appeal by their landlord of their current building at 2998 Dutton Road, which has
since been remedied.
Supported by Mr. Landsberg.
VOTE: Yes: All
No:None

Motion carried (5-0)

[LEGAL DESCRIPTION: T3N, R10E, SEC 13 & 24 PART OF W 1/2 OF SEC 13 & PART OF NW 1/4 OF SEC 24 BEG
AT PT DIST N 87-07-26 E 2660.21 FT & S 01-01-44 W 150.33 FT & N 62-15-07 W 240.61 FT & S 70-20-53 W 403.56
FT FROM NE COR OF SEC 23, TH S 33-52-03 W 420.88 FT, TH S 33-41-03 W 376.97 FT, TH S 81-17-58 W 417.02
FT, TH N 08-42-02 W 222.82 FT, TH N 00-44-20 W 175.70 FT, TH N 40-32-10 W 173.22 FT, TH ALG CURVE TO
RIGHT, RAD 240 FT, CHORD BEARS N 45-51-10 E 30.54 FT, DIST OF 30.56 FT, TH N 49-30-00 E 92.82 FT, TH ALG
CURVE TO LEFT, RAD 252.03 FT, CHORD BEARS N 18-13-08 E 261.73 FT, DIST OF 275.20 FT, TH ALG CURVE TO
RIGHT, RAD 799.12 FT, CHORD BEARS N 67-00-19 E 83.80 FT, DIST OF 83.84 FT, TH N 64-00-00 E 478.63 FT, TH
S 26-00-00 E 232.25 FT, TH S 53-11-27 E 275.94 FT TO BEG 14.63 A 12-12-13 FR 14-23-200-010]

b. 6 Month Look-back as it relates to Auburn Hill’s Current Tax Incentive Policy
Mr. DeClerck stated that Auburn Hills’ current Tax Incentive Policy requires IFEC application
before construction (or personal property purchases) begin and not afterwards. State law
allows a six month look-back period.
[MCL 207.559(2) requires that the start of construction of the facility cannot occur more
than 6 months before the filing of the application for the Industrial Facilities Exemption
Certificate with the clerk of the local unit of government.]

Many companies have come to TIRC and to City Council and have asked for the waiver of
this requirement due to various circumstances. TIRC has always recommended the waiver
and City Council has always approved it, so Mr. DeClerck doesn’t see a point in having this
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requirement as part of the Tax Incentive Policy and that this should be eliminated. [He
believes we should match MCL 207.559(2)].
Mr. Landsberg asked if there was any legal requirement to have the 6 month look-back in the
policy. Mr. Lohmeier said no, state law allows the 6 month look-back, but city policy can
have more restrictions [not less].
Mr. DeClerck asked, what the advantage is to the city to have this provision in our policy?
From Mr. Lohmeier’s perspective, there is no advantage. The tax abatement policies in many
[if not most] municipalities are aligned with state law. Companies who regularly leverage tax
abatement opportunities are used to the state’s policy. Mr. Lohmeier said he will research
this issue to see if there are any advantages to keeping our policy as is.
Mr. DeClerck asked that continued discussion about the value of the 6 month look-back
provision be added as Old Business to the April 14, 2014 TIRC meeting.
6. CITY COUNCIL UPDATE –
• Mr. DeClerck liked the format of the council update memo to the committee.
• Mr. DeClerck was appreciative of his reappointment to the Tax Incentive Review
Committee, by City Council.
• Regarding Gibbs Technologies, Mr. Lohmeier clarified that the company combined their
operations at a different location within the city boundaries. It didn’t occur to them that
they had to notify the city assessor regarding their move. The council approved
forgiveness on the IFEC agreement. [The abatements have become inactivated for
2014.]
7. OTHER – Mr. DeClerck liked the comment from Mr. McCarthy regarding his appreciation for how
city staff has worked with his company. He complimented Mr. Lohmeier for this.
8. ADJOURNMENT - There being no objections, the meeting was adjourned at 7:00 p.m.
Next meeting:

April 14, 2014 (No March meeting due to March Board of Review)

Karen Blinkilde, Deputy Assessor
O:\assessor\PA 198_IFEC\TARC -TIRC\2014\02_10_14\Minutes TIRC 2-10-14.docx
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CITY OF AUBURN HILLS
BEAUTIFICATION ADVISORY COMMISSION
February 19, 2014
CALL TO ORDER

Chairperson Foster called the meeting to order at 5:40 p.m.

ROLL CALL

Patricia Ormsbee, Celeste Yoskovich, Cheryl Verbeke, Ilene
Ingram, Karen Lewis, Richard Foster

Present:

Also Present: Elizabeth Brennan
Executive Assistant, Community Development
Absent:

Linda Hogan

Guests:

VeRonica Mitchell, City Council

LOCATION

Council Conference Room
1827 N. Squirrel, Auburn Hills, MI 48326

PERSONS WISHING TO BE HEARD – None
CORRESPONDENCE - None
APPROVAL OF MINUTES Mr. Foster moved to approve the minutes of January 15, 2014 with noted correction.
Supported by Ms. Lewis.
VOTE:
Yes: Ormsbee, Yoskovich, Verbeke, Ingram, Lewis, Foster
No: None
Motion Carried (6-0)
OLD BUSINESS –
Budget Update
$50 has been spent (year to date) for supplies for the Perennial Exchange (Pottery Barn
items) and the Beautification Council of Southeastern Michigan annual membership
dues.
ByLaws – Proposed Amendments
1) Page Two – Meetings
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Section 1 – The Commission shall meet on the third Wednesday of each month;
provided, however, that the date of a forthcoming meeting may be changed
by a motion, duly adopted at the preceding meeting.
2) Page Three – Committees
Section 1 – Revise language
The Commission has the option, as deemed necessary by the
Chairperson, to appoint committees as the need arises.
Section 2 – Delete
Section 5 – Revise language
Committees can be established at any point during the year
Approval of By-Laws Amendments
Mr. Foster moved to approve the By-Laws of the Beautification Advisory Commission as
amended on February 19, 2014
Supported by Verbeke
VOTE:
Yes: Ormsbee, Yoskovich, Ingram, Lewis, Foster, Verbeke
No: None
Motion Carried (6-0)
Perennial Exchange
Ms. Brennan introduced the new Perennial Exchange roadside banner designed inhouse by Julie Knight. The design was well received by the Commission. Ms. Brennan is
to secure three quotes for five banners to be purchased in March.
Thank you to Ms. Yoskovich for the clearance sale Pottery Barn items purchased to be
used as giveaways at the Perennial Exchange. Keep eyes open for inexpensive
giveaways.
Ms. Ormsbee offered to approach the ice cream shop downtown to gauge interest in
providing a free treat (baby ice cream cone) after the Exchange.
Ms. Brennan will work with the Chamber to see if the Downtown Merchants Association
is interested in promoting their businesses to the Exchange attendees again this year.
Beautification Council of Southeastern Michigan (BCSEM)
Ms. Brennan confirmed that the BAC will host the Summer Quarterly Meeting of the
BCSEM on Thursday, June 19th at the Community Center.
Jim Keehn, President of BCSEM, suggested a possible program by Miss Dig and will
forward contact information to the Commission if interested. Other program
suggestions included Nancy Szerlag from the Detroit News, the Owner of Auburn Oaks
Nursery and Sandy Parrott and Janet Macunovich, two writers from Michigan Gardner
magazine. Program selected must have regional appeal.
Seasonal Banner and Hardware Purchase
This agenda item was tabled until the March 19th meeting.
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Beautification Awards Program Planning
The Commission discussed potential changes to the Beautification Awards program in
January.
It was agreed that an on-line nomination form should be added to the Auburn Hills
website as an option and run the coupon nomination form printed in the Auburn Hills
Review for anyone without internet access.
The on-line nomination will also include the option for nominees to attach their own
house/landscaping photo.
Award plaque vs. outdoor garden sign. Group decided we still need a plaque and will
discuss at the next meeting if anything additional is needed.
It was decided that the event will remain at the Community Center.
A new kind of film will play at the event along with our short, formal, program.
Keep it Clean Program
The Commission discussed a possible donation to the Keep it Clean program again this
year. The donation will support their clean-up efforts with needed supplies.
Mr. Foster moved to approve the $300 donation to Keep it Clean.
Supported by Ms. Ormsbee
VOTE:
Yes: Ormsbee, Yoskovich, Ingram, Lewis, Foster, Verbeke
No: None
Motion Carried (6-0)
NEW BUSINESS Program Planning
To be tabled until the March 19th meeting
OPEN DISCUSSION - None
CONFIRMATION OF NEXT MEETING
The next scheduled meeting is March 19, 2014 at 5:30pm.
ADJOURNMENT
The meeting was adjourned at 6:45pm
Respectfully Submitted,
Elizabeth Brennan
BAC - City Staff Liaison
City of Auburn Hills
Community Development
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“Not Yet Approved"
CITY OF AUBURN HILLS
TAX INCREMENT FINANCE AUTHORITY MEETING
March 11, 2014
CALL TO ORDER:

Chairman Hassett called the meeting to order at 4:00 p.m.

ROLL CALL:

Present:
Absent:
Also Present:

Guests:

Ardelean, Dilland, Dolly, Goodhall, Gupta, Hassett, Molnar, and
Thornton
Price
TIFA Executive Director Tom Tanghe, Finance Director Gary
Barnes, Deputy Finance Director Michelle Schulz, DPW Director
Ron Melchert, Tim Juidici, OHM Engineer, John Katers, Project
Manager, OHM, Karrie Marsh, Executive Assistant
None

LOCATION: Auburn Hills City Hall, Council Chamber, 1827 North Squirrel Road, Auburn Hills, Michigan
48326
PERSONS WISHING TO BE HEARD
None
CORRESPONDENCE & PRESENTATIONS
Mr. Tanghe presented an Artist Application for Public Funding for Downtown Auburn Hills to the Board for
their review. In the 2014 TIF District A budget, $30,000.00 is allocated for this project. The application lists
the necessary requirements for applicants.
APPROVAL OF MINUTES
Moved by Mr. Molnar to approve the February 11, 2014 minutes.
Supported by Mr. Goodhall.
Yes: Ardelean, Dilland, Dolly, Goodhall, Gupta, Hassett, Molnar, Thornton
No:
none
Motion carried
FINANCIAL REPORT
Finance Director Gary Barnes presented the financial report for February 28, 2014, reviewing the activities
for this period, including the most recent revenues and expenses. That report included the following Total
Liabilities and Fund Balances and Available Cash:
TIFA 85-A
TIFA 85-B
TIFA 86-D

$ 28,870,991
$ 14,158,140
$ 27,592,108
$ 70,621,239

Available Cash (TIF-A) $ 1,407,954
Available Cash (TIF-B) $10,071,612
Available Cash (TIF-D) $ 2,936,496

Chairman Hassett asked Mr. Barnes his thoughts about the status of the financials overall. Mr. Barnes
stated that they were doing well. Mr. Tanghe stated that TIF B financials were very healthy, TIF D financials
were fine and TIF A’s balance was reduced due to the improvements at the DEN, the renovation of the
University Center and the construction of the parking garage. At this time, expenses will shift from capital
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mode to maintenance mode. Revenues are expected from the sale of land this summer and will provide
approximately $375,000 to TIF A’s account.
Moved by Mr. Molnar to approve the Financial Report of February 28, 2014 as submitted.
Supported by Mrs. Thornton.
Yes: Ardelean, Dilland, Dolly, Goodhall, Gupta, Hassett, Molnar, Thornton
No:
none
Motion carried
OLD BUSINESS - None
NEW BUSINESS
Mr. Tanghe presented a memo dated March 5, 2014 which requests approval for OHM’s Preliminary Scope
of Services on the I-75/University Drive Diverging Diamond Interchange Project.
The DDI project is the first of its kind in the State of Michigan. It will include amongst other features,
decorative guard rail, lighting, green space, approach improvements from the east and west and branding
for the City and Oakland University.
Mr. Tanghe reviewed the process the City has been involved with over recent years with MDOT, which
involved applying for numerous TIGER Grants without success. City staff has been in discussions with
MDOT staff over the past few months to find a way to fund the DDI project. MDOT has now committed $8
Million, and we are anticipating an additional $2 Million more from the MTEDF that City staff has been
working to secure. MDOT states that they will find the remaining funding needed to build the project, which
is expected through the State Legislature. MDOT has provided their word of commitment that the project
will occur and is planned for the 2015 construction season. The commitment was substantiated with the
assignment of a MDOT management team that is moving forward with the planning stages of the project.
The MDOT management team has requested that OHM Advisors create the preliminary design for the DDI
and further asked the TIFA to cover the preliminary design costs. OHM is best suited to represent the City’s
needs for the bridge replacement considering future growth expectations and traffic flow projections.
MDOT is requesting funding to begin the preliminary design work. OHM has agreed to retain a subconsultant, URS, who assists MDOT to the point of going out to bid. Mr. Tanghe distributed the newly
revised scope of work to be performed.
Mr. Tanghe thanked Chairman Hassett for representing the TIFA Board by attending the meeting with
MDOT and Legislative representatives. The support is appreciated.
Mr. Molnar asked what would happen if we ended up not receiving funding from the state. Mr. Tanghe had
raised the same concern at the meeting with MDOT and although no one at the meeting had authority to
give a definite guarantee at this point, all parties agreed that replacing the bridge was necessary and
acknowledged that there is definitely support by Legislators. Preliminary work must begin now to receive the
bridge replacement funding. Mr. Tanghe stated that the City has received support from corporations, the
Chamber of Commerce, and Legislators. The burden on the interchange is known and the significance of
replacing the bridge is understood. Mr. Molnar was comfortable hearing that there was substantial support.
Mr. Goodhall stated that the project would stop if funding was not received.
Mr. Tanghe stated that the preliminary specifications would be a part of the bid packet which would be
complete in the next three to four months.
Mrs. Thornton was concerned that the Legislature would get the impression that the TIFA could fund the
entire project. Mr. Tanghe stated that the bridge could be replaced without a contribution from TIFA,
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however, the contribution will allow us to construct the DDI rather than a replacement of the current bridge
design.
Mr. Molnar asked if MDOT engineers acknowledged the recent repairs to the bridge were temporary. The
answer was that MDOT knew it was a fix that would last approximately 12-18 months.
After Mr. Tanghe introduced DPW Director Ron Melchert, OHM Engineer, Tim Juidici, OHM Project
Manager John Katers, Chairman Hassett asked if signage would be considered for the DDI that would
prepare drivers to be in the appropriate lanes to avoid confusion. He has experienced issues when driving
on a DDI in Georgia. Chairman Hassett is also concerned about the traffic from High Meadow onto
University Drive and stated that now would be a good time to correct current issues.
Mr. Katers stated that signage would be a consideration as well as the traffic from the High Meadow area.
Mr. Juidici stated that this project has been anticipated for a while and it was nice to see it occurring.
Moved by Mr. Molnar to approve the OHM Preliminary Scope of Engineering Services, I-75 / University Drive

Diverging Diamond Interchange Project, for a cost not to exceed $690,000, and the additional scope of work
with OHM for work performed by sub-consultant URS on an hourly basis not-to-exceed $38,000 for the work
contained in the proposal dated March 11, 2014, for a total not-to-exceed $728,000; with funding provided
from TIF District B, account # 252-736-973.000-UnivDrI75DDI, and authorize the TIFA Executive Director to
execute the Agreements on behalf of the TIFA. Furthermore, recommend to City Council that they authorize
the work to be performed in City rights-of-way.
Supported by Mrs. Thornton.
Yes: Ardelean, Dilland, Dolly, Goodhall, Gupta, Hassett, Molnar, Thornton
No:
none
Motion carried

BOARD MEMBER COMMENTS
Mr. Molnar stated that in light of the recent, negative press for some TIFA’s, it was important to share with
the press about the projects being supported and the money being spent to improve our City. He
suggested more PR on various projects, he is especially proud of the Virtual Academy at the newly
constructed University Center. He would also like to have an annual photo taken of the Board.
(Mr. Dilland excused himself from the meeting at 5:02 pm.)
Mr. Tanghe stated that there have been a number of articles about the TIFA’s accomplishments, maybe not
in the way Mr. Molnar was describing.
ANNOUNCEMENT OF NEXT MEETING – The next regularly scheduled TIFA Board meeting is Tuesday,
April 8, 2014 at 4:00 p.m. at City Hall in the Administrative Conference Room.
ADJOURNMENT
Moved by Thornton to adjourn the meeting at 5:05 p.m.
Supported by Molnar.
Yes: Ardelean, Dilland, Dolly, Goodhall, Gupta, Hassett, Molnar, Thornton
No:
none
Motion carried
Respectfully submitted,

Steve Goodhall

Karrie Marsh

Secretary of the Board

Recording Secretary

CITY OF AUBURN HILLS
CITY COUNCIL AGENDA
M A R C H 17, 2014

AGENDA ITEM NO. 7B.
POLICE DEPARTMENT

To:

Mayor and City Council

From:

Peter E. Auger, City Manager; T. Hardesty, Deputy Director Emergency Services

Submitted: March 13, 2014
Subject:

Motion: Approve Purchase of Dell Laptop Mobile Workstations for Police Department

INTRODUCTION AND HISTORY
As members of CLEMIS (Courts and Law Enforcement Management Information System) the Police Department
participates in the system-wide mobile data computer system which allows us to access the state, regional and
national criminal justice information systems from our patrol cars. Officers also write police incident reports, electronic
crash reports and electronic citations in the cars keeping our officers out of the station and in the community. One of
the other benefits of the system is that we can take advantage of the group purchasing of these computers to reduce
our costs. There are now 135 agencies throughout SE Michigan that are CLEMIS participants which allows
cooperative bidding by CLEMIS to secure pricing. The County of Oakland conducted a bidding process in 2013 for the
Dell computer equipment and this contract is extended to all local units of government. Dell was awarded the bid for
the 6430ATG laptop mobile computers. CLEMIS will not support or allow connectivity of any other new mobile
computer to the system allowing them to maintain system integrity.
The Police Department 2014 approved budget includes $24,000 for the purchase and installation of 8 computers. The
8 Dell 6430ATG Laptop Mobile Workstations computers are $2176.35 each for a total cost of $18,178.72. These
computers provide increased speed and connectivity with all of the CLEMIS programs saving time for officers on the
street. The last phase of replacing the Motorola mobile data terminals will be in 2015.
STAFF RECOMMENDATION
Staff recommends City Council approve the purchase of 8 Dell 6430ATG Laptop Mobile Workstations as awarded to
Dell by the Oakland County Board of Commissioners.

MOTION
Move to approve the purchase of the Police Department purchase of 8 Dell 6430ATG Laptop Mobile
Workstations at a cost of $18,178.72 under the Oakland County Cooperative Bid.

I CONCUR:
PETER E. AUGER, CITY MANAGER

O:\CITY
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AGENDA ITEM NO. 7C.

To:

Mayor and City Council

From:

Peter E. Auger, City Manager and Dan Brisson, Manager of Fleet and Roads.

Submitted: March 12, 2014
Subject:

ITB-CAH-02-21-2014-001 Cedar Log Cabin Materials.

INTRODUCTION AND HISTORY
Budgeted from the 2014 Parks and Grounds fund is $ 40,000.00 for materials to construct the final log cabin at
Hawk Woods Nature Center. Since 2008, the DPW has constructed five replacement cabins that accommodate
six campers each, updated electrical service, built a fire pit and landscaped the campground area. The sixth and
final cabin will accommodate ten campers which will bring the total campground capacity to 40. Compared to the
original group of cabins that only provided accommodations for 24 campers, the construction of this cabin will be
helpful for the Recreation Department to attract larger groups to enjoy the camping experience at Hawk Woods
Nature Center.
The DPW has previously purchased the log materials for the cabins from Cedar Log and Lumber. Cedar Log &
Lumber states that most of the log products they sell are harvested from the Upper Peninsula and northern
Michigan. The remainder of the building materials necessary for construction will be purchased through local
suppliers such as Home Depot and Oxbow Window. Construction is planned for this spring.
Bids were solicited on the MITN website and three bids were received at the City Clerk’s office on March 11,
2014. Bid tabulations are listed:
•

Cedar Log & Lumber of Millersburg, Inc, Millersburg, Michigan

$ 20,994.65

•

84 Lumber Company, Eighty Four, Pennsylvania

$ 21,031.29

•

OL Bolyard Lumber Co., Rochester Hills, Michigan

$ 28,677.86

STAFF RECOMMENDATION
Based on our past purchasing experiences with Cedar Log & Lumber, they have proven to provide a high quality
product and excellent customer service. The DPW recommends Council approves the purchase of the log
materials needed for the project from low bidder, Cedar Log & Lumber of Millersburg, Inc.

MOTION

Move to approve the purchase of log cabin materials for the construction of the final log cabin
at Hawk Woods Nature Center from Cedar Log & Lumber of Millersburg, Inc., 6019 S. Millersburg
Road, Millersburg, Michigan 49759 in the amount of $ 20,994.65. Funding is provided from the
Parks and Grounds budget, account 101-266-975.000.

I CONCUR:
PETER E. AUGER, CITY MANAGER

O:\CITY
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AGENDA ITEM NO. 8A.

To:

Mayor and City Council

From:

Peter E. Auger, City Manager; T. Hardesty, Deputy Director Emergency Services

Submitted: March 13, 2014
Subject:

Public Hearing and Resolutions – Approving 2014 Liquor License Renewals for Establishments in
Compliance
Public Hearing and Resolutions – Objecting to 2014 Liquor License Renewals for Establishments
Not in Compliance

INTRODUCTION AND HISTORY

Establishments in Compliance: In addition to those liquor licenses recommended for approval on
March 4, 2014, the following establishments have now met all the requirements for liquor license
renewal for 2014: American Legion and Elwell Grill
Establishments Not in Compliance: The following establishments, as of today, March 12th, 2014, at
4:00 pm, still have an outstanding financial obligation to the City and therefore under section 6-11 lf the
City of Auburn Hills Code of Ordinance do not meet the requirements for liquor license renewal:
Duffy’s Irish Pub

Toby Keith’s Bar and Grill

The Clerk’s office sent notices to each of these establishments advising that the City Council would be
holding a hearing on March 17, 2013, regarding the City’s potential objection to the renewal of their
liquor licenses based on outstanding financial obligations to the City. These notices were sent two
ways:
• By first class, certified mail on March 4, 2014
• By letters hand delivered by the Auburn Hills Police Department on March 5, 2014
o Duffy’s Irish Pub
o Toby Keith’s Bar and Grill
o Elwell’s

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

For those establishments which have now paid their outstanding financial obligation to the City the staff
recommends the City Council recommend to the Michigan Liquor Control Commission renewal of their
liquor license.
After the public hearing for those establishments not in compliance, if City Council finds financial
obligations still outstanding by March 26th, 2014, staff recommends that the City formally object to the
renewal of these liquor licenses.
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MOTION

Move to recommend approval of the annual liquor licenses of those establishments who have now
met the licensing requirements of the City: The American Legion and Elwell Grill.
Move to adopt the resolutions objecting to renewal of liquor licenses, based on outstanding
financial obligations to the City, for Duffy’s Irish Pub and Toby Keith’s I Love this Bar and Grill.

I CONCUR:
PETER E. AUGER, CITY MANAGER

LICENSES NOT MEETING ELIGIBILITY FOR RENEWAL
The following establishments have not met the requirements for license renewal due to non-payment of renewal fees,
water/sewer fees, and/or taxes.

Real Property Taxes as of Personal Property Taxes as
03/13/14
of 03/13/14

Company Name

2013 Summer 2013 Winter 2013 Summer 2013 Winter

Total Taxes
License
Renewal Fees
Due

Water &
Sewer

Total Amount
Due

Toby Keith's I Love This Bar

0.00

0.00

220.96

5,074.86

5,295.82

0.00

0.00

5,295.82

Duffy's Irish Pub

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

7,191.88

7,191.88

*Note: Status as of 03/13/14

Grand Total Delinquencies

12,487.70

CITY OF AUBURN HILLS
CITY COUNCIL AGENDA
M A R C H 17, 2014
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A G E N D A I T E M N O . 8E .
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

To:

Mayor and City Council

From:

Peter E. Auger, City Manager; Steven J. Cohen, Director of Community Development; and Shawn Keenan,
Assistant City Planner

Submitted:

March 12, 2014

Subject:

Landfill Oversight Monitoring Program Consultant
Motion – Award Contract for the Oakland Heights Development (OHD) Landfill Oversight of Groundwater
Monitoring Program

INTRODUCTION
As allowed under the provisions within the Host Agreement between the City of Auburn Hills and OHD Landfill the City
has provided third-party oversight of the OHD’s quarterly groundwater monitoring program. To assure the interests and
concerns of the City well addressed, the City has hired consultants with experience and expertise in:
• Landfill groundwater monitoring program oversight.
• Reviewing quarterly monitoring reports provided by landfill representatives, communicating with landfill
representatives, and preparing technical reports for each monitoring event.
• Communication with MDNRE staff, municipal staff, municipal officials, and the general public
The City’s contract with Environmental Resources Group (ERG) expired at the end of 2013. Prior to the expiration of
ERG’s contract the City’s designated project manager Mr. Foerg had left the company to start his own company. As a
result of these two occurrences it was determined by city staff to send out a Request for Proposal (RFQ) to help assure
the City continues to receive high quality oversight and reporting services related to OHD landfill groundwater monitoring
program.
The City posted the RFQ to the Michigan Inter-governmental Trade Network (MITN) website on November 14, 2014.
Eight firms responded to the City’s RFQ.
REVIEW PROCESS
The City received submittals from the following firms:
•
•
•
•

AKT Peerless
Cornerstone Environmental Group, LLC
Engineering & Environmental Solutions, LLC
Environmental Consulting Solutions

•
•
•
•

Environmental Resources Group
Nova Consultants, Inc.
Testing Engineers & Consultants, Inc.
TriMedia Consultants

All eight submittals were reviewed by Ms. Stephanie Carroll, Coordinator of Community Relations and Legislative Affairs
and Mr. Shawn Keenan, Assistant City Planner to identify the top four most qualified firms to be interviewed. The criteria
used to determine the most qualified firms included:
•
•
•
•
•
•

Demonstrated understanding of the scope of work project.
Staffing with strong team experience, including a history of successful working relationships with municipalities
and MDNRE.
Experience with landfill monitoring projects.
Ability to gather and evaluate data and effectively communicate results to lay persons.
Unique value the firm or team can provide.
References.

The four firms selected for an interview include:
•
•

AKT Peerless
Cornerstone Environmental Group, LLC

•
•

Testing Engineers & Consultants, Inc.
TriMedia Consultants

A Review Committee was formed to interview the four firms to further assess each firm’s qualifications and
communication skills. The committee included Council Member Henry Knight, Ms. Carroll, and Mr. Keenan. The Review
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Committee determined that Environmental Consulting Solutions is the most qualified firm to oversee for the City the
Oakland Heights Development (OHD) Landfill Oversight of Groundwater Monitoring Program.
CONTRACT SERVICE COSTS
The annual cost for services is estimated at $14,550.00. The annual cost estimate is based on the assumption of
providing the following services: 12 days of monitoring ($7,200.00); development/submission of four quarterly reports and
one annual report ($6,150.00); and attending three council meetings ($1,200.00). The terms of the contract cover
services for a three year period. The total cost over the three year term of the contract is estimated at $43,650.00.
The estimated annual cost of services under the proposed contract is more than the City’s previous service contract which
the City entered into back in 2009. Based on the assumptions within this proposed contract the cost of services under
previous contract would equal $12,300.00 per year, which is $2,250.00 less than the proposed contract. The $2,250.00
difference constitutes an approximated 27% increase in annual expenditure over the previous contract.
The City has the option to renew the contract for another three years (January 1, 2017 thru December 31, 2019). At the
time of renewal the contract price schedule shall be reviewed and revised in accordance with the Consumer Price Index
escalator. Any increases or decreased to the contract must be approved by the City. The adjustment shall not exceed an
increase or decrease in excess of 3%, excluding the percentage of the contract attributed to fuel charges.
REVIEW COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION
The Review Committee recommends that the contract for professional services for the Oakland Heights Development
Landfill Oversight of Groundwater Monitoring Program be awarded to Environmental Consulting Solutions.
MOTION
“Move to award the contract for professional services for the Oakland Heights Development Landfill Oversight
Groundwater Monitoring Program to Environmental Consulting Solutions.”

I CONCUR:
PETER E. AUGER, CITY MANAGER

December 6, 2013
Mr. Shawn Keenan
Water Resources Coordinator
City of Auburn Hills
1827 North Squirrel Road
Auburn Hills, Michigan 48326
Re:

Qualifications for Oakland Heights Development (OHD) Landfill
Oversight of Groundwater Monitoring Program
City of Auburn Hills, Michigan
ECS Proposal 1007p

Dear Mr. Keenan:
Environmental Consulting Solutions, LLC (ECS) is pleased to provide this Qualifications Package
in response to the Request For Qualifications issued by the City of Auburn Hills for the Oakland
Heights Development (OHD) Landfill, Oversight of Groundwater Monitoring Program.
ECS Profile Summary
ECS was established by Andrew J. Foerg, CPG in 2013 and is registered in Michigan. Although ECS
is a young firm, its members have over 40 years of experience. Mr. Foerg is a certified professional
geologist (IN, KY and AIPG), an accredited asbestos inspector (MI), a certified underground
storage tank professional (MI) and a licensed lead based paint inspector and risk assessor (MI,
OH). In addition, ECS has a variety of strategic partners, subconsultants and subcontractors that
provide it with the depth and breadth of a much larger firm. ECS carries commercial general
liability, pollution liability, professional errors and omissions liability, automobile liability and
other insurance coverage’s that are customary to the industry.
ECS staff have substantial experience with a wide variety of services, many of which are related to
landfills. ECS provides expertise in hydrogeology, environmental monitoring, water quality
assessment and landfill remediation. Our staff have experience in the following services related
to landfills:
•
•
•
•
•
•

Oversight of groundwater monitoring programs at landfills
Review and technical evaluation of landfill monitoring reports
Presentation of technical data to non-technical staff and officials
Groundwater monitoring at landfills
Geological studies at landfills
Groundwater investigations at and adjoining landfills

Qualifications Package for
Oakland Heights Development Landfill
Oversight of Groundwater Monitoring Program
City of Auburn Hills, Michigan

•
•
•
•
•

December 6, 2013
ECS Proposal 1007p
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Monitoring well design, construction, and testing
Soil gas monitoring
Waste characterization
Soil remediation
Groundwater remediation.

This qualifications package establishes: ECS’s experience and expertise in the Qualification
Requirements; ECS’s superior understanding of the scope of work and ability to achieve the
project objectives; and, our unique capability to meet the Selection Criteria.
Qualification Requirements

Landfill Groundwater Monitoring Program Oversight
ECS members Andrew Foerg and Penny Dwoinen have extensive experience with oversight of the
landfill groundwater monitoring program at OHD. Their combined experience includes the period
from the late 1990s to today. In addition, Mr. Foerg was employed for several years with the Solid
Waste Division of the Wayne County Environmental Health Department. His duties in this position
included conducting split sampling of the groundwater monitoring networks at all of the licensed
landfills in Wayne, Oakland, Macomb, Washtenaw and St. Clair counties on behalf of the Michigan
Department of Environmental Quality. Mr. Foerg also has extensive experience with investigation,
monitoring and remediation of unlicensed municipal and industrial landfills in a variety of
locations including Michigan, Ohio and Delaware.

Reviewing Quarterly Reports, Communication with Landfill Representatives, Technical Report
Preparation
ECS staff have been performing these functions on a continuous basis for the City of Auburn Hills
for over 15 years. We have developed solid, professional working relationships with staff and
officials at the City as well as OHD operators (Republic), consultants (Brown and Caldwell) and
sampling contractors (ESS). These relationships enable ECS to communicate clearly and efficiently
with all parties, thereby decreasing complications potentially associated with the inevitable
“issues” that arise.
ECS staff have many years of experience performing third party review of technical reports and
preparing technical reports. Examples of areas where ECS staff have prepared, reviewed and/or
prepared technical summaries include, but are not limited to landfill monitoring, underground
storage tank assessment and closure, non-landfill groundwater monitoring, hydrogeological
studies, due diligence (Phase I/II/III), soil and groundwater remediation, lead based paint,
asbestos, radon, NEPA, Ohio Voluntary Action Plan, Ohio DOT, storm water plans, spill
prevention/control/countermeasure plans, health and safety plans, risk assessments, Baseline
Environmental Assessment, Due Care Plans, Response Activity Plans, No Further Action reports
and interim Remedial Action Plans.

Qualifications Package for
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Communication with MDEQ Staff, Auburn Hills Staff and Officials and General Public
As stated previously, ECS staff have been performing these functions for the City for many years.
Mr. Foerg actually began this project when the City entity that reviewed the findings was the
Environmental Review Board. One of our core strengths is communication with both technical
specialists, non-technical staff and clients and the general public. Mr. Foerg and Ms. Dwoinen
have both communicated technical issues and findings to non-technical staff/clients and the
general public on numerous occasions. Examples include public education functions associated
with storm water plans; discussing risks associated with contaminated media (soil, groundwater,
mold, asbestos, lead based paint etc.) with school boards, city councils, parents of school children,
public housing staff and residents; and, conducting various training sessions on a variety of issues.
In addition, ECS’s breadth and depth of experience enables us to “see the bigger picture” which,
when combined with our exceptional communication talents, translates into the ability to respond
to, address and explain clearly nearly every conceivable issue.
Scope of Work
ECS understands that the Host Agreement between the City of Auburn Hills and OHD has a
provision that allows for third party oversight of the quarterly monitoring program (groundwater,
surface water, leachate and secondary collection system). Mr. Foerg has performed a detailed
review of the original and subsequent revisions of the Host Agreement. In addition, his landfill
monitoring experience with the Wayne County Environmental Health Department provides him
with a deep knowledge base to draw on. Oversight of the monitoring program provides the City
of Auburn Hills with an understanding of how the landfill operations may affect residents and
provides a basis for municipal staff to respond to resident requests for information.
To achieve these objectives, the City of Auburn Hills intends to retain a professional firm to
provide field oversight, evaluate technical reports/data, identify concerns (if any), communicate
with landfill representatives and/or MDEQ, and convey the findings, in layman’s terms, in written
summary reports and orally at City Council meetings. Mr. Foerg has developed a thorough, yet
concise, report format that has been met with appreciation by members of the City Council.
In addition, the selected firm will respond to questions from City officials and residents (as
directed by the City).
Based on our understanding of the Scope of Work, the following Tasks will be conducted during
the contract period.

Field Oversight of Monitoring Program
The sampling subcontractor for the landfill performs quarterly sampling of the monitoring
systems (groundwater, surface water, leachate, and secondary collection). The duration of these
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events typically averages four (4) days; however it is dependent on whether the sampling
parameters fall under the quarterly, semi-annual or annual categories as well as other variables
including weather conditions, the number of new groundwater monitoring wells undergoing
background sample collection and equipment malfunctions.
In an effort to reduce the administrative burden on the City and provide a clear line of
communication, ECS proposes to coordinate directly with OHD and their sampling contractor, for
oversight of monitoring events.
ESC will provide experienced environmental staff to provide monitoring oversight. Observations
regarding conformance to the Hydrogeologic Monitoring Plan (HMP) protocols and the condition
of monitoring system components will be documented.
ECS will coordinate directly with OHD and their consultant to obtain copies of all Monitoring
Reports and associated documents. This will result in clear lines of communication, decrease the
administrative burden to Auburn Hills and reduce the amount of time between monitoring events
and ECS Summary Report submittals. ECS will communicate directly with the OHD and their
consultant regarding questions and/or issues that are associated with the field monitoring events
and/or their Monitoring Reports. This will result in a more thorough evaluation of each
Monitoring Report and reduce the number of “open” issues.

Summary Report Preparation
ECS will prepare four (4) quarterly reports and one (1) annual summary report per calendar year.
Each quarterly Summary Report will include:
•
•
•
•
•
•

Notable field observations
Noted deviations from the approved HMP sampling Procedures
A discussion and evaluation of OHD’s consultant’s reports
Discussion and evaluation of Notices and Demonstrations
Discussion of any outstanding issues from previous events
Recommendations

The annual Summary Report will include a summary of notable items from the calendar year. ECS
will also provide a copy of each quarterly and annual Summary Report directly to OHD and their
consultant.

Presentation at City Council Meetings
At the City’s request, ECS’s president, Andrew Foerg, will attend City Council meetings to present
the findings of Summary Reports and/or address related issues that arise. ECS understands that
the City Council typically has a full agenda and that a concise verbal summary of conditions, in
laymen’s terms, is the key to this presentation.
In addition, to reduce administrative burden to the City and foster direct communication, ECS will
coordinate Council meeting attendance with representatives of OHD and their consultant.
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Out of Scope of Services
ECS understands that during the duration of the contract, out of scope services may be required.
In the past, out of scope services have included following up on issues that arise during quarterly
monitoring events, discussions with the landfill consultant, issue resolution with the MDEQ, and
communication with regulators, clients, and the general public.
Selection Criteria
ECS is the firm that is most qualified to complete the project based on the following qualifications
and experience:

Demonstrated Understanding of the Scope of Work
The primary members of ECS have been providing the services associated with the scope of work
to the City for over 15 years. They have an intimate understanding of the scope of work and the
importance of clear, concise, and effective communication. During this time period, the basic
project requirements have remained consistent, however the communication aspect has evolved
significantly.
ECS members have developed relationships, and communicate directly with OHD operators (Bill
Dolsen and Rob Moore of Republic Services), Republic’s environmental consultant (Kerri Lilley and
Joe Warburton of Brown and Caldwell), Republic’s sampling contractor (Bob Thomas and Jim
Wooster of ESS) and the MDEQ Project Manager, Jim Bakun.
This level of communication reduces the administrative burden to the City and reduces the
timeframe for resolving issues. In addition, Mr. Foerg clearly understands the need for presenting
effective, concise summaries to the City Council and has developed a rapport with Council
members has that further improved communication.

ESC Experience and History of Successful Working Relationships
As indicated above, the ECS team has very strong experience in a vast array of environmental
services and is unique in our experience with this project. Mr. Foerg and Ms. Dwoinen have both
developed a myriad of successful working relationships with municipalities and regulators, as
demonstrated by the following partial list:
MDEQ Waste and Hazardous Materials Staff
MDEQ Remediation and Redevelopment Staff
MDEQ/LARA UST Staff
Wayne County Department of Environment
Michigan State Housing Development Authority
Detroit Housing Commission
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City of Auburn Hills
City of Madison Heights
City of Trenton
City of Southfield
Handy Township
City of West Bloomfield
City of Troy
Troy Public Schools
Almont Community Schools
Dearborn Public Schools
Macomb Intermediate School District
Marygrove College

Experience with Landfill Monitoring Projects
In addition to over 15 years of experience with the OHD landfill monitoring project, and
Mr. Foerg’s experience with as a regulator of landfills with Wayne County, ECS staff have
experience with landfill monitoring, assessment and/or remediation at the following sites:
Former Fons Landfill – Southfield, MI
Huron Landfill - Bad Axe, MI
Ford Sandusky Plant Industrial Landfill – Sandusky, OH
GM Delaware Plant Industrial Landfill – Delaware
Confidential Client – Abandoned Landfill on Stream Bank – Jackson, MI
Bay Corrugated Lead Acid Battery Landfill – Monroe, MI
EQ Hazardous Waste Landfill – Belleville, MI

Ability to Gather/Evaluate Data and Communicate Effectively to Lay Persons
ECS staff have been performing these functions for the City of Auburn Hills for many years. Other
examples include:
Public education functions associated with storm water plans;
Contractor health and safety briefings;
Meetings with public housing staff and residents;
Meetings with school boards and parents of school children; and,
Meetings with city councils and municipal staff
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Unique Value
The unique value that the ECS team provides is the combination of:
Our intimate knowledge of the project and the people involved;
Our well established relationships;
Our highly developed communication skills; and,
Our sincere desire to assist the City of Auburn Hills carry out the provisions of the Host Agreement
for the benefit of the residents.

References
William Hogan – City Engineer, Trenton MI – 734-675-8251
Patricia Thornton – Senior Geologist, MDEQ – 586-753-3758
Don Ball – Director of Maintenance and Safety, Dearborn Public Schools – 313-827-3203
Christopher Baker- Attorney, Varnum Law – 248-567-7400
Lori Harris – Senior Project Manager, Norstar Development USA – 518-431-1051
Thank you for the opportunity to provide this Qualifications Package. We look forward to
discussing our qualifications with you, and if you have any questions, please contact us at 248763-3639.
Sincerely,
ENVIRONMENTAL CONSULTING SOLUTIONS, LLC

Andrew J. Foerg, CPG
President
Enclosures

Elements of the Groundwater Monitoring
Program
Quarterly Monitoring
Events
•

Groundwater – 30 groundwater
monitoring wells and 2
piezometers, 3 monitoring
zones (perched, Upper
Regional, Middle Regional)

•

Surface Water – 4 locations, 2
are typically dry

•

Leachate Collection System – 2
locations, Phase I and Phase II

•

Secondary Collection System –
The “Early Warning System” for
Phase II cells A-F

Key Players

Environmental
Sampling
Services, Inc.

We communicate real goodly

Elements of the Oversight Program
•

Communication/coordination with sampling personnel,
landfill operator, and landfill consultant.

•

Qualified environmental personnel observe quarterly
monitoring events, document physical condition of
monitoring system components, adherence to HMP and
notable observations.

•

Review quarterly monitoring reports prepared by landfill
consultant.

•

Identify potential issues, communicate with appropriate
stakeholders. Goal is minimizing open issues and ensuring
that adequate monitoring and solutions are established.

•

Prepare concise summary of each event/report and
present findings to the City Council.

We know what we are doing…

We are…

We work hard to establish…

March 4, 2014
Mr. Shawn Keenan
City of Auburn Hills
1827 North Squirrel Road
Auburn Hills, Michigan 48326
Re:

Proposal to Provide Professional Services for
Oversight of the Groundwater Monitoring Program
For the Oakland Heights Development Landfill
Located at 2350 Brown Road in Auburn Hills, Michigan
ECS Proposal 1007p.rev1

Dear Mr. Keenan:
Environmental Consulting Services, LLC (ECS) is pleased to present this proposal to Provide
Professional Services to the City of Auburn Hills to perform oversight of the groundwater
monitoring program at the Oakland Heights Development Landfill (OHD) in Auburn Hills,
Michigan. Mr. Andrew J. Foerg, ECS principal, will manage the project and present summary report
findings at City Council meetings as requested.
OBJECTIVES
ECS understands that the Host Agreement between the City of Auburn Hills and OHD has a
provision that allows for third party oversight of the quarterly groundwater monitoring program
(groundwater, surface water, leachate and secondary collection system). The City of Auburn Hills
wishes to retain a professional firm to provide field oversight, evaluate technical reports/data,
identify concerns (if any), communicate with landfill representatives and/or MDEQ, and convey
the findings, in layman’s terms, in written summary reports and orally at City Council meetings.
SCOPE OF WORK

Task 1 – Field Oversight of Monitoring Program
The subcontractor for the landfill performs quarterly sampling of the groundwater monitoring
system. The duration of these events typically averages three days; however the duration of each
event is dependent on the sampling parameters (quarterly, semi-annual or annual), weather
conditions and potential equipment problems.
ECS will coordinate directly with OHD and their sampling contractor to schedule monitoring
events. ECS will provide experienced environmental staff to provide monitoring oversight.
Observations regarding conformance to the Hydrogeologic Monitoring Plan (HMP) protocols and

Proposal for Professional Consulting Services – OHD, Auburn Hills, MI
Mr. Shawn Keenan – City of Auburn Hills, MI
March 4, 2014
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the condition of monitoring system components will be documented. ECS will coordinate directly
with OHD and their consultant to obtain copies of all Monitoring Reports and associated
documents. In addition, ECS will communicate directly with OHD and their consultant regarding
questions and/or issues that are associated with the field monitoring events and/or their
Monitoring Reports.

Task 2 – Summary Report Preparation
ECS will prepare four (4) quarterly reports and one (1) annual summary report per calendar year.
Each quarterly Summary Report will include:
•
•
•
•
•
•

A summary of field observations and monitoring system components
Noted deviations from the approved HMP sampling Procedures
A discussion and evaluation of OHD’s consultant’s reports
Discussion and evaluation of notable issues
Discussion of relevant outstanding issues from previous events
Recommendations

The annual Summary Report will also include a summary of notable items from the calendar year.
ECS will also provide a copy of each quarterly and annual Summary Report directly to OHD and
their consultant.

Task 3 – Presentation at City Council Meetings
As requested, Andrew Foerg, will attend City Council meetings to present the findings of Summary
Reports and/or address related issues that arise. ECS understands that the City Council typically
has a full agenda and that a concise verbal summary of conditions, in laymen’s terms, is the key
to this presentation. For cost estimating purposes, it is assumed that ECS will be requested to
attend three City Council meetings per calendar year. In addition, ECS will coordinate Council
meeting attendance with representatives of OHD and their consultant.

Task 4 – Out of Scope of Services
Out of scope services (e.g. research/communication/consulting on notable issues and/or other
issues to respond to the City’s requests) will be provided on an as-needed, time and materials
basis unless a cost estimate for a specific scope of work is requested. Time and materials
consulting for out of scope services will be billed at the unit rates found attached to this proposal.
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ESTIMATED ANNUAL PROJECT FEES
ECS will perform the identified tasks for the unit prices presented below:
ITEM

QUANTITY UNIT

Task 1 – Monitoring Oversight
Oversight (includes mobilization and 12*
mileage)
Subtotal Task 1:
Task 2 – Reporting
Quarterly Reports
4
Annual Reports
1
Subtotal Task 2:
Task 3 – Attend City Council Meetings
Attend City Council Meetings (includes 3**
mileage)
Subtotal Task 3:

Days

UNIT PRICE

BUDGET
ESTIMATE

$600.00

$7,200.00
$7,200.00

L.S.
L.S.

$1,100.00
$1,750.00

$4,400.00
$1,750.00
$6,150.00

L.S.

$400.00

$1,200.00
$1,200.00

*Quantity is based on assumption of four events per year, and three days per event.
**Quantity is based on assumption of attending three City Council meetings per year.
For the purpose of fiscal control, ECS guarantees that our cost for the tasks outlined above will
not exceed the unit prices indicated above. We agree that reasonable variation to the work to be
performed may be made, but reserve the right to renegotiate the above amount should significant
variation be requested.
PROJECT SCHEDULE
ECS is prepared to initiate the proposed services upon receipt of your signed authorization. ECS
will make all reasonable efforts to accommodate the OHD monitoring schedule as well as requests
for attendance for City Council meetings.
Quarterly Reports will be submitted to Auburn Hills within three weeks of ECS’s receipt of OHD
Reports. Annual Reports will be submitted within four weeks of receipt of OHD Reports.
PROVISIONS
•

ECS understand that the services quoted within this proposal are for the term ending
December 31, 2016, with the City’s option to renew the contract for an additional 3 years.
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•

The contract price schedule shall be reviewed and revised at each extension period, if any, in
accordance with the referenced Consumer Price Index escalator. Any increases or decreases
to the contract must be approved by the City. The adjustment shall not exceed an increase or
decrease in excess of 3%, excluding the percentage of the contract attributable to fuel charges
and shall utilize as a base index January 2014. The contract prices shall be established for the
next extension period beginning in 2017, following evaluation.

•

The reference Consumer Price Index shall be the Consumer Price Index for Urban Wage
Earners and Clerical Workers for All Items, within the dataset for the Midwest Urban DetroitAnn Arbor-Flint, Michigan (published by the Bureau of Labor Statistics, U.S. Department of
Labor).

•

In the even the U.S. Department of Labor Statistics ceases to publish the CPI, another equally
authoritative measure of change in the purchasing power of the U.S. Dollar, as may be then
available, shall be substituted.

ECS further understands that the City has the option to terminate the contract if Andrew J. Foerg
is no longer associated with ECS.
ECS’s General Conditions are attached and made part of this proposal. Payment terms are net 30
days. Client agrees to pay a finance charge of one and one-half percent (1-1/2%) per month on
past due accounts.
If this proposal meets with your approval, please sign in the space provided below and return a
copy to us.
Thank you for the opportunity to provide this proposal. If you have any questions, please contact
me at 248-763-3639.
Sincerely,
ENVIRONMENTAL CONSULTING SOLUTIONS, LLC

Andrew J. Foerg, CPG
President
Enclosures
Accepted by:

Date:

2014 LABOR RATE SCHEDULE
Out Of Scope Services
City of Auburn Hills
Oversight of Groundwater Monitoring
Program
Oakland Heights Development
Labor Rates:
The following labor rates will be utilized for out of scope services performed for the above referenced
project.
Principal
Senior Project Manager
Project Manager
Project Engineer/Scientist
Staff Engineer/Scientist
Senior Technician
Environmental Technician
Administrative/CADD

$125/hour
$100/hour
$90/hour
$85/hour
$75/hour
$65/hour
$60/hour
$50/hour

Environmental Consulting Solutions, LLC
Standard Terms and Conditions
Payment Terms Environmental Consulting Solutions, LLC (ECS) shall submit monthly invoices for services performed and Client shall pay
the full invoice amount within 30 calendar days of the invoice date. ECS shall be entitled to a 1.5% per month administrative charge in
the event of payment delay. Client payment to ECS is not contingent on arrangement of project financing. Invoice payment delayed
beyond 60 calendar days shall give ECS the right to suspend services until payments are current. Non-payment beyond 70 calendar days
shall be just cause for termination by ECS.
Standard of Care For all services performed hereunder, ECS will strive to conduct services under this agreement in a manner consistent
with that level of care and skill ordinarily exercised by members of ECS’s profession currently practicing in the same locality under similar
conditions where such services are performed. The standard of care shall exclusively be judged as of the time the services are rendered
and not according to later standards. ECS MAKES NO OTHER WARRANTY, GUARANTEE, OR CERTIFICATION, EXPRESSED OR IMPLIED,
WITH RESPECT TO ANY SERVICES PERFORMED. ECS SHALL NOT BE LIABLE FOR ANY CLAIM, DAMAGE, COST OR EXPENSE, INCLUDING
ATTORNEY FEES, OR OTHER LIABILITY OR LOSS NOT CAUSED BY THE NEGLIGENCE OR WILLFUL MISCONDUCT OF ECS.
Additional Services Client and ECS acknowledge that additional services may be necessary for the Project to address issues that may
not be known at Project initiation or that may be required to address circumstances that were not foreseen. In that event, ECS shall notify
Client of the need for additional services and Client shall pay for such additional services in an amount and manner as the parties may
subsequently agree.
Reliance by Third Parties: Any written documents, including but not limited to data, reports, findings, summaries or recommendations,
prepared by ECS for Client in the course of performing the services under this Agreement may not be relied upon by any person or entity
other than Client without ECS’s prior written consent. Client releases ECS from liability and agrees to defend, indemnify, protect and
hold harmless ECS from any and all claims, liabilities, damages, or expenses arising, in whole or in part, from such unauthorized
distribution.
Compensation In consideration of the services performed by ECS, Client shall pay ECS in the manner set forth in the ECS proposal. The
parties acknowledge that terms of compensation are based on an orderly and continuous progress of the Project. Compensation shall be
equitably adjusted for delays or extensions of time beyond the control of ECS. Where total project compensation has been separately
identified for various Tasks/Work Orders, ECS may adjust the amounts allocated between Tasks or Work Orders as the work progresses
so long as the total compensation amount for the project is not exceeded.
Ownership of Documents ECS’s reports, boring logs, maps, field data, drawings, test results, and other similar documents are
instruments of professional service, not products and shall remain the property of ECS.
Confidentiality ECS agrees that it shall consider all work performed for Client, and all results of that work, including, but not limited to,
any reports or test results, as well as any and all information provided to ECS in connection with this Agreement (“confidential
information”) as confidential to Client, to be shared only with Client, and Client’s legal counsel. Notwithstanding the above, ECS may
comply with all legally-binding judicial orders or governmental directives and federal, state, and local laws, rules, regulations and
ordinances which mandates reports to appropriate public agencies of ECS’s knowledge of, or findings, which indicate an existing danger
to the public health, safety and environment; provided, however, that if ECS determines that it is required to disclose confidential
information, it shall notify Client, in writing, or by facsimile, prior to disclosure.
Disclosure Of Hazardous Chemicals: To the extent in Client’s possession and as required by federal, state and local regulations to be
possessed by client, Client shall provide ECS with a list of hazardous chemicals in the work place to which employees or subcontractors
of ECS may be exposed while executing the services governed by this Agreement.
Hazardous Materials: Client understands and acknowledges that ECS and its subcontractors have played no role in the generation,
disposal, creation or any release or threat of release of a substance, waste, compound or material, hazardous or non-hazardous, which
may exist at the site. Nothing contained within this Agreement shall be construed or interpreted as requiring ECS to assume the status of
generator, transporter, or disposal facility nor as one who stores or treats as those terms appear within Resource Conservation and
Recovery Act ("RCRA") or within any Federal, State, or Local statue or regulation governing the generation, transportation, treatment,
storage and disposal of pollutants. Client assumes full responsibility for compliance with the provisions of RCRA and any other Federal,
State or local statute or regulation governing the handling, treatment, storage and disposal of pollutants.
Consequential Damages Neither Client nor ECS shall be liable to the other for any consequential damages regardless of the nature or
fault.
Access to Site: Client will arrange and provide access to each site upon which it will be necessary for ECS to perform its work. In the event
work is required on any site not owned by Client, Client represents and warrants to ECS that Client has obtained all necessary permission
and authority, in writing, for ECS to enter upon the site and conduct its work. Client shall, upon request, provide ECS with evidence of
such permission as well as acceptance of the other terms and conditions set forth by Client(s) and tenant(s), if applicable, of such site(s)
in a form acceptable to ECS. Any work performed by ECS with respect to obtaining permission to enter upon and do work on the lands
of others, as well as any work performed by ECS pursuant to this Agreement, shall be deemed as being done on behalf of Client and
Client agrees to assume all such risks. ECS shall take reasonable measures and precautions to minimize damage to each site and any
improvements located thereon as the result of its work and the use of its equipment.

Cost Estimates or Opinions ECS may prepare cost estimates or opinions for the Project based on historical information that represents
the judgment of a qualified professional. Client and ECS acknowledge that actual costs may vary from the cost estimates or opinions
prepared and that ECS offers no guarantee related to the Project cost.
Client’s Duty to Notify Client shall be responsible for correctly designating the location of all property lines of the project site and all
subsurface installations, such as pipes, tanks, cable, electrical lines, telephone line and utilities within the project site unless otherwise
agreed in writing.
Responsibility for Third Parties ECS is not responsible for the completion or quality of work that is dependent upon or performed by
Client or third parties not under the direct control of ECS, nor is ECS responsible for their acts or omissions or for any damages resulting
there from.
Information from Other Parties Client and ECS acknowledge that ECS will rely on information furnished by other parties in performing
its services under the Project. ECS shall not be liable for any damages that may be incurred by Client in the use of third party information.
Limitations of Procedures, Equipment and Tests/Assumption of Risk: Information obtained from inspections, analysis and testing of
sample materials shall be accurately reported on boring logs. Such information is considered evidence with respect to the detection,
quantification and identification of pollutants, but any inference or conclusion based thereon is necessarily an opinion based upon
engineering judgment and shall not be construed as a representation of fact. Groundwater levels and composition may vary due to
seasonal and climatological changes and extrinsic conditions and, unless samples and testing are conducted over an extended period of
time, pollutants may or may not be found to exist at a specific time of inspection. Client understands that, due to intervening causes such
as natural groundwater flows or human intervention, such sampling and analysis may indicate the presence of contamination. There is a
risk that sampling techniques may themselves result in contamination of certain subsurface areas such as when a probe or boring device
moves through a contaminated area linking it to an aquifer or other hydrous body not previously contaminated and capable of
transporting pollutants. BECAUSE THE RISKS SET FORTH IN THIS SECTION ARE UNAVOIDABLE AND BECAUSE THE SAMPLING
TECHNIQUES TO BE EMPLOYED ARE A NECESSARY ASPECT OF ECS'S WORK ON CLIENT'S BEHALF, CLIENT AGREES TO ASSUME THESE
RISKS, except those caused by ECS’s negligence or willful misconduct. The discovery of certain pollutants may make it necessary for ECS
to take immediate measures to protect human health and safety. ECS shall notify Client as soon as reasonably possible should such
pollutants be suspected or discovered. Client agrees to reimburse ECS for the reasonable cost of implementing such measures under the
circumstances.
Modifications to Documents Neither Client nor any other person may change or modify ECS’s documents without ECS’s written
authorization. Client releases ECS from liability and agrees to defend, indemnify, protect, and hold harmless ECS from any and all claims,
liability, damages, or expenses arising, in whole or in part, from such unauthorized changes or modifications.
Limitation of Liability In recognition of the relative risks and benefits of the project to both Client and ECS, Client agrees to the fullest
extent permitted by law, to limit the liability of ECS for any and all damages or claim expenses arising out of this agreement, from any
and all causes, to $50,000 or the fee realized by ECS for the Project, whichever is greater.
Indemnification ECS agrees, to the fullest extent permitted by law, to indemnify and hold Client harmless from any damage, liability or
cost to the extent caused by ECS’s negligent acts, errors or omissions in the performance of professional services under this Agreement
and those of his or her subconsultants or anyone for whom ECS is legally liable. Client agrees, to the fullest extent permitted by law, to
indemnify and hold ECS harmless from any damage, liability or cost to the extent caused by Client’s negligent acts, errors or omissions
and those of his or her contractors, subcontractors or consultants or anyone for whom Client is legally liable, and arising from the project
that is the subject of this Agreement. Neither party is obligated to indemnify the other in any manner whatsoever for the other’s own
negligence. IN NO EVENT SHALL EITHER PARTY BE LIABLE FOR ANY SPECIAL, PUNITIVE OR CONSEQUENTIAL DAMAGES, LOST PROFITS
OR ANY INDIRECT DAMAGES, HOWEVER CAUSED AND ON ANY THEORY OF LIABILITY WHETHER BASED ON BREACH OF CONTRACT,
BREACH OF WARRANTY OR TORT (INCLUDING NEGLIGENCE).
Independent Consultant ECS shall serve as an independent consultant for services provided under this agreement. ECS shall retain
control over the means and methods used in performing their services and may retain subconsultants to perform certain services as
determined by ECS.
Governing Law This Agreement shall be governed by and construed in accordance with the laws of the State of Michigan.
Lien Rights ECS may file a lien against Client’s property in the event that Client does not make payment within the time prescribed in
this agreement. Client agrees that services by ECS are considered property improvements and Client waives the right to any legal defense
to the contrary.
Dispute Resolution Client agrees that if any dispute arising out of or relating to this agreement, or its breach, is not settled through
direct discussions, then before initiating litigation, the parties will endeavor for 30-days following written notice by either the client or
ECS to the other of a dispute or breach, to settle the dispute by mediation with the assistance of a neutral mediator.
Safety ECS shall be responsible solely for the safety precautions or programs of its employees and no other party.
Sample Custody All samples shall remain the property of the Client, and Client shall be responsible for and promptly pay for the removal
and lawful disposal of samples, cuttings, and hazardous materials, unless otherwise agreed in writing.

Notification Client solely shall be responsible for notifying all appropriate municipal, regional, state, or federal agencies and prospective
buyers of the existence of any hazardous or dangerous material located on or in the project site, or discovered during the performance
of this agreement, as may be required by such agencies, unless otherwise agreed in writing.
Client’s Responsibility ECS’s professional services, including, but not limited to, reports, findings, summaries or recommendations
represent professional opinions only. Client is obligated to review, evaluate and independently decide on a course of action.
Work Delays In the event ECS’s work is interrupted due to delays other than delays caused by ECS, ECS may be compensated equitably
(based on ECS’s current fee schedule of charges) for the additional labor or other charges associated with maintaining its work force for
Client’s benefit during the delay or at the option of the Client, for charges incurred by ECS for demobilization and subsequent
remobilization.
Termination Client or ECS may terminate services on the Project upon seven (7) calendar days written notice in the event of substantial
failure by the other party to fulfill its obligations of the terms hereunder. ECS shall submit an invoice for services performed up to the
effective date of termination and Client shall pay ECS all outstanding invoices within fourteen (14) calendar days. The limitation of liability
and indemnity obligation of this agreement shall be binding notwithstanding any termination of this agreement.
Jurisdiction Except for actions, such as for enforcement of Mechanic’s liens, which are required by statute to be brought in a specific
venue, in the event that litigation is instituted under the terms of this agreement, the same is to be brought and tried in the judicial
jurisdiction of the State of Michigan. Client waives the right to have the suite brought, or tried in, or removed to, any other State and in
all cases this agreement shall be governed by Michigan law.
Assignment Neither party shall assign its rights, interests or obligations under the Project without the express written consent of the
other party.
Entire Agreement: This Agreement contains the entire understanding between the parties. Client acknowledges that no representations,
warranties, undertakings or promises have been made other than those contained in this Agreement. The terms of this agreement will
prevail over any different or additional terms in Clients purchase order or other forms unless agreed in writing by ECS. Any modifications
to this agreement shall be in writing and signed by an authorized representative of both parties. In the event any provision of this
agreement is held invalid or unenforceable, the other provisions will remain in full force and effect, and binding upon the parties.
Severability: In the event that any provision of this Agreement shall be deemed invalid or unenforceable, the other provisions shall
remain in full force and effect and binding upon the parties.
Survival All provisions of these terms that allocate responsibility or liability between the Client and ECS shall survive the completion or
termination of services for the Project.
Third Party Claims Client will compensate ECS for services performed in defense of any third party claim unless the claim resulted from
the negligent act, error or omission of ECS.
Waiver of Rights The failure of either party to enforce any provision of these terms and conditions shall not constitute a waiver of such
provision nor diminish the right of either party to the remedies of such provision.
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AGENDA ITEM NO. 8B.

To:

Mayor and City Council

From:

Peter E. Auger, City Manager; Thomas A. Tanghe, Assistant City Manager & TIFA Executive
Director; Ronald J. Melchert, Director of Public Works

Submitted: March 13, 2014
Subject:

Motion - Acceptance of I-75 / University Drive Diverging Diamond Interchange Project - OHM
Preliminary Engineering Scope of Services and URS Subconsultant Services for Design-Build Contract
Document Preparation

INTRODUCTION AND HISTORY

As you are aware, the City of Auburn Hills has been submitting Transportation Investment Generating Economic
Recovery ("TIGER") grant applications in each of the past 5 years to aid the Michigan Department of Transportation
(MDOT) with securing the funds to adequately cover the I-75 / University Drive Diverging Diamond Interchange
(DDI) project cost. Beginning in 2009 through 2013, the TIFA Board of Directors has approved the allocation of $2
Million from TIF District B and D for a total TIFA contribution of $4 Million toward the DDI project. Adding a
$750,000 contribution from Oakland University (OU), the $4.75 Million match was declared in the “TIGER” grant
application to obtain the $11.5 Million difference to fully fund the project at $16.25 Million. The City’s efforts proved
to no avail as “TIGER” grant applications 1-5 were not approved for funding.
With the recent closure for emergency repair and growing concerns of the continued deterioration of the existing
University Bridge, the unsafe conditions and ultimate closure to motorists is eminant. City staff has been in
discussions with MDOT staff over the past several months to find a way to fund the DDI project. The discussion has
been fruitful, in that MDOT has now committed $8 Million from their bridges at risk fund to, at a minimum, replace
the bridge as it is currently configured. City staff has been working to secure grant funding from the Michigan
Transportation Economic Development Fund (MTEDF) to close the gap for the DDI construction funding. The
MTEDF grant application is expected to yield $2 Million more. MDOT claims that they will find the remaining funding
needed to build the DDI project, perhaps through the State Legislature. No confirmation has been made to indicate
that the project is fully funded; however, MDOT has provided their word of commitment that the construction of the
DDI will occur and is planned for the 2015 construction season. The commitment is substantiated with the
assignment of a MDOT management team that is moving forward with the planning stages of the project.
Over the past few weeks, City staff has been meeting with the MDOT management team to begin moving the DDI
project forward. It is crucial that the plan be substantially complete in 2014 to obligate the MDOT funding this year
and secure it for this project. The project will be of a design/build nature which will help the management teams to
expedite the process to insure 2014 obligation of funds, autumn bid letting and a 2015 construction. Since MDOT’s
funding process will not allow them to allocate funding to the project until it is obligated in June, the MDOT
management team has requested the City’s consulting engineer, OHM Advisors, to create the preliminary design for
the DDI and further asked the City to cover the preliminary design cost from the TIFA contribution. Also, MDOT’s
Consulting Engineer, URS, will perform the preparation of the design-build contract documents as a subconsultant
of OHM. OHM has been involved with the DDI planning study since the initial “TIGER” grant application submission,
and is best suited to represent the City’s needs for the bridge replacement considering future growth expectations
and traffic flow projections. The OHM Preliminary Engineering Scope of Services, I-75 / University Drive Diverging
Diamond Interchange Project and the URS – Subconsultant Services for Design-Build Contract Document
Preparation is included in the packet for your review. A map rendering of the DDI is also provided in the packet.
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The construction of the bridge includes pavement improvements along University Drive extending west to Opdyke
Road and east to approximately Cross Creek Boulevard. Budgeted in 2014 is funding for three segments of
University Drive scheduled for rehabilitation. The three segments include I-75 west to Opdyke (west section), I-75
east to Cross Creek (center section), and Cross Creek to N. Squirrel Road (east section). All three sections were
approved for federal funding with a match amount that was budgeted within TIF Districts B & D. Since the DDI
project will extend through the west and center sections of University Drive, only the east section, concrete patching
will remain as scheduled and budgeted for in 2014. This causes budgeted funds to no longer be needed in TIF
District B, $355,000, and TIF District D, $753,225 for the road work scheduled for the west and center sections.
However, staff may be coming back to the TIFA Board to request that a portion of those funds be used for pot hole
patching, as it is the intent of MDOT and the City to keep the existing bridge in place and open to traffic until the DDI
construction is complete. This will get us through another year until the DDI is open for traffic.
OHM Advisors, has estimated the DDI bridge concept to be $16.25 Million to complete the project. The scope of
work for the preliminary design includes Environmental Compliance and Third Party Permits, Utility Coordination,
Right-of-Way, Geotechnical, Survey, Traffic Capacity Analysis, Roadway and Drainage Preliminary Design,
Structure Preliminary Design, Landscaping and Aesthetics, Preliminary Traffic Signal, Sign, and Streetlight Design,
Intelligent Transportation System, Maintenance of Traffic, and Project Management. The cost for each portion of
the work scope is itemized within the scope of services document and totals $690,000. OHM’s subconsultant, URS
scope of services is $38,000, bringing the total cost for preliminary design and contract preparation to $728,000.
The 2014 Adopted Budget includes funding for the I-75 / University Drive DDI Project within the TIF District B cost
center, account number 252-736-973.000-UnivDrI75DDI. Since the DDI project has been stalled for several years,
the TIFA Board of Directors at City Staff’s recommendation, approved $1 million in TIF District B for both 2014 and
2015 budget years. TIF District D did not include an allotment for funding the DDI project in 2014, since there was
uncertainty whether the bridge would get replaced any time soon.
STAFF RECOMMENDATION
At their meeting of March 11, 2014, the TIFA Board of Directors approved the funding for the I-75 / University Drive

Diverging Diamond Interchange Project - OHM Preliminary Engineering Scope of Services ($690,000) and the
URS – Subconsultant Services for Design-Build Contract Document Preparation ($38,000), for a total cost not to
exceed $728,000. If City Council is supportive of the I-75 / University Drive Diverging Diamond Interchange
Project, it would be appropriate for City Council to appove the following motion.
MOTION

Move to accept the approval of the TIFA Board for the preliminary engineering, design, and
contract management work related to the Diverging Diamond Interchange project and authorize
said projects’ work/construction to take place within the City’s rights-of way.

I CONCUR:
PETER E. AUGER, CITY MANAGER

March 11, 2014
Auburn Hills Tax Increment Finance Authority
1827 N. Squirrel Road
Auburn Hills, MI 48326
Attention:

Mr. Ronald Melchert
Director of Public Works

Regarding:

I-75 / University Drive Diverging Diamond Interchange Project
Preliminary Engineering Scope of Services

Dear Mr. Melchert:
Thank you for this opportunity to provide professional engineering services for the I-75/University Drive
Interchange project. We have prepared the following project understanding and scope of services to be provided
by OHM Advisors based upon our discussions with the City and MDOT, plus the anticipated deliverables to
initiate the design-build process.
PROJECT UNDERSTANDING
The I-75/University Drive Interchange currently experiences traffic congestion, has a structurally deficient bridge,
outdated geometry, deteriorating pavement, and an incomplete connection between Chrysler Drive and I-75. In
2008 the City initiated a study of the interchange in pursuit of a federal TIGER Grant and to allow for planning of
future improvements. The study included the analysis of current and future traffic demands, conceptual geometric
options, safety elements, construction costs, right-of-way needs, and aesthetic/environmental impacts. The
findings of the study were reviewed with City staff, City Council, the general public, and MDOT. The conclusion
of the study resulted in the preferred option, which is a Diverging Diamond Interchange (DDI).
After several attempts to fund the proposed improvements, it is our understanding that the City (through TIFA B
& D), MDOT, and Oakland University have secured the necessary funds to obligate and construct the project in
2015 as an MDOT-led design-build project. The design-build method is a means to deliver a project quicker than a
traditional design-bid-build project. In a design-build project, the owner (MDOT and the City) prepares a detailed
“pre-engineered” contract bid document that specifies criteria that the design-build team is required to meet as a
part of the project. The goal of the preliminary engineering is to minimize risk to the owner and to clearly lay out
the owners’ vision for the completed project. We understand that the overall project goals are to replace the
University Drive bridge over I-75, to reconstruct University Drive, improve traffic flow, improve safety, provide
pedestrian connectivity, and provide an attractive gateway to the City of Auburn Hills and Oakland University.
SCOPE OF SERVICES
The Scope of Services is based on achieving the City/MDOT goals for the interchange area within the designbuild framework that MDOT has been using to deliver projects. OHM will prepare the documents outlined in
this section so that MDOT can use the information to put a design-build package out to bid. Tasks are outlined in
accordance with the normal tasks MDOT uses on their projects.
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Environmental Compliance and Third Party Permits:
• Review MDOT-prepared documents that have assembled for the project.
• Prepare exhibits for and attend one (1) public meeting to satisfy the Environmental Assessment reevaluation requirements.
• Identify locations with potentially contaminated soil, including underground storage tanks, as listed on the
MDEQ’s website.
• Coordinate with MDOT staff for permits necessary on the project. MDOT or the design-builder will
obtain MDEQ, OCWRC, RCOC, and Pontiac permits. OHM will coordinate with these agencies as a
part of the preliminary engineering effort.
• Delineate existing wetland limits for survey pick-up in the vicinity of the anticipated project limits.
Utility Coordination
• Notify known utility agencies of the proposed work and verify locations of existing known utilities within
the project limits for conflicts. Assist MDOT with the pursuit of utility clearance (relocations), with the
assumption that some relocations will not be finalized until the design-build phase.
• Plot the existing utilities on the topographic files
• Attend up to five (5) utility coordination meetings.
Right-of-Way:
• Investigate existing ROW within the project limits.
• Map the existing ROW including recorded permanent easements in the existing topographic survey file.
• Identify potential impact areas based on the proposed geometry and profile.
• Prepare a parcel exhibit for a proposed highway easement in the southwest corner of University Drive and
High Meadow Circle. The City will obtain this easement, following the federal acquisition process.
• Prepare parcel exhibits for Grading Permits or Driveway Permits for MDOT’s use in the design-build
documents. Assume up to five (5) Grading or Driveway Permits are necessary.
Geotechnical:
• OHM subconsultant, GeoTran, will obtain 18 borings for the roadway, 10’ deep.
• OHM subconsultant, GeoTran, will obtain 5 borings for the bridge, 100’ deep.
• Provide boring logs for use in the design-build documents.
• Assumptions:
o A geotechnical report is not required.
o Soil borings for traffic signal poles, ITS facilities, or cantilever sign foundations will be performed
by others in future project phases.
o MDOT, with input from the City, will provide a pavement design for all ramps and roadways,
including University Drive.
Note: OHM will review the existing soil boring data and determine if any found borings meet the needs of
the project. If existing borings are usable on the project, the overall cost of the geotechnical work
outlined above will be reduced accordingly.
Survey:
Provide a topographic survey according to MDOT Design Survey Standards and procedures. The
following survey limits and tasks apply:
•

OHM subconsultant, Survey Solutions, Inc. (SSI) will perform mobile LiDAR scanning of the hard
surface on mainline I-75 from the Chrysler interchange to north of Pontiac Road, all exit/entrance ramps,
and on University Drive from 500’ west of Opdyke Road to Cross Creek Parkway. Also, SSI will scan
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•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

approximately 500’ beyond University Drive on Opdyke Road and High Meadow Circle. This work
equates to approximately 5 miles of roadway survey and there are over 160 Mobile LiDAR targets to
locate.
Establish horizontal and vertical control for the project meeting MDOT Design Survey Standards.
Provide survey collection for items not attainable during mobile scanning (i.e. pipe inverts, obscured areas,
grassy areas, wetland flagging, etc.)
Create a complete Microstation CAD file of the existing topography
Provide a list of all survey control points for use in the Design-Build documents.
Provide a Digital Terrain Model of the surveyed area for use in the Design-Build documents.
Establish alignments for roadways within project limits.
Obtain and map location of all soil borings
Prepare the MDOT Survey Portfolio and GEOPAK deliverables per the 2013 MDOT Design Survey
Standards and Checklist.

Traffic Capacity Analysis:
• Perform traffic turning movement counts in order to obtain peak hour traffic volumes at 14 locations
necessary for the analysis.
• Create travel forecasts, based on MDOT’s expected future volumes
• Utilize the existing City of Auburn Hills Traffic Model to create Synchro model of the proposed
University Drive corridor from Opdyke Road to the east side of Cross Creek Parkway, including the I-75
on/off ramps.
• Analyze options and recommend a solution to improve capacity and safety at the University Drive / High
Meadow Drive intersection and the other crossovers west of Cross Creek Parkway.
• Analyze the length of the proposed weave lane at the NB Chrysler Drive on-ramp/NB University Drive
off-ramp to determine how much of the existing pavement from the truncated collector-distributor can be
used. Also, determine if the ITS sign can remain if in its current location.
• Create a summary report of the analysis of the University Drive corridor
Roadway and Drainage Preliminary Design:
• Prepare Design Criteria for roadway design for use in the Design Build documents.
• Prepare preliminary roadway geometry including plan layout, profile, and construction limits based on the
results of our traffic modeling and current geometric standards.
• Explore geometric alternatives to optimize the geometric design and/or reduce construction costs. Key
focus areas include the NB Chrysler Drive on-ramp/NB University Drive off-ramp and the diverging
diamond crossover locations.
• OHM subconsultant, Burgess & Niple (B&N) will perform an independent peer review of the proposed
geometry. Accepted comments will be incorporated into the final geometry.
• Determine driveway locations and geometry.
• Verify MDOT’s concurrence with the preliminary sidewalk alignments and geometry, including the
location of the sidewalk centered on the bridge crossing I-75.
• Determine preliminary limits of grading.
• Determine preliminary drainage layout, existing and proposed inflow/outflow rates, and outlet conditions.
• Identify drainage BMPs including detention requirements, limits of work, and potential detention
locations
• Identify and describe potential Design Exceptions based on preliminary geometry.
• Coordinate with the City of Auburn Hills, City of Pontiac (if necessary) and the RCOC for impacts to the
local roads within the project vicinity.
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•
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•

Coordinate with OCWRC for impacts to the existing County Drains (Galloway and Kasper) within the
project vicinity.
Provide plans or sketches of the proposed geometry, as needed, for use in the Design Build documents.
Provide a complete Microstation CAD file of the proposed geometry and proposed profiles for use in the
Design Build documents.

Structure Preliminary Design:
• Develop bridge cross section, including number of lanes, location and width of sidewalk, railing type,
lighting and aesthetic considerations
• Coordinate proposed landscaping enhancements with MDOT, Auburn Hills, and Oakland University.
• Develop lateral clearance (i.e. set the spans)
• Consider other design elements that might impact the bridge, including soils, utilities, future road
configurations, and maintenance of traffic.
Landscaping and Aesthetics
• Prepare schematic design for the bridge aesthetics and landscaping to gain approval with Oakland
University, Auburn Hills, and MDOT. The Schematic Design Package shall establish the conceptual
design of the project illustrating the design, scale, relationships to the various project
components/elements, and neighboring properties. It is assumed that 4 review meetings with the client
team, 2 design iterations, and one presentation to City Council will be included in this process. A
conceptual cost estimate will be developed for review.
• Develop design requirements for the bridge aesthetics and landscaping based on the approved budget and
schematic design package. The design requirements shall illustrate and describe the refinement of the
scope, relationships, forms, size, quantities, finishes, and appearance by means of renderings, plans,
elevations, sections and details including specifications that identify major materials and systems to
identify quality and quantity levels. It is assumed that 3 review meetings with the client team will be
included in this process. A preliminary cost estimate will be developed.
Preliminary Traffic Signal, Sign, and Streetlight Design
• Coordinate the preliminary traffic signal design with RCOC and MDOT at the following signals:
Opdyke/University, west University crossover, east University crossover, and High Meadow/University.
• Prepare a preliminary traffic signal layout at the locations described above.
• Prepare a preliminary layout for overhead cantilever signs, to ensure the cantilever sign locations are
considered in other facets of design, including road, bridge, utility, right-of-way, and landscaping.
• Prepare a street lighting study, preliminary illumination analysis, and conceptual design. Establish design
criteria for the design-build documents relating to street lighting fixture type, size, and location. Consider
safety needs for pedestrians and vehicles. Coordinate with the City, Oakland University, and MDOT.
Intelligent Transportation System (ITS)
• Analysis of the relocation of ITS facilities is not included in the scope
Maintenance of Traffic (MOT):
• Prepare a preliminary MOT concept for use in identifying MOT constraints.
• Identify acceptable and unacceptable detour routes.
• Determine which ramps can be closed and when.
• Coordinate with the City of Auburn Hills, City of Pontiac, MDOT, and RCOC for MOT impacts to the
local roads within the project vicinity.
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Investigate other nearby projects, including Opdyke Road and North Squirrel Road, which are
programmed for construction in 2015 to allow the design-build team to coordinate the design-build
documents with these projects.
Determine time and date restrictions (weekends, holidays, special events, etc.) for use in the Design-Build
documents, including regional and Palace of Auburn Hills events.
Determine required upgrades to the local roads/detour routes that will be needed for the project.

Project Management
• Attend bi-weekly progress meetings with the City, MDOT, and other critical stakeholders. Prepare agenda
and meeting summaries. These meetings will be held independently or inclusively of various designspecific meetings that will need to occur throughout the preliminary engineering phase.
• Prepare a preliminary Engineer’s Opinion of Probable Cost.
• Provide two (2) presentations to the City Council.
SCHEDULE
It is anticipated that the various coordination efforts would begin immediately upon authorization. Although the
Contract Bid Document Preparation Phase begins in June 2014, we anticipate there could be several tasks that will
extend to the bid advertisement. These tasks could include: Third Party Permits, Utility Coordination, Survey
(documentation), Preliminary Roadway/Drainage Design, Landscaping/Aesthetics, Signals, Signs, and Streetlights.
It is our understanding that MDOT would like the project to be awarded to the design-builder by September 30,
2014 and construction to begin in the spring of 2015.
COMPENSATION
The services outlined above will be performed on an hourly basis for the not-to-exceed amount of six hundred
and ninety dollars ($690,000). The City will be invoiced for services on a monthly basis. The tasks outlined above
are estimated as follows:
Environmental Compliance/Permits
Utility Clearance
Right of Way
Survey
Traffic Capacity Analysis
Road, Structure, and Drainage Design
Landscaping and Aesthetics
Traffic Signal, Sign, and Streetlights
Maintenance of Traffic
Project Management
Geotechnical (GeoTran)
LiDAR Survey (SSI)
DDI Peer Review (Burgess & Niple)
Engineering Services Total

$ 16,000
$ 33,400
$ 4,000
$ 193,000
$ 49,000
$ 138,000
$ 60,000
$ 23,000
$ 17,000
$ 27,000
$ 52,600
$ 69,000
$ 8,000
$690,000

Should you find this agreement acceptable, please sign both copies and return one copy to us for our files. We
look forward to providing professional services on this project. If you have any questions, please contact us.
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Sincerely,
OHM Advisors

__________________________________
James Stevens, P.E.
Associate
cc:

__________________________________
Patrick Wingate, P.E.
Director of Transportation

Jeff Herczeg, Deputy Director of Public Works
Dan Brisson, Manager of Roads & Fleet
John Katers, OHM
File

Auburn Hills Tax Increment Finance Authority
I-75 / University Drive Diverging Diamond Interchange Project – Engineering Services

Accepted By:
Printed Name:
Title:
Date:

March 11, 2014
Auburn Hills Tax Increment Finance Authority
1827 N. Squirrel Road
Auburn Hills, MI 48326
Attention:

Mr. Ronald Melchert
Director of Public Works

Regarding:

I-75 / University Drive Diverging Diamond Interchange Project
URS - Subconsultant Services for Design-Build Contract Document Preparation

Dear Mr. Melchert:
In the interest of meeting the I-75 / University Drive schedule and capturing the $8 million funding that is only
available this fiscal year, the Michigan Department of Transportation (MDOT) has requested OHM Advisors to
enter into a subcontract agreement with URS. As you are aware, URS serves as MDOT’s Owner’s Representative
for design-build projects statewide. However, MDOT cannot utilize funds allocated for this project to enter into a
contract with URS until the I-75 / University Drive Project is officially listed on the State Transportation
Improvement Plan (STIP), which is expected to occur in early June. MDOT is targeting mid-August to obligate
project funds. It is advantageous that URS be given adequate time to collaborate with OHM Advisors to prepare
the design-build contract documents.
URS’s tasks will include:
• Attend bi-weekly project meetings with Auburn Hills, MDOT, and OHM Advisors
• Review preliminary design and contract document material prepared by OHM Advisors
• Prepare Request for Qualification (RFQ) notification for potential design-build teams in accordance with
MDOT design-build procurement procedures
• Miscellaneous coordination with Auburn Hills, MDOT, and OHM Advisors
It is anticipated that once URS is authorized to work for MDOT in mid-June, the subcontract with OHM
Advisors will terminate.
Compensation
The services outlined above will be performed on an hourly basis with a budget amount of thirty-eight thousand
dollars ($38,000). The City of Auburn Hills will be invoiced for services on a monthly basis.
Should you find this agreement acceptable, please sign both copies and return one copy to us for our files. We
look forward to providing professional services on this project. If you have any questions, please contact us.
Sincerely,
OHM Advisors
__________________________________
James C. Stevens, P.E.
Associate

I-75 / University Drive Diverging Diamond Interchange Project
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cc:

Jeff Herczeg, Deputy Director of Public Works
Dan Brisson, Manager of Roads & Fleet
John Katers, OHM
File

Auburn Hills Tax Increment Finance Authority
I-75 / University Drive Diverging Diamond Interchange Project – URS Subconsultant Services

Accepted By:
Printed Name:
Title:
Date:
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AGENDA ITEM NO. 8D.

To:

Mayor and City Council

From:

Peter E. Auger, City Manager; Ronald J. Melchert, Director of Public Works

Submitted: March 13, 2014
Subject:

Resolution – Support University Drive/I-75 Diverging Diamond Interchange & Economic
Development Projects

INTRODUCTION AND HISTORY
City Staff has partnered with the Michigan Department of Transportation (MDOT), Oakland University (OU), and
new local business developments in the area, including US Farathane, Faurecia, Henniges, Delphi, GKN, Atlas
Copco, Arrow Racing Engines, TSM, Bourns, and Umicore to apply for grant funding to support the construction
of a new Diverging Diamond Interchange (DDI) at University Drive and I-75. The Michigan Transportation
Economic Development Fund (MTEDF) is offering Category A: Economic Development Road Projects grant
funding to support transportation projects in areas where new economic development is taking place that will
retain jobs or bring new jobs to Michigan.
The application requires several forms to be completed by the City and the business partners. Among the require
forms, is submission of a RESOLUTION OF SUPPORT from the local government partner. The resolution must
indicate support for the development, and a commitment by the affected governing jurisdiction to provide at least
20 percent of the total cost of the transportation project as match funding. Of the $16.25 Million needed to
complete construction of the DDI at University Drive and I-75, $12.75 Million has been committed as match
funding.
STAFF RECOMMENDATION
In consideration for additional funding for the University Drive/I-75 Diverging Diamond Interchange Project

from the MTEDF, Category A grant funding opportunity, it would be appropriate for City Council to
approve the attached resolution in support of the transportation and associated economic development
projects identified herein.
MOTION

Move to Approve the RESOLUTION OF SUPPORT UNIVERSITY DRIVE/I-75 DIVERGING
DIAMOND INTERCHANGE & ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT PROJECTS.

I CONCUR:
PETER E. AUGER, CITY MANAGER

O:\CITY COUNCIL PACKET\MARCH 17\8d. University I-75 DDI MTEDF Grant\Memo - Resolution Of Support For
MTEDF Grant Funding Application - Cover Memo.Doc

CITY OF AUBURN HILLS
RESOLUTION OF SUPPORT
UNIVERSITY DRIVE/I-75 DIVERGING DIAMOND INTERCHANGE
& ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT PROJECTS

At a regular meeting of the City Council of the City of Auburn Hills, County of Oakland, State
of Michigan, held in the Council Chambers at 1827 N. Squirrel Road, Auburn Hills, Michigan
48326 at 7:00 PM, on the 17th, day of March, 2014
The following resolution was offered by Councilperson ___________ and supported by
Councilperson ____________:
WHEREAS, it is common knowledge among the Michigan Department of Transportation
(MDOT), the City of Auburn Hills (CITY), Oakland University and the Local
Business Developments, that the University Drive bridge over I-75 is in a state of
deterioration that will render it closed to traffic sometime in the calendar year of
2015; and
WHEREAS, it has become necessary to replace the existing University Bridge for the health,
welfare and safety of the community and traffic commuters; and
WHEREAS, the City acknowledges and supports the new business developments in the area
that will bring new jobs to Michigan, including US Farathane, Henniges,
Faurecia, Atlas Copco, GKN, Delphi, Arrow Racing Engines, Bourns, TSM, and
Umicore; and
WHEREAS, the City and MDOT have been working together to design traffic control systems
to efficiently manage traffic patterns and increase traffic flow in this area; and
WHEREAS, the City and MDOT have been working together to establish the funding
necessary to construct a new Diverging Diamond Interchange (DDI) to replace
the existing University Bridge over I-75; and
WHEREAS, the City, MDOT, Oakland University, US Farathane, Henniges, Faurecia, Atlas
Copco, GKN, Delphi, Arrow Racing Engines, Bourns, TSM, and Umicore, have
partnered together to apply for the transportation grant funding through the
Michigan Transportation Economic Development Fund to aid in funding the DDI
project; and
WHEREAS, the City, MDOT, and Oakland University have collectively committed to provide
$12,750,000 toward the DDI project as match money for the MTEDF Grant
consideration.
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, by the City Council of the City of Auburn Hills
that in an ongoing effort to efficiently and effectively manage traffic patterns in Auburn Hills,

1

and in support of economic development and bringing new jobs to Michigan, the Auburn Hills
City Council supports the construction of the UNIVERSITY DRIVE/I-75 DIVERGING
DIAMOND INTERCHANGE & ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT PROJECTS described in this
document.
AYES:
NAYS:
ABSENT:
ABSTENTIONS:
THE RESOLUTION WAS DECLARED ADOPTED.
STATE OF MICHIGAN
COUNTY OF OAKLAND

)
) SS
)

I, the undersigned, the duly qualified and acting City Clerk of the City of Auburn Hills, County
of Oakland, State of Michigan, do hereby certified that the foregoing is a true and complete copy
of a resolution adopted by the City Council of the City of Auburn Hills at a regular meeting held
on the ___ day of ______________, 2012, the original of which resolution is on file in my office.
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my official signature, this ____ day of
________________, 2012.
_______________________________
Terri Kowal, City Clerk
City of Auburn Hills
C:\NrPortbl\imanage\BKUDLA\1269448_1.DOC
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AGENDA ITEM NO. 9A.

To:

Mayor and City Council

From:

Peter E. Auger, City Manager; Ronald J. Melchert, Director of Public Works

Submitted: March 13, 2014
Subject:

Resolution – Schedule a Public Hearing to Consider Vacation of a Portion of Lonedale Road
Right-of-Way (ROW)

INTRODUCTION AND HISTORY
City Staff has been in discussions with Oakland University (OU) Staff to consider a certain portion of Lonedale
Road public ROW in exchange for extending 34 feet of land owned by OU as public ROW along the north side of
Butler Road. This consideration is in conjunction with an agreement to allow OU to construct and connect a
private road, Library Drive within their campus, to N. Squirrel Road at Cross Creek. The Library Drive road
extension and connection to N. Squirrel Road will allow for better traffic flow out of the OU campus without
compromise to the N. Squirrel Road traffic flow. At the conclusion of the Library Drive project, it is the intent of
OU to close off Lonedale Road and grant the only resident who lives on Lonedale ingress and egress access to
the new Library Drive.
The Library Drive agreement was drafted by City Attorney, Derk Beckerleg, and is currently under review by OU
Staff. The final draft agreement is scheduled to appear before City Council at their meeting of April 7, 2014 for
approval. The details to the proposed alignment of Library Drive and its connection with N. Squirrel Road will be
th
examined at the April 7 meeting for consideration to grant approval to move forward with the project.
STAFF RECOMMENDATION
At this time, it is important to schedule a Public Hearing to consider the proposed vacation of Lonedale Road
described in the attached Exhibit A. The vacation of Lonedale Road will be contingent upon both parties (City and
st
OU) accepting the Library Drive agreement prior to the April 21 public hearing. Also attached, is a map of the
Butler Road ROW that staff is seeking in the exchange for the Lonedale Road ROW, as well as the Library Drive
th
extension. Again, details to the final draft agreement will be presented at the April 7 City Council Meeting.
MOTION
Move to adopt the attached resolution and schedule a public hearing to consider vacation of a portion of
Lonedale Road ROW at the April 21, 2014 Regular City Council Meeting.

I CONCUR:
PETER E. AUGER, CITY MANAGER

O:\CITY
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To:

Mayor and City Council

From:

Peter E. Auger, City Manager; Ronald Melchert, DPW Director

AGENDA ITEM NO. 9B.

Submitted: March 13, 2014
Subject:

Approval of Scope of Engineering Services for Parkways Boulevard

INTRODUCTION AND HISTORY
As City Council is aware, the City recently closed on the sale of several acres of land it owned for the future
development of a residential community adjacent to and immediately south and west of the existing Forester
Square development. Known as The Parkways, this new development will consist of one hundred sixty senior
apartments and one hundred forty-eight townhouses and stacked flats with an estimated value of $46 million.
The sales agreement requires that the City complete the design, engineering and construction of the new City
boulevard that will begin at Adams Road and make its way west where it will stub at another piece of property
owned by the City and formerly known as the Superior Concrete property. The estimated cost to construct the
boulevard, which includes utility extensions and installations, landscaping, sidewalks, irrigation and lighting, is
$1,539,000. The City received a contribution toward the construction of that boulevard from the Developer in the
amount of $629,000 and the City is contractually obligated to substantially complete the project on or before
June 30, 2015. This road installation will then allow for the substantial investment of the Developer to begin the
residential development approved for that area.
Attached is the OHM Scope of Engineering Services which includes Plan Development, Permitting and Bidding;
Contract Document Preparation; Permits; and Bid Evaluation. Work related to construction management is not
included in this proposal. The total compensation is on an hourly basis not-to-exceed $64,500 and equates to
about 4.8% of the costs associated with actual project construction. Work will begin immediately by OHM with
the expectation that construction will begin in the fall and completed in spring of 2015.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION
Staff recommends approval of the Scope of Engineering Services from OHM dated March 10, 2014 for the work
contained in the proposal to design the boulevard for The Parkways.
MOTION

Move to accept the Scope of Engineering Services as presented in the March 10, 2014 proposal
from OHM and approve the not-to-exceed amount of $64,500 for the Parkways boulevard project.
Funds are available in GL number 101-446-973.203PARKWAYSBLVD.

I CONCUR:
PETER E. AUGER, CITY MANAGER
O:\CITY
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March 10, 2014
City of Auburn Hills
1827 N. Squirrel Road
Auburn Hills, Michigan 48326
Attention:

Mr. Tom Tanghe
Assistant City Manager

Regarding:

Public Road Extension, Moceri Development – Parkways
Scope of Engineering Services

Dear Mr. Tanghe:
Thank you for this opportunity to provide professional engineering services for the above
referenced project. We have prepared the following project understanding and scope of services
to be provided by Orchard, Hiltz, and McCliment, Inc. based on our previous discussions.
PROJECT UNDERSTANDING
It is our understanding that the City of Auburn Hills has partnered with the Moceri Companies as
part of their proposed development to extend a public road from Adams Road through the
proposed development to the west to the property limits of the old Forester Square Property. This
road would eventually extend west and would potentially connect to Squirrel Road near where
Parklawn Street currently exists.
The general roadway parameters have been determined by the Parkways PUD project, which
consist of a narrow 2-lane boulevard section with on-street parking. The boulevard tapers down to
a typical two lane cross-section at the western property line.
As part of this project the City will work in coordination with the developer and his engineer for the
purposes of mass grading, utility coordination, landscaping, driveway locations, and sidewalk
connections. The developer through his engineering will provide the City with the topographic
survey for the entire roadway area. We have included in this scope effort to prepare one set of bid
documents and administer one bid process. Our detailed scope of service is shown below:
SCOPE OF SERVICE
Plan Development, Permitting, and Bidding
Under this task, we will undertake the preparation of construction plans and specifications and
advertise the project for bidding. Specific work efforts include:
Planning, Study, and Analysis
• Prepare pavement life cycle analysis for the selection of the preferred pavement crosssection.
• Prepare water system analysis for the sizing of the proposed water main extension. The

Public Road Extension, Moceri Development
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analysis will project future use/development that will be serviced by this main.
Prepare Contract Documents
• Attend pre-design meeting with the City and the Developer to discuss project approach and
schedule.
• Coordinate with the geotechnical consultant who shall take appropriate samples, report and
provide recommendations for pavement sections and construction methodologies.
• Notify all known utility agencies of the proposed project within the project limits. Check for
conflicts and coordinate relocations as needed.
• Prepare the typical road cross-sections for the boulevard section and two lane sections,
including potential on-street parking. The cross-sections will be developed based upon the
geotechnical information (soils report) provided by the developer.
• Utilizing the topographic survey provided by the developer, prepare horizontal and vertical
alignments for the proposed roadway. Topographic survey can be provided for the road
only at the City’s request.
• Prepare landscape/streetscape plans for the proposed roadway including street lighting,
landscaping, sidewalks, decorative paving, and irrigation.
• Prepare construction plans for the proposed storm sewer and water main.
• Prepare technical specifications and method of payment entailing materials, equipment, and
labor necessary to perform the work.
• Prepare a bid sheet entailing all items of work and associated quantities.
• Perform 50% & 100% Quality Control/Quality Assurance reviews.
• Prepare a final engineer’s opinion of probable cost.
• Prepare and place an advertisement for bid. The job will be advertised for two (2) weeks
with MITA & CAM. An invoice for advertisement, if applicable, will be provided to the Clerk
for payment.
• Prepare preliminary schedule for proposed work, including construction start, substantial
completion, and final completion dates.
• Produce two (2) copies of contract documents for the DPS, if requested.
• Attend and plan one (1) meeting with the City to review contract documents prior to
distribution for bid, if requested.
Permits
• Prepare documents to obtain a Road Commission for Oakland County (RCOC) right-of-way
permit. If required, a maximum of two (2) submittals will be completed.
• Prepare documents to obtain an Oakland County Water Resources, (OCWRC) soil erosion
and sedimentation control permit.
• Prepare documents to obtain an MDEQ water main permit. If required, a maximum of two
(2) submittals will be completed.
Evaluation of Bid
• Attend the bid opening.
• Prepare and evaluate a project bid tab. The bid tab shall include bidding contractors’ total
project bid and unit price breakdown.
• Check references for the three lowest bidding contractors.
• Provide a recommendation of award.
• OHM will assist in executing the Contract books including the following
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•

i. Create and mail out a Notice of Award letter to the awarded Contractor.
ii. Coordinate the execution of six (6) copies of contract book.
iii. Produce two (2) executed copies of contract documents for the City. One copy will
be delivered to the City Clerk and one copy will be delivered to the DPS.
If the City Council does not award the contract, then OHM will communicate that
information to the appropriate Contractors.

SCHEDULE
We anticipate that design work for this project would take place in the spring of 2014, following
receipt of the topographic survey from the developer, with design, permitting, and bidding
following. We anticipate receiving the topographic survey by April 1, 2014. It is our understanding
that the City wants construction to start in the fall of 2014.
COMPENSATION
The services outlined above will be performed on an hourly basis for the not-to-exceed amount of
sixty-four thousand five hundred dollars ($64,500.00). This amount is based on the assumptions
listed below. The City will be invoiced for services on a monthly basis. The estimated budget
breakdown is as follows:
Planning/Study
Prepare Contract Documents
Permits/Bidding
Total

$3,500
$54,000
$7,000
$64,500

FURTHER CLARIFICATIONS AND ASSUMPTIONS
The above-listed scope of services was prepared with the following assumptions:
• Presentations to the Planning Commission and City Council will not be required.
• The City will be responsible for all permit application fees and permit fees.
• Geotechnical services and Topographic Survey are to be provided by the developer.
Topographic survey for the road only can be provided, however, this is not recommended
since the development/driveways are integral to the roadway.
• OHM will be pleased to provide any additional services for this project on an hourly basis.
Services not included in this proposal:
a. Construction phase services such as, but not limited to, construction management,
construction engineering, construction administration, construction observation,
and/or construction layout.
b. Relocation design services for water main and sanitary sewer, if required.
c. Environmental assessments or reports, drainage studies, or other environmental
evaluations associated with potential contaminated soils.
d. Location of private utilities, other than requesting as-built information from private
utility owners.
Should you find this agreement acceptable, please execute both copies and return one copy to us
for our files. We look forward to providing professional services on this project. If you have any
questions, please contact us.
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Sincerely,
ORCHARD, HILTZ & McCLIMENT, INC.
__________________________________________
James C Stevens, P.E.
cc:

Ron Melchert, Director of Public Works
Dan Brisson, Manager of Fleet and Roads

City of Auburn Hills
Public Road Extension, Moceri Development – Parkways
Engineering Services
Accepted By:
Printed Name:
Title:
Date:

March 5, 2014
Rachel Burton
3369 Aspen Drive
Apt. 6312
Orion, MI 48359

Auburn Hills Police Department
1899 N. Squirrel Rd.
Auburn Hills, MI 48326
To Whom It May Concern:
We would like to commend the efforts of Officer Wagenmaker for helping us in our
time of crisis this past week when our wallet/phone went missing from a local
restaurant.
The officer was very courteous and calm throughout the entire investigative process
despite the bitter cold temperatures that night. He had no problem helping us out and
seeking any option possible for what may have happened.
We wanted to thank him again for taking the time to respond to our call.
Sincerely,

Alex Maki & Rachel Burton

