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Agenda
Royal Oak City Commission Meeting

January 25, 2016
6:30 p.m. Closed Meeting – Pending Litigation

7:30 p.m. Regular Meeting
As a reminder, if you have not already done so, please turn your cellular phones off or to a silent or vibrate mode for the
duration of the meeting.  This will allow the meeting to proceed without distractions or interruptions.  Thank you for your
cooperation. 
 

1.      Call to Order
2.      Invocation Commissioner Douglas
3.      Pledge of Allegiance
4.      Public Comment
5.      Approval of the Agenda
6.      Consent Agenda

a.      City Commission Meeting Minutes December 21, 2015; January 9 (Strategic Planning Session); and
January 11, 2016

b.      Claims January 19 and January 22, 2016
c.      Approval of Purchase Orders
d.      Renewal of Employee Assistance Program
e.      Acceptance of June 30, 2015 Retirement (Pension) Actuarial Valuation Report
f.        Appointments Committee Rotation

7.      Michigan Liquor Control Commission Licensed Establishment Cantina  Diablo (South Main Street) Request to
Change Plan of Operation

8.      Request for Sidewalk Café Application for Cantina Diablo (100 South Main Street)
9.      Special Event Permit Request 2016 Shakespeare in the Park in Royal Oak
10.  Request for Exclusive Development Period 600700 South Main Street
11.  Request for Authorization to Refund Capital Improvement Bonds Series 2006A, 2006B and 2008
12.  Planning Commission Recommendation to Rezone 4727 Crooks Road and 1719 West 14 Mile Road, First

Reading
13.  Professional Planning and Legal Services for Amending the Sign Ordinance
14.  Professional Planning and Engineering Services for the Main Street Road Diet Pilot Project
15.  Approval of Assessing Review §17 Ordinance Amendments, First Reading
16.  Request for a Special Meeting to Continue the 2016 Strategic Planning Session
17. Discussion of Policy for Selecting Preferred Developers and Setting Criteria for Selling CityOwned Property

as Requested by Commissioners Douglas and Mahrle
 

 
                                                        
NonAction Items
Announcements
Personal Property Assessment Administration Contract Update    
October Revenue and Expenditure Variance Summary Report
2015 Fourth Quarter Training Evaluation Forms
2014 Consolidated Annual Performance and Evaluation Report (CAPER) Community Development Block Grant
Program
2015 Planning Commission Annual Report
2015 Zoning Board of Appeals Annual Report
 
                                              
                                                          
                                                          

http://www.ci.royal-oak.mi.us/sites/default/files/meetings/City%20Commission/2016/12.21.2015%20CC%20Minutes.pdf
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A special meeting of the Royal Oak City Commission was held on Monday, December 21, 2015, in city 
hall, 211 Williams, Royal Oak. The meeting was called to order by Mayor Ellison at 6:05 p.m. Present 
were Mayor Ellison, Mayor Pro Tem Fournier, Commissioner Douglas, Commissioner DuBuc, 
Commissioner Mahrle, Commissioner Paruch and Commissioner Poulton. Also present were City 
Manager Johnson, Interim City Attorney Liss, and City Clerk Halas.  
 
Mr. William St. Amour from Cobalt Community Research went over the results of the 2015 citizen survey 
which will be available on the city’s website www.romi.gov.  
 
Upon motion of Commissioner Douglas, seconded by Commissioner Paruch, and adopted unanimously, 
the special meeting was adjourned at 6:56 p.m. 
 

* * * * * 
 
A regular meeting of the Royal Oak City Commission was held on Monday, December 21, 2015, in the 
city hall, 211 Williams, Royal Oak. The meeting was called to order by Mayor Ellison at 7:30 p.m. 
 
Mayor Ellison gave the Invocation. Everyone present gave the pledge of allegiance. 
 

ROLL CALL PRESENT ABSENT 
Mayor Ellison  
Mayor Pro Tem Fournier  
Commissioners Douglas  
 DuBuc  
 Mahrle  
 Paruch  
 Poulton  

* * * * * 
 
State Senator Marty Knollenberg stated that public safety, infrastructure and education were among his 
priorities. He spoke about two of his bills, SB303, which deals with investment of Cemetery Perpetual 
Trust Funds and SB557, which deals with local communities having to pay part of the cost for Michigan 
trunk line road repairs. 
 
He spoke briefly about the budget saying the ultimate goal was to increase the state bond rating. The 
road plan wasn’t perfect but would go towards getting roads fully funded. When fully funded both Royal 
Oak and the Oakland County Road Commission will receive 59% increases.  
 
The commission had questions about the purpose of SB571. Senator Knollenberg said he spoke with the 
bill’s sponsor, Senator Kowal, and the intent wasn’t to prevent them from providing information. The thrust 
of the amendment was to prohibit the use of taxpayer money to advocate a yes or no vote.  
 
Interpretation of the amendment was discussed. Senator Knollenberg stated that if the intent doesn’t 
match what it actually does, they will have to amend the law. Senator Kowal was going to look at it 
further. 
 
Commissioner Mahrle raised the issue of SB13. The bill removes straight party voting. Elections should 
be about people not politics. The bill would harm one party more than another and cause longer lines at 
precincts. He also spoke about SB639 which would not allow the clerk’s office to open on Saturdays and 
puts in place an ID requirement aimed at not allowing the college age population to vote. They should not 
discourage people from voting. 
 
Senator Knollenberg pointed out that it removed the single check box for voting straight party. A person 
could still vote a straight party ticket. He believed they should be choosing the person and not the political 
party. 
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Commissioner Paruch stated she read the analysis of the bill but there was no analysis of the 
amendments that were made at the last minute. She read from SB571 “A public body or a person 
speaking on behalf of a public body shall not during the period 60 days before an election in which a local 
ballot question appears on the ballot use public funds or resources for a communication by means of 
radio, television, mass mailing, or pre-recorded telephone messages if that communication references a 
local ballot question and is targeted to the relevant electorate where the local ballot question appears on 
the ballot.” It seemed clear to her. The bill affects many public authorities that are supported with 
millages. If allowed to stand it will be bad. 
 
Senator Knollenberg reiterated that the intent was to codify into law more so that government couldn’t use 
taxpayer money to advocate for a “yes” vote or a “no” vote, not informational purposes. If it’s not clear 
we’ll make it more clear.  
 
Mayor Ellison thanked the senator for attending. He appreciated him being candid and promising to be an 
advocate to fix the bill if it does get signed. 
 

* * * * * 
 

PUBLIC COMMENT 
 
Ms. Sandy Sanchez, 118 W. Bloomfield, has a contract with the City of Royal Oak Housing Assistance 
program. She needs contact information for the people who are on the housing rehabilitation board.  
 
City Manager Johnson noted that part of the operation was now being handled by the Ferndale Housing 
Authority but she can begin by calling the Community Development Department and speaking with Mr. 
Thwing. 
 
State Representative Jim Townsend stated there was a flaw in the state constitution. Any bill that has an 
appropriation cannot be overturned by the voters. He proposed a constitutional amendment, House Joint 
Resolution FF, which would close that loophole. It needs a super majority so he wasn’t going to be able to 
get approved. He urged the commission to pass a resolution expressing support to give people the choice 
to vote on controversial legislation. Item pricing, emergency manager, the tax overhaul including the 
retirement tax, redistricting and the right to work laws were passed with appropriations. The public should 
have had the opportunity to challenge all of them.  
 
Mr. Christopher Smith, 801 E. Fourth, supported the River Rouge Brewing request. The owners have 
provided a real spark in a dead area. This has become a neighborhood place. The changes would help 
their business. 
 
Ms. Carolyn Smith, 801 E. Fourth, also supported River Rouge Brewing. They live a few blocks away and 
it’s become their local watering hole. It’s a low key place and a great local spot. They are thrilled with the 
new bicycle lanes on Fourth and would like to see some on Woodward. 
 
Mr. Mark Shuster, 413 W. Webster, spoke in support of River Rouge Brewing. The seating capacity 
increase is only two additional seats. It would be nice to have it open a little later. 
 
Mr. Richard (inaudible) wasn’t a resident but supported River Rouge Brewing. 
 
Ms. Elena Past, 307 Kayser, was in favor of the River Rouge Brewing request. She hoped the city would 
support the efforts of small businesses. 
 
Mr. Bruce Bowring, 919 E. Fifth, a lifelong resident, supported River Rouge Brewing. He appreciated the 
work on Fourth Street. It’s a great gateway to Royal Oak. 
 
Mr. Chris Snyder, 208 N. Altadena, echoed support for River Rouge Brewing. It was a place to have a 
conversation and meet people. 



City Commission 
December 21, 2015 

 

3 
 

 
Mr. John Leoni, owner of ROAK Brewery also supported River Rouge Brewing’s change to their plan of 
operation. What they do wasn’t easy and sometimes a few extra hours helped pay the bills. 
 

* * * * * 
 

APPROVAL OF AGENDA 
 
Item 6N was removed from the consent agenda. Item 16 Resolution Opposing SB571 was added to the 
agenda. 
 
 Moved by Commissioner Douglas 
 Seconded by Commissioner DuBuc 
 

BE IT RESOLVED that the city commission hereby approves the agenda for the December 21, 
2015 meeting as amended. 

 
 ADOPTED UNANIMOUSLY 

* * * * * 
 

CONSENT AGENDA 
 
 Moved by Commissioner Poulton  
 Seconded by Commissioner Mahrle 
 

BE IT RESOLVED that the city commission hereby approves the consent agenda as follows: 
 

A. BE IT RESOLVED that the 47th city commission minutes of November 30 and December 
7, 2015 are hereby approved; and  

 
 BE IT RESOLVED that the 48th city commission minutes of December 7, 2015 are 

hereby approved. 
 

B. BE IT RESOLVED that the claims of December 11 and 22, 2015 audited by the 
department of finance are hereby approved. 

 
C. Be it resolved, the city commission approves the following requisitions/purchase orders 

for fiscal year 2015-16: 
 
 Requisition #   R004201 
 Vendor:    SPECIAL SERVICES GROUP, LLC 
 Requesting approval for: $12,550 
 Price Source:   quote 
 Department / Fund:  police/public safety 
 Description:   covert pole camera system 
 
 Requisition #   change order 
 Vendor:    HARMON SIGN 
 Requesting approval for: additional $13,820 total $113,220 
 Price Source:   bid by Royal Oak 
 Department/Fund:  community development/community development block grant  
 Description:   gateway sign 

 
D. Whereas, the Royal Oak Planning Commission held a public hearing on November 10, 
 2015, and recommends approval of a proposed amendment to the City of Royal Oak 
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 Zoning Map for the purpose of rezoning the following properties from special 
 redevelopment to one family residential: 

 
(a) 115 and 119 Maxwell Avenue (parcel numbers 25-16-383-001 and 25-16-383-
 002); 
(b) 123 to 305 Maxwell Avenue (parcel numbers 25-16-381-001 to 25-16-381-008); 
(c) 917 to 929 North Sherman Drive (parcel numbers 25-16-382-001 to 25-16-382-
 004); and 
(d) a portion of parcel number 25-16-380-040 legally described as a part of Lot 30 of 
 “Assessor’s Plat No. 31” of a part of the southeast ¼ of the southwest ¼ of 
 section 16, T.1N., R.11E., City of Royal Oak, Oakland County, Michigan, as 
 recorded in Liber 28 of Plats, on page 33 of the Oakland County Records, being 
 more particularly described as beginning at a point distant S.88°47’00”W., 32.74 
 ft., N.00°14’12”W., 729.75 ft., N.80°08’00”W., 263.20 ft. and N.79°18’00”W., 
 86.43 ft. from the south ¼ corner of said Section 16, thence S.01°00’35”E., 
 161.48 ft., thence S.89°20’23”E., 61.07 ft., thence N.00°39’37”W. 173.55 ft., 
 thence S.79°18’00”E. 61.28 ft. to the point of beginning; and 
 
Whereas, the Royal Oak City Commission has determined that the zoning map 
amendment to one family residential is consistent with the goals and objectives of the 
Royal Oak Master Plan and has received the record of public comments taken at the 
public hearing held at the Royal Oak Planning Commission meeting of November 10, 
2015. 
 
Therefore, be it resolved, that ordinance 2015-21, entitled an ordinance to amend the 
zoning map of the City of Royal Oak is hereby adopted on second reading. 
 
The City of Royal Oak ordains: 
 
Section 1 ordinance. Pursuant to the provisions of the Michigan Zoning Enabling Act, 
Public Act 110 of 2006, as amended, and pursuant to all applicable provisions of law, the 
zoning map of the City of Royal Oak is hereby amended to rezone the following 
properties from special redevelopment to one family residential: 
 
(a) 115 and 119 Maxwell Avenue (parcel numbers 25-16-383-001 and 25-16-383-
 002); 
(b) 123 to 305 Maxwell Avenue (parcel numbers 25-16-381-001 to 25-16-381-008); 
(c) 917 to 929 North Sherman Drive (parcel numbers 25-16-382-001 to 25-16-382-
 004); and 
(d) a portion of parcel number 25-16-380-040 legally described as a part of Lot 30 of 
 “Assessor’s Plat No. 31” of a part of the southeast ¼ of the southwest ¼ of 
 section 16, T.1N., R.11E., City of Royal Oak, Oakland County, Michigan, as 
 recorded in Liber 28 of Plats, on page 33 of the Oakland County Records, being 
 more particularly described as beginning at a point distant S.88°47’00”W., 32.74 
 ft., N.00°14’12”W., 729.75 ft., N.80°08’00”W., 263.20 ft. and N.79°18’00”W., 
 86.43 ft. from the south ¼ corner of said Section 16, thence S.01°00’35”E., 
 161.48 ft., thence S.89°20’23”E., 61.07 ft., thence N.00°39’37”W. 173.55 ft., 
 thence S.79°18’00”E. 61.28 ft. to the point of beginning. 
 
Section 2 severability. If any section, subsection, clause, phrase or portion of this 
ordinance is for any reason held invalid or portion of this ordinance is for any reason held 
invalid or unconstitutional by any court of competent jurisdiction, such portion shall be 
deemed a separate, distinct and independent portion of this ordinance, and such holding 
shall not affect the validity of the remaining portions of this ordinance. 
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Section 3 savings. As proceedings pending and all rights and liabilities existing, acquired 
or incurred at the time this ordinance takes effect are saved and may be consummated 
according to the law in force when they are commenced. 
 
Section 4 repealer. All ordinance or parts of ordinances in conflict herewith are hereby 
repealed only to the extent necessary to give this ordinance full force and effect. 
 
Section 5 effective date. A summary of this ordinance shall be published in a newspaper 
of general circulation in the City of Royal Oak and shall become effective ten (10) days 
after publication, as provided by law. 

 
E. Be it resolved, the city commission hereby approves the rental rates for the farmers’ 
 market as presented. 

 
F. Be it resolved, the city commission authorizes the filling of one firefighter position. 

 
G. Be it resolved the city commission hereby approves the addition of work as outlined in 
 Table 1 below for Royal Oak Contract CAP1515 2015 Asphalt Resurfacing Improvements 
 with AJAX Paving Industries, Inc. of Troy, Michigan as contract modification 1 for the 
 amount of -$5,160. 

 
H. Be it resolved the city commission hereby approves the addition of work as shown in 
 Table 1 below, adjusting 2015 GIS Data Entry, Hydraulic Water Model and Reliability 
 Study Contract WMP1501 with Johnson & Anderson, Inc. of Waterford, Michigan as 
 contract modification 1 for the amount of $8,208.20, and directs staff to adjust the 
 purchase order accordingly. 

 
I. Be it resolved, the city commission hereby approves the addition of work as outlined in 
 Table 1 below, adjusting 2015 Water Main Improvements Contract CAP1510 with F.D.M. 
 Contracting, Inc. of Shelby Township, Michigan as contract modification 1 for the amount 
 of $37,650, and directs staff to adjust the purchase order accordingly. 

 
J. Be it resolved the city commission hereby approves the addition of work as outlined in 
 Table 1 below, adjusting 2014 Water Main Improvements Contract W1401 with Troelsen 
 Excavating Company, Troy, Michigan as contract modification 1 for the amount of 
 $2,707.20, and directs staff to adjust the purchase order accordingly. 

 
K. Be it resolved the city commission hereby approves the addition of work as outlined in 
 Table 1 below, adjusting 2014 Water Main Improvements Contract W1403 with Troelsen 
 Excavating Company, Troy, Michigan as contract modification 1 for the amount of 
 $1,190.14, and directs staff to adjust the purchase order accordingly. 

 
L. Be it resolved, that the mayor and city clerk be authorized to execute the professional 
 engineering services contract with Anderson, Eckstein and Westrick, Inc. of Shelby 
 Township, Michigan to provide professional engineering services for the traffic signal 
 design as outlined in the request for proposals dated October 22, 2015, and the 
 additional design work requested by the city totaling $9,500, and directs staff to issue a 
 purchase order in the amount of the contract. 

 
 M1. Be it resolved, the city commission hereby approves the following reappointments: 
 

REAPPOINTMENTS 
Name Committee Term 
Christopher Shelton Animal Shelter Committee 12/31/2019 
Mary Ellen Soma Animal Shelter Committee 12/31/2019 
Elden Danielson Board of Review 12/31/2017 
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Richard Sage Board of Review 12/31/2017 
Deborah Zukin Charter Review Committee 12/31/2019 
Michael Ripinski Civil Service Board 12/31/2018 
Christopher Miller Crime Prevention Council 12/31/2018 
Vince Claucherty Crime Prevention Council 12/31/2018 
Ted Page Crime Prevention Council 12/31/2018 
Mary Ann Carmichael Historic District Commission 12/31/2018 
Stacy Newman Historic District Commission 12/31/2018 
Miriam Cady Historic District Study Committee 12/31/2018 
Tammis Donaldson Historic District Study Committee 12/31/2018 
Leon Mancour Historical Commission 12/31/2018 
Carlo Ginotti Memorial Day Parade Committee 12/31/2018 
Wanda Warsinski Memorial Day Parade Committee 12/31/2018 
Marshall Thompson Rehabilitation Board of Appeals 12/31/2018 
Jeffrey Plachta RO Environmental Advisory Committee 12/31/2018 
Tom Regan RO Environmental Advisory Committee 12/31/2018 
Jason Wagner RO Environmental Advisory Committee 12/31/2018 
Thomas McGannon ROOTS 12/31/2018 
Richard Karlowski Traffic Committee 12/31/2018 
Amanda Smith Traffic Committee-Alternate 12/31/2018 
Bradley Surman Traffic Committee 12/31/2018 
Deborah Zukin ZBA 12/31/2018 

 
 M2. Be it resolved, the city commission hereby approves the following appointments: 
 

VACANCIES 
Name Committee Term 
Ashley Dardas Board of Review 12/31/2017 
Heather Lewis Charter Review Committee 12/31/2019 
Kyle Bruckner Civil Service Board 12/31/2016 
Andrea Makar Parks & Recreation Advisory Board 12/31/2018 
Sarah Bomberski Parks & Recreation Advisory Board 12/31/2016 

 
M3. Be it resolved, the city commission hereby approves the following reappointments 
 recognizing that they are currently term limited, however, the special expertise and 
 experience required for these particular boards and committees make it inherent that they 
 remain in place: 

 
REAPPOINTMENTS 

Name Committee Term 
Richard O’Malley Civil Service Board 12/31/2018 
James C. Johnson Demolition Hearing Officer 12/31/2018 
Anthony Offak Demolition Hearing Officer 12/31/2018 
W. Allan Tuomaala Historic District Commission 12/31/2018 
Ruth Cleaveland Historic District Study Committee 12/31/2018 
Mark Ryan Parks & Recreation Advisory Board 12/31/2018 
John D’Agnillo Rehabilitation Board of Appeals 12/31/2018 
Robert Muller ZBA 12/31/2018 

 
 O. Be it resolved, the city commission hereby approves the mayor’s list of the 2015-2017  
  commission assignments. 
 

P. Be it resolved, the commission confirms the reappointment of Anthony Yezbick to a full 
 four year term on the Royal Oak Downtown Development Authority expiring 12/31/19. 
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 Be It Further Resolved, the commission also confirms the appointment of Amanda Page 
 to fill a vacancy on the Royal Oak Downtown Development Authority expiring 12/31/18. 

 
Q. Be it resolved the mayor and city clerk are authorized to execute the modification to the 
 agreement with 123.Net, Inc. on behalf of the city. 

 
 ADOPTED UNANIMOUSLY 
 

* * * 
 

MAYORAL APPOINTMENTS 
 
 Moved by Commissioner Douglas 
 Seconded by Commissioner Paruch 
 
 Be It Resolved, the city commission hereby confirms the mayoral appointments as listed below: 
 
 Appointments:  Board     Term Expiration Date 
 Paul Kanan  Library Board    12/31/2018 
 Darin Vaxelaire  Library Board    12/31/2018 
 Stacie Woodward Library Board    12/31/2018 
 Rebecca Black  Planning Commission   11/20/2017 
 Robert Bruner  Planning Commission   12/31/2018 
 Jeffrey Chase  Planning Commission   12/31/2018 
 Gary Quesada  Planning Commission   12/31/2018 
 
 ADOPTED UNANIMOUSLY 

* * * * * 
 

WATER SYSTEM RELIABILITY STUDY 
 
City Engineer Callahan introduced Ms. Chris Getz from Johnson & Anderson who explained the results of 
the study. 

* * * * * 
 

ROAK BREWING COMPANY, 330 E. LINCOLN AVENUE 
REQUEST TO CHANGE PLAN OF OPERATION 

 
 Moved by Commissioner Mahrle 
 Seconded by Commissioner Fournier 
 
 Be it resolved, the City of Royal Oak approves ROAK Brewing Company, LLC, request to change 
 its hours of operation, Thursday–Saturday, currently from noon–11:00 p.m., to noon–1:00 
 a.m., along with its amended plan operation dated December 1, 2015. 
 
 ADOPTED UNANIMOUSLY 

* * * * * 
 

RIVER ROUGE BREWING COMPANY, 406 E. FOURTH STREET 
REQUEST TO CHANGE PLAN OF OPERATION 

 
 Moved by Commissioner DuBuc 
 Seconded by Mayor Pro Tem Fournier 
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Be it resolved, the City of Royal Oak approves the request of River Rouge Brewing Company, 
LLC, to add a Small Wine Maker license, to change the hours of operation, as well as its request 
to change seating to accommodate 32 persons and install a projection screen. 

 
 ADOPTED UNANIMOUSLY 
 
Item 14 was moved up on the agenda. 

* * * * * 
 

LICENSE AGREEMENT 
PUBLIC ALLEY ADJACENT TO 605 WEST HUDSON AVENUE 

 
 Moved by Commissioner Poulton 
 Seconded by Mayor Pro Tem Fournier 
 

Be it resolved the city commission hereby authorizes the city attorney to prepare a license 
agreement for Marianne & Ronald Peludat or a new property owner for the exclusive use of the 
15-foot wide by 142.3-foot long portion of the north/south public alley right-of-way adjacent to Lots 
7-12 & Lot 65, Storz & Lawson Subdivision for the purpose of accessing the required off-street 
parking area at 605 W. Hudson Avenue; and 
 
Be it further resolved, that the mayor and city clerk are authorized to execute said agreement 
when prepared. 

 
 ADOPTED UNANIMOUSLY 
 

* * * * * 
 

STANDARD RESOLUTION 1 
SPECIAL ASSESSMENT 

SOUTH MAIN STREET STREETSCAPE SIDEWALKS 
 
 Moved by Commissioner Douglas 
 Seconded by Commissioner Paruch 
 

Whereas, pursuant to provisions of Chapter 12, City of Royal Oak Charter, as amended, the 
Royal Oak City Commission may commence proceedings for the making of local public 
improvements within the city and determine the tentative necessity thereof without a petition; and 
 
Whereas, the city commission deems it in the public interest, health, and welfare to make certain 
public improvements in the city, to wit: 
 

Public streetscape sidewalk improvements along S. Main Street between 10 Mile Road 
and Lincoln Avenue consisting of decorative concrete and block paver sidewalks and 
driveways; new and replacement ornamental street lights and street lighting electrical 
system; decorative iron street tree grates, trees, landscaping and irrigation system; and 
necessary drainage improvements. 

 
Now, therefore, be it resolved: 
 
1. The assessor is hereby directed to cause to be prepared a report which shall include 
 necessary plans, profiles, specifications and detailed estimates of costs, an estimate of 
 the life of the improvements, and a description of the public improvements, and to 
 prepare a special assessment district and such other pertinent information as will permit 
 the commission to decide the cost, extent, and necessity of the improvement proposed 
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 and what part or proportion thereof should be paid by special assessments upon the 
 property especially benefited and what part, if any, should be paid by the city. 
 
2. When the aforesaid report is completed, the assessor shall file the same with the city 
 clerk for presentation to the city commission. 
 
3. All resolutions and parts of resolutions insofar as they conflict with the provisions of this 
 resolution be and the same hereby are rescinded. 

 
 ROLL CALL VOTE 
 
 AYES: Commissioners Douglas, DuBuc, Mayor Ellison, Mayor Pro Tem Fournier, Commissioner 
  Poulton, Mahrle and Paruch 
 
 NAYS: None  
 
 ADOPTED UNANIMOUSLY 

* * * * * 
 

STANDARD RESOLUTION 2 
SPECIAL ASSESSMENT 

PAVING OF NORTH LAFAYETTE AVENUE 
 
 Moved by Commissioner Douglas 
 Seconded by Commissioner Paruch 
 
 Whereas, the city manager and the assessor have prepared reports concerning certain public 
 improvements as hereinafter described, which include all of the information required to be 
 included by the provisions of the city's charter, chapter 12, “Special Assessments”; and 
 
 Whereas, the city commission has reviewed said reports; and 
 
 Whereas, the city commission determines that it is necessary to acquire and construct the public 
 improvements in the City of Royal Oak more particularly hereinafter described in this resolution. 
 
 Now, therefore, be it resolved: 
 

1. The city commission hereby determines that the public improvements described more 
 particularly hereinafter provided for are necessary. 
 
2. The total cost of said public improvements according to frontage (or benefits) is estimated 
 to be $107,620: 

 
$50,000 of which shall be spread over the special assessment district as 
hereinafter described. 
 
$57,620 of which shall be paid by the city. 

 
3. Said special assessment district shall consist of all the lots and parcels of land as herein 
 described:  

 
  25-16-276-028  25-16-276-027  25-16-276-026  25-16-276-025 
  25-16-276-024  25-16-276-023  25-16-276-022  25-16-276-021 
  25-16-276-020  25-16-276-019  25-16-276-040 
 

4. The estimated life of such improvements is not less than 30 years. 
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5. The aforesaid reports shall be placed on file in the office of the city clerk where the same 
 shall be available for public examination. 
 
6. The city commission will meet on January 11, 2016 at 7:30 o’clock p.m., Eastern Time, at 
 the city hall, for the purpose of hearing objections to the making of said public 
 improvements. 
 
7. The city clerk is hereby directed to cause notice of said hearing to be published in The 
 Royal Oak Review, Warren, Michigan, a newspaper of general circulation in the City of 
 Royal Oak, at least five (5) full days before the date of such hearing, and is further 
 directed to cause notice of such hearing to be mailed by first class mail to each owner of 
 or person in interest in the property in the special assessment district more particularly 
 described in the following notice at the addresses shown on the last general tax 
 assessment roll of the city, at least ten (10) full days prior to the date of such hearing. 
 
8. The notice of said hearing to be published and mailed shall be in substantially the 
 following form: 

 
Notice of Hearing of Necessity 

Special Assessment Paving of N. Lafayette Avenue 
from W. Derby Avenue to north lot line of lot 189 

 
City of Royal Oak - County of Oakland 

 
Take notice that the city commission of the City of Royal Oak, Oakland County, 
Michigan, has determined it to be necessary to make the following described public 
improvement in the City of Royal Oak: 

 
27-foot wide, 6-inch thick concrete pavement with integral curb and gutter of 
N. Lafayette Avenue from W. Derby Avenue to north lot line of lot 189 
 

The city commission has determined that the cost of the above described public 
improvements, which is estimated to be $107,620, shall be assessed against all lots 
and parcels of property abutting the above described improvements which 
properties are described as follows: 

 
   25-16-276-028  25-16-276-027  25-16-276-026  
   25-16-276-025  25-16-276-024  25-16-276-023  
   25-16-276-022  25-16-276-021   25-16-276-020  
   25-16-276-019  25-16-276-040   
 

$50,000 of which shall be spread over the special assessment district 
 
$57,620 of which shall be paid by the city. 
 

Take further notice that the city commission has caused reports concerning said 
public improvements to be prepared, which reports include necessary plans, 
profiles, specifications and estimates of costs of such public improvements, a 
description of the assessment district, and other pertinent information, and these 
reports are on file in the office of the city clerk and are available for public 
examination. 
 
Take further notice that the city commission will meet on January 11, 2016 at 7:30 
o'clock p.m., Eastern Time, at the city hall in the City of Royal Oak, for the purpose 
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of hearing objections to the necessity of making of such public improvements and 
the inclusion of the property within the proposed special assessment district. 
 
This notice is given by order of the city commission of the City of Royal Oak, 
Oakland County, Michigan. 

 
Melanie Halas, City Clerk 

 
 9. All resolutions and parts of resolutions insofar as they conflict with the provisions of this  
  resolution be and the same hereby are rescinded. 
 

ROLL CALL VOTE 
 
AYES: Commissioners Douglas, DuBuc, Mayor Ellison, Mayor Pro Tem Fournier, 
 Commissioners Poulton, Mahrle and Paruch 
 
NAYS: None 

 
 ADOPTED UNANIMOUSLY 
 

* * * * * 
 

STANDARD RESOLUTION 2 
SPECIAL ASSESSMENT 

PAVING OF ORCHARD GROVE DRIVE 
 
 Moved by Commissioner Paruch 
 Seconded by Commissioner Mahrle 
 

Whereas, the city manager and the assessor have prepared reports concerning certain public 
improvements as hereinafter described, which include all of the information required to be 
included by the provisions of the city's charter, chapter 12, “Special Assessments”; and 
 
Whereas, the city commission has reviewed said reports; and 
 
Whereas, the city commission determines that it is necessary to acquire and construct the public 
improvements in the City of Royal Oak more particularly hereinafter described in this resolution. 
 
Now, therefore, be it resolved that: 
 
1. The city commission hereby determines that the public improvements described more 
 particularly hereinafter provided for are necessary. 
 
2. The total cost of said public improvements according to frontage (or benefits) is estimated 
 to be $110,101: 

 
$48,828 of which shall be spread over the special assessment district as 
hereinafter described. 
 
$61,273 of which shall be paid by the city. 

 
3. Said special assessment district shall consist of all the lots and parcels of land as herein 
 described:  

 
  25-16-129-009  25-16-129-010  25-16-129-011  25-16-129-012 
  25-16-129-016  25-16-131-001  25-16-131-011  25-16-131-012  
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  25-16-129-013 
 

4. The estimated life of such improvements is not less than 30 years. 
 
5. The aforesaid reports shall be placed on file in the office of the city clerk where the same 
 shall be available for public examination. 
 
6. The city commission will meet on January 11, 2016 at 7:30 o’clock p.m., Eastern Time, at 
 the city hall, for the purpose of hearing objections to the making of said public 
 improvements. 
 
7. The city clerk is hereby directed to cause notice of said hearing to be published in The 
 Royal Oak Review, Warren, Michigan, a newspaper of general circulation in the City of 
 Royal Oak, at least five (5) full days before the date of such hearing, and is further 
 directed to cause notice of such hearing to be mailed by first class mail to each owner of 
 or person in interest in the property in the special assessment district more particularly 
 described in the following notice at the addresses shown on the last general tax 
 assessment roll of the city, at least ten (10) full days prior to the date of such hearing. 
 
8. The notice of said hearing to be published and mailed shall be in substantially the 
 following form: 

 
Notice of Hearing of Necessity 

Special Assessment Paving of Orchard Grove Drive 
from Hilldale Drive to the CN Railroad 

 
City of Royal Oak - County of Oakland 

 
Take notice that the city commission of the City of Royal Oak, Oakland County, 
Michigan, has determined it to be necessary to make the following described public 
improvement in the City of Royal Oak: 

 
27-foot wide, 6-inch thick concrete pavement with integral curb and gutter of 
Orchard Grove Drive from Hilldale Drive to the CN Railroad 

 
The city commission has determined that the cost of the above described public 
improvements, which is estimated to be $110,101, shall be assessed against all lots 
and parcels of property abutting the above described improvements which 
properties are described as follows: 

 
   25-16-129-009  25-16-129-010  25-16-129-011 
   25-16-129-012  25-16-129-016  25-16-131-001 
   25-16-131-011  25-16-131-012  25-16-129-013 
 

Take further notice, that the city commission has caused reports concerning said 
public improvements to be prepared, which reports include necessary plans, 
profiles, specifications and estimates of costs of such public improvements, a 
description of the assessment district, and other pertinent information, and these 
reports are on file in the office of the city clerk and are available for public 
examination. 
 
Take further notice that the city commission will meet on January 11, 2016 at 7:30 
o'clock p.m., Eastern Time, at the city hall in the City of Royal Oak, for the purpose 
of hearing objections to the necessity of making of such public improvements and 
the inclusion of the property within the proposed special assessment district. 
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This notice is given by order of the city commission of the City of Royal Oak, 
Oakland County, Michigan. 

 
Melanie Halas, City Clerk 

 
 9. All resolutions and parts of resolutions insofar as they conflict with the provisions of this  
  resolution be and the same hereby are rescinded. 
 

AYES: Commissioners Paruch, Douglas, DuBuc, Mayor Ellison, Mayor Pro Tem Fourier, 
 Commissioners Poulton and Mahrle 

 
 NAYS: Nays 
 
 ADOPTED UNANIMOUSLY 
 

* * * * * 
 

STANDARD RESOLUTION 5 
SPECIAL ASSESSMENT 

2015 SIDEWALK IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM PHASE 1 
 
 Moved by Commissioner Mahrle 
 Seconded by Commissioner Douglas 
 

Whereas, the city commission has met after due and legal notice unless otherwise waived by the 
assessment district, and reviewed the special assessment roll prepared for the purpose of 
defraying the special assessment district’s share of certain public improvements; and 
 
Whereas, after hearing all persons interested therein and after carefully reviewing said Special 
Assessment Roll, the commission deems said special assessment roll to be fair, just, and 
equitable and that each of the assessments contained thereon results in the special assessment 
being in accordance with the benefits to be derived by the parcel of land assessed. 
 
Now, therefore, be it resolved: 
 
1. Said special assessment roll as prepared by the city assessor in the amount of 
$46,671.18 is hereby confirmed and shall be known as Special Assessment Roll No. 2399. 
 
2. Said special assessment roll shall be divided into six (6) equal annual installments, 
unless otherwise specified in the city assessor’s letter (attached), the first of which shall be due 
and payable on July 1, 2016, and the remaining installments shall become due in consecutive 
order, one each year [not to exceed twenty (20) years in total], on the 1st day of July, beginning 
with the year 2016.  
 
3. Interest shall be charged on the unpaid balance of said special assessment roll at the 
rate of six percent (6%) per annum beginning July 1, 2016. Provided, however, in the event 
bonds are issued in anticipation of the collection of said special assessment, interest shall be 
charged on the unpaid balance of the roll at a rate not to exceed one percent (1%) greater than 
the average rate of interest borne by said special assessment bonds payable annually on the 
respective due dates of subsequent installments. Provided, however, that the whole assessment 
may be paid to the city treasurer at any time after confirmation in full with accrued interest 
thereon; and the amounts to be paid by the city shall be paid as the construction work 
progresses. 
 
4. The city clerk be and is hereby directed to attach her warrant to said special assessment 
roll after confirmation of said roll commanding the city treasurer to collect the sums and amounts 
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as directed by the Royal Oak City Charter and by resolution of the city commission.  Said warrant 
shall further require the city treasurer on the 1st day of July following the date when such 
assessment, or any installment thereof, have become due, to submit to the city commission a 
sworn statement setting forth a description of the lots, premises and parcels of land as to which 
such delinquency exists, and amounts of such delinquency, including accrued interest computed 
to July 1st of such year. 
 
5. The city clerk be and is hereby directed to endorse the date of confirmation on each 
special assessment roll. 
 
6. All resolutions and parts of resolutions insofar as they conflict with the provisions of this 
resolution be and the same hereby are rescinded. 

 
 ROLL CALL VOTE 
 

AYES: Commissioners Mahrle, Paruch, Douglas, DuBuc, Mayor Ellison, Mayor Pro Tem 
 Fournier and Commissioner Poulton 

 
 NAYS: None 
 
 ADOPTED UNANIMOUSLY 
 

* * * * * 
 

COMPLETE STREETS MASTER PLAN 
WOODWARD AVENUE 

 
 Moved by Commissioner Mahrle 
 Seconded by Commissioner Douglas 
 

Whereas, Woodward Avenue began as a native nations transportation route, evolving to a trade 
route for early settlers and residents, and 
 
Whereas, Judge Augustus Brevoort Woodward developed a plan for Detroit, in keeping with its 
status as the capital of the Territory and based on the work of Pierre L’Enfant’s layout for 
Washington, D.C. shifting attention fully from the river to roads, with the central focus on 
Woodward Avenue, and 
 
Whereas, over the last two hundred years since the plans development, Woodward Avenue and 
the abutting land has developed into a highway as opposed to the avenue design of a broad tree-
lined street ending at the two major destinations of downtown Detroit and Pontiac, and 
 
Whereas, this automobile centric design which has resulted for the 27-Mile All American Road 
lacks accommodation for a variety of modes including rapid transit, bicyclists and pedestrians, 
and 
 
Whereas, there is both a societal shift and documented research which demonstrates that streets 
designed as “complete” accommodating safely a variety of users has both positive economic 
impact and sustainability, and 
 
Whereas, a Complete Streets Master Plan for Woodward Avenue has been prepared by the 
Woodward Avenue Action Association for the 27-Miles of Woodward Avenue, which redesigns 
the road from a highway back to an avenue and provides for M-1 Rail, Bus Rapid Transit, 
protected bike facilities, widened pedestrian sidewalks and the automobile, and 
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Whereas, the Complete Streets Master Plan for Woodward Avenue was prepared with extensive 
input, review and comment of stakeholders including but not limited to a steering committee of 
members from the Michigan Department of Transportation; each local municipality and county; 
transit, bike and disability advocates; and large institutions, and 
 
Whereas, five – 3 day charrettes were conducted in Detroit, Ferndale, Pleasant Ridge, 
Birmingham and Pontiac with design professionals, walkability and bike experts who worked with 
the municipal stakeholders and the public to garner challenges, ideas, preferences and desires to 
prepare preliminary street designs, and 
 
Whereas, over 30 meetings were conducted to present the preliminary street designs and gather 
additional public input, and 
 
Whereas, the alignment for the locally preferred alternative for bus rapid transit was incorporated 
in the preliminary street designs, and 
 
Whereas, a final Complete Streets Master Plan was prepared for all 27- Miles of Woodward 
Avenue which transitions Woodward Avenue back to an avenue, accommodates all users and 
when implemented will provide an environment which is economically stable and sustainable. 
 
Be it resolved, that the City of Royal Oak endorses the Woodward Avenue Action Association’s 
Complete Streets Master Plan, and 
 
Be it further resolved, that as a corridor that traverses through 11 municipalities in which 10% of 
the state’s population lives, the Michigan Department of Transportation is urged to support the 
plan and prioritize its implementation through both short and long term improvements. 

 
 ADOPTED UNANIMOUSLY 

* * * * * 
 

RESOLUTION OPPOSING SB571 
 
 Moved by Commission Paruch 
 Seconded by Commissioner DuBuc 
 

WHEREAS, SB571 prohibits municipalities, schools, authorities and other public bodies from 
releasing information on ballot issues 60 days before an election; and 
 
WHEREAS, SB571 would prohibit the City of Royal Oak and other municipalities from 
communicating factual information about city charter amendments, such as those that were on 
the Royal Oak City ballot in 2013 and 2015; and  
 
WHEREAS, SB571 would prohibit the City of Royal Oak from communicating factual information 
about ballot issues on the sale of dedicated city property such as Normandy Oaks Public Park in 
Royal Oak; and 
 
WHEREAS, SB571 would prohibit all municipalities and all other public bodies, including 
transportation authorities, arts authorities, zoo authorities from communicating factual information 
about millages and the use of tax monies collected through those millages; and  
 
WHEREAS, Michigan Campaign Finance Law already prohibits advocacy on a ballot issue by a 
public body; and  
 
WHEREAS, SB571 would prohibit discussion of ballot issues in any radio or television program, 
even public access television, including debates prior to an election, 
 



City Commission 
December 21, 2015 

 

16 
 

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the Royal Oak City Commission hereby urges 
Governor Snyder to veto SB571; and 
 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that if Governor Snyder signs SB571, the Royal Oak City 
Commission requests that the Michigan Legislature promptly amend the Michigan Campaign 
Finance Law again to remove these provisions. 

 
 ADOPTED UNANIMOUSLY 

* * * * * 
 
Upon motion of Commissioner Fournier, seconded by Commissioner DuBuc, and adopted unanimously, 
the regular meeting was adjourned at 9:46 p.m. 
 
 

__________________________________ 
Melanie Halas, City Clerk 

 
The foregoing minutes of the regular meeting held on December 21, 2015, having been officially 
approved by the city commission on Monday, January 25, 2016, are hereby signed this twenty-fifth day of 
January 2016. 
 
 
 
____________________________________ 
James B. Ellison, Mayor 
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A strategic planning meeting of the Royal Oak City Commission was held on Saturday, January 9, 2016, 
in the police conference room located at 221 E. Third Street, Royal Oak. Mayor Ellison called the meeting 
to order at 8:10 a.m. 
 

ROLL CALL PRESENT ABSENT 
Mayor Ellison  
Mayor Pro Tem Fournier  
Commissioners Douglas  
 DuBuc  
 Mahrle  
 Paruch  
 Poulton  

 
Also present were City Manager Johnson and Chief of Police/Assistant City Manager O’Donohue. 
 

* * * * * 
 

PUBLIC COMMENT 
 
Mr. Jason Gittinger, Commission for the Arts, spoke regarding the strategic planning process being 
conducted by the Commission for the Arts and asked the commission to keep the arts in mind as they set 
their goals for the coming year.  
 
Mr. Brendan Wehrung, 702 Irving, spoke regarding the renewal of the public safety millage and his 
concern that information will not get out due to updated policies in Lansing. He also spoke about 
concerns in paying for sewer repairs and bonding city legacy costs. Finally, he opposes plans for the 
proposed city hall/civic space that include the city renting the city hall space.  
 

* * * * * 
 

FACILITATOR’S COMMENTS 
 
Ms. Jo Anna Trierweiler gave an overview of her role as a facilitator for the meeting. 
 

* * * * * 
 

GROUP DISCUSSION 
 
City Commissioners were assigned to groups for various roundtable exercises, which included looking at 
their goals for 2030 and then drawing the discussion back to goals for the coming year.  
 

* * * * * 
 

NEXT STEPS 
 
Ms. Trierweiler will compile all the work completed by the commission and return it the week of January 
18 for further review and input by the commission and city staff. Goals and objectives will then be 
finalized and adopted at a future city commission meeting. 
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* * * * * 
 
 
 

ADJOURNMENT 
 
Upon motion of Mayor Pro Tem Fournier, seconded by Commissioner Mahrle, and adopted unanimously, 
the meeting was adjourned at 1:50 p.m. 
 
 

__________________________________ 
Melanie Halas, City Clerk 

 
The foregoing minutes of the strategic planning meeting held on January 9, 2016, having been officially 
approved by the city commission on Monday, January 25, 2016, are hereby signed this twenty-fifth day of 
January 2016. 
 
 
 
____________________________________ 
James B. Ellison, Mayor 
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A special meeting of the Royal Oak City Commission was held on Monday, January 11, 2016, in room 
309 of city hall, 211 Williams, Royal Oak. The meeting was called to order by Mayor Ellison at 6:06 p.m. 
Present were Mayor Ellison, Mayor Pro Tem Fournier, Commissioner Douglas, Commissioner DuBuc, 
Commissioner Paruch and Commissioner Poulton. Also present were City Manager Johnson, Interim City 
Attorney Liss, and Deputy Clerk Braswell. 
 
Adjourned to Closed Session  
 
 Moved by Commissioner Douglas 
 Seconded by Commissioner Paruch 
 
 BE IT RESOLVED that the city commission hereby adjourns to closed session for purposes of 
 attorney/client privilege and pending litigation. 
 
ROLL CALL VOTE 
 

AYES: Commissioners Paruch, Poulton, Douglas, Mayor Pro Tem Fournier, 
Commissioner DuBuc and Mayor Ellison 

 
 NAYS:  None 
 
 ABSENT: Commissioner Mahrle (6:07 p.m.) 
 
 MOTION ADOPTED 

* * * * * 
 
A regular meeting of the Royal Oak City Commission was held on Monday, January 11, 2016, in the city 
hall, 211 Williams, Royal Oak. The meeting was called to order by Mayor Ellison at 7:39 p.m. 
 
Mayor Pro Tem Fournier gave the Invocation. Everyone present gave the pledge of allegiance. 
 

ROLL CALL PRESENT ABSENT 
Mayor Ellison  
Mayor Pro Tem Fournier  
Commissioners Douglas Paruch (7:40 p.m.) 
 DuBuc  
 Mahrle  
 Poulton  

* * * * * 
 

PUBLIC COMMENT 
 
Ms. Debra Hollis, WWII Legacy Memorial, explained that Seward Johnson had created a statue based on 
the famous photo from WWII known as the Kiss. Four copies exist. One’s on permanent display in San 
Diego, one in Sarasota and the third’s on temporary display in Paris soon to go to London. They have the 
opportunity to bring the fourth statue to Royal Oak either at the memorial site or closer to 13 Mile and Woodward.  
 
While airing photos of the statue, Mr. Russel Levine spoke about the publicity opportunities it offered. 
They had the opportunity to display it for up to five years. At that time it would go back to Times Square. 
Pending approval from the city they would start to pursue funding to bring the statue to Royal Oak. This 
will be brought back at the next meeting for commission consideration. 
 
Mr. Tom Violante, 2115 Vinsetta, and his daughter, Lisa, spoke about her son Max, who died at the age 
of 20 from hypertrophic cardiomyopathy, also known as athlete’s heart. It can’t be cured but it can be 
treated. They created the Live Like Max Foundation to raise money for heart checks for high school 
athletes. Holiday Market in Royal Oak was holding a fundraiser at Stagecrafters which includes the show 
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“Avenue Q”, beer, wine, hors d’oeuvres and dessert. Tickets are available at Holiday Market and at 
www.livelikemax.org. All money raised goes to Beaumont for the tests. 
 
Ms. Sandra Sanchez, 118 W. Bloomfield, sought information about a final inspection report from the 
planning department. The report she received doesn’t contain the information needed. She needed a 
copy of Rick Bremer’s report from December 16, 2013. 
 
Ms. Jessica Valovick, 404 Austin, explained she submitted the traffic petitions for “No Student Drop Off” 
signs on both sides of Austin. The problems began when the school opened as the middle school and 
drop offs increased. The existing signs weren’t enforced and new signs would soon be ignored. Making it 
a no drop off zone would be the only way to improve the situation. 
 
Mr. Chris Forrest, 412 Austin, also spoke about item 10. The existing signs weren’t enforced so they 
didn’t see much hope for new signage working. It wasn’t safe for the students or residents.  
 

* * * * * 
 

APPROVAL OF AGENDA 
 
 Moved by Commissioner Douglas 
 Seconded by Commissioner Paruch 
 

BE IT RESOLVED that the city commission hereby approves the agenda for the January 11, 
2016 meeting as published. 

 
 ADOPTED UNANIMOUSLY 

* * * * * 
 

CONSENT AGENDA 
 
 Moved by Commissioner Poulton 
 Seconded by Commissioner Mahrle 
 

BE IT RESOLVED that the city commission hereby approves the consent agenda as follows: 
 

A. Be it resolved that the claims of December 24, 2015, January 5 and 8, 2016 audited by 
the department of finance are hereby approved. 

 
B. Be it resolved, the city commission hereby approves executing the Smart Growth 

America Memorandum of Understanding for the sustainable land use code audit 
workshop. 

 
 ADOPTED UNANIMOUSLY 

* * * * * 
 

PUBLIC HEARING OF NECESSITY 
STANDARD RESOLUTIONS 3 AND 4 

SPECIAL ASSESSMENT PAVING OF N. LAFAYETTE AVE 
 
Mayor Ellison opened the public hearing.  
 
Mr. Mark Dingman, 1415 N. Lafayette, liked the looks of the street but didn’t like the chemicals. Trees 
were removed and not replaced. He would prefer a narrower road to removing more trees. 
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Ms. Janet Schmitt, 1404 N. Lafayette, thanked them for determining the street needed paving. At first 
they enjoyed living on a dirt road. That was no longer true. The road has deteriorated over the past five 
years. 
 
There being no one else who wished to speak the public hearing was closed. 
 
 Moved by Commissioner Douglas 
 Seconded by Commissioner DuBuc 
 
 Whereas, the city commission, after due and legal notice, has met and heard all interested 
 persons to be affected by the proposed public improvements hereinafter described; and 
 
 Whereas, the city commission deems it advisable and necessary to proceed with said public 
 improvements: 
 

27-foot wide, 6-inch thick concrete pavement including integral curb and gutter of N. 
Lafayette Avenue from W. Derby Avenue to the north lot line of Lot 189 

 
 Now, therefore be it resolved that: 
 
 1. The city commission hereby determines to make the public improvements described 
 above and to defray the cost by special assessment upon the property specially benefited in 
 proportion to the benefits to be derived. 
 
 2. The city assessor is directed to prepare and finalize the profiles, plans, and specifications 
 for the public improvements. 
 
 3. The city commission tentatively determines that of said total estimated cost the sum of 
 $50,000 be paid by special assessment upon the properties specially benefited, as more 
 particularly hereinafter described, and that the sum $57,620 shall be the obligation of the city by 
 reason of general benefit to the city. 
 
 4. The city commission hereby designates the following lots and parcels of land as the 
 property to comprise the special assessment district upon which the special assessments shall be 
 levied:  
 
 25-16-276-019 25-16-276-020 25-16-276-021 25-16-276-022 25-16-276-023 25-16-276-024 
 25-16-276-025 25-16-276-026 25-16-276-027 25-16-276-028 25-16-276-040 
 
 5. When the assessor shall have completed the special assessment roll, he shall report the 
 same to the commission and the same shall be filed with the city clerk, such report shall be 
 signed by the assessor and may be in the form of a certificate as provided for in chapter twelve, 
 section seven of the charter of the City of Royal Oak, Michigan, indicating that he has conformed 
 in all things to the directions contained in this resolution and the charter of the City of Royal Oak 
 Michigan relating to such assessment. 
 
 6. All resolutions and parts of resolutions insofar as they conflict with the provisions of this 
 resolution be and the same hereby are rescinded. 
 
 ROLL CALL VOTE 
 

AYES: Commissioners Douglas, DuBuc, Mayor Ellison, Mayor Pro Tem Fournier, 
 Commissioners Poulton, Mahrle and Paruch 

 
 NAYS: None 
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 ADOPTED UNANIMOUSLY 
 

* * * 
 
 Moved by Commissioner Douglas 
 Seconded by Commissioner DuBuc 
 
 Whereas, the assessor has prepared a special assessment roll for the purpose of specifically 
 assessing that portion of the costs of the public improvement more particularly hereinafter 
 described to the properties specially benefited by said public improvement, and the same has 
 been presented to the city commission by the city clerk. 
 
 Now, therefore be it resolved: 
 
 1. Said Special Assessment Roll No. 2397 is hereby accepted and shall be filed in the 
 office of the city clerk for public examination. 
 
 2. The city commission shall meet at the city hall, at 7:30 o'clock, p.m., Eastern Time on 
 February 8, 2016 for the purpose of hearing all persons interested in said special assessment roll 
 and reviewing the same, and at said meeting all interested persons shall be afforded an 
 opportunity to be heard. 
 
 3. The city clerk is directed to publish the notice of said hearing once in the Royal Oak 
 Review, Warren, Michigan, a newspaper of general circulation in the City of Royal Oak, said 
 publication to be not less than five (5) full days prior to the date of said hearing and shall further 
 cause notice of said hearing to be sent by first class mail to each owner of or person in interest in 
 property to be assessed as shown by the last general tax assessment roll of the city, at least ten 
 (10) full days before the time of said hearing, and said notice to be mailed to the addresses 
 shown on said general tax rolls of the city. 
 
 4. The notice of said hearing to be published and mailed shall be in substantially the 
 following form: 
 

Notice of Hearing to Review 
Special Assessment Roll 

City of Royal Oak 
County of Oakland, Michigan 

 
To the owners of all property within the following described special assessment district: 
 

N. Lafayette Avenue from W. Derby Avenue to the north lot line of Lot 189 
 
Take notice, that a special assessment roll has been prepared for the purpose of 
defraying the special assessment district's share of the cost of the following described 
public improvement: 
 

27-foot wide, 6-inch thick concrete pavement including integral curb and gutter of 
N. Lafayette Avenue from W. Derby Avenue to the north lot line of Lot 189 

 
The special assessment district is comprised of the following described property: 
Tax parcels identified as: 
 
25-16-276-019 25-16-276-020 25-16-276-021 25-16-276-022 25-16-276-023 
25-16-276-024 25-16-276-025 25-16-276-026 25-16-276-027 25-16-276-028 
25-16-276-040 
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The said special assessment roll is on file for public examination with the city clerk and 
any objections to said special assessment roll may be made in writing prior to the close 
of the hearing to review said special assessment roll. 
 
Take further notice that the city commission and the assessor will meet at the City Hall, 
211 Williams Street, at 7:30 o'clock, p.m., Eastern Time on February 8, 2016, for the 
purpose of reviewing said special assessment roll and hearing any objections thereto. 

 
Melanie Halas, City Clerk 

 
 5. All resolutions and parts of resolutions insofar as they conflict with the provisions of this 
 resolution be and the same hereby are rescinded. 
 

AYES: Commissioners Douglas, DuBuc, Mayor Ellison, Mayor Pro Tem Fournier, 
Commissioners Poulton, Mahrle and Paruch 

 
 NAYS: None 
 
 ADOPTED UNANIMOUSLY 
 

* * * * * 
 

PUBLIC HEARING OF NECESSITY 
STANDARD RESOLUTIONS 3 AND 4 

SPECIAL ASSESSMENT PAVING OF ORCHARD GROVE AVE 
 
Mayor Ellison opened the public hearing. There being no one who wished to speak the public hearing 
was closed. 
 
 Moved by Commissioner Poulton 
 Seconded by Commissioner Paruch 
 
 Whereas, the city commission, after due and legal notice, has met and heard all interested 
 persons to be affected by the proposed public improvements hereinafter described; and 
 
 Whereas, the city commission deems it advisable and necessary to proceed with said public 
 improvements: 
 

27-foot wide, 6-inch thick concrete pavement including integral curb and gutter of 
Orchard Grove Drive from Hilldale Drive to the CN Railroad 

 
 Now, therefore be it resolved that: 
 
 1. The city commission hereby determines to make the public improvements described 
 above and to defray the cost by special assessment upon the property specially benefited in 
 proportion to the benefits to be derived. 
 
 2. The city assessor is directed to prepare and finalize the profiles, plans, and specifications 
 for the public improvements. 
 
 3. The city commission tentatively determines that of said total estimated cost the sum of 
 $48,828 be paid by special assessment upon the properties specially benefited, as more 
 particularly hereinafter described, and that the sum $61,273 shall be the obligation of the city by 
 reason of general benefit to the city. 
 



City Commission 
January 11, 2016 

6 

 4. The city commission hereby designates the following lots and parcels of land as the 
 property to comprise the special assessment district upon which the special assessments shall be 
 levied:  
 
  25-16-129-016  25-16-129-009  25-16-129-010 
  25-16-129-011  25-16-129-012  25-16-129-013 
  25-16-131-001  25-16-131-012  25-16-131-011 
 
 5. When the assessor shall have completed the special assessment roll, he shall report the 
 same to the commission and the same shall be filed with the city clerk, such report shall be 
 signed by the assessor and may be in the form of a certificate as provided for in chapter twelve, 
 section seven of the charter of the City of Royal Oak, Michigan, indicating that he has conformed 
 in all things to the directions contained in this resolution and the charter of the City of Royal Oak 
 Michigan relating to such assessment. 
 
 6. All resolutions and parts of resolutions insofar as they conflict with the provisions of this 
 resolution be and the same hereby are rescinded. 
 
 ROLL CALL VOTE 
 

AYES: Commissioners Poulton, Mahrle, Paruch, Douglas, DuBuc, Mayor Ellison and Mayor Pro 
 Tem Fournier 

 
 NAYS: None 
 
 ADOPTED UNANIMOUSLY 

* * * 
 
 Moved by Commissioner Poulton 
 Seconded by Commissioner Paruch 
 
 Whereas, the assessor has prepared a special assessment roll for the purpose of specifically 
 assessing that portion of the costs of the public improvement more particularly hereinafter 
 described to the properties specially benefited by said public improvement, and the same has 
 been presented to the city commission by the city clerk. 
 
 Now, therefore be It resolved: 
 
 1. Said Special Assessment Roll No. 2398 is hereby accepted and shall be filed in the 
 office of the city clerk for public examination. 
 
 2. The city commission shall meet at the city hall, at 7:30 o'clock, p.m., Eastern Time on 
 February 8, 2016 for the purpose of hearing all persons interested in said special assessment roll 
 and reviewing the same, and at said meeting all interested persons shall be afforded an 
 opportunity to be heard. 
 
 3. The city clerk is directed to publish the notice of said hearing once in the Royal Oak 
 Review, Warren, Michigan, a newspaper of general circulation in the City of Royal Oak, said 
 publication to be not less than five (5) full days prior to the date of said hearing and shall further 
 cause notice of said hearing to be sent by first class mail to each owner of or person in interest in 
 property to be assessed as shown by the last general tax assessment roll of the city, at least ten 
 (10) full days before the time of said hearing, and said notice to be mailed to the addresses 
 shown on said general tax rolls of the city. 
 
 4. The notice of said hearing to be published and mailed shall be in substantially the 
 following form: 
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Notice of Hearing to Review 

Special Assessment Roll 
City of Royal Oak 

County of Oakland, Michigan 
 

To the owners of all property within the following described special assessment district: 
 

Orchard Grove Drive from Hilldale to the CN Railroad 
 
Take notice, that a special assessment roll has been prepared for the purpose of 
defraying the special assessment district's share of the cost of the following described 
public improvement: 
 
27-foot wide, 6-inch thick concrete pavement including integral curb and gutter of 
Orchard Grove Drive from Hilldale Drive to the CN Railroad 
 
The special assessment district is comprised of the following described property: 
Tax parcels identified as: 
 

  25-16-129-016  25-16-129-009  25-16-129-010 
  25-16-129-011  25-16-129-012  25-16-129-013 
  25-16-131-001  25-16-131-012  25-16-131-011 
 

The said special assessment roll is on file for public examination with the city clerk and 
any objections to said special assessment roll may be made in writing prior to the close 
of the hearing to review said special assessment roll. 
 
Take further notice that the city commission and the assessor will meet at the City Hall, 
211 Williams Street, at 7:30 o'clock, p.m., Eastern Time on February 8, 2016, for the 
purpose of reviewing said special assessment roll and hearing any objections thereto. 

 
Melanie Halas, City Clerk 

 
 5. All resolutions and parts of resolutions insofar as they conflict with the provisions of this 
 resolution be and the same hereby are rescinded. 
 
 ROLL CALL VOTE 
 

AYES: Commissioners Poulton, Mahrle, Paruch, Douglas, DuBuc, Mayor Ellison and Mayor Pro 
Tem Fournier 

 
 NAYS: None 
 
 ADOPTED UNANIMOUSLY 

* * * * * 
 

GEORGE W. KUHN DRAIN BONDS SERIES 2007 
 
 Moved by Commissioner Paruch 
 Seconded by Commissioner Mahrle 
 

Whereas, pursuant to the provisions of Act No. 34, Public Acts of Michigan, 2001, as amended, 
the George W. Kuhn Drainage District issued its Drain Refunding Bonds, Series 2007, dated 
August 1, 2007, in the original principal amount of $12,460,000 (the "Prior Bonds"), to refund its 
Drain Bonds, Series 2000B, dated October 1, 2000, maturing in the years 2010 through 2022, 
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and Drain Bonds, Series 2001E, dated January 1, 2002, maturing in the years 2013 through 
2024, in anticipation of the collection of the several installments against the City of Royal Oak (the 
"city"), the County of Oakland (the "county") and other units of local government on applicable 
special assessment rolls for the George W. Kuhn Drain; and 
 
Whereas, the city has been advised that conditions in the bond market have now improved from 
the conditions which prevailed at the time the prior bonds were sold and that the prior bonds 
could be refunded at a considerable savings to the city; and 
 
Whereas, it is the determination and judgment of this city commission that the prior bonds should 
be refunded to secure for the city the anticipated savings. 
 
Now, therefore be it resolved, by the City Commission of The City of Royal Oak, Michigan, as 
follows: 
 
1. The George W. Kuhn Drainage District is requested and authorized to issue its refunding 
bonds (the "Refunding Bonds") pursuant to the provisions of Act No. 34 in an amount necessary 
to refund all or part of the prior bonds (as shall be determined by the Drainage Board) and paying 
the costs of issuing the refunding bonds. 
  
2. The proceeds of the refunding bonds shall be sufficient to pay the costs of issuing the 
refunding bonds and to establish an escrow fund in an amount which will be sufficient to pay the 
principal of and redemption premiums and interest on the prior bonds that are refunded without 
further payment by the city or the county. 
 
3. The city agrees and consents to the imposition of special assessments against the city on 
a refunding bonds special assessment roll for the payment of the refunding bonds. 
 
4. The mayor, city manager and director of finance are each authorized, if necessary, to file 
an application for State Treasurer's approval to issue long-term securities with respect to the 
refunding bonds. 
 
5. The director of finance is authorized to approve the circulation of a preliminary and final 
official statement for the refunding bonds, and to cause the preparation of those portions of the 
preliminary and final official statement for compliance with Rule 15c2-12 issued under the 
Securities Exchange Act of 1934, as amended (the "Rule").  The director of finance is authorized 
to execute and deliver such certificates and to do all other things necessary to effectuate the sale 
and delivery of the refunding bonds. 
 
6. The director of finance is authorized to execute and deliver in the name and on behalf of 
the city a continuing disclosure certificate to comply with the requirements for a continuing 
disclosure undertaking by the city pursuant to paragraph (b)(5) of the rule, and amendments to 
such certificate from time to time in accordance with the terms of such certificate (the certificate 
and any amendments thereto are collectively referred to herein as the "Continuing Disclosure 
Certificate").  The city hereby covenants and agrees that it will comply with and carry out all the 
provisions of the continuing disclosure certificate. 

 
 ROLL CALL VOTE 
 
 AYES: Commissioners Paruch, Douglas, DuBuc, Mayor Ellison, Mayor Pro Tem Fournier, 
 Commissioners Poulton and Mahrle 
 
 NAYS: None 
 
 ADOPTED UNANIMOUSLY 
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* * * * * 
 

TRAFFIC COMMITTEE RESOLUTIONS 
 
 Moved by Commissioner Mahrle 
 Seconded by Commissioner Poulton 
 

Be it resolved, the commission approves replacing the current on street parking prohibition signs 
on the north side of Austin Avenue between Washington and Marywood with new signs that state 
“No Stopping Standing or Parking, 7am-5pm, School days”. (Item 5A); and 
 
Be it further resolved, the commission approves installing “No U turn” signs on the south side of 
Austin, and “Student drop off/pick up prohibited” sign to the north side of Austin; and requests 
additional police enforcement during school drop-off and pick-up times (Item 5B); and 
 
Be it further resolved, the commission approves installing a stop sign for eastbound traffic exiting 
the school administration parking lot at 800 DeVillen. (Item 5C); and  
 
Be it further resolved, the commission approves installing no parking signs on the south side of 
Nakota between the driveway of the Pine Corner condominium development and Crooks Road. 
(Item 5D); and  
 
Be it finally resolved, the commission denies of request to install a “No turn on red” for east bound 
Normandy Road at Main Street (Item 5E). 

 
 ADOPTED UNANIMOUSLY 
 

* * * * * 
 

CENTRAL PARK REDEVELOPMENT ANALYSIS 
 
 Moved by Commissioner DuBuc 
 Seconded by Commissioner Douglas 
 
 Be it resolved, the city commission hereby approves executing the Plante Moran Cresa proposal 
 and issuance of a purchase order not to exceed $30,000. 
 
 ADOPTED UNANIMOUSLY 
 

* * * * * 
 

YARD MAINTENANCE AND NOXIOUS WEEDS ORDINANCE AMENDMENTS 
 
 Moved by Commissioner DuBuc 
 Seconded by Commissioner Mahrle 
 
 Be it resolved that the city commission directs the Royal Oak environmental advisory board to 
 review yard maintenance and noxious weed ordinances and bring back recommendations at a 
 future date. 
 
 ADOPTED UNANIMOUSLY 
 
 

* * * * * 
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Upon motion of Commissioner Mahrle, seconded by Mayor Pro Tem Fournier, and adopted unanimously, 
the regular meeting was adjourned at 8:45 p.m.  
 
 
 

__________________________________ 
Melanie Halas, City Clerk 

 
The foregoing minutes of the regular meeting held on January 11, 2016, having been officially approved 
by the city commission on Monday, January 25, 2016, are hereby signed this twenty-fifth day of 2016. 
 
 
 
____________________________________ 
James B. Ellison, Mayor 
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114 KENWOOD LLC & AARON M FALES P.CRTAXX
192.06 Sum Tax Refund 72-25-14-355-01201/11/2016
32.16 Win Tax Refund 72-25-14-355-01201/11/2016

224.22 TOTAL FOR: 114 KENWOOD LLC & AARON M FALES P.C

21ST CENTURY MEDIA-MICHIGAN11029
100.00 MARKET/AD792363
250.00 MARKET/AD821733
344.73 AUCTION AD833506
95.00 MARKET/AD834294

268.17 PLANNING COMM AD 853466

1,057.90 TOTAL FOR: 21ST CENTURY MEDIA-MICHIGAN

3M00003
900.00 PRISMATIC SHTGTP74950

900.00 TOTAL FOR: 3M

ABR ALPINE DESIGN08233
1,200.00 PARTIAL PAYMENT011116

1,200.00 TOTAL FOR: ABR ALPINE DESIGN

ABSOLUTE SHREDS06086
1,065.00 CT/DOCUMENT DESTRUCTION 47742

1,065.00 TOTAL FOR: ABSOLUTE SHREDS

ACCUMED BILLING INC00023
6,739.50 NOV BILLING0792
7,275.28 DEC BILLING 0996

14,014.78 TOTAL FOR: ACCUMED BILLING INC

ACTION FENCE06591
735.00 MEM PARK/GATE 5631

735.00 TOTAL FOR: ACTION FENCE

ACTION MAT & TOWEL RENTAL02044
49.30 CT 12/7 MAT RENTAL417921
49.30 CT 12/14 MAT RENTAL418317
51.95 CT 12/21 MAT RENTAL418685
51.95 CT 12/28 MAT RENTAL419086
77.20 DPS 12/30 MAT RENTAL419248

168.10 POLICE 1/5 MAT RENTAL419590
77.20 DPS 1/6 MAT RENTAL419642

525.00 TOTAL FOR: ACTION MAT & TOWEL RENTAL

A-DEPENDABLE MAYTAG05006
84.00 FIRE 3/SERVICE CALL59022

84.00 TOTAL FOR: A-DEPENDABLE MAYTAG

ADVANCED LIGHTING & SOUND02486
150.00 MKT/LIGHTING RENTAL53506

150.00 TOTAL FOR: ADVANCED LIGHTING & SOUND
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ADVANCED QUALITY CONSTRUCTIONRBOND
200.00 BD Bond RefundBB43251

200.00 TOTAL FOR: ADVANCED QUALITY CONSTRUCTION

ADVANCED SOLAR SOLUTIONS12718
50.00 5% GALAXIE ON BACK WINDOW12/29/2015

50.00 TOTAL FOR: ADVANCED SOLAR SOLUTIONS

ADVANTAGE SIGN & GRAPHIC SOLUTIONS03129
6,329.00 GRAPHTEC PLOTTER W/STAND INV572310

6,329.00 TOTAL FOR: ADVANTAGE SIGN & GRAPHIC SOLUTIONS

AFLAC00035
7,037.88 PAYROLL047998

7,037.88 TOTAL FOR: AFLAC

ALEXANDER JAMES IRRERRBOND
1,250.00 BD Bond RefundBB43218

1,250.00 TOTAL FOR: ALEXANDER JAMES IRRER

ALLEN, THOMAS ERTAXX
747.60 Win Tax Refund 72-25-08-231-03601/11/2016

747.60 TOTAL FOR: ALLEN, THOMAS E

ALLIANCE ENTERTAINMENT CORP03340
81.36 AUDIOVIUSAL MEDIAPLS93682307
19.49 AUDIOVISUAL MEDIAPLS9383763
42.74 AUDIOVISUAL MEDIAPLS93893138
25.99 AUDIOVISUAL MEDIAPLS93901977
12.29 AUDIOVISUAL MEDIAPLS93934238

181.87 TOTAL FOR: ALLIANCE ENTERTAINMENT CORP

AMAZON.COM06654
1,282.50 HP POE SWITCH12/23/2015

96.42 TV MOUNT12/24/2015
62.46 HELIX TRIANGULAR SCALE12/31/2015

1,441.38 TOTAL FOR: AMAZON.COM

AM-DYN-IC FLUID POWER INC00053
145.21 3/4 SELECTOR VALVEI-17227-0

145.21 TOTAL FOR: AM-DYN-IC FLUID POWER INC

ANDERSEN MATERIAL HANDLING06705
511.87 VOTER INDEX MACHINE MAINTENANCE10471643

511.87 TOTAL FOR: ANDERSEN MATERIAL HANDLING

ANDERSON ECKSTEIN AND WESTRICK INC10929
5,725.00 TRAFFIC SIGNAL DESIGN 0108467

5,725.00 TOTAL FOR: ANDERSON ECKSTEIN AND WESTRICK INC

APOLLO FIRE EQUIPMENT CO00091
67.53 AX SERIES JUMBO BIV VALVE SEAT KIT 91063

67.53 TOTAL FOR: APOLLO FIRE EQUIPMENT CO
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ARC07578
56.56 ENG/BW COPIES, PPC BONDMI15011854

56.56 TOTAL FOR: ARC

ART CONSTRUCTION INCRBOND
750.00 BD Bond RefundBB43179

750.00 TOTAL FOR: ART CONSTRUCTION INC

AT & T00018
204.31 ARENA SONITROL248280399212/15
162.74 SR CTR248288350712/15
170.17 SR CTR 248288385812/15
179.67 ARENA 911 TRUNK248288880912/2015
86.08 CITY HALL ELEVATOR248399183612/15

105.25 222 S CENTER SONITROL248544866812/15
547.59 MOTOR POOL ALARM248546350412/15
136.03 CITY  HALL SONITROL248546490712/15
188.57 300 S LAF SONITROL248546632012/15
82.33 LAF PK ELEVATOR248546633112/15

187.96 222 S CENTER TICKET BOOTH248546635612/15
99.85 STARR HOUSE248588017012/15

582.19 S LAF PKG248591029312/15
5,929.73 911 LINE 908RO1060701/16

8,662.47 TOTAL FOR: AT & T

ATIGROUP10526
848.72 LIB/WATER TREATMENT0000611742

848.72 TOTAL FOR: ATIGROUP

AVENTRIC TECHNOLOGIES03964
800.00 CPRD-D PADZ, PEDI-PADZ6060952

800.00 TOTAL FOR: AVENTRIC TECHNOLOGIES

BAILEY'S00116
71.97 WOODLAND PRO 14" ARBORLAND BAR12/24/2015

71.97 TOTAL FOR: BAILEY'S
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BAKER & TAYLOR COMPANIES00117
(10.04)CREDIT MEMEO0002733826
356.69 BOOKS2031517084
262.67 AUDIOVISUAL MEDIA2031518579
14.17 BOOKS2031521959

164.37 BOOKS2031522711
577.84 BOOKS2031531967
97.37 BOOKS2031532184

179.52 BOOKS2031536696
188.91 BOOKS2031536960
168.96 BOOKS2031539212
17.43 BOOKS2031543407
36.68 AUDIOVISUAL MEDIA2031546521
61.44 AUDIOVISUAL MEDIA2031546522

311.15 BOOKS2031549848
246.74 BOOKS2031549876
179.73 BOOKS2031550041
240.03 BOOKS2031554652
177.34 BOOKS2031554710
340.31 BOOKS2031554757
294.87 BOOKS2031555821
50.77 BOOKS2031559623
15.26 BOOKS2031564518
29.95 BOOKS2031564542
58.35 BOOKS2031568798
6.69 BOOKS2031569052

270.19 BOOKS2031571716
59.92 BOOKS2031571780

247.68 BOOKS2031574787

4,644.99 TOTAL FOR: BAKER & TAYLOR COMPANIES

BANDIT INDUSTRIES INC00121
64.26 SEAL KIT, SPOOLSEAL RETAINER  573380

64.26 TOTAL FOR: BANDIT INDUSTRIES INC

WILLIAM M. BARNWELL12860
200.00 CARMEN SIERRA BOUNDS15RO09846

200.00 TOTAL FOR: WILLIAM M. BARNWELL

CHERYL BAUGH07297
388.80 AQUA ZUMBA, WATER AEROBICS11/4-1/14/16

388.80 TOTAL FOR: CHERYL BAUGH

BEAUMONT HEALTH SYSTEMS08558
105.00 NARCAN KITS117

105.00 TOTAL FOR: BEAUMONT HEALTH SYSTEMS

BEDIENT CONSTRUCTION INCRBOND
1,250.00 BD Bond RefundBB43078

1,250.00 TOTAL FOR: BEDIENT CONSTRUCTION INC

BELL EQUIPMENT COMPANY00136
1,871.60 TAKE-UP BEARING, ACTUATOR, PIN WELDMENT, SOCKET HEAD 0115921

1,871.60 TOTAL FOR: BELL EQUIPMENT COMPANY
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KATHLEEN BERWICK12188
20,000.00 BOND REFUND42261 BAL

20,000.00 TOTAL FOR: KATHLEEN BERWICK

BEST HOME TITLE AGENCY, LLCRTAXX
2,139.98 Sum Tax Refund 72-25-16-482-01901/11/2016

2,139.98 TOTAL FOR: BEST HOME TITLE AGENCY, LLC

BEN BIALEK12842
124.00 HOCKEY REFEREE011316

124.00 TOTAL FOR: BEN BIALEK

BIG D LOCK & KEY00143
345.50 ARENA/KEYS, LOCK SET 7383

345.50 TOTAL FOR: BIG D LOCK & KEY

KAREN M BISHOP11714
638.40 FITNESS CLASSESFALL 2015

638.40 TOTAL FOR: KAREN M BISHOP

BLUE CROSS AND BLUE SHIELD00153
598,126.66 BC PAYMENTFEB 2016

598,126.66 TOTAL FOR: BLUE CROSS AND BLUE SHIELD

BOB BARKER COMPANY INC03508
504.48 PRISONER SANDALSWEB000405786

504.48 TOTAL FOR: BOB BARKER COMPANY INC

BOJAX COLLISION08819
1,436.87 VEHICLE REPAIR1565

1,436.87 TOTAL FOR: BOJAX COLLISION

BOURQUE, BONNIE & RABIN, BRUCERBOND
400.00 BD Bond RefundBB42896

400.00 TOTAL FOR: BOURQUE, BONNIE & RABIN, BRUCE

Brian Ray MacvoyRBOND
750.00 BD Bond RefundBB43015
750.00 BD Bond RefundBB43056

1,500.00 TOTAL FOR: Brian Ray Macvoy

TIM CAMPBELL01337
546.00 SR MEAL PROGRAM12/29-1/8/16

546.00 TOTAL FOR: TIM CAMPBELL

CANNON EQUIPMENT00212
6,357.50 SNOWPLOWJ29420

6,357.50 TOTAL FOR: CANNON EQUIPMENT
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LEAH CASTILLO07427
96.00 ROYAL OAK SR ESSENTIAL SERVICES32022
90.00 ROYAL OAK SR ESSENTIAL SERVICES32023
24.00 ROYAL OAK SR ESSENTIAL SERVICES32024
15.00 ROYAL OAK SR ESSENTIAL SERVICES32025

225.00 TOTAL FOR: LEAH CASTILLO

RICARDO CAUDILLO09122
25.00 HOLIDAY AUXILIARY POLICE 010616

25.00 TOTAL FOR: RICARDO CAUDILLO

MARK CHOPP02098
25.00 HOLIDAY AUXILIARY POLICE 010616

25.00 TOTAL FOR: MARK CHOPP

STEVE CITO08179
51.98 MILEAGEJUL-DEC 2015

51.98 TOTAL FOR: STEVE CITO

CITY OF BERKLEY02754
3,538.12 DEC ANIMAL CONTROL0000017167

13,210.30 LEGACY FINES COLLECTED BY THE COURTDEC 2015
12,565.92 FINES COLLECTED BY THE COURTDECEMBER 2015

29,314.34 TOTAL FOR: CITY OF BERKLEY

STEFANIE CLARKE11686
98.90 SUPREME CT TRAINING EXP REIMBDEC 3, 2015

98.90 TOTAL FOR: STEFANIE CLARKE

CLASS PAINTING INCRBOND
250.00 BD Bond RefundBB43245

250.00 TOTAL FOR: CLASS PAINTING INC

MARI COLEMAN12849
13.00 OVERPAID DOG LICENSE FEE010416

13.00 TOTAL FOR: MARI COLEMAN

SARAH COLEMAN12862
77.00 PROGRAM REFUND42478

77.00 TOTAL FOR: SARAH COLEMAN

COMCAST SPOTLIGHT05311
4,327.00 HOLIDAY TV SPOTS NC781407

4,327.00 TOTAL FOR: COMCAST SPOTLIGHT

COMERICA BANK00282
4,325.83 OCT-DEC RETIREMENT SYSTEM299968

4,325.83 TOTAL FOR: COMERICA BANK

COMFORT INN CONFERENCE CENTER08389
382.50 LODGING/BRASWELLMAR 20-25, 2016

382.50 TOTAL FOR: COMFORT INN CONFERENCE CENTER
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CONFLICT DEFENSE SOLUTIONS12865
790.00 PEPPERBALL TRAING/BAROKY,CHIPMAN,TEICHOW,YANCHO 0039434-IN

790.00 TOTAL FOR: CONFLICT DEFENSE SOLUTIONS

CONSUMERS ENERGY00307
125.31 3123 N MAIN ST203495740929

125.31 TOTAL FOR: CONSUMERS ENERGY

CONTRACTOR'S CLOTHING CO00310
65.69 UNIFORMS7306519
72.89 UNIFORMS7306741
38.70 UNIFORMS7306772
13.46 UNIFORMS7306777
74.70 UNIFORMS7306869
74.22 UNIFORMS7306913

120.58 UNIFORMS7307005
35.98 UNIFORMS7307123
36.89 UNIFORMS7307171
84.71 UNIFORMS7307318
57.59 UNIFORMS7307320

675.41 TOTAL FOR: CONTRACTOR'S CLOTHING CO

CONTRACTORS CONNECTION INC00311
119.60 RATCHET CHAIN BINDER, SHOVEL7093567

119.60 TOTAL FOR: CONTRACTORS CONNECTION INC

CORELOGIC REAL ESTATE TAX SERVICERTAXX
2,105.68 Sum Tax Refund 72-25-08-131-09501/11/2016
1,465.65 Sum Tax Refund 72-25-10-208-01801/11/2016
1,484.27 Sum Tax Refund 72-25-10-479-00901/11/2016
1,711.73 Sum Tax Refund 72-25-15-202-00401/11/2016
1,538.11 Sum Tax Refund 72-25-22-277-00301/11/2016
1,733.15 Sum Tax Refund 72-25-22-305-04901/11/2016
1,735.79 Sum Tax Refund 72-25-04-252-02101/11/2016
2,501.65 Sum Tax Refund 72-25-16-104-00501/11/2016
1,735.79 Sum Tax Refund 72-25-04-252-02101/11/2016
2,564.19 Sum Tax Refund 72-25-22-352-04401/11/2016
3,199.56 Sum Tax Refund 72-25-09-276-01801/11/2016
3,263.03 Sum Tax Refund 72-25-03-230-03001/11/2016

25,038.60 TOTAL FOR: CORELOGIC REAL ESTATE TAX SERVICE

COUNTRYSIDE CONSTRUCTIONRBOND
1,700.00 BD Bond RefundBB42638

990.00 BD Bond RefundBB42850
4,320.00 BD Bond RefundBPB34861

7,010.00 TOTAL FOR: COUNTRYSIDE CONSTRUCTION

VIRGINIA CRADDOCK11467
30.00 ROYAL OAK SR ESSENTIAL SERVICES32084
12.00 ROYAL OAK SR ESSENTIAL SERVICES32085
24.00 ROYAL OAK SR ESSENTIAL SERVICES32087

66.00 TOTAL FOR: VIRGINIA CRADDOCK

CHRISTINE CUGINI10504
25.00 HOLIDAY AUXILIARY PATROL010616

25.00 TOTAL FOR: CHRISTINE CUGINI
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DEE'S SPORT SHOP INC02472
312.00 HOCKEY JERSEYS, HOCKEY SOXS29862
360.00 GLAS BEER MUGS30731A

672.00 TOTAL FOR: DEE'S SPORT SHOP INC

JEFFREY DERRINGER09982
103.97 BOOT ALLOWANCE2015/2016

103.97 TOTAL FOR: JEFFREY DERRINGER

DETROIT MARKING PRODUCTS CORP00387
60.25 TRODAT PROF LINE 1-COLOR DATER286756

60.25 TOTAL FOR: DETROIT MARKING PRODUCTS CORP

DIVDAT08191
4,437.33 DEC WATER/SEWER BILLS0117016

4,437.33 TOTAL FOR: DIVDAT

LAUREN DOZIER12477
200.00 CHRISTOPHER OGEN15RO09441A
200.00 GEROD MAPLESSP1590164

400.00 TOTAL FOR: LAUREN DOZIER

DSM SAW & KNIFE LLC10407
36.00 BLADE SHARPENED2540

36.00 TOTAL FOR: DSM SAW & KNIFE LLC

DSS CORPORATION00420
2,000.00 DOCUMENT IMAGING 41729

2,000.00 TOTAL FOR: DSS CORPORATION

DTE ENERGY00380
32.76 32221 WOODWARD194097600036 12/15

32.76 TOTAL FOR: DTE ENERGY

DTE ENERGY00381
27,583.24 1403 LEXINGTON7134189

381.65 90-O-451 STREETLIGHT7143008
66,507.75 90-O-450 STREETLIGHT7143358

179.51 1298 N CAMPBELL7149217
168.05 2300 W 14 MILE7151282
504.75 4309 COOLIDGE7151284

95,324.95 TOTAL FOR: DTE ENERGY

EASTERN MICHIGAN KENWORTH09189
818.25 REPAIR PARTS108796C

818.25 TOTAL FOR: EASTERN MICHIGAN KENWORTH

EASTERN MICHIGAN UNIVERSITY05386
3,000.00 FIRE STAFF & COMMAND/THOMPSONFIRE237

3,000.00 TOTAL FOR: EASTERN MICHIGAN UNIVERSITY

ECOLAB07075
246.82 SODIUM HYDROXIDE0589751

246.82 TOTAL FOR: ECOLAB
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EHRMANN FAMILY LIMITED PARTNERSHIP12869
36.00 TAX OVERPAY729900037876

36.00 TOTAL FOR: EHRMANN FAMILY LIMITED PARTNERSHIP

EJ USA INC00434
142.80 WATER MAINT SUPPLIES3896728
186.48 WATER MAINT SUPPLIES3920858

329.28 TOTAL FOR: EJ USA INC

ELEVATOR TECHNOLOGY INC00447
166.00 MO ELEVATOR MAINT16-96072

166.00 TOTAL FOR: ELEVATOR TECHNOLOGY INC

EMILY TECENO12868
103.38 DCCMIS TRAINING EXP REIMBDEC 3, 2015

103.38 TOTAL FOR: EMILY TECENO

EMPCO INC02989
2,915.85 POLICE LT WRITTEN EXAM 3722

2,915.85 TOTAL FOR: EMPCO INC

FRANK EVERINGHAM07636
2,002.50 ELECTRICAL INSPECTOR 12/28-1/11/16

2,002.50 TOTAL FOR: FRANK EVERINGHAM

EXCEL SYSTEMS GROUP, INC.06638
2,670.35 CASENUMBER LABELS121343

2,670.35 TOTAL FOR: EXCEL SYSTEMS GROUP, INC.

EZELL SUPPLY CORP00471
63.52 DPS/ROLL TOWELS131259

193.12 ARENA/JANITORIAL SUPPLIES131276
40.40 ARENA/URINAL SCREEN131276-1

854.76 ARENA/BATT TISSUE, ROLL TOWELS131277

1,151.80 TOTAL FOR: EZELL SUPPLY CORP

F W MEDIA09592
150.00 MARKET/AD309916

150.00 TOTAL FOR: F W MEDIA

TAREK FAKHOURI12572
200.00 THOMAS NEHL15-86781

200.00 TOTAL FOR: TAREK FAKHOURI

LYNNE FAULKNER04304
425.00 CT 12/28-1/8 JANITORIAL SERVICES685802

425.00 TOTAL FOR: LYNNE FAULKNER

JACK FAWCETT12852
372.21 AMBULANCE REFUND14-212385

372.21 TOTAL FOR: JACK FAWCETT
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FIRE DEFENSE EQUIPMENT CO INC00486
434.68 DPS/EXTINGUISHER INSPECTION059408
106.80 MP/PROPANE RECHARGE059502

541.48 TOTAL FOR: FIRE DEFENSE EQUIPMENT CO INC

FIRST CHOICE SERVICES06960
83.00 CT/COFFEE SERVICE 385792
24.60 CT/SUGAR CANISTER710442

107.60 TOTAL FOR: FIRST CHOICE SERVICES

KATHLEEN FISHER12851
400.00 PARTIAL PAYMENT122915

400.00 TOTAL FOR: KATHLEEN FISHER

CHARLES FORD07635
360.00 MECHANICAL INSPECTOR 1/5-1/7/16

360.00 TOTAL FOR: CHARLES FORD

FORMS TRAC ENTERPRISES00501
689.90 CT/FORMS63339
197.83 PRINT SHOP WORK ORDERS63372
823.04 CT/FORMS63380
107.50 CT/FORMS63381

1,818.27 TOTAL FOR: FORMS TRAC ENTERPRISES

FRENTZ AND SONS HARDWARE CO00507
7.62 DISC SUPPLIESA500027

24.32 DISC SUPPLIESB21068
2.42 DISC SUPPLIESB21144
1.16 DISC SUPPLIESB21187

36.87 DISC SUPPLIESB21208
79.48 DISC SUPPLIESB21209
2.33 DISC SUPPLIESB21227
8.80 DISC SUPPLIESB21259

35.34 DISC SUPPLIESd86265
5.03 DISC SUPPLIESD86350

30.56 DISC SUPPLIESD86358
82.04 DISC SUPPLIESD86368
16.88 DISC SUPPLIESD86377
16.92 DISC SUPPLIESD86386
4.30 DISC SUPPLIESD86387

51.63 DISC SUPPLIESD86411

405.70 TOTAL FOR: FRENTZ AND SONS HARDWARE CO

IRWIN FRIEDMAN09093
837.00 HOCKEY REFEREE011316

837.00 TOTAL FOR: IRWIN FRIEDMAN

GABRIEL ROEDER SMITH & CO00513
10,000.00 GASB STATEMENT NO 67 & 68 VALUATION 418870
4,900.00 OCT-DEC ACTUARIAL SERVICES418873

14,900.00 TOTAL FOR: GABRIEL ROEDER SMITH & CO
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GALUI CONSTRUCTION, INC06383
235,893.11 CONCRETE STREET REPAIR CAP1505 PE8

235,893.11 TOTAL FOR: GALUI CONSTRUCTION, INC

GAME TIME00520
433.96 WATERWORKS PARK/SWING SET PJI-0027724

433.96 TOTAL FOR: GAME TIME

GARRETT DOOR COMPANY04825
185.00 DPS/OVERHEAD DOOR OPERATOR REPAIR23039

185.00 TOTAL FOR: GARRETT DOOR COMPANY

GENERAL CASTER SERVICE00525
188.00 SOLID WHEELS0044612-IN

188.00 TOTAL FOR: GENERAL CASTER SERVICE

GENERAL LINEN & UNIFORM SERVICE02284
43.20 LIB 11/3 MAT RENTAL0028658
43.20 LIB 11/17 MAT RENTAL0030708
43.20 LIB 12/1 MAT RENTAL0032735
43.20 LIB 12/15 MAT RENTAL0034711
43.20 LIB 12/29 MAT RENTAL0036764

216.00 TOTAL FOR: GENERAL LINEN & UNIFORM SERVICE

GIANT JANITORIAL SERVICE INC00529
1,136.58 SR CTR 12/1-12/15 JANITORIAL SERVICE911240
1,136.58 SR CTR 12/16-12/31 JANITORIAL SERVICE911248

2,273.16 TOTAL FOR: GIANT JANITORIAL SERVICE INC

JUAN M. GONZALEZ09839
200.00 DAVANTE LYDELL-DOMINICK STREET15RO02582

200.00 TOTAL FOR: JUAN M. GONZALEZ

GRAINGER00541
26.30 EAR MUFF9927245408

26.30 TOTAL FOR: GRAINGER

RICHARD HAASE08374
75.00 HOLIDAY AUXILIARY POLICE 010616

75.00 TOTAL FOR: RICHARD HAASE

HALLAHAN & ASSOCIATES PC08384
1,371.49 DEC PROF SERVICES13774

1,371.49 TOTAL FOR: HALLAHAN & ASSOCIATES PC

HASTINGS AIR-ENERGY CONTROL, INC05293
776.95 FIRE/CHECK SYS FOR AIR LEAKS, GRABBERS, SENSORS159652

776.95 TOTAL FOR: HASTINGS AIR-ENERGY CONTROL, INC
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HOME DEPOT00599
45.43 HWY/TOOLS 1065214
49.94 TOOL BAG12/24/2015
39.80 SEWER/TOOLS2026399

894.72 ICE RINKS/STEEL,STEEL STAKES2731-459603
500.46 ICE RINK/SUPPLIES3022649
283.23 SEWER/SUPPLIES4025956
324.10 WOOD FOR SHELVES4080284

9.80 WOOD FOR SHELVES4080287
33.49 DPS/SUPPLIES5062968

103.33 LIB/SUPPLIES5944151
55.05 WM/SUPPLIES6024162

110.85 SHOP,ELECTRICAL/SUPPLIES7063933
50.12 BOBCAT COVER7220494

141.99 WOOD FOR SHELVES77220632
74.65 HWY,SWEEPER/TOOLS8023740
23.52 WS/TOOLS9021743

2,740.48 TOTAL FOR: HOME DEPOT

PATRICK HOUGH12843
45.00 HOCKEY REFEREE011316

45.00 TOTAL FOR: PATRICK HOUGH

HOWIE GLASS COMPANY00603
10.00 MP/GLASS18471

10.00 TOTAL FOR: HOWIE GLASS COMPANY

HYDROCORP 00608
3,188.00 CROSS CONNECTION CONTROL PROGRAM0037693-IN

3,188.00 TOTAL FOR: HYDROCORP 

INSITUFORM TECHNOLOGIES USA LLC04120
175,716.90 SEWER LINING S1502 PE2

175,716.90 TOTAL FOR: INSITUFORM TECHNOLOGIES USA LLC

INSPERITY BUSINESS SERVICES12856
680.40 ORGPLUS PRO12/29/2015

680.40 TOTAL FOR: INSPERITY BUSINESS SERVICES

IPS GROUP, INC07605
5,780.17 CREDIT CARD TRANSACTION MONTHLY FEE15691

5,780.17 TOTAL FOR: IPS GROUP, INC

J.D. CANDLER ROOFING CO.12864
2,000.00 BOND REFUND41249

2,000.00 TOTAL FOR: J.D. CANDLER ROOFING CO.

JACK DOHENY SUPPLIES INC00656
(215.84)CREDIT MEMOA89384
219.38 HOSE END, MENDERA89385
264.00 LEAD HOSE A89453
161.50 VACTOR REPAIRW62899

429.04 TOTAL FOR: JACK DOHENY SUPPLIES INC
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STEVEN JACOBS05165
372.00 HOCKEY REFEREE011316

372.00 TOTAL FOR: STEVEN JACOBS

RONALD JANKOWSKI09806
15.00 ROYAL OAK SR ESSENTIAL SERVICES32101
12.00 ROYAL OAK SR ESSENTIAL SERVICES32102
36.00 ROYAL OAK SR ESSENTIAL SERVICES32103

63.00 TOTAL FOR: RONALD JANKOWSKI

RUTH JANKOWSKI11954
90.00 ROYAL OAK SR ESSENTIAL SERVICES31845

90.00 TOTAL FOR: RUTH JANKOWSKI

JH HART URBAN FORESTRY01915
7,410.40 TREE TRIMMING, TREE REMOVAL68572
3,233.60 TREE REMOVALS, TREE TRIMMING68585
4,910.18 STUMP GRINDING, TREE TRIMMING, TREE REMOVALS 68622

15,554.18 TOTAL FOR: JH HART URBAN FORESTRY

JOHNSON, KRIS WRTAXX
1,538.11 Sum Tax Refund 72-25-22-277-00301/11/2016

1,538.11 TOTAL FOR: JOHNSON, KRIS W

K8 PRODUCTIONS12863
6,500.00 PUBLIC ART WORK-11 MILE RDro-11mile-01

6,500.00 TOTAL FOR: K8 PRODUCTIONS

GREGG KABACINSKI12870
84.00 PROGRAM REFUND42375

84.00 TOTAL FOR: GREGG KABACINSKI

KACHALLA, JOHNRBOND
2,000.00 BD Bond RefundBPB34880

2,000.00 TOTAL FOR: KACHALLA, JOHN

LYNNE KALEITA07719
48.00 ROYAL OAK SR ESSENTIAL SERVICES31806
48.00 ROYAL OAK SR ESSENTIAL SERVICES31807
48.00 ROYAL OAK SR ESSENTIAL SERVICES31808
60.00 ROYAL OAK SR ESSENTIAL SERVICES31878

204.00 TOTAL FOR: LYNNE KALEITA

KYLE KENDZIUK07139
589.00 HOCKEY REFEREE011316

589.00 TOTAL FOR: KYLE KENDZIUK

MIKE KINASZ03704
565.00 HOCKEY REFEREE011316

565.00 TOTAL FOR: MIKE KINASZ

LYNETTE KIPP12861
77.00 PROGRAM REFUND42481

77.00 TOTAL FOR: LYNETTE KIPP
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KIRK'S AUTOMOTIVE INC00714
330.00 REPAIR PARTS989235
295.00 STR-DR 38MT WET CLUTCH989477

625.00 TOTAL FOR: KIRK'S AUTOMOTIVE INC

THE KITCHEN INC00112
297.67 PRISONER MEALS60997

297.67 TOTAL FOR: THE KITCHEN INC

KONOPADA, ANDREW A.RBOND
750.00 BD Bond RefundBB42955

750.00 TOTAL FOR: KONOPADA, ANDREW A.

ALEX KRENTZIN11643
90.00 COWBOY ALEX STORYTIME SESSIONS 010816

90.00 TOTAL FOR: ALEX KRENTZIN

LARETTA ATTN: CENTRAL REFUNDSRTAXX
551.57 Win Tax Refund 72-25-10-478-02501/11/2016

1,033.18 Win Tax Refund 72-25-16-154-01501/11/2016

1,584.75 TOTAL FOR: LARETTA ATTN: CENTRAL REFUNDS

HUGH LARKIN09298
25.00 PARAMEDIC LICENSE RENEWAL010516

25.00 TOTAL FOR: HUGH LARKIN

LAW OFFICES OF JOSEPH A LAVIGNE04443
200.00 BRIDGET RETELLE15-86375

200.00 TOTAL FOR: LAW OFFICES OF JOSEPH A LAVIGNE

LAW OFFICES OF ROBERT MORAD, PLLC10402
200.00 BRENT CHRISTOPHER GLOVER 15-85934

200.00 TOTAL FOR: LAW OFFICES OF ROBERT MORAD, PLLC

LEXISNEXIS RISK SOLUTIONS04678
69.50 NOV INVESTIGATIVE SEARCHES1126950-20151130
96.00 DEC INVESTIGATIVE SEARCHES1126950-20151231

165.50 TOTAL FOR: LEXISNEXIS RISK SOLUTIONS

LIGHTING SUPPLY COMPANY00754
119.88 LIGHTING V0132511

119.88 TOTAL FOR: LIGHTING SUPPLY COMPANY

LIVE WELL CUSTOM HOMES LLCRBOND
1,250.00 BD Bond RefundBB43135

1,250.00 TOTAL FOR: LIVE WELL CUSTOM HOMES LLC

MACSON ELECTRIC LLCRBOND
49.00 BD Payment Refund00154783

49.00 TOTAL FOR: MACSON ELECTRIC LLC
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MADISON ELECTRIC COMPANY00792
77.50 ELECTRICAL SUPPLIES1463691-00
29.10 ELECTRICAL SUPPLIES1463764-00

106.60 TOTAL FOR: MADISON ELECTRIC COMPANY

MADISON HEIGHTS TIRE & AUTO06188
254.42 WHEEL ALIGNMENT, F CONTROL ARM-LOWER104249

254.42 TOTAL FOR: MADISON HEIGHTS TIRE & AUTO

MAMC06052
600.00 MAMC INSTITUTE REG/BRASWELLMARCH 20-25,2016 

600.00 TOTAL FOR: MAMC

MAXWELL MANOOGIAN09590
200.00 KENNETH HEICHEL15-86531

200.00 TOTAL FOR: MAXWELL MANOOGIAN

NICHOLAS MARENGO08393
710.00 HOCKEY REFEREE011316

710.00 TOTAL FOR: NICHOLAS MARENGO

THE MARKERS GROUP05588
350.00 ART FAIR APPLICATION15-2201

350.00 TOTAL FOR: THE MARKERS GROUP

MATHESON TRI-GAS INC08499
209.12 FIRE/OXYGEN12555630
130.75 FIRE/CYLINDER RENTAL12607380

339.87 TOTAL FOR: MATHESON TRI-GAS INC

MATTHEW BENDER & CO, INC04394
109.43 MI PENAL & MOTOR VEHICLE EBOOK79344763

109.43 TOTAL FOR: MATTHEW BENDER & CO, INC

MATTHEWS HARGREAVES CHEVROLET CO00827
234.90 REPAIR PARTS82360-1
21.30 REPAIR PARTS82378

256.20 TOTAL FOR: MATTHEWS HARGREAVES CHEVROLET CO

MAZUR MARKET MANAGEMENT LLC08339
8,076.00 MARKET W/E 1/10160111
8,523.75 FARMERS MARKET INCENTIVE2015

16,599.75 TOTAL FOR: MAZUR MARKET MANAGEMENT LLC

VIRGINIA MCCLUNEY12662
120.00 ROYAL OAK SR ESSENTIAL SERVICES31985
120.00 ROYAL OAK SR ESSENTIAL SERVICES31986

240.00 TOTAL FOR: VIRGINIA MCCLUNEY

MCDA04043
100.00 CONFERENCE/MURPHY01981

100.00 TOTAL FOR: MCDA



DISBURSEMENTS FROM 01/19/2016 TO 01/19/2016

CITY OF ROYAL OAK

INVOICE APPROVAL BY INVOICE REPORT FOR CITY OF ROYAL OAK 16/28Page
:

01/14/2016 11:17 AM
User: MaryJ
DB: Royal Oak

EXP CHECK RUN DATES 01/19/2016 - 01/19/2016
BOTH JOURNALIZED AND UNJOURNALIZED

PAID

Amount DescriptionInvoice
Vendor NameVendor Code

MCNAUGHTON - MCKAY ELECTRIC00834
825.00 DECORATIVE STREET LIGHTS FOR DDA14185618-00
329.70 LIGHTING 14273662-00

1,154.70 TOTAL FOR: MCNAUGHTON - MCKAY ELECTRIC

MEDTOX LABORATORIES INC06782
25.00 RANDOM TESTING 122015502559

25.00 TOTAL FOR: MEDTOX LABORATORIES INC

MI METER TECH GROUP INC07480
6,019.10 WATER METERS & INSTALLATION96352

6,019.10 TOTAL FOR: MI METER TECH GROUP INC

MICH ASSOC OF CHIEFS OF POLICE02937
100.00 DUES/FRAZIER2016

100.00 TOTAL FOR: MICH ASSOC OF CHIEFS OF POLICE

MICHIGAN ECONOMIC DEV ASSOC06736
270.00 DUES/THWING10473

270.00 TOTAL FOR: MICHIGAN ECONOMIC DEV ASSOC

MICHIGAN MUNICIPAL LEAGUE00880
2,300.42 UNEMPLOYMENT 4TH QUARTERLY CONTRIBUTION011216

2,300.42 TOTAL FOR: MICHIGAN MUNICIPAL LEAGUE

MICHIGAN STATE FIREMEN'S ASSOC.12858
940.50 FIRE OFFICER 3RD ED2125
866.59 STRATEGIES & TACTICS 3RD ED2126

1,807.09 TOTAL FOR: MICHIGAN STATE FIREMEN'S ASSOC.

MICRO CENTER06042
113.95 FIRE PHONE PARTS055-PO-6633032
24.99 USB2.0 A-B M/M 15' BLK6608394

138.94 TOTAL FOR: MICRO CENTER

MIDWEST CONSTRUCTION AND RESTORATIORBOND
750.00 BD Bond RefundBB42550

750.00 TOTAL FOR: MIDWEST CONSTRUCTION AND RESTORATIO

MIDWEST TAPE00899
15.99 AUDIOVISUAL MEDIA93530218
83.55 AUDIOVISUAL MEDIA93547374
23.99 AUDIOVISUAL MEDIA93549242
35.97 AUDIOVISUAL MEDIA93565942

195.92 AUDIOVISUAL MEDIA93565943

355.42 TOTAL FOR: MIDWEST TAPE

JOHN MILLIRON12394
776.98 SECURITY TRAINING EXP REIMBJAN 4-6, 2016

776.98 TOTAL FOR: JOHN MILLIRON
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MICHAEL MITCHELL10401
200.00 FRANCIS P ZDANOWSKI15-85924
200.00 ANTHONY CRAIGHEAD15BE04962
200.00 DAJUAN FREEMAN15RO10292
200.00 ANDREW W HAVENSTEIN15RO11314

800.00 TOTAL FOR: MICHAEL MITCHELL

MMWR06991
199.00 FIRE/SUBSCRIPTION RENEWAL102007227

199.00 TOTAL FOR: MMWR

MOTION INDUSTRIES00916
56.17 HOSE ENDSMI01-192189

56.17 TOTAL FOR: MOTION INDUSTRIES

MSC INDUSTRIAL SUPPLY CO INC03048
425.00 WS-MH-WIRE 29391893

425.00 TOTAL FOR: MSC INDUSTRIAL SUPPLY CO INC

DEBRA MURRAY07804
49.21 MILEAGE123015

49.21 TOTAL FOR: DEBRA MURRAY

SUSAN MUTSCHLER12237
93.15 MILEAGEJUL-DEC 2015

93.15 TOTAL FOR: SUSAN MUTSCHLER

NAPA AUTO PARTS MADISON HEIGHTS05865
(376.48)CREDIT MEMO436160

37.70 REPAIR PARTS436671
86.08 REPAIR PARTS436782
68.04 REPAIR PARTS436891

165.80 REPAIR PARTS437002
35.16 REPAIR PARTS437017
36.64 REPAIR PARTS437027

153.81 REPAIR PARTS437160
22.05 REPAIR PARTS437219
8.07 REPAIR PARTS437484

26.41 REPAIR PARTS437590
21.32 REPAIR PARTS437849

125.71 REPAIR PARTS437956
234.32 REPAIR PARTS438063
158.68 REPAIR PARTS438408
176.07 REPAIR PARTS438416
62.09 REPAIR PARTS438478

1,041.47 TOTAL FOR: NAPA AUTO PARTS MADISON HEIGHTS

NATIONAL CITY WORKERS COMPENSION07528
3,988.72 WORKERS COMPENSATION1/4-1/8/16

33.58 WORKERS COMPENSATION12/28-12/31/15

4,022.30 TOTAL FOR: NATIONAL CITY WORKERS COMPENSION

RITA Y. NICHOLAS12874
4,000.00 D/B: NICHOLAS, DANNY A 7811

4,000.00 TOTAL FOR: RITA Y. NICHOLAS
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NICHOLS12624
537.60 ROLL TOWELS, BATH TISSUE6340102-00 BAL

1,170.25 HAND WASH, BATH TISSUE, ROLL TOWELS, GARBAGE BAGS6361923-00

1,707.85 TOTAL FOR: NICHOLS

NIGHT CRY GRAPHICS02868
2,475.00 JAN-MAR GRAPHIC DESIGN SERVICES2948

2,475.00 TOTAL FOR: NIGHT CRY GRAPHICS

NORTH STAR MECHANICAL INC07558
425.81 DPS/NOV CONTRACT BILLING 00011353
261.11 SR CTR/NOV CONTRACT BILLING 00011355

1,681.70 CH/NOV CONTRACT BILLING 00011356
562.40 POLICE/NOV CONTRACT BILLING 00011357

1,006.56 SR CTR/AIR UNIT REPAIR114151
1,107.88 DPS/BOILER ROOM STEAM TRAP REPAIR115672

176.40 CH/WATER LEAK FROM A/C UNIT REPAIR116051
3,067.75 POLICE/COMPRESSOR 116126
1,005.42 CH/BASEMENT HEATING PIPE REPAIR116150

541.88 DPS/BOILER LINE REPAIR 116154
1,557.83 CH/FOLLOW UP TO SEP PREVE MAINTENANCE116172
1,649.44 POLICE/BOILER REPAIR116180

13,044.18 TOTAL FOR: NORTH STAR MECHANICAL INC

NORWOOD HOMES LTDRBOND
1,250.00 BD Bond RefundBB43183

1,250.00 TOTAL FOR: NORWOOD HOMES LTD

NOWAK & FRAUS, PLLC04675
10,990.00 E FOURTH ST IMPROVEMENTS87916
5,835.70 CDBG E FOURTH STREET IMPROVEMENTS87917

864.00 SEWER & WATER MAIN IMPROVEMENTS87923
2,736.72 CONST ENG SERVICES S WASH AVE87932

20,426.42 TOTAL FOR: NOWAK & FRAUS, PLLC
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NYE UNIFORM04313
38.00 UNIFORMS520846

169.00 UNIFORMS523366
79.50 UNIFORMS523706
69.99 UNIFORMS526834
54.00 UNIFORMS527080

313.50 UNIFORMS527974
390.00 UNIFORMS527994
100.78 UNIFORMS528576
48.39 UNIFORMS528579
48.39 UNIFORMS528580

357.00 UNIFORMS528894A
224.50 UNIFORMS528894B
79.50 UNIFORMS528897
37.20 UNIFORMS528900

407.50 UNIFORMS529223
253.00 UNIFORMS529670
44.50 UNIFORMS529907

276.00 UNIFORMS529999
99.00 UNIFORMS530006
72.50 UNIFORMS530007
38.00 UNIFORMS530222
64.50 UNIFORMS530686

119.00 UNIFORMS530959
3,045.00 UNIFORMS532137
3,045.00 UNIFORMS532142
3,045.00 UNIFORMS532143
3,045.00 UNIFORMS532144
3,045.00 UNIFORMS532145
3,045.00 UNIFORMS532146

59.50 UNIFORMS533647
48.50 UNIFORMS533648

325.50 UNIFORMS533649
149.00 UNIFORMS533650
161.00 UNIFORMS533651
161.00 UNIFORMS533748
107.00 UNIFORMS535710
203.00 UNIFORMS535712
36.50 UNIFORMS537436

1,205.90 UNIFORMS538293
227.00 UNIFORMS539297

24,337.65 TOTAL FOR: NYE UNIFORM

OAKLAND CO CLERKS ASSOCIATION02226
50.00 MEMBERSHIP/HALAS,BRASWELL2016

50.00 TOTAL FOR: OAKLAND CO CLERKS ASSOCIATION

OAKLAND CO REGISTRAR OF DEED00993
52.00 RECORDING FEES122915
20.00 RECORDING FEES12292015
20.00 RECORDING FEES123015

92.00 TOTAL FOR: OAKLAND CO REGISTRAR OF DEED

OAKLAND CO ROAD COMMISSION00994
62.40 TRAFFIC SIGNAL MAINTENANCE94864

2,582.43 TRAFFIC SIGNAL MAINTENANCE94970
20.80 SCATS & AUTOSCOPE MAINTENANCE95163

2,665.63 TOTAL FOR: OAKLAND CO ROAD COMMISSION
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OAKLAND COMMUNITY COLLEGE00998
375.00 LEGAL REVIEW & UPDATE (5)101232

375.00 TOTAL FOR: OAKLAND COMMUNITY COLLEGE

OAKLAND COUNTY06178
266.04 OCT-DEC RADIO COMM PARTS ACCESSORIESRAD0002525

266.04 TOTAL FOR: OAKLAND COUNTY

OAKLAND COUNTY TREASURER00995
2,511.85 DELINQUENT TAX PAY 2006 E HUDSON AVE722523309002

2,511.85 TOTAL FOR: OAKLAND COUNTY TREASURER

OAKLAND COUNTY TREASURER00996
615.00 LEGACY LIBRARY FUNDDEC 2015

6,307.50 LIBRARY FUNDDECEMBER 2015

6,922.50 TOTAL FOR: OAKLAND COUNTY TREASURER

OCAAO04352
110.00 BOR TRAINING (5)FEB 2, 2016

110.00 TOTAL FOR: OCAAO

OCCUPATIONAL HEALTH CENTERS00300
122.50 PREPLACEMENT PHYSICAL316909542

122.50 TOTAL FOR: OCCUPATIONAL HEALTH CENTERS

OFFICE DEPOT01007
18.49 85793581 OFFICE SUPPLIES808679067002

(17.49)CREDIT MEMO812434295001
56.08 85793581 OFFICE SUPPLIES812677712001

191.98 85793581 OFFICE SUPPLIES81270649001
167.91 85793581 OFFICE SUPPLIES812707465001
24.45 85793581 OFFICE SUPPLIES812707650001
14.99 85793581 OFFICE SUPPLIES812738972001

166.48 85793581 OFFICE SUPPLIES813133985001
4.21 85793581 OFFICE SUPPLIES81314119001

28.65 85793581 OFFICE SUPPLIES813276600001
17.88 85793581 OFFICE SUPPLIES813276970001
51.92 85793581 OFFICE SUPPLIES813358056001

191.28 85793581 OFFICE SUPPLIES813476315001
604.31 85793581 OFFICE SUPPLIES814200614001
531.98 85793581 OFFICE SUPPLIES814200753001

2,053.12 TOTAL FOR: OFFICE DEPOT

OHM ADVISORS01014
6,754.74 ASPHALT RESURFACING IMPROVEMENTS175444
4,342.34 ASPHALT RESURFACING IMPROVEMENTS175445
6,471.00 SPECIAL ASSESSMENT PAVING175446

17,568.08 TOTAL FOR: OHM ADVISORS

ON-SITE SPECIALTY CLEANING & RESTOR10681
4,125.92 BASEMENT PIPE-FLOODING CLEAN UPsi-13391

4,125.92 TOTAL FOR: ON-SITE SPECIALTY CLEANING & RESTOR
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OPTIMUM CONTRACTING SOLUTIONS LLC12088
15,250.00 FINAL PAYMENT011416

15,250.00 TOTAL FOR: OPTIMUM CONTRACTING SOLUTIONS LLC

O'REILLY AUTO08249
448.62 REPAIR PARTS3327 399468
162.31 REPAIR PARTS3327 399493
14.99 REPAIR PARTS3327-397614

498.68 REPAIR PARTS3327-398112

1,124.60 TOTAL FOR: O'REILLY AUTO

PAETEC06525
663.24 PHONE SERVICE4253909 12/15

663.24 TOTAL FOR: PAETEC

PARK-RITE INC09095
30,996.79 PAYROLL DEC 20153859

30,996.79 TOTAL FOR: PARK-RITE INC

PARTSMASTER12664
434.41 VISION PRO CORDLESS LIGHT, PRY BAR20969724
494.72 PRY BARS20970359
299.01 VISION PRO LIGHT HIGH POWER CORDLESS20971921
494.72 PRY BARS20971922

1,722.86 TOTAL FOR: PARTSMASTER

PATRICK EDWARD-SALVATORE RAYERBOND
750.00 BD Bond RefundBB42366
750.00 BD Bond RefundBB42648
750.00 BD Bond RefundBB42698
750.00 BD Bond RefundBB42825

3,000.00 TOTAL FOR: PATRICK EDWARD-SALVATORE RAYE

PAYPAL12153
89.60 DEC PAYFLOW PRO 46322862

89.60 TOTAL FOR: PAYPAL

PET SUPPLIES PLUS #505056
8.56 K9 DOG STRAW01212983

38.14 K9 SUPPLIES01214222
35.98 K9 SUPPLIES03205413

(38.14)CREDIT MEMO03205414
8.08 K9 DOG STRAW03205415

(8.56)CREDIT MEMO03205416

44.06 TOTAL FOR: PET SUPPLIES PLUS #5

BRENDA PEZNOWSKI07787
72.00 ROYAL OAK SR ESSENTIAL SERVICES31888

108.00 ROYAL OAK SR ESSENTIAL SERVICES32032
24.00 ROYAL OAK SR ESSENTIAL SERVICES32033
84.00 ROYAL OAK SR ESSENTIAL SERVICES32034

288.00 TOTAL FOR: BRENDA PEZNOWSKI
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DAVID PIETROSKI04252
200.00 CRAIG FOPMA15-81837

200.00 TOTAL FOR: DAVID PIETROSKI

PRAXAIR DISTRIBUTIONS INC06171
433.12 DPS/OXYGEN71947969

433.12 TOTAL FOR: PRAXAIR DISTRIBUTIONS INC

PTE/ISN06006
30.49 HAND RIVET NUT KIT I943562

30.49 TOTAL FOR: PTE/ISN

PREMIERE PLUS01067
4,575.00 WINTER DANCE CLASS010716

4,575.00 TOTAL FOR: PREMIERE PLUS

THE PRINT HOUSE INC07129
3,532.74 LIB/ TWO APPEAL LETTERS45041

3,532.74 TOTAL FOR: THE PRINT HOUSE INC

PRINTMASTERS05714
340.00 TWIGS YOUTH SERVICE BROCHERE177044

340.00 TOTAL FOR: PRINTMASTERS

KITT PROIMOS02974
25.00 HOLIDAY AUXILIARY POLICE 010616

25.00 TOTAL FOR: KITT PROIMOS

PROTECH ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES03329
510.00 RISK ASSESSMENT42091
510.00 RISK ASSESSMENT42100

1,020.00 TOTAL FOR: PROTECH ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES

PUBLIC AGENCY TRAINING COUNCIL01862
295.00 EMERGING LEGAL TRENDS/ANNETTA201492

295.00 TOTAL FOR: PUBLIC AGENCY TRAINING COUNCIL

QUALITY CLEANERS01096
318.50 PRISONER BLANKET CLEANINGDC163 1/16

318.50 TOTAL FOR: QUALITY CLEANERS

QUILL.COM08978
165.86 MKT/OFFICE SUPPLIES1169015
50.86 CT/PRINTER LABELS9729576

216.72 TOTAL FOR: QUILL.COM

ANITA RANDALL10352
60.00 ROYAL OAK SR ESSENTIAL SERVICES32190

60.00 TOTAL FOR: ANITA RANDALL

ROBERT REA07328
15.00 RECI EXP REIMB010716

15.00 TOTAL FOR: ROBERT REA
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RECORD AUTOMATIC DOORS, INC12680
168.50 MARKET/SIDE SENSOR ADJUSTMENT2089

168.50 TOTAL FOR: RECORD AUTOMATIC DOORS, INC

MIKE REED09573
186.00 HOCKEY REFEREE011316

186.00 TOTAL FOR: MIKE REED

RIMBOLD ENYTERPRISEDRTAXX
3,366.37 Sum Tax Refund 72-99-00-005-09001/11/2016

3,366.37 TOTAL FOR: RIMBOLD ENYTERPRISED

ROAD SOLUTIONS, INC05821
2,103.75 ICE BITE (BEET JUICE)0097663-IN

2,103.75 TOTAL FOR: ROAD SOLUTIONS, INC

ROAK BREWING CO LLCRBOND
12,500.00 BD Bond RefundBB42833
1,490.00 BD Bond RefundBPB34874

13,990.00 TOTAL FOR: ROAK BREWING CO LLC

ROBERT MURRAYRBOND
1,000.00 BD Bond RefundBB43110

600.00 BD Bond RefundBPB34889

1,600.00 TOTAL FOR: ROBERT MURRAY

ROBERTSON LEXINGTON LLCRBOND
750.00 BD Bond RefundBB43065

750.00 TOTAL FOR: ROBERTSON LEXINGTON LLC

ROCKET ENTERPRISES INC02879
225.00 ARENA/ANNUAL FLAG SERVICE00122316

225.00 TOTAL FOR: ROCKET ENTERPRISES INC

ROWLEYS BROS INC05435
798.58 ATF MULTI VEH, SERVICE PRO 50/50 2128093-00

798.58 TOTAL FOR: ROWLEYS BROS INC

ROYAL OAK CHAMBER OF COMMERCE04132
20.00 STATE OF CHAMBER LUNCHEON/FENTON011306

20.00 TOTAL FOR: ROYAL OAK CHAMBER OF COMMERCE

ROYAL OAK FORD 08650
149.60 VEHICLE REPAIR349430
232.21 REPAIR PARTS360050
166.22 REPAIR PARTS360059

548.03 TOTAL FOR: ROYAL OAK FORD 

ROYAL OAK GOLF COURSE12310
3,000.00 CUT GRASS30

3,000.00 TOTAL FOR: ROYAL OAK GOLF COURSE
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ROYAL OAK STORAGE03642
235.00 POLICE 1/17-2/16 STORAGE3048

235.00 TOTAL FOR: ROYAL OAK STORAGE

ROYAL OAK YOUTH ASSISTANCE01167
5,000.00 3RD QTR24

5,000.00 TOTAL FOR: ROYAL OAK YOUTH ASSISTANCE

RYBICKI TOURS03163
837.90 SR DAY TRIP12/7/15

837.90 TOTAL FOR: RYBICKI TOURS

SAM EVENT MANAGEMENT &07728
3,000.00 DEC EVENT SERVICES272

3,000.00 TOTAL FOR: SAM EVENT MANAGEMENT &

SAM'S CLUB/GEMB01183
1,154.20 FIRE/TOILET TISSUE, C-FOLD PAPER TOWELS4031842065
1,047.75 FIRE/SUPPLIES468151436053

2,201.95 TOTAL FOR: SAM'S CLUB/GEMB

KATRINA SAUNDERS12872
500.00 RESERVATION DEPOSIT REFUND111916

500.00 TOTAL FOR: KATRINA SAUNDERS

WILLIAM SAWYER09096
913.92 RETIRED, RETURN FOR ARBITRATION 121615

913.92 TOTAL FOR: WILLIAM SAWYER

WILLIAM SAYRE05965
50.00 HOLIDAY AUXILIARY POLICE 010616

50.00 TOTAL FOR: WILLIAM SAYRE

DARCY SCHRAM12873
94.00 REIMBURSE FOR OVERAGE CHARGED010716

94.00 TOTAL FOR: DARCY SCHRAM

SEOC WATER AUTHORITY01222
299,670.51 WATER SERVICEDEC 2015

299,670.51 TOTAL FOR: SEOC WATER AUTHORITY

SERV-ICE REFRIGERATION INC01199
983.00 ARENA/WATER TREATMENTRO092515

983.00 TOTAL FOR: SERV-ICE REFRIGERATION INC

SHERWIN WILLIAMS03783
98.23 BLUE TAPE, ROLLER, BRUSH, COVERS4652-0

98.23 TOTAL FOR: SHERWIN WILLIAMS

SHULTS EQUIPMENT LLC01210
1,310.80 CARBIDE BLADE0101701-IN
1,046.25 REPAIR PARTS0101703-IN

2,357.05 TOTAL FOR: SHULTS EQUIPMENT LLC
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SIGNAL RESTORATION SERVICES12875
127,318.79 STRUCTURAL REPAIRS CAUSED BY FIRE11-51-7723

127,318.79 TOTAL FOR: SIGNAL RESTORATION SERVICES

SIRCHIE FINGERPRINT LAB01213
572.92 EVIDENCE BOX, SYRINGE TUBES, EVID TUBES0235563-IN

572.92 TOTAL FOR: SIRCHIE FINGERPRINT LAB

SLC METER LLC01177
444.65 WATER METERS244608

444.65 TOTAL FOR: SLC METER LLC

SOCRRA01221
154,325.33 12/16-12/31 REFUSE, RECYCLABLES & YW RO1215-2

154,325.33 TOTAL FOR: SOCRRA

ANDREW SOPER08771
899.00 HOCKEY REFEREE011316

899.00 TOTAL FOR: ANDREW SOPER

ST JOHN OAKLAND OCC HEALTH PARTNERS04576
881.00 DRUG SCREENS, PHYSICAL EXAMS260099
108.00 DRUG SCREEN, PHYSICAL EXAM 260420
108.00 DRUG SCREEN, PHYSICAL EXAM260531

1,097.00 TOTAL FOR: ST JOHN OAKLAND OCC HEALTH PARTNERS

AMY STAPLES08149
113.93 EXP REIMB 122815

113.93 TOTAL FOR: AMY STAPLES

STAR BUILDERS INCRBOND
1,250.00 BD Bond RefundBB43205

1,250.00 TOTAL FOR: STAR BUILDERS INC

STATE OF MICHIGAN01257
980.10 LOCAL PROGRESS BILLINGAP383354

980.10 TOTAL FOR: STATE OF MICHIGAN

STATE OF MICHIGAN02326
18.00 BROWNFIELD REDEVELOPMENT TAX INCREMENT010516

18.00 TOTAL FOR: STATE OF MICHIGAN

STATE OF MICHIGAN09974
60.00 SEX OFFENDER REG FEE551-457603

60.00 TOTAL FOR: STATE OF MICHIGAN

STATE OF MICHIGAN DEPT OF01258
29,410.60 PAYROLL12/11/15
29,586.61 PAYROLL122415

52.01 SALES TAXDEC 2015

59,049.22 TOTAL FOR: STATE OF MICHIGAN DEPT OF
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STATE OF MICHIGAN01259
96,324.80 STATE FINES COLLECTED BY THE COURTDEC 2015
3,343.10 LEGACY STATE FINES COLLECTED BY THE COURTDECEMBER 2015

99,667.90 TOTAL FOR: STATE OF MICHIGAN

STEFANIE CLARKE12866
98.90 TRAINING EXP REIMBDEC 3, 2015

98.90 TOTAL FOR: STEFANIE CLARKE

SUBURBAN ARENA MNGMT ROYAL OAK07643
9,828.40 MANAGEMENT FEE1197

13,385.67 W/E 1/3 1198

23,214.07 TOTAL FOR: SUBURBAN ARENA MNGMT ROYAL OAK

SUBURBAN SPORTS COMMUNICATIONS LLC07747
100.00 HOCKEY AD 14178

100.00 TOTAL FOR: SUBURBAN SPORTS COMMUNICATIONS LLC

SYSTEMS DUPLICATING COMP INC03985
183.00 BUS CARDS/ZEITER104508

183.00 TOTAL FOR: SYSTEMS DUPLICATING COMP INC

TIMOTHY TEER10497
100.00 HOLIDAY AUXILIARY POLICE 010616

100.00 TOTAL FOR: TIMOTHY TEER

TENNANT SALES & SERVICE CO01318
189.97 T5 SCRUBBER REPAIR 913529269

189.97 TOTAL FOR: TENNANT SALES & SERVICE CO

THOMAS JOSEPH BERTARBOND
750.00 BD Bond RefundBB42970

750.00 TOTAL FOR: THOMAS JOSEPH BERTA

KEVIN THOMAS08189
25.00 HOLIDAY AUXILIARY POLICE 010616

25.00 TOTAL FOR: KEVIN THOMAS

CARMELA TOCCO12876
205.00 VEHICLE INCORRECTLY IMPOUNDED 011416

205.00 TOTAL FOR: CARMELA TOCCO

TRANS-TEK TRANSPORT03255
13,263.75 FILL SAND & DPS RUBBISH HAUL OUT11978

13,263.75 TOTAL FOR: TRANS-TEK TRANSPORT

TRANSUNION RISK AND ALTERNATIVE10845
136.00 INVESTIGATIVE SEARCHESDEC 2015

136.00 TOTAL FOR: TRANSUNION RISK AND ALTERNATIVE

TWI TIRE WHOLESALERS01369
154.00 TIRE387922-00

154.00 TOTAL FOR: TWI TIRE WHOLESALERS
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UNA TWORK09807
66.00 ROYAL OAK SR ESSENTIAL SERVICES32010

66.00 TOTAL FOR: UNA TWORK

ULRICH, PETERRTAXX
2,158.59 Sum Tax Refund 72-25-15-358-09301/11/2016

2,158.59 TOTAL FOR: ULRICH, PETER

UNITED RESOURCE LLC12606
11,742.00 CATCH BASIN CLEANING 16-1454

11,742.00 TOTAL FOR: UNITED RESOURCE LLC

US FIGURE SKATING01388
2,532.00 BASIC SKILLS INSTRUCTOR0072214

2,532.00 TOTAL FOR: US FIGURE SKATING

VANOVERBEKE, MICHAUD & TIMMONY, P.C05758
4,462.50 JUL-SEP RETIREMENT SYSTEM LEGAL SERVICE8500

4,462.50 TOTAL FOR: VANOVERBEKE, MICHAUD & TIMMONY, P.C

VENATOR CONTRACTING GROUPRBOND
4,000.00 BD Bond RefundBB42985

4,000.00 TOTAL FOR: VENATOR CONTRACTING GROUP

VERIZON06405
39.48 FIRE 24272089099 12/15

39.48 TOTAL FOR: VERIZON

VERIZON WIRELESS05778
3,743.20 NOV 10-DEC 9 CELL PHONES9756935924

653.65 NOV 24-DEC 23 CELL PHONES9757824737

4,396.85 TOTAL FOR: VERIZON WIRELESS

CHRISTINE WALBRIDGE05168
1,705.20 HATHA YOGAWINTER 2016

1,705.20 TOTAL FOR: CHRISTINE WALBRIDGE

WAYTEK INC05738
161.08 REPAIR PARTS2288146

161.08 TOTAL FOR: WAYTEK INC

WDIV09042
6,450.00 HOLIDAY TV SPOTS 370219-1

6,450.00 TOTAL FOR: WDIV

WEST SHORE FIRE REPAIR INC01429
141.46 MT RUBR CAB LATCH REBOUND 40D10509

1,007.50 CHRGR BAT 20A/12V 120V LPC10585
102.07 ELE MOTOR FOR ROTO RAY LIGHT 10634

(421.23)CREDIT MEMO9732

829.80 TOTAL FOR: WEST SHORE FIRE REPAIR INC
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RYAN WILK09802
341.00 HOCKEY REFEREE011316

341.00 TOTAL FOR: RYAN WILK

MIKE WOLVERTON00900
300.00 SR DINNER DANCE ENTERTAINMENT022616

300.00 TOTAL FOR: MIKE WOLVERTON

WOODARD, DEBORAH MRTAXX
1,771.06 Sum Tax Refund 72-25-14-382-00201/11/2016

1,771.06 TOTAL FOR: WOODARD, DEBORAH M

XEROX CORPORATION01460
1.24 LIB 11/21-12/21 SPLY MAINT 082745593

1.24 TOTAL FOR: XEROX CORPORATION

DANIEL ZYWICK08772
93.00 HOCKEY REFEREE011316

93.00 TOTAL FOR: DANIEL ZYWICK

2,447,248.07 TOTAL - ALL VENDORS



PAYROLL #169

PAYROLL DATE: 1-22-2016

FIFTH THIRD BANK 609,701.53                          (Wire)

FIRST MERIT - PAYROLL (Net) 6,007.70                              (Wire)

IRS - 187,583.99                          (Wire)
FED. W/H 104,783.09          Electronic withdrawal
SOC SEC 57,305.80            on _1-22-2016___________

MEDICARE 25,495.10            

SITW 32,242.17                            

FRIEND OF THE COURT 1,628.91                              MISDU (Wire)
FRIEND OF THE COURT (MA)
FRIEND OF THE COURT (MO) 184.62                                 

ICMA 33,639.19                            (Wire)

NATIONWIDE 27,314.99                            (Wire)

MERS 7,444.02                              

MICHIGAN EDUCATION TRUST 148.00                                 

CHAPTER 13

TAX LEVY

GARNISHMENTS 373.88                                 

UNION DUES -                                       

PSA
POA

Command
Detectives

DPS
Fire

TPOAM
Parking

TASC 4,297.73                              

Worker's Comp Offset*
*Note: Not incl'd in total

GRAND TOTAL 910,566.73                          



                                                                                                                                      Finance Department 
                                                                                                                      211 South Williams Street 
                                                                                                                                       Royal Oak, MI 48067 

 

 
Approval of Purchase Orders 

 
 
January 13, 2016 
 
The Honorable Mayor Ellison and 
Members of the City Commission:   
 
The following resolution is recommended for approval:   
 

Be it resolved, the city commission approves the following requisitions/purchase 
orders for fiscal year 2015-16: 

 
     
Requisition #    R004202 
Vendor:    Johnson Sign Co. 
Requesting approval for:  $179,980 
Budget:    Requesting budget amendment January 25th 
Price Source:    bid by Royal Oak 
Department / Fund: auto parking  
Description: parking structure car counting systems & signage at three 

parking structures 
  
Requisition #    R004203 
Vendor:    Mackay Meters Inc 
Requesting approval for:  $125,730 
Budget:    yes 
Price Source:    bid by Royal Oak 
Department / Fund: auto parking  
Description: configured pay by space machine, retrofit & parts at 

Farmers Mkt/Troy Street and 6th/Main lots. 
  
Requisition #    R004204 
Vendor:    Traffic & Safety Control Systems 
Requesting approval for:  $262,190 
Budget:    yes 
Price Source:    bid by Royal Oak 
Department / Fund: auto parking  
Description: gate arm & pay to park machine installations at three 

parking structures.  
  
Requisition #    change order 
Vendor:    CDW Government 
Requesting approval for:  additional $35,540 total $45,070 
Budget:    yes 
Price Source:    vendor catalog bid 
Department / Fund: IT for fire dept 
Description: server backup solution $34k /the balance for surface pro 4 

accessories and three office jet mobile printers. 
  
 



 

Requisition #    change order 
Vendor:    Dell Service Sales 
Requesting approval for:  additional $3,275 total $33,465 
Budget:    yes 
Price Source:    quote 
Department / Fund: IT /  ambulance services/public safety   
Description: three surface pro 4s with three years of hardware support 

and accidental damage coverage 
  
Respectfully submitted,  
Julie Rudd 
Finance Director 
 
 
Approved,  
 
 
Donald E. Johnson 
City Manager  



                                                                                                                             Human Resources Department 
211 South Williams  

Royal Oak, MI 48067 
 

Renewal of Employee Assistance Program 
 
January 25, 2016 
 
The Honorable Mayor Ellison and 
Members of the City Commission:   
 
The city’s drug free workplace program includes a voluntary employee assistance program 
(EAP) available to all full-time employees and their dependents.  Authorization is needed to 
execute renewal for 2016 of the letter of agreement between the City of Royal Oak and 
Counseling Associates for the administration of the program (Attachment 1).  
 
The city has a substance abuse policy in accordance with the U.S. Department of 
Transportation regulations for CDL employees.  Our policy states that the city has established 
an employee assistance program and includes procedures for employees to obtain counseling 
and treatment from Counseling Associates. 
 
In addition, when Michigan Department of Transportation (MDOT) required drug testing of 
SMART drivers (senior van drivers), the city adopted a workplace drug and alcohol testing 
program policy including procedures for using the employee assistance program.  
 
The cost for the EAP remains the same as in previous years; $4,200.  This capitation fee, based 
on the number of employees, provides for three no-cost counseling sessions.  If additional 
sessions are required, the employee may use the relevant provisions of his or her health 
insurance. 
 
We recommend renewal of the letter of agreement with Counseling Associates. 
 
If the city commission is in agreement, the following resolution is recommended for approval:   
 

Be it resolved, the city commission hereby approves the renewal of the letter of 
agreement with Counseling Associates for the 2016 calendar year; and  
 
Be it further resolved, the mayor and city clerk are authorized to execute the 
letter of agreement on behalf of the city. 

 
Respectfully submitted,  
Mary Jo DiPaolo 
Human Resources Director 
 
Approved,  
 
 
 
Donald E. Johnson 
City Manager  
 
1 Attachment 



Attachment 1

City of Royal Oak 

Letter of Agreement 

Employee Assistance Program 
 
 
This agreement, executed this _________ day of January, 2016, between the City of Royal Oak and 
Counseling Associates, Inc., 6960 Orchard Lake Road, Suite 100, West Bloomfield, Michigan 48322, 
(hereinafter Counseling Associates, Inc.), is made in consideration of the mutual promises contained 
herein and provides the following provisions: 

 
1. Purpose: This agreement is to provide an employee assistance program (EAP) by Counseling 

Associates, Inc. for the employees of the City of Royal Oak and their eligible dependents. 
 
2. Objectives:  The EAP and voluntary counseling program are herewith continued to assist employees 

deal more effectively with personal problems and/or the problems of their families. The city 
established this program to effectively demonstrate its genuine concern for the well being of its 
employees. Additionally, the program may assist supervisors in managing employees whose 
performance and/or attendance are threatened by personal problems. Suggested referral 
procedures will be optional for employee self-referrals and, as required, for job performance-
based referrals. 

 
3. Duration:  The term of this agreement shall be designated as January 1, 2016 to December 31, 2016. 

 Further, both parties can terminate at any time upon sixty (60) day notice in writing. In the event 
of termination, payments made shall be pro-rated to the nearest month. 

 
4. Program Promotion:  Efforts will be made to promulgate this EAP to encourage self-referrals and 

keep adequate awareness of the program in the minds of all employees.  Counseling Associates, 
Inc. will assist in this effort by providing additional promotional materials, posters, clinic 
brochures, supervisory/referral handbooks, and general assistance for awareness, as required. 

 
5. Clinic Staff:  Counseling Associates, Inc. shall provide an experienced and professional staff 

including social workers, psychologists, psychiatrists and therapists. 
 
6. Services:  For an annual sum of $4,200, Counseling Associates, Inc. shall provide individual 

employees of the city, and their eligible dependents, three (3) counseling visits at no charge. After 
the three (3) visits, the employee or eligible dependent may choose to continue in counseling, 
using his or her health insurance plan and paying the co-payment portion, or paying the entire fee 
themselves.  Counseling Associates, Inc. shall charge the customary and usual fee. 

 
7. Availability:  All requests for EAP services will be handled within twenty-four (24) hours. Additionally, 

a twenty-four-(24) hour telephone service line will be available to those needing assistance. 
 
 
 
8. Confidentiality:  All client records maintained by the provider shall be confidential. Client written 

authorization shall be required before release of any information for any reason. 
 
9. Program Evaluation:  Counseling Associates, Inc. shall provide to the city a semi-annual report 

summary of source referrals which provides an overview analysis of problem areas. 
 
10. Insurance:  Counseling Associates, Inc. shall have and provide the city with a certificate of insurance 

   
Page 1 of 2   
 



Attachment 1

   
Page 2 of 2   
 

covering any required liability or malpractice insurance. 
 
11. Amendments:  This agreement may be amended at any time by mutual agreement of the parties 

provided that before any amendment shall be operative, the amendment shall be reduced to 
writing and signed by the city and Counseling Associates, Inc. 

 
 
 
In Witness Whereof, the parties have executed this agreement which shall be governed by and 
construed in accordance with the laws of the State of Michigan. 
 
 
Counseling Associates, Inc.   City of Royal Oak 
 
 
By: _______________________________  By:  ___________________________________  
        James Ellison, Mayor 
 
Date: ____________________________  Date: __________________________________  
                                                                                                      
 
 
 By:  ___________________________________  
        Melanie Halas, City Clerk 
 
 Date: __________________________________  
 
 
Witness: __________________________  Witness:  ______________________________  
 
 



                                                                                                                                               Finance Department 
                                                                                                                               211 South Williams Street 
                                                                                                                                                Royal Oak, MI 48067 

 

 
 

Acceptance of June 30, 2015 Retirement (Pension)  
Actuarial Valuation Report  

 
January 12, 2015  
 
The Honorable Mayor Ellison and 
Members of the City Commission:   
 
The city’s 67th annual actuarial valuation report was delivered to and accepted by the City of 
Royal Oak Retirement Board on January 7th, 2016. The report was developed by the retirement 
board’s contracted actuarial company Gabriel Roeder Smith & Company in accordance with 
standards practiced by the Actuarial Standards Board.  I encourage members of the city 
commission, city staff and our citizens to read the actuarial report in its entirety.  The complete 
report is attached and also posted on the city’s website (Attachment 1).   
 
The funding objective of the retirement system is to receive contributions which will accumulate 
as assets during members’ time of employment that will be sufficient to finance benefits 
throughout the members (and beneficiaries) retirement years. Member/employee contributions, 
city contributions and investment income from the system’s assets finance the members’ 
benefits.  The purpose of the valuation is to gauge the retirement system’s funding progress and 
determine the employer contribution rate for the next fiscal year beginning July 1, 2016.     
 
The report provided the following material information (as of June 30, 2015): 
 

 The report finds that the city’s/employer’s contributions for the next fiscal year should be 
$7,009,728 which is 46.52% of payroll for police and fire (an open plan) and 
approximately 43% of payroll for general employees (a closed plan).  This is based on a 
$15,287,820 payroll assumption.  Page A-2 
 

 The system had a ratio of valuation assets to AAL (actuarial accrued liability) of 63.9% 
(down from 64.2% last year and down from a high of 142.8% funding in 2000).  Pages A-4 
and A-9 

 
 The actual market investment return rate for the year was 3.3%, which is less than the 

long term assumption of 7.75%.  After phasing-in prior years’ losses/gains (referred to as 
the smoothing method), there is a net recognized asset gain for the year of $153,781.  
This small gain is a result of recognized investment income of negative $1,350,785 from 
2015’s phase-in and $2,455,371 in deferred losses from 2012 phase-in netted against 
the phased-in gains in years two and three. Page A-6 
 

 As of June 30, 2015 there were 240 active members and 555 retirees/beneficiaries with 
annual benefit payments amounting to $14,983,560 which is nearly 98% of projected 
active member payroll.  The active member to retiree/beneficiary ratio is 0.43, which has 
been declining steadily each year.  Page A-10 
 



 

 The unfunded actuarial accrued liability (UAAL) is now 493% of valuation payroll, 
increasing from 476% last year.  {$75.4 million UAAL / $15.3 million projected valuation 
payroll}.   Page A-9 

 
The following resolution is recommended: 

 
Be It Resolved, the city commission hereby receives the City of Royal Oak 
Retirement System’s 67th Annual Actuarial (pension) Valuation Report for the 
year ending June 30, 2015 and receives the retirement board’s certification that 
the city/employer’s contributions for fiscal year July 1, 2016 is $7,009,728.   

 
Respectfully submitted,  
Julie Rudd 
Finance Director 
 
 
Approved,  
 
 
 
Donald E. Johnson 
City Manager  
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December 30, 2015 
 
The Board of Trustees 
City of Royal Oak Retirement System 
Royal Oak, Michigan 
 
Dear Board Members: 
 
The results of the June 30, 2015 annual actuarial valuation of the City of Royal Oak Retirement 
System are presented in this report. The purpose of the valuation was to measure the System's 
funding progress, provide actuarial information in connection with applicable Governmental 
Accounting Standards Board Statements and to determine the employer contribution for the 2016-
2017 fiscal year. This report should not be relied upon for any other purpose. This report may be 
distributed to parties other than the System only in its entirety and only with the permission of the 
Board.  
 
The valuation was based upon information, furnished by the City, concerning Retirement System 
benefits, financial transactions, and individual members, terminated members, retirees and 
beneficiaries. Data was checked for internal and year to year consistency, but was not otherwise 
audited, by us. As a result, we are unable to assume responsibility for the accuracy or 
completeness of the data provided.  
 
Future actuarial measurements may differ significantly from those presented in this report due to 
such factors as experience differing from that anticipated by actuarial assumptions, changes in 
plan provisions, actuarial assumptions/methods or applicable law. Due to the limited scope of this 
assignment, we did not perform an analysis of the potential range of future measurements.  
 
To the best of our knowledge, this report is complete and accurate and the valuation was 
conducted in accordance with standards of practice prescribed by the Actuarial Standards Board 
and in compliance with the applicable state statutes.  
 
Mark Buis and James D. Anderson are independent of the plan sponsor and are Members of the 
American Academy of Actuaries (MAAA) who meet the Qualification Standards of the American 
Academy of Actuaries to render the actuarial opinions contained herein. It is our opinion that the 
actuarial assumptions used for the valuation produce results which are reasonable.  
 
Respectfully submitted, 
 
 
 
Mark Buis, FSA, FCA, EA, MAAA 
 
 
 
James D. Anderson, FSA, EA, MAAA 
 
MB/JDA:sc 
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FUNDING OBJECTIVE 
 
 
The funding objective of the Retirement System is to establish and receive contributions, expressed as 

percents of active member payroll, which will accumulate assets during members’ periods of 

employment that will be sufficient to finance benefits throughout their retirement years. 

 
 
 

CONTRIBUTION RATES 
 
 
The Retirement System is supported by member contributions, City contributions and investment 

income from Retirement System assets. 

 
 
Contributions which satisfy the funding objective are determined by the annual actuarial valuation and 

are sufficient to: 

 
 

• Cover the actuarial present value of benefits allocated to the current year by the 

actuarial cost method described in Section C (the normal cost); and 

 
• Finance over a reasonable period of future years the actuarial present value of 

benefits not covered by valuation assets and anticipated future normal costs (the 

unfunded actuarial accrued liability). 

 
 
Computed contribution rates for the fiscal year beginning July 1, 2016 are shown on page A-2. 
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CONTRIBUTIONS TO PROVIDE BENEFITS 
FISCAL YEAR BEGINNING JULY 1, 2016 

 
 
 
 

Computed Contributions Expressed as
Percents of Active Member Payroll & Dollars
General Police Officers*** 

& &
Total Contribution for Water Fire Fighters Total **

Normal Cost
Age and service benefits 11.22 %       13.95 %       12.94 %       
Disability 0.86 %       2.24 %       1.73 %       
Death 0.35 %       0.33 %       0.34 %       
Deferred service pensions 1.08 %       0.74 %       0.87 %       
Future refunds of member contributions 0.29 %       0.37 %       0.34 %       
Totals 13.80 %       17.63 %       16.22 %       

Member Contributions 5.47 %       5.89 %       5.73 %       

Employer Normal Cost 8.33 %       11.74 %       10.49 %       

Unfunded Actuarial Accrued Liability* $1,957,300    34.78 %       

Computed Employer Rate 46.52%       
Projected Payroll $5,392,682    $9,895,138    

Employer $ Amount (Based on Projected Payroll)   2,406,510      4,603,218    $7,009,728    
 

  * Amortized as a level dollar amount over 23 years for the General and Water Plan and level percent-of-payroll over 
 28 years for the Police Officers and Fire Fighters. 

** Normal cost based on a weighted average of rates from each group. 
*** Includes Police Service Aides. 
 
 

Determining Employer Dollar Contributions 
 

For any period of time, the percent-of-payroll contribution rate should be converted to dollars -- and 

then contributed to the Retirement System. 
 

Recommended Procedure:  (1) at the end of each payroll period, multiply the active member payroll 

for the period by the employer contribution percent; and (2) promptly contribute the dollar amount so 

determined. 
 

Applying the employer normal cost percentage to the General and Water member projected payroll 

and adding the unfunded actuarial accrued liability produces annual employer contributions of 

$2,406,510 for the General and Water group.  Applying the employer contribution rate of 46.52% to 

the Police and Fire member projected payroll produces annual employer contributions of $4,603,218 

for the Police and Fire group. 
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DERIVATION OF EXPERIENCE GAIN (LOSS) 
YEAR ENDED JUNE 30, 2015 

 
 
Actual experience will never (except by coincidence) coincide exactly with assumed experience.  

Gains and losses often cancel each other over a period of years, but sizable year to year fluctuations 

are common.  Detail on the derivation of this year’s experience gain (loss) is shown below. 

 
All Groups Combined

(Amounts in Thousands)

(1) UAAL* at start of year $73,030         
(2) Normal cost from last valuation 2,701         
(3) Actual member and employer contributions 8,080         
(4) Interest accrual 5,451         
(5) Expected UAAL before changes 73,102         
(6) Change in benefit provisions 84         
(7) Change from assumption revision 0         
(8) Expected UAAL after changes 73,186         
(9) Actual UAAL 75,441         

(10) Gain (loss): (8) - (9) (2,255)        
(11) % of beginning of year AAL (1.1)%       

 
*    Unfunded actuarial accrued liability. 

 
 

 
Experience Gain (Loss)

Valuation as % of Beginning of Year
Date Accrued Liability

6/30/2006 (2.5)%   
6/30/2007 1.2%    
6/30/2008 (1.5)%   
6/30/2009 (7.7)%   
6/30/2010 (6.1)%   
6/30/2011 (8.8)%   
6/30/2012 (1.9)%   
6/30/2013 (1.0)%   
6/30/2014 0.6%    
6/30/2015 (1.1)%    
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PRESENT VALUE OF FUTURE BENEFITS AND ACCRUED LIABILITY 

 
 
 

2014 2015
A. Accrued Liability

1.  For retirees and beneficiaries $   143,383,132 $   148,049,559

2.  For vested terminated members 2,637,023            2,274,165           

3.  For present active members

     a.  Value of expected future benefit payments 77,448,002          78,076,973         

     b.  Value of future normal costs 19,698,206          19,601,126         

     c.  Active member accrued liability:  (a) - (b) 57,749,796          58,475,847         

4.  Total accrued liability 203,769,951        208,799,571       

B. Present Assets (Funding Value) 130,739,595        133,358,876       

C. Unfunded Accrued Liability:  (A.4) - (B) 73,030,356          75,440,695         

D. Funding Ratio:  (B) / (A.4) 64.2% 63.9%

June 30,
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ALLOCATION OF $228.4 MILLION OF BENEFIT PROMISES 
AS OF JUNE 30, 2015 

 
 

To future retired 
for service yet to 

be rendered -
$19.6

To future retired 
and vested 

terminated for 
service already 
rendered - $58.5

Present retirees, 
beneficiaries and 

vested 
terminated 
members -

$150.3
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DEVELOPMENT OF FUNDING VALUE OF RETIREMENT SYSTEM ASSETS 
 

2014 2015 2016 2017 2018

A. Funding Value Beginning of Year $125,708,944 $130,739,595

B. Market Value End of Year 139,262,845 136,325,205

C. Market Value Beginning of Year 124,075,188 139,262,845

D. Non-Investment Net Cash Flow (6,536,492) (7,380,812)

E. Investment Income

E1.   Market Total:   B-C-D 21,724,149 4,443,172

E2.   Amount for Immediate Recognition:   (7.75)% 9,489,154 9,846,312

E3.   Amount  for Phased-In Recognition:   E1-E2 12,234,995 (5,403,140)

F. Phased-In Recognition of Investment  Income

F1.    Current Year:  0.25 x E3 3,058,749 (1,350,785)

F2.    First Prior Year 901,188 3,058,749 $(1,350,785)

F3.    Second Prior Year (2,455,371) 901,188 3,058,749 $(1,350,785)

F4.    Third Prior Year 573,423 (2,455,371) 901,187 3,058,748 $(1,350,785)

F5.    Total Recognized Investment Gain (Loss) 2,077,989 153,781 2,609,151 1,707,963 (1,350,785)

G. Funding Value End of Year:   A+D+E2+F5 130,739,595 133,358,876

H. Difference Between Market & Funding Value 8,523,250 2,966,329 357,178 (1,350,785) 0

I. Recognized Rate of Return 9.4 %   7.9 %   

J. Market Value Rate of Return 18.0%     3.3%    

K. Ratio of Funding Value to Market Value 93.9%      97.8 %   

Year Ended June 30:

 
 

The Funding Value of Assets recognizes assumed investment income (line E2) fully each year.  Differences between actual and assumed investment 
income (line E3) are phased-in over a closed 4-year period.  During periods when investment performance exceeds the assumed rate, Funding Value of 
Assets will tend to be less than market value.  During periods when investment performance is less than the assumed rate, Funding Value of Assets will 
tend to be greater than market value.  The Funding Value of Assets is unbiased with respect to Market Value.  At any time it may be either greater or less 
than Market Value.  If actual and assumed rates of investment income are exactly equal for 4 consecutive years, the Funding Value will become equal to 
Market Value. 
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COMMENTS AND CONCLUSION 
 
 
COMMENT 1: Contribution requirements increased slightly from the prior year. This was primarily 

due to fewer retiree deaths and more retirements than expected. 

 

COMMENT 2: Investment return of 3.3% was less than the assumed level of 7.75% on a market value 

basis. However, under the asset valuation method, investment gains and losses are spread over a 4-

year period. Partial recognition of this year’s loss was combined with the continued phase-in of 

investment gains and losses from prior years resulting in a small net recognized asset gain for 2015. 

The Market Value of Assets now exceeds the Funding Value by approximately $3.0 million (see page 

A-6), which is the net amount of unrecognized prior year gains to be recognized over the coming three 

years.  

 

COMMENT 3: The System was amended since the last valuation to reflect the following: 

• Department Heads and Deputies, Executive Department Heads, Professional & Technical, and 

TPOAM members:  Benefit maximum amount is increased from 75% of Final Average 

Compensation (FAC) to 80% of FAC by adding a  1.0% multiplier for each of the next five years 

of service after attaining the 75% of FAC maximum. 
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COMMENTS AND CONCLUSION 
 
 
RESERVE TRANSFERS:  The actuarial present value of benefits payable to General retirees and 

beneficiaries on the rolls as of June 30, 2015 exceeded the Reserve for Retired Benefit Payments for 

General members by $1,920,178.  The actuarial present value of benefits payable to Police/Fire 

retirees and beneficiaries on the rolls as of June 30, 2015, exceeded the reserves allocated to the 

Police/Fire division by $6,261,378.  In accordance with the Retirement System Ordinance, we 

recommend the transfer of $1,920,178 from the Reserve for Employer Contributions to the General 

Reserve for Retired Benefit Payments and $6,261,378 from the Reserve for Employer Contributions 

to the Police/Fire Reserve for Retired Benefit Payments.  In accordance with the current 

administrative procedures, since the reserve for Undistributed Investment Income is less than 10% of 

the Market Value of the fund, no transfer should be made from the reserve for Undistributed 

Investment Income to the reserve for Employer Contributions. 
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ACTUARIAL ACCRUED LIABILITIES & ASSETS 
COMPARATIVE STATEMENT 

 
 

Actuarial Unfunded
Accrued Actuarial Ratio of Ratio of
Liability Valuation Accrued Valuation UAAL to

Valuation (AAL) Assets Liability (UAAL) Assets Valuation
Date ($1,000s) ($1,000s) ($1,000s) to AAL Payroll

5-31-92* $  77,429      $  69,859      $     7,570      90.2 %        58.9 %        
6-30-93* 84,193      77,427      6,766      92.0 %        49.5 %        
6-30-94* 88,519      88,519      0      100.0 %        -
6-30-95* 92,495      97,795      (5,300)     105.7 %        -
6-30-96 94,730      105,572      (10,842)     111.4 %        -

6-30-97 97,622      116,317      (18,695)     119.2 %        -
6-30-98 102,995      132,289      (29,294)     128.4 %        -
6-30-99 107,934      147,433      (39,499)     136.6 %        -
6-30-00 111,515      159,268      (47,753)     142.8 %        -
6-30-00* 113,215      159,268      (46,053)     140.7 %        -

6-30-01* 121,589      162,586      (40,997)     133.7 %        -
6-30-02 128,303      156,403      (28,100)     121.9 %        -
6-30-03* 136,529      146,740      (10,211)     107.5 %        -
6-30-04* 146,386      137,851      8,535      94.2 %        -
6-30-05* 152,016      134,773      17,243      88.7 %        82.7 %        

6-30-06 158,239      137,264      20,975      86.7 %        102.7 %        
6-30-07 162,782      143,619      19,163      88.2 %        94.3 %        
6-30-08 166,957      145,561      21,396      87.2 %        104.6 %        
6-30-09* 173,543      138,812      34,731      80.0 %        172.5 %        
6-30-10* 178,656      132,168      46,488      74.0 %        253.0 %        

6-30-11* 188,717      125,357      63,360      66.4 %        377.0 %        
6-30-12* 190,595      124,013      66,582      65.1 %        420.2 %        
6-30-13* 199,909      125,709      74,200      62.9 %        485.1 %        
6-30-14* 203,770      130,740      73,030      64.2 %        476.2 %        
6-30-15* 208,800      133,359      75,441      63.9 %        492.7 %        

 

*    After changes in benefit provisions and/or actuarial assumptions and actuarial cost methods. 
 
The Ratio of Present Assets to AAL is a traditional measure of a system’s funding progress.  Except in 

years when the system is amended or actuarial assumptions are revised, this ratio can be expected to 

increase (or decrease) gradually toward 100%. 

 
The Ratio of UAAL to Valuation Payroll is another relative index of condition. Unfunded actuarial 

accrued liabilities represent debt, while active member payroll represents the system’s capacity to collect 

contributions to pay toward debt.  The lower the ratio, the greater the financial strength - and vice-versa. 
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COMPUTED EMPLOYER CONTRIBUTIONS 
COMPARATIVE STATEMENT 

 

 

Valuation Active Per % of General Police
Date No. Total Average % Incr. No. Retiree $ Payroll & Water & Fire Wt. Avg.

5-31-91* 357 $   13,112,701  $36,730  5.3 % 374 0.95      $  3,763,075  28.7 % 16.50 % 24.52 %
5-31-92 352 12,844,067  36,489  (2.0)% 395 0.89      4,317,111  33.6 % 15.53 % 23.58 %
6-30-93* 364 13,664,416  37,540  6.4 % 407 0.89      4,597,263  33.6 % 17.02 % 22.50 %
6-30-94*# 360 14,109,602  39,193  3.3 % 415 0.87      4,894,145  34.7 % 11.85 % 15.16 % 0.13 %
6-30-95* 370 14,595,387  39,447  3.4 % 427 0.87      5,375,306  36.8 % 9.45 % 9.75 % 9.59 %

6-30-96 371 14,991,326  40,408  2.7 % 427 0.87      5,529,852  36.9 % 5.07 % 6.20 % 5.62 %
6-30-97 384 15,949,326  41,535  6.4 % 430 0.89      5,647,518  35.4 % 0.60 % 0.42 % 0.53 %
6-30-98 392 17,181,869  43,831  7.7 % 426 0.92      5,865,307  34.1 % 0.00 % 0.00 % 0.00 %
6-30-99 385 17,501,352  45,458  1.9 % 429 0.90      6,051,286  34.6 % 0.00 % 0.00 % 0.00 %
6-30-00* 396 18,129,821  45,782  3.6 % 437 0.91      6,346,060  35.0 % 0.00 % 0.00 % 0.00 %

6-30-01* 397 18,962,345  47,764  4.6 % 447 0.89      6,865,032  36.2 % 0.00 % 0.00 % 0.00 %
6-30-02 394 19,368,385  49,158  2.1 % 458 0.86      7,429,422  38.4 % 0.00 % 0.00 % 0.00 %
6-30-03* 391 20,138,113  51,504  4.0 % 456 0.86      7,710,821  38.3 % 3.79 % 10.20 % 6.90 %
6-30-04* 378 20,569,285  54,416  2.1 % 474 0.80      8,575,578  41.7 % 16.27 % 22.87 % 19.55 %
6-30-05* 365 20,839,464  57,094  1.3 % 479 0.76      9,305,818  44.7 % 16.76 % 23.52 % 20.12 %

6-30-06 351 20,431,658  58,210  (2.0)% 479 0.73      9,908,394  48.5 % 18.25 % 24.30 % 21.33 %
6-30-07 346 20,327,590  58,750  (0.5)% 482 0.72      10,342,238  50.9 % 17.57 % 23.49 % 20.60 %
6-30-08 336 20,459,734  60,892  0.7 % 477 0.70      10,386,269  50.8 % $2,451,876  21.79 % $4,395,643  
6-30-09* 317 20,139,069  63,530  (1.6)% 480 0.66      10,872,875  54.0 % 2,058,401  25.35 % 5,158,959  
6-30-10* 287 18,373,382  64,019  (8.8)% 489 0.59      11,320,108  61.6 % 2,658,168  29.89 % 5,739,910  

6-30-11* 252 16,804,600  66,685  (8.5)% 518 0.49      12,846,102  76.4 % 2,914,594  37.78 % 6,599,438  
6-30-12* 242 15,846,779  65,483  (5.7)% 523 0.46      13,509,275  85.2 % 2,669,308  41.57 % 6,480,707  
6-30-13# 244 15,296,167  62,689  (3.5)% 527 0.46      13,833,419  90.4 % 2,835,608  46.72 % 6,891,898  
6-30-14* 246 15,336,530  62,344  0.3 % 536 0.46      14,369,883  93.7 % 2,679,570  46.30 % 6,852,495  
6-30-15* 240 15,312,473  63,802  (0.2)% 555 0.43      14,983,560  97.9 % 2,406,510  46.52 % 7,009,728  

Valuation Payroll
Active Members Employer ContributionsAnnual Allowances

Retirees & Beneficiaries

 
 

 

* After changes in benefit provisions. 
# Actuarial assumptions revised. 
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ACTIVE MEMBERS & BENEFIT RECIPIENTS 
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SECTION B 
S UM M ARY  O F  B E NE F IT  P R O VI S I O NS  AN D  
VAL UAT I O N  D ATA  
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SUMMARY OF BENEFIT PROVISIONS EVALUATED 
JUNE 30, 2015 

 

REGULAR RETIREMENT (no reduction factor for age): 

The benefit amounts attributable to regular retirements and the conditions under which such 
benefits may be paid are described in tabular form on page B-4. 

 

DEFERRED RETIREMENT (vested benefit): 

Eligibility: 
 

TPOAM, Executive Department Heads, Department Heads and Deputies, Professional and 
Technical, 44th District Court, SEIU AFL-CIO Local 517M, Supervisors, Police Service 
Aides:  5 years of service. 
Police Officers, Police Command, Detectives, Fire Fighters: 10 years of service. 

 
Annual Amount: 

Same as regular retirement but based upon service and final average compensation at time of 
termination. 

TPOAM, Executive Department Heads, Department Heads and Deputies, Professional & 
Technical, 44th District Court, Police Service Aides:  Payable at age 55 with 25 years of 
service or age 60 with 5 years of service. 

Supervisors, SEIU AFL-CIO Local 517M:  Payable at age 50 with 30 years of service or 
age 60 with 5 years of service. 

Police Officers, Police Command, Detectives, Fire Fighters:  Payable at age 55 with 10 
years of service. 

 

DUTY DEATH BEFORE RETIREMENT: 

Eligibility - No age or service requirements. 

Annual Amount - Computed as regular retirement but with additional service credit from date of 
death until date age 60 would have been attained.  Spouse is paid 75% of regular retirement 
benefit; 1 or 2 unmarried children under age 19 are paid 10% of regular retirement benefit per 
child; 3 or more unmarried children under age 19 are paid an equal share of 25% of regular 
retirement benefit.  Worker’s Compensation payments are offset. 
 

 

NON-DUTY DEATH BEFORE RETIREMENT: 

Eligibility - 3 years of service. 

Annual Amount  - Same as duty death before retirement. 
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SUMMARY OF BENEFIT PROVISIONS EVALUATED 
JUNE 30, 2015 

 
DUTY DISABILITY RETIREMENT: 

Eligibility - No age or service requirements. 
 

Annual Amount: 
TPOAM:  66-2/3% of base monthly salary at time of disability, with recomputation to 70% 
after 5 years of disability and 75% after 10 years.  Benefit is payable until attaining 
minimum retirement requirements. 

Executive Department Heads, Department Heads & Deputies:  66% of base monthly 
salary at time of disability.  Benefit is payable until voluntary retirement age. 

Professional & Technical, 44th District Court, Supervisors, and SEIU AFL-CIO Local 
517M:  66-2/3% of base monthly salary at time of disability.  Benefit is payable until 
voluntary retirement age for Professional & Technical until age 60 for Supervisors and 
SEIU AFL-CIO Local 517M. 

Police Officers, Police Command, Detectives, Police Service Aides:  66-2/3% of base 
monthly salary, where salary is adjusted for negotiated pay increases for physical 
disabilities and remains the salary at the time of disability for psychological disabilities.  
Workers’ compensation is offset.  Benefit is payable until age 55 for Police Officers, 
Police Command, and Detectives and until age 60 for Police Service Aides. 

Fire Fighters:  66-2/3% of base monthly salary at time of disability. Worker’s 
compensation is offset.  Benefit is payable until voluntary retirement age. 

 

Duty Disability Maximum Monthly Benefit: 
 

Executive Department Heads, Department Heads & Deputies: $5,000 
Professional & Technical, 44th District Court: $3,500 
TPOAM, SEIU AFL-CIO Local 517M, Supervisors, Police 
Officers, Police Command, Detectives, Police Service Aides, 
Fire Fighters: 

 
 

No maximum 
 

NON-DUTY DISABILITY RETIREMENT: 

Eligibility: 
SEIU AFL-CIO Local 517M:  10 years of service. 

TPOAM, Executive Department Heads, Department Heads and Deputies, Professional 
and Technical, 44th District Court, Supervisors, Police Officers, Police Command, 
Detectives, Police Service Aides, Fire Fighters:  5 years of service. 

Annual Amount: 
TPOAM:  66-2/3% of base monthly salary at time of disability.  Benefit is payable until 
attaining minimum retirement requirements. 

Fire Fighters:  50% of base monthly salary at time of disability.  Benefits are payable the 
same as duty disability. 

Executive Department Heads, Department Heads and Deputies, Professional and 
Technical, Local 270M, Supervisors, Police Officers, Police Command, Police Service 
Aides, Detectives:  Benefits are the same as duty disability. 
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City of Royal Oak Retirement System B-3 
 

SUMMARY OF BENEFIT PROVISIONS EVALUATED 
JUNE 30, 2015 

 

 

AUTOMATIC DEATH BENEFIT AFTER RETIREMENT: 

75% of a retiree’s straight life pension will be continued to an eligible surviving spouse upon 
retiree’s death with no corresponding reduction in straight life pension. 

 

LUMP SUM DEATH BENEFIT AFTER RETIREMENT: 

$4,000 for all divisions. 
 
ANNUITY WITHDRAWAL: 

Members may withdraw their accumulated member contributions upon retirement with a 
corresponding reduction in pension amount. 

 
COVERED COMPENSATION: 

TPOAM, Executive Department Heads, Department Heads and Deputies, Professional and 
Technical, Local 270M, Supervisors:  Covered compensation includes base salary, longevity 
and up to 96 hours of sick leave incentive pay. 
 

Police Command: Covered compensation includes base salary, longevity, payment in lieu of 
holidays, uniform allowance, personal business (up to 120 hours) and vacation (up to 200 
hours). 
 

Fire Fighters:  Covered compensation includes base salary, longevity, payment in lieu of 
holidays, uniform allowance, cleaning allowance, food allowance, sick pay, paramedic 
premium, personal business (24 hours) and vacation.  

 

Police Officers, Police Service Aides:  Covered compensation includes base salary, longevity, 
payment in lieu of holidays, up to 120 hours of sick and personal business days, and up to 200 
hours from the vacation bank.    
 

Detectives:  Covered compensation includes base salary, longevity and payment in lieu of 
holidays, 24 personal business hours, up to 96 hours sick leave incentive pay and up to 200 
hours from the vacation bank. 
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City of Royal Oak Retirement System B-4 
 

 

SUMMARY OF BENEFIT PROVISIONS EVALUATED 
JUNE 30, 2015 

Years To Social Over Social Date of 
Date of Benefit Maximum in Security Wage Security Wage Closure to

Group Code Eligibility Change Formula FAS FAS Base Base New Hires

Executive Department Heads 10 Age 50 & 25 yrs., or age 55 & 20 yrs., or age 60 & 5 yrs. Before 7/1/2010 2.5% for 20 yrs., 2.2% after 80%^ 2 5.00% 7.00% 5/1/2008

After 6/30/2010 2.3% for 20 yrs., 2.0% after

SEIU AFL-CIO Local 517M 11 Any age & 30 yrs., or  age 50 & 25 yrs., or age 55 & 20 yrs., Before 7/1/2011 2.5% for 20 yrs., 2.2% after 75% 2 7.00% 9.00% 7/1/2006

or age 60 & 5 yrs. After 6/30/2011 2.25% for first 10 yrs., 2.5% for

   next 10 yrs., 2.2% after

Department Heads and Deputies 12 Age 50 & 25 yrs., or age 55 & 20 yrs., or age 60 & 5 yrs. Before 9/1/2011 2.5% for 20 yrs., 2.2% after 80%^ 2 5.00% 7.00% 7/1/2008

After 8/31/2011 2.25% for 20 yrs., 2.2% after

44th District Court 13 Age 50 & 25 yrs., or age 55 & 20 yrs., or age 60 & 5 yrs. Before 1/1/2012 2.5% for 20 yrs., 2.2% after 75% 2 4.00% 4.00% 7/1/2007

After 12/30/2011 2.25% for 20 yrs., 2.2% after

Professional and Technical 33 Age 50 & 25 yrs., or age 55 & 20 yrs., or age 60 & 5 yrs. Before 7/1/2011 2.5% for 20 yrs., 2.2% after 80%^ 2 5.00% 7.00% 7/1/2007

After 6/30/2011 2.25% for 20 yrs., 2.2% after

TPOAM 14 Age 50 & 25 yrs., or age 55 & 20 yrs., or age 60 & 5 yrs. Before 9/1/2011 2.5% for 20 yrs., 2.2% after 80%^ 2 4.50% 6.50% 7/1/2005

After 8/31/2011 2.25% for 20 yrs., 2.2% after***

Foremen and Supervisors 15 Age 50 & 30 yrs., or  age 50 & 25 yrs., or age 55 & 20 yrs., Before 9/14/2011 2.5% for 20 yrs., 2.2% after 80%^ 2 7.00% 7.00% 7/1/2006

or age 60 & 5 yrs. After 9/13/2011 2.25% for first 10 yrs., 2.5% for

   next 10 yrs., 2.2% after

Judges 16 Age 50 & 25 yrs., or age 55 & 20 yrs., or age 60 & 5 yrs. Before 7/1/2010 2.5% for 20 yrs., 2.2% after 75% 2 3.00% 4.20% 5/1/2008

After 6/30/2010 2.3% for 20 yrs., 2.0% after

Police Service Aides 22 Age 55 & 25 yrs., or age 60 & 5 yrs., or age 50 & 25 yrs. 2.5% for 20 yrs., 2.2% after 80% 2 4.00% 6.00%

Police Officers 92

   Hired before 6/1/2012 Any age & 25 yrs., or age 55 & 10 yrs. 2.8% for all yrs. 80%^ 2 6.00% 6.00%

   Hired after 5/30/2012 Any age & 25 yrs.* 2.5% for all yrs. 80%^ 3 6.00% 6.00%

Fire Fighters 93

   Hired before 10/1/2009 Any age & 25 yrs., or age 55 & 10 yrs. 2.8% for all yrs. 75% 2 6.00% 6.00%

   Hired after 9/30/2009 Age 50 & 25 yrs., or age 55 & 10 yrs.** 2.5% for all yrs. 75% 3 6.00% 6.00%

Police Command 94 Any age & 25 yrs., or age 55 & 10 yrs. 2.8% for all yrs. 80%^ 2 6.00% 6.00%

Detectives 95 Any age & 25 yrs., or age 55 & 10 yrs. 2.8% for all yrs. 75% 2 6.00% 6.00%

Police and Fire Department Heads 96 Any age & 25 yrs., or age 55 & 10 yrs. 2.8% for all yrs. 75% 2 6.00% 6.00%

*     For Police Officers hired after 5/30/2012, a member must have at least 25 years of actual service to be eligible to retire and receive a pension.
       This is actual service and does not include the purchase of service time. 
**   For Fire Fighters hired after 9/30/2009, service for eligibility must be actual service and does not include the purchase of service time.
*** Service time previously purchased will be computed utilizing the multiplier in effect at the time of purchase.
^    1% multiplier after 75% up to 80%.

Benefit Multiplier
Member Contribution Rates
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City of Royal Oak Retirement System   B-5 

 
RETIREES AND BENEFICIARIES ADDED TO AND REMOVED FROM ROLLS 

COMPARATIVE STATEMENT 
 

Valuation Annual Annual Annual Annual
Date No. Allowances A E Allowances No. Allowances No. Allowances

5/31/91 18    $     292,334   12    12.8    $  123,317   6     $  169,017   374    $   3,763,075   
5/31/92 37    668,965   16    13.6    114,929   21     554,036   395    4,317,111   
6/30/93 27    408,146   15    13.9    127,994   12     280,152   407    4,597,263   
6/30/94 26    456,550   18    14.3    159,668   8     296,882   415    4,894,145   
6/30/95 21    513,916   9    13.5    32,755   12     481,161   427    5,375,306   

6/30/96 12    272,020   12    13.5    117,474   0     154,546   427    5,529,852   
6/30/97 19    349,731   16    9.8    232,065   3     117,666   430    5,647,518   
6/30/98 12    300,261   16    6.8    82,472   (4)    217,789   426    5,865,307   
6/30/99 24    369,781   21    15.2    183,802   3     185,979   429    6,051,286   
6/30/00 25    532,563   17    15.6    237,789   8     294,774   437    6,346,060   

6/30/01 18    585,533   8    16.2    66,561   10     518,972   447    6,865,032   
6/30/02 27    648,282   16    17.3    83,892   11     564,390   458    7,429,422   
6/30/03 24    512,343   26    18.1    230,945   (2)    281,399   456    7,710,821   
6/30/04 31    1,003,875   13    18.4    139,118   18     864,757   474    8,575,578   
6/30/05 27    953,722   22    19.5    223,481   5     730,240   479    9,305,818   

6/30/06 21    824,024   21    16.4    221,448   0     602,576   479    9,908,394   
6/30/07 24    631,164   21    17.4    197,320   3     433,844   482    10,342,238   
6/30/08 16    402,955   21    18.0    358,924   (5)    44,031   477    10,386,269   
6/30/09 23    698,353   20    18.8    211,747   3     486,606   480    10,872,875   
6/30/10 24    694,019   15    19.3    246,786   9     447,233   489    11,320,108   

6/30/11 48    1,739,131   19    20.1    213,137   29     1,525,994   518    12,846,102   
6/30/12 31    995,284   26    20.7    332,111   5     663,173   523    13,509,275   
6/30/13 21    546,902   17    20.7    222,758   4     324,144   527    13,833,419   
6/30/14 31    958,208   22    20.3    421,744   9     536,464   536    14,369,883   
6/30/15 23    696,302   4    21.5    82,625   19     613,677   555    14,983,560   

No.
Added to Rolls* Rolls End of YearNet IncreaseRemoved from Rolls #

 
 

*  Includes beneficiaries of deceased retirees. 
# Includes deceased retirees with beneficiaries. 

A - Represents actual number. 
E - Represents expected number based on actuarial assumptions. 
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City of Royal Oak Retirement System B-6 
 

 

RETIREES AND BENEFICIARIES JUNE 30, 2015 
TABULATED BY TYPE OF ALLOWANCE BEING PAID 

 
 

Type of Allowances Being Paid No. Amount No. Amount No. Amount

Age and Service Allowances

Regular allowance
Terminating at death of retirant 74   $   1,234,219   21   $   847,779   95   $  2,081,998   
75% of benefit continuing to spouse 154   3,795,210   153   6,785,320   307   10,580,530   

100% Joint & Survivor benefit 3   43,629   2   70,773   5   114,402   

50% Joint & Survivor benefit 3   52,335   3   52,335   

Survivor beneficiary of deceased retirant 53   566,696   57   893,821   110   1,460,517   

Domestic Relations Order Recipient 6   66,443   5   82,615   11   149,058   

Total Age and Service Allowances 293   5,758,532   238   8,680,308   531   14,438,840   

Casualty Allowances

 Duty Disability Allowances
Terminating at death of retirant 1          1,916   1           1,916   
Joint & Survivor benefit 1          33,801   1        22,778   2         56,579   
Survivor beneficiary of deceased retirant

 Totals 2          35,717   1       22,778   3         58,495   

Non-Duty Disability Allowances
Terminating at death of retirant 1   28,208   2   82,071   3   110,279   
Joint & Survivor benefit 2   102,944   2   102,944   
Survivor beneficiary of deceased retirant

Totals 1   28,208   4   185,015   5   213,223   

Duty Death Allowances
Survivor beneficiary 1      4,860   1           4,860   
Child(ren) beneficiary

Totals 1      4,860   1           4,860   

Non-Duty Death Allowances
Spouse beneficiary 7        128,965   7      136,288   14       265,253   
Child(ren) beneficiary 1   2,889   1   2,889   

Totals 8        131,854   7      136,288   15       268,142   

Total Casualty Allowances 11      195,779   13      348,941   24       544,720   

Total Allowances Being Paid 304   $5,954,311   251   $9,029,249   555   $14,983,560   

Annual Retirement Allowances

General & Water
Police Officers
& Fire Fighters Totals
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City of Royal Oak Retirement System B-7 
 

 
RETIREES AND BENEFICIARIES JUNE 30, 2015 

TABULATED BY NEAREST AGES 
 
 
 

Attained Annual Annual Annual
Ages No. Allowances No. Allowances No. Allowances

Under 40 1      $   2,888 1      $         2,888

40-44 2      81,468 2      81,468
45-49 15      $   747,555 2      86,440 17      833,995
50-54 29      1,554,341 5      153,351 34      1,707,692
55-59 43      2,056,693 43      2,056,693

60-64 67      2,127,472 5      129,167 72      2,256,639
65-69 97      3,130,932 1      4,860 98      3,135,792
70-74 71      1,751,572 1      1,916 72      1,753,488
75-79 59      1,293,038 3      50,268 62      1,343,306

80-84 54      791,158 2      21,018 56      812,176
85-89 52      647,996 1      11,547 53      659,543

90 & Over 44      338,083 1      1,797 45      339,880

Totals 531      $14,438,840 24      $544,720 555      $14,983,560

Age and Service Casualty Totals
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City of Royal Oak Retirement System B-8 
 

 

INACTIVE MEMBERS JUNE 30, 2015 
TABULATED BY NEAREST AGES 

 
 
Also included in the valuation were 20 General members and 6 Police/Fire members who are eligible 

for annual deferred allowances with an estimated value of $388,831 upon retirement.  Some of these 

26 inactive members are presently covered under either a long-term disability insurance policy or 

worker’s compensation. 

 

 
Estimated 
Deferred

Attained Annual
Ages No. Allowances

34 1      $  22,815

42 1      18,744
43 1      14,016
44 2      36,440

46 1      19,644
47 1      10,555
48 1      5,460

49 1      4,100
51 1      35,034
52 5      91,368

55 1      6,024
56 1      5,469
57 1      12,814
58 3      62,256
59 2      13,967

60 3      30,125

Totals 26      $388,831
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City of Royal Oak Retirement System B-9 
 

 
ACTIVE MEMBERS -- COMPARATIVE SCHEDULE 

 

 

Valuation Active Valuation
Date Members Payroll Age Service Pay % Pay Increase

6-30-96 371 $14,991,326 41.5 yrs. 10.9 yrs. $40,408     2.4 %      
6-30-97 384 15,949,325 41.8 10.8 41,535     2.8 %      
6-30-98 392 17,181,869 41.8 10.8 43,831     5.5 %      
6-30-99 385 17,501,352 42.4 11.5 45,458     3.7 %      
6-30-00 396 18,129,821 42.2 11.0 45,782     0.7 %      

6-30-01 397 18,962,345 42.7 11.1 47,764     4.3 %      
6-30-02 394 19,368,385 43.1 10.9 49,158     2.9 %      
6-30-03 391 20,138,113 43.2 11.1 51,504     4.8 %      
6-30-04 378 20,569,285 43.5 10.9 54,416     5.7 %      
6-30-05 365 20,839,464 43.7 11.0 57,094     4.9 %      

6-30-06 351 20,431,658 43.9 11.4 58,210     2.0 %      
6-30-07 346 20,327,590 44.1 11.8 58,750     0.9 %      
6-30-08 336 20,459,734 44.9 12.6 60,892     3.6 %      
6-30-09 317 20,139,069 45.6 13.5 63,530     4.3 %      
6-30-10 287 18,373,382 45.9 14.5 64,019     0.8 %      

6-30-11 252 16,804,600 45.8 14.6 66,685     4.2 %      
6-30-12 242 15,846,779 46.0 14.7 65,483     (1.8)%      
6-30-13 244 15,296,167 46.0 14.8 62,689     (4.3)%      
6-30-14 246 15,336,530 45.4 14.4 62,344     (0.6)%      
6-30-15 240 15,312,473 45.1 14.5 63,802     2.3 %      

Average

 
 
 
 

ACTIVE MEMBERS - JUNE 30, 2015 
 
 

Active Valuation
Group Members Payroll

Local 270M 34      $  1,679,559
Department Heads and Deputies 6      477,828
Executive Department Heads 7      700,270
44th District Court 14      722,616
Professional & Technical 11      708,370
AFSCME 23      1,129,335
Foremen and Supervisors 4      287,565
Judges 0      0
Police Service Aides 11      502,284
Police 51      3,081,266
Fire 54      3,916,017
Police Command 13      1,070,273
Police Detectives 7      521,770
Police/Fire Department Heads 5      515,320
Total 240      $15,312,473
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City of Royal Oak Retirement System B-10 
 

 

ACTIVE MEMBERS ADDED TO AND REMOVED FROM ROLLS 
 
 
 

Active
Members

Year End of
Ended A E A E A E A E A E Year

6-30-96 27  26  8  10.2 0  1.4 0  0.9 18  11.8 371
6-30-97 30  17  8  9.3 0  1.3 0  0.8 9  14.0 384
6-30-98 23  15  9  11.2 0  1.4 0  0.8 6  14.5 392
6-30-99 21  28  11  10.5 0  1.4 0  0.7 17  14.5 385
6-30-00 38  27  12  10.1 0  1.3 0  0.9 15  13.5 396

6-30-01 27  26  13  9.5 1  1.3 0  0.9 12  14.9 397
6-30-02 25  28  15  7.4 1  1.3 2  0.9 10  14.6 394
6-30-03 16  19  12  9.8 2  1.3 0  0.8 5  14.1 391
6-30-04 19  32  21  10.8 0  1.3 1  0.9 10  12.5 378
6-30-05 14  27  20  9.5 0  1.3 0  0.9 7  12.1 365

6-30-06 7  21  18  5.9 2  1.4 0  0.7 1  7.7 351
6-30-07 13  18  13  4.8 0  1.5 0  0.7 5  6.5 346
6-30-08 2  12  7  6.9 1  1.5 0  0.6 4  6.0 336
6-30-09 0  9  13  7.9 1  1.6 0  0.7 5  5.1 317
6-30-10 0  7  17  6.6 0  1.6 0  0.7 13  4.1 287

6-30-11 1  16  34  7.2 0  1.5 0  0.6 2  4.1 252
6-30-12 10  13  11  5.3 2  1.4 1  0.5 6  2.5 242
6-30-13 14  8  8  5.5 1  1.3 1  0.5 2  3.0 244
6-30-14 18  7  13  8.9 0  0.8 0  0.4 3  4.2 246
6-30-15 12  8  13  8.4 2  0.7 0  0.4 3  5.1 240

Last 5 Years 55  52  79  35.3 5  5.7 2  2.4 16  18.9

Added
Number

Terminations During Year
OtherNormal

RetirementYear
During

TerminationsService
Death-in-

Disabled

 
 
A - Represents actual number. 
 
E - Represents expected number based on actuarial assumptions. 
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City of Royal Oak Retirement System B-11 
 

 

GENERAL AND WATER MEMBERS 
BY ATTAINED AGE AND YEARS OF SERVICE 

 
 
 

Age Totals
Group 0-4 5-9 10-14 15-19 20-24 25-29 30 & Up No. Salary

30-34 1      1    2    $      87,019
35-39 3      3    1    7           440,927

40-44   5    3    1   9           525,237
45-49   8    8    4   1    21           1,116,749
50-54   3    10    5   3    21           1,231,426
55-59   7    8    4   7    26           1,511,303

60   1    2          3           155,076
61   1    1          2           104,732
62   1          1           51,287
63   1    1    1          3           133,427
64 1    1          2           218,815

65   1          1           84,969

68 1          1           44,576

Totals      5        32        35   14   11   2     99  $5,705,543

While not used in the financial computations, the following group averages are computed and shown
because of their general interest.

51.5  years
17.9  years

Annual Pay:

Years of Accrued Service

Age:
Service:

$57,632

Group Averages
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City of Royal Oak Retirement System B-12 
 

 

POLICE AND FIRE MEMBERS 
(INCLUDES POLICE SERVICE AIDES) 

BY ATTAINED AGE AND YEARS OF SERVICE 
 
 
 

Age Totals
Group 0-4 5-9 10-14 15-19 20-24 25-29 30 & Up No. Salary

20-24 1    1    $      52,639
25-29 20    20    1,066,765
30-34 15    4    19    1,110,553
35-39 10    4    9    2    25    1,538,260

40-44 1    1    4    13    19    1,374,530
45-49 1    1    4    11    17    1    35    2,685,563
50-54 2    4    7    2    15    1,147,675
55-59 1    3    1    5    441,484

60 1   1    90,371
61 1    1    99,090

Totals 48    10    19    31    28    4    141    $9,606,930

While not used in the financial computations, the following group averages are computed and shown
because of their general interest.

40.5  years
12.1  years

Annual Pay:

Years of Accrued Service

Age:
Service:

$68,134

Group Averages
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City of Royal Oak Retirement System B-13 
 

 

SUMMARY OF REPORTED ASSET INFORMATION 
AS OF JUNE 30, 2015 
(MARKET VALUE) 

 
 

Balance Sheet 
 

Cash & equivalents $       232,840   Member contributions $    9,561,317   
Other short-term 0   Employer contributions 8,576,407   
Receivables & accruals 66,610   Retired benefit payments 139,868,003   
Equities 88,207,606   Undistributed investment income (21,680,522)  
Fixed income 47,915,243   
Other 0   
Accounts payable (97,094)                      

Total Current Assets $136,325,205   Total Reserves $136,325,205   

Reserves forReported Assets 

 
 
 

Revenues and Expenditures 
 

2014-15 2013-14

Balance - Beginning of year $139,262,845   $124,075,188   

Revenues
Member contributions 981,785   1,603,846   
Employer contributions 7,098,292   6,503,436   
Investment income 5,136,193   22,669,350   

Total 13,216,270   30,776,632   

Expenditures
Benefit payments 14,666,641   14,148,795   
Health insurance premiums for retired members 0   0   
Refund of member contributions 794,248   494,979   
Administrative & investment expenses 693,021   945,201   

Total 16,153,910   15,588,975   

Balance - End of year $136,325,205   $139,262,845    
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City of Royal Oak Retirement System B-14 
 

 
ALLOCATION OF UNFUNDED LIABILITY 

BY GROUP AND DEPARTMENT 
 
 

 

Group
General Police Officers 

& &
Water Fire Fighters Total

Actuarial Liability $77,647,309 $131,152,262 $208,799,571

Assets 56,135,672 77,223,204 133,358,876

Unfunded Liability $21,511,637 $  53,929,058 $  75,440,695

 
 

Department Unfunded Liability
Amortization 
Payment for 

Unfunded Liability
General $      9,804,345    $     892,078    
Major Streets        304,256        27,684    
Local Streets        728,168       66,254    
Public Safety        54,823,043        3,497,931    
Solid Waste        866,391        78,831    
Library        1,012,435        92,119    
Community Development Block Grant        238,878        21,735    
State Construction Code        982,819        89,425    
Senior Center        146,407        13,321    
Recreation        362,848        33,015    
Auto Parking        437,489        39,806    
Water & Sewer        3,494,435        317,952    
Ice Arena        79,600        7,243    
Information Systems        531,401        48,351    
Motor Pool        1,628,180        148,145    

$      75,440,695    $  5,373,890    
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City of Royal Oak Retirement System C-1 
 

 
 

BASIC FINANCIAL OBJECTIVE AND OPERATION 
OF THE RETIREMENT SYSTEM 

 
 
Benefit Promises Made Which Must Be Paid For:  A retirement program is an orderly means of 

handing out, keeping track of, and financing contingent pension promises to a group of employees.  

As each member of the retirement program acquires a unit of service credit they are, in effect, handed 

an “IOU” which reads:  “The Retirement System promises to pay you one unit of retirement benefits, 

payments in cash commencing when you retire.” 

 
The principal related financial question is:  When shall the money required to cover the “IOU” be 

contributed?  This year, when the benefit of the member’s service is received?  Or, some future year 

when the “IOU” becomes a cash demand? 

 
The Constitution of the State of Michigan is directed to the question: 
 

“Financial benefits arising on account of service rendered in each fiscal year shall be 

funded during that year and such funding shall not be used for financing unfunded 

accrued liabilities.” 

 
This Retirement System meets this constitutional requirement by having the following Financial 

Objective:  To establish and receive contributions, expressed as percents of active member 

payroll, which will remain approximately level from year to year and will not have to be increased 

for future generations of taxpayers. 

 
Translated into actuarial terminology, a level percent-of-payroll contribution objective means that the 

contribution rate must be at least: 

 
Normal Cost (the current value of benefits likely to be paid on account of member’s 

service being rendered in the current year). 

... plus ... 

Interest on the Unfunded Actuarial Accrued Liability (the difference between the 

actuarial accrued liability and current system assets). 
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If contributions to the retirement program are less than the preceding amount, the difference, plus 

investment earnings not realized thereon, will have to be contributed at some later time, or, benefits 

will have to be reduced, to satisfy the fundamental fiscal equation under which all retirement 

programs must operate; that is: 

 
B = C + I - E 

 
Benefit payments to any group of members and their beneficiaries cannot 

exceed the sum of: 

Contributions received on behalf of the group. 

. . . plus . . .  

Investment earnings on contributions received. 

. . . minus . . . 

Expenses incurred in operating the program. 

 
 
A by-product of the level percent-of-payroll contribution objective is the accumulation of invested 

assets for varying periods of time.  Invested assets are a by-product of level percent-of-payroll 

contributions, not the objective.  Investment income becomes a major contributor to the retirement 

program, and the amount is directly related to the amount of contributions and investment 

performance. 

 
There are retirement programs designed to defer the bulk of contributions far into the future.  Lured 

by artificially low present contributions, such programs ignore the inevitable consequence of a 

relentlessly increasing contribution rate -- to a level greatly in excess of the level percent-of-payroll 

rate.  This method of financing is prohibited in Michigan by the State Constitution. 

 
Computed Contribution Rate Needed to Finance Benefits:  From a given schedule of benefits and 

from the data furnished, the actuary calculates the contribution rate by means of an actuarial valuation 

- the technique of assigning monetary values to the risks assumed in operating a retirement program. 
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CASH BENEFITS LINE.  This relentlessly increasing line is the fundamental reality of retirement 
plan financing.  It happens each time a new benefit is added for future retirements (and happens 
regardless of the design for contributing for benefits). 
 
LEVEL CONTRIBUTION LINE.  Determining the level contribution line requires detailed 
assumptions concerning a variety of experiences in future decades, including: 
 Economic Risk Areas 
  Rates of investment return 
  Rates of pay increase 
  Changes in active member group size 
 Non-Economic Risk Areas 
  Ages at actual retirement 
  Rates of mortality 
  Rates of withdrawal of active members (turnover) 
  Rates of disability 
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FLOW OF MONEY THROUGH THE RETIREMENT SYSTEM 
 
 

 
 

Member 
Contributions 

Investment Income 

Employer 
Contributions Reserve for 

Employer Contributions 

Income/ 
Expense Fund 

Reserve for 
Retired 
Benefit 

Payments 

Refunds 

Monthly Benefits 

Expenses 

REVENUE RESERVES
 

EXPENDITURES
 

Reserve for 
Contributions 
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VALUATION METHODS 
 
 
Normal cost and the allocation of benefit values between service rendered before and after the 

valuation date was determined using an individual entry-age normal cost valuation method having 

the following characteristics: 

 
• the annual normal costs for each individual active member, payable from the date 

of employment to the date of retirement, are sufficient to accumulate the value of 

the member’s benefit at the time of retirement; 

 
• each annual normal cost is a constant percentage of the member’s year-by-year 

projected covered pay. 

 
 
Financing of Unfunded Actuarial Accrued Liabilities:  Unfunded actuarial accrued liabilities were 

amortized by level (principal & interest combined) percent-of-payroll contributions over a period of 

28 years for the police and firefighter plans and a 23-year level dollar amount for the general and 

water plans. 
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ACTUARIAL ASSUMPTIONS USED IN THE VALUATION 
 
 
The actuary calculates the contribution requirements and benefit values of the plan by applying 

actuarial assumptions to the benefit provisions and census data furnished, using the valuation method 

described on page C-5. 

 
 
The principal areas of financial risk which require assumptions about future experience are: 
 

• long-term rates of investment income 
 
• patterns of salary increases 
 
• rates of mortality before and after retirement 
 
• rates of withdrawal from active membership 
 
• rates of disability among members and their subsequent rates of recovery 
 
• probabilities of retirement at various ages after benefit eligibility 

 
 
In a valuation the monetary effect of each assumption, for each distinct experience group, is projected 

for the next year and for each year over the next half-century or longer. 

 
Actual experience will not coincide exactly with assumed experience, regardless of the skill of the 

actuary, the completeness of the data and the precision of the many calculations that are made.  Each 

valuation provides a complete recalculation of system obligations based upon assumptions regarding 

future experience and takes into account all past differences between assumed and actual experience.  

The result is a continual series of small adjustments of the computed contribution rate. 

 
From time-to-time it is appropriate to modify one or more of the assumptions to reflect basic 

experience trends (but not random year-to-year fluctuations). 
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The rates of salary increase used for individual members are in accordance with the following table.  

This assumption is used to project a member’s current salary to the salaries upon which benefit 

amounts will be based. 

 

Sample Base
Ages (Economic) General & Water Police-Fire

20 3.0% 2.9% 2.3%
25 3.0% 2.3% 2.3%
30 3.0% 2.0% 2.3%
35 3.0% 1.8% 1.6%
40 3.0% 1.6% 0.6%
45 3.0% 1.3% 0.2%
50 3.0% 0.9% 0.1%
55 3.0% 0.5% 0.0%
60 3.0% 0.1% 0.0%
65 3.0% - -
Ref 417 418

Merit & Longevity
Annual Rate of Salary Increase for Sample Age

 
 
 
The rate of investment return was 7.75% per year, compounded annually, net after administrative 

and investment expenses.  This assumption is used to make money payable at one point in time equal 

in value to a different amount of money payable at another point in time. 

 
The assumed real return for funding purposes is the net rate of return in excess of average salary 

increases.  Considering other assumptions used in the valuation, the 7.75% translates to a real return 

of approximately 4.75%.   

 

 
5-Year

2015 2014 2013 2012 2011 Average

(1) Nominal rate* 7.9 %   9.4 %   6.9 %   6.2 %   0.7 %   6.2 %   
(2) Increase in CPI 0.1 %   2.1 %   1.8 %   1.7 %   3.6 %   1.9 %   
(3) Average salary increase 2.3 %   (0.6)%   (4.3)%   (1.8)%   4.2 %   (0.1)%   
(4) Real return

- investment purposes 4.3 %   
- funding purposes 6.3 %   

Year Ending June 30

 
 

* The nominal rate of return was computed using the approximate formula:  i = I divided by 1/2 (A+B-I), where I is 
recognized investment income, A is the beginning of year funding value and B is the end of year funding value. 
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The mortality table used was the RP-2000 Mortality Table, projected 20 years (multiplied by 110%).  

This assumption is used to measure the probabilities of members dying before retirement and the 

probabilities of each benefit payment being made after retirement. Rates for disabled members were 

set forward 10 years. 

 

Sample
Attained

Ages Men Women
50 31.97        33.76        
55 27.27        29.03        
60 22.72        24.49        
65 18.47        20.24        

70 14.58        16.34        
75 11.01        12.82        
80 7.93        9.66        
Ref. 454 x 1.10 455 x 1.10

66.03      75.55      

133.42      135.62      
123.85      126.91      
112.22      116.44      

98.78      104.40      

$140.84      $142.50      

83.03      90.78      

Men Women

Single Life Retirement Values
Present Value of $1 Future Life

Monthly for Life Expectancy (years)

 
 
 
The rates of retirement used to measure the probability of eligible members retiring during the next 

year were as follows: 

Retirement Police Fire Hired 
Ages General Service Aides After 10/1/09

45-49
50 20%           40%       
51 15%           40%       
52 15%           40%       
53 15%           25%       
54 15%           25%       
55 15%           20%           25%       
56 15%           15%           25%       
57 15%           15%           25%       
58 15%           15%           25%       
59 15%           15%           25%       
60 15%           15%           25%       
61 15%           15%           25%       
62 35%           15%           25%       
63 20%           15%           25%       
64 20%           15%           25%       
65 55%           15%           100%       
66 45%           15%           
67 45%           35%           
68 45%           20%           
69 45%           20%           
70 100%           100%           

Ref. 2321 2322 2323

Percents of Active Members
Retiring Within Next Year
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Percent of Eligible Active Members Retiring
Years of Police Officers, Detectives, Command &
Service Fire Hired Before 10/1/09

25 40%                                    
26 40%                                    
27 40%                                    
28 25%                                    
29 25%                                    
30 25%                                    
31 25%                                    
32 25%                                    
33 25%                                    
34 25%                                    
35 25%                                    
36 25%                                    
37 25%                                    
38 25%                                    
39 25%                                    
40 100%                                    

Ref. 2323  
 
A member was assumed to be eligible for retirement after satisfying the following requirements: 

Group Eligibility Requirements for Retirement 
  
SEIU AFL-CIO Local 517M and 30 years of service regardless of age (age 50 
Foremen & Supervisors required for Foremen & Supervisors); or 
 50 years of age with 25 years of service; or 
 55 years of age with 20 years of service; or 
 60 years of age with 5 years of service. 
  
Other General & Water 50 years of age with 25 years of service; or 
 55 years of age with 20 years of service; or 
 60 years of age with 5 years of service. 
  
Police Hired Before 6/1/2012, and 25 years of service regardless of age; or 
Fire Hired Before 10/1/2009 55 years of age with 10 or more years of service. 
  
Police Hired After 5/30/2012 
 
Fire Hired After 9/30/2009 
 

25 years of service regardless of age. 
 
50 years of age with 25 years of service; or 
55 years of age with 10 years of service. 
  

  
Police Service Aides 50 years of age with 25 years of service; or 
 60 years of age with 5 or more years of service. 
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Rates of separation from active membership were as shown below (rates do not apply to members 

eligible to retire and do not include separation on account of death or disability).  This assumption 

measures the probabilities of members terminating employment before eligibility for an immediate 

benefit. 

Sample Years of
Ages Service General Police & Fire

ALL 0 12.00%     10.00%     
1 9.00%     7.00%     
2 7.00%     5.00%     
3 5.00%     4.00%     
4 4.50%     3.50%     

25 5 & Over 4.50%     3.00%     
30 4.00%     2.50%     
35 3.50%     1.50%     
40 2.50%     1.00%     
45 2.00%     0.75%     
50 1.50%     0.50%     
55 1.00%     0.25%     
60 1.00%     0.25%     
65 1.00%     0.25%     
Ref. 29 30

1300 1301

Separating Within Next Year
% of Active Members

 
 

 

Rates of disability were as follows.  This assumption measures the probability of members retiring 

with a disability benefit. 

Sample
Ages Male Female Police & Fire

20 0.04%     0.02%     0.08%     
25 0.05%     0.03%     0.11%     
30 0.05%     0.04%     0.19%     
35 0.07%     0.07%     0.23%     
40 0.11%     0.10%     0.53%     
45 0.16%     0.14%     0.60%     
50 0.26%     0.23%     0.71%     
55 0.46%     0.38%     0.83%     
60 0.77%     0.55%     0.90%     
Ref. 33 34 45

Multiplier: 50% 50% 75%

General & Water
Disabled Within Next Year

% of Active Members Becoming
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Loading Factor for Final Average Compensation:  In the valuation process, a person’s salary is 

assumed to increase by a certain percentage each year (see page C-7).  However, compensation for 

benefit purposes includes things such as sick leave incentive pay which are not reported for the 

valuation.  In order to more accurately calculate contribution requirements, the General active normal 

retirement liabilities were increased by 3.0% to account for the items not reported for valuation 

purposes, and Police/Fire active normal retirement liabilities were increased by 7.0%.  As additional 

experience emerges, the ratios will be periodically adjusted to better estimate the effect of inclusion of 

additional items in final average compensation. 

 

Final Average Compensation with and without Extra Compensation Items 
New General Retirees 

Year Ending
June 30 With Extras Without Extras Ratio

2006 $    780,739       $    756,118       1.033
2007 368,581                359,998                1.024
2008 265,708                257,527                1.032
2009 411,886                397,403                1.036
2010 927,695                909,791                1.020
2011 1,142,006             1,109,451             1.029
2012 399,988                398,597                1.003

2013 166,105                166,105                1.000

2014 555,114                537,827                1.032
2015 672,736                654,355                1.028

Totals $5,690,557       $5,547,172       1.026

Final Average Compensation

 
 

Final Average Compensation with and without Extra Compensation Items 
New Police/Fire Retirees 

Year Ending
June 30 With Extras Without Extras Ratio

2006 $    588,052       $    556,844       1.056
2007 529,024                477,168                1.109
2008 235,078                207,897                1.131
2009 620,166                557,307                1.113
2010 197,108                173,178                1.138
2011 1,455,696             1,280,714             1.137
2012 956,833                840,669                1.138
2013 473,934                418,537                1.132
2014 555,114                537,827                1.032
2015 420,130                378,238                1.111

Totals $6,031,136       $5,428,379       1.111

Final Average Compensation
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MISCELLANEOUS AND TECHNICAL ASSUMPTIONS 

JUNE 30, 2015 
 
 
Marriage Assumption: 90% of males and 90% of females are assumed to be married for 

purposes of death-in-service benefits. Male spouses are assumed 
to be three years older than female spouses. 

  

Pay Increase Timing: Beginning of (Fiscal) year. This is equivalent to assuming that 
reported pays represent amounts paid to members during the 
year ended on the valuation date.   

  

Pay Annualization: Reported pay for members with less that twelve contributing 
months was annualized by the ratio of 12 to the number of 
contribution months in the year. 

  

Decrement Timing: Decrements of all types are assumed to occur mid-year. 
  

Eligibility Testing: Eligibility for benefits is determined based upon the age nearest 
birthday and service nearest whole year on the date the 
decrement is assumed to occur. 

  

Decrement Relativity: Decrement rates are used directly from the experience study, 
without adjustment for multiple decrement table effects. 

  

Decrement Operation: All decrements the first 5 years of service.  Only mortality 
operates during retirement eligibility.  

  

Service Credit Accruals: It is assumed that members accrue one year of service credit per 
year. 

  

Loads: Age and Service Retirement Present Values for General and 
PSA, and Police/Fire members were loaded by 3.0% and 7.0% 
respectively to account for the additional amount included in the 
FAC due to unused sick time and unused vacation time. An 
additional loading factor of 3.0% was applied to each division 
for Annuity Withdrawal paid at retirement in lump sums. 

  

Incidence of Contributions: Contributions are assumed to be received continuously 
throughout the year based upon the computed percent-of-payroll 
shown in this report, and the actual payroll payable at the time 
contributions are made.  

  
Normal Form of Benefit: A 75% automatic joint and survivor payment is the assumed 

normal form of benefit for married people. 
  
Benefit Service: Exact fractional service is used to determine the amount of 

benefit payable. 
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GLOSSARY 
 
 
Actuarial Accrued Liability:  The difference between (i) the actuarial present value of future plan 
benefits, and (ii) the actuarial present value of future normal cost. Sometimes referred to as “accrued 
liability” or “past service liability.” 
 
 
Accrued Service:  The service credited under the plan which was rendered before the date of the 
actuarial valuation. 
 
 
Actuarial Assumptions:  Estimates of future plan experience with respect to rates of mortality, 
disability, turnover, retirement, rate or rates of investment income and salary increases.  Decrement 
assumptions (rates of mortality, disability, turnover and retirement) are generally based on past 
experience, often modified for projected changes in conditions.  Economic assumptions (salary 
increases and investment income) consist of an underlying rate in an inflation-free environment plus a 
provision for a long-term average rate of inflation. 
 
 
Actuarial Cost Method:  A mathematical budgeting procedure for allocating the dollar amount of the 
“actuarial present value of future plan benefits” between the actuarial present value of future normal 
cost and the actuarial accrued liability.  Sometimes referred to as the “actuarial funding method.” 
 
 
Actuarial Equivalent:  A single amount or series of amounts of equal value to another single amount 
or series of amounts, computed on the basis of the rate(s) of interest and mortality tables used by the 
plan. 
 
 
Actuarial Present Value:  The amount of funds presently required to provide a payment or series of 
payments in the future.  It is determined by discounting the future payments at a predetermined rate of 
interest, taking into account the probability of payment. 
 
 
Amortization:  Paying off an interest-bearing liability by means of periodic payments of interest and 
principal, as opposed to paying it off with a lump sum payment. 
 
 
Experience Gain (Loss):  A measure of the difference between actual experience and that expected 
based upon a set of actuarial assumptions during the period between two actuarial valuation dates, in 
accordance with the actuarial cost method being used. 
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GLOSSARY 
 
 
Normal Cost:  The annual cost assigned, under the actuarial funding method, to current and 
subsequent plan years.  Sometimes referred to as “current service cost.” Any payment toward the 
unfunded actuarial accrued liability is not part of the normal cost. 
 
 
Plan Termination Liability:  The actuarial present value of future plan benefits based on the 
assumption that there will be no further accruals for future service and salary.  The termination 
liability will generally be less than the liabilities computed on a “going-concern” basis and is not 
normally determined in a routine actuarial valuation. 
 
 
Reserve Account:  An account used to indicate that funds have been set aside for a specific purpose 
and are not generally available for other uses. 
 
 
Unfunded Actuarial Accrued Liability:  The difference between the actuarial accrued liability and 
valuation assets.  Sometimes referred to as “unfunded accrued liability.” 
 
 
Valuation Assets:  The value of current plan assets recognized for valuation purposes.  Generally 
based on book value plus a portion of unrealized appreciation or depreciation. 
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MEANING OF “UNFUNDED ACTUARIAL ACCRUED LIABILITIES” 
 
 
“Actuarial accrued liabilities” are the portion of the present value of plan promises to pay benefits 

in the future not covered by future normal cost contributions.  A liability has been established 

(“accrued”) because service has been rendered, but the resulting monthly cash benefit may not be 

payable until years in the future.  Actuarial accrued liabilities are the results of complex mathematical 

calculations, which are made annually by the plan’s actuary. 

 
If “actuarial accrued liabilities” at any time exceed the plan’s accrued assets, the difference is 

“unfunded actuarial accrued liabilities.”  This is the common condition.  If the plan’s assets equaled 

the plan’s “actuarial accrued liabilities,” the plan would be termed “fully-funded”.  This is an unusual 

condition. 

 
 
 
 
Each time a plan adds a new benefit which applies to service already rendered, an “actuarial accrued 

liability” is created, which is also an “unfunded actuarial accrued liability” because assets do not 

immediately increase to cover the value of the new benefit promises.  Payment for such unfunded 

actuarial accrued liabilities is spread over a period of years, commonly in the 20-40 year range. 

 
Unfunded actuarial accrued liabilities can occur in another way:  if actual experience is less favorable 

than assumed experience, the difference is added to unfunded actuarial accrued liabilities.  For 

example, in plans where benefits are directly related to pay near time of retirement, unfunded actuarial 

accrued liabilities increase when unexpected rates of pay increase create additional actuarial accrued 

liabilities which are not offset by higher than assumed investment income.  Most unexpected pay 

increases are the direct result of inflation, which is a very destructive force affecting financial 

stability. 

 
The existence of unfunded actuarial accrued liabilities is not a cause for concern, but the changes from 

year to year in amount of unfunded actuarial accrued liabilities are important. 

 
Nor are unfunded actuarial accrued liabilities a bill payable immediately.  However, it is important 

that policy-makers prevent the amount from becoming unreasonably high and it is vital for a plan to 

have a sound method for making payments toward them so that they are controlled. 
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PENSIONS IN AN INFLATIONARY ENVIRONMENT 
 
 

Value of $1,000/month Retirement Benefit 
to an Individual Who Retires at Age 55 

in an Environment of 3.0% Inflation 
 

Age 2.5% 0%

55 $1,000 $1,000

56     995     971

57     990     943

58     986     915

59     981     888

60     976     863

65     953     744

70     930     642

75     907     554

80     885     478

85     864     412

COLA Rate

 
 
 

The life expectancy of a 55-year-old male retiree is to age 82.  The life expectancy for a 55-year-old 

female retiree is to age 84.  Half of the people will outlive their life expectancy.  The effects of even 

moderate amounts of inflation can be significant for those who live to an advanced age. 
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SECTION D 
F I N AN C I AL  R E P O R TI N G 
 
 

 
NOTE: GASB Statements No. 67 and No. 68 are effective for Governmental Retirement Plans for the 
fiscal year beginning after June 15, 2013 (GASB Statement No. 67) and the fiscal year beginning after 
June 15, 2014 (GASB Statement No. 68). These statements replace GASB Statements No. 25 and No. 27. 
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SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION 
 
 
The information presented in the required supplementary schedules was determined as part of the 

actuarial valuations at the dates indicated.  Additional information as of the latest actuarial valuation 

follows: 

 
 

Valuation date: June 30, 2015 
  
Actuarial cost method: Entry-Age 
  
Amortization method: Level percent for Police and Fire  
 Level dollar for General and Water 
  
Remaining amortization period: 28 years closed for Police and Fire 
 23 years closed for General and Water 
  
Asset valuation method: 4-year smoothed market 
  
Actuarial assumption:  

Investment rate of return 7.75% 
Projected salary increases 3.0% - 5.9% 
Includes inflation at 3.0% 
Cost-of-living adjustments None 

 
 
Membership of the plan consisted of the following at June 30, 2015, the date of the latest actuarial 

valuation. 

 
 

Retirees and beneficiaries receiving benefits 555    

Terminated plan members entitled
to but not yet receiving benefits 26    

Active plan members 240    

Total 821     
 
 

This information is presented in draft form for review by the City’s auditor.  Please let us know if 

there are any changes so that we may maintain consistency with the City’s financial statements. 
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SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION 
 
 

Schedule of Funding Progress 
 
 

UAAL as a
Actuarial Actuarial Actuarial Accrued Unfunded % of
Valuation Value of Liability (AAL) AAL Funded Covered Covered

Date Assets Entry-Age (UAAL) Ratio Payroll Payroll

6-30-06 $137,263,998 $  158,239,077   $  20,975,079 86.7 %    $20,431,658   102.7%    
6-30-07 143,619,213 162,781,663   19,162,450 88.2 %    20,327,590   94.3%    
6-30-08 145,560,741 166,957,321   21,396,580 87.2 %    20,459,734   104.6%    
6-30-09 138,811,772 173,542,642   34,730,870 80.0 %    20,139,069   172.5%    
6-30-10 132,168,268 178,656,736   46,488,468 74.0 %    18,373,382   253.0%    

6-30-11 125,356,684 188,716,644   63,359,960 66.4 %    16,804,600   377.0%    
6-30-12 124,013,356 190,595,369   66,582,013 65.1 %    15,846,779   420.2%    
6-30-13 125,708,944 199,908,548   74,199,604 62.9 %    15,296,167   485.1%    
6-30-14 130,739,595 203,769,951   73,030,356 64.2 %    15,336,530   476.2%    
6-30-15 133,358,876 208,799,571   75,440,695 63.9 %    15,312,473   492.7%    

 
 

Schedule of Employer Contributions 
 
 

Computed Dollar
Fiscal Year Contribution Based Actual Annual
Beginning on Projected Payroll Contributions

7-1-07 $ 4,510,584      $ 4,161,255      
7-1-08 4,330,235      4,074,977      
7-1-09 4,395,643      4,373,351      
7-1-10 5,158,959      4,562,789      
7-1-11 5,739,910      5,268,941      

7-1-12 6,599,438      6,208,560      
7-1-13 6,480,707      6,503,436      
7-1-14 6,891,898      7,098,292      
7-1-15 6,852,495      
7-1-16 7,009,728       
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December 31, 2015 
 
 
 
 
Ms. Julie Rudd 
Finance Director 
City of Royal Oak 
211 S. Williams Street 
Royal Oak, Michigan  48067 
 
Re:  City of Royal Oak Retirement System 
 
Dear Ms. Rudd: 
 
Enclosed are fifteen copies of the report of the annual actuarial valuation as of 
June 30, 2015. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
Mark Buis 
 
MB:sc 
Enclosures 
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                                                                                                                                            Office of the City Clerk  
                                                                                                                               211 South Williams Street 
                                                                                                                                                Royal Oak, MI 48067 

 

 
Appointments Committee Rotation 

 
January 5, 2016  
 
The Honorable Mayor Ellison and 
Members of the City Commission 
 
According to Chapter 12-4 of the city’s Code of Ordinances, a rotating committee of three 
members of the city commission shall begin serving on the appointments committee each 
January, May and September. It is time for rotation of this committee.   
 
If the commission is in agreement, the following resolution is recommended for approval: 
 

Be it resolved, that the appointments committee members rotate to 
Commissioners DuBuc, Douglas and Poulton effective immediately. 

 
Respectfully submitted,  
Melanie Halas 
City Clerk 
 
Approved,  
 
 
Donald E. Johnson 
City Manager  
 
 

 
 
 
 
 



                                                                                                                                       Office of the City Attorney 
                                                                                                                               211 South Williams Street 
                                                                                                                                                Royal Oak, MI 48067 

 

 
Michigan Liquor Control Commission Licensed Establishment 

Royal Oak Good Times Food and Drink, Inc.  
(Cantina Diablo 100 South Main Street) 

Request to Change Plan of Operation 
 
January 19, 2016 
 
The Honorable Mayor Ellison and 
Members of the City Commission: 
 
Royal Oak Good Times Food and Drink, Inc. is seeking to amend its plan of operation to 
decrease the size of its first floor dance floor, decrease first floor seating, increase second floor 
seating, operate its dance floor on the second floor simultaneously with the first floor dance 
floor, and add outdoor seating.  The police department does have objections to the request for 
simultaneous use of the dance floors and to some of the outdoor seating. Please see Deputy 
Chief Robert Reilly’s attached memorandum for details (Attachment 1). 
 
Should the city commission desire to approve the applicant’s request as approved by the police 
department, the following resolution has been drafted for your consideration: 
 

Be it resolved, the city commission approves the following changes to Royal Oak 
Good Times Food and Drink, Inc., DBA Cantina Diablo’s and Red Fox, at 100 
South Main Street, Royal Oak, Michigan plan of operation: 
 
 (1) Decrease the size it its first floor dance floor from 13’X25’ to 10’X10’, 
 (2) Decrease first floor seating from 200 to 196 persons, 
 (3) Increase second floor seating from 176 to 178 persons, 
 (4) Add an outdoor café with seating for 16 persons,  
 (5) Along with its amended plan operation dated December 17, 2015. 

 
 
Respectfully submitted,  

 
Mark O. Liss 
Interim City Attorney  
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Community Development Department 
Planning Division 

211 South Williams Street 
Royal Oak, MI 48067 

 
 

Request for Sidewalk Café Application for 
Cantina Diablo (100 South Main Street) 

 
January 13, 2016 
 
The Honorable Mayor Ellison and 
Members of the City Commission: 
 
An application for a new sidewalk café at 100 South Main Street is presented for review. 
Cantina Diablo’s is requesting a license agreement to establish two separate sidewalk café 
sections that would encroach into the public sidewalk on the west side of Main Street near the 
intersection of West 11 Mile Road. The larger seating area would be 28 feet 4 inches by 7 feet 5 
inches with four tables and seating for 16. A smaller area would be 12 feet 10 ½ inches by 2 
feet 4 inches with two tables and seating for four. Both seating areas would be enclosed by a 3-
foot high metal railing as indicated on the attached plan (Attachment 1). 
 
The engineering division inspected the site and determined there would be adequate space for 
a 5-foot wide path for pedestrian traffic between the larger seating area and nearby streetscape 
items. However, the smaller seating area could only project 2 feet 2 inches from the building’s 
front façade and still leave a 5-foot path, not 2 feet 4 inches as shown on the plan. In order to 
maintain an adequate pedestrian path the engineering and planning divisions recommend that 
the smaller seating area be removed. 
 
The following resolution is recommended: 
 

Be it resolved, the city commission hereby authorizes the city attorney to 
prepare a license agreement for Cantina Diablo’s at 100 South Main Street 
permitting an encroachment into the public right-of-way of South Main Street for 
purposes of an outdoor seating area, provided the petitioner submits a revised 
café plan for review and approval by the planning division eliminating the second 
seating area measuring 12 feet 10 ½ inches by 2 feet 4 inches; and 
 
Be it further resolved, the mayor and city clerk are authorized to execute said 
agreement when prepared. 

 
Respectfully submitted, 
Timothy E. Thwing 
Director of Community Development 
 
Approved, 
 
 
 
Donald E. Johnson 
City Manager 
 
1 Attachment 
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Police Department 

221 E Third Street 
Royal Oak, MI 48067 

 
 

Special Event Permit  
2016 Shakespeare in the Park in Royal Oak 

July 15 through August 8, 2016 
 
January 19, 2016 
 
The Honorable Mayor Ellison and  
Members of the City Commission: 
 
The Water Works Theatre Company, Inc. has requested authorization to occupy a designated 
area of Starr Jaycee Park to set-up for and host Water Works Youth Ensemble (July 18-July 
31), Shakespeare in the Park performances (July 28-August 7) and KidsAct! (August 1-6). As 
they have since 2012, Water Works Theatre Company, Inc. is again requesting daily permits to 
sell beer and wine during its Shakespeare performance days only (10 days, 14 performances), 
under a temporary state license. 

 
City staff has had discussions involving details of the event with Edward Nahhat of the Water 
Works Theatre Company, Inc. 
 
The resolution, as it appears on the permit, is the same resolution that was approved by the City 
Commission last year.  Although I have authority to administratively approve this permit, I am 
presenting it to the City Commission because the petitioner has made an additional request.   
 
Specifically the request is: 
 

 Pavilion rental fees to be assessed at 50% for the weekends also.  Last year, and 
in previous years, pavilion rental fees were assessed at 50% for weekdays only.  

We are not recommending this change and it is not in the resolution. 
 
Listed below are the specifics of a proposed agreement between the City of Royal Oak and the 
Water Works Theatre Company, Inc.: 
 
I. Hours of Operation 

The event will be open to the general public from July 28, 2016 through August 7, 2016. 
Set-up will take place between the hours of 8:00 a.m. and 10:00 p.m., beginning on July 
15; clean-up will take approximately one day beginning after the final performance on 
Sunday, August 7, 2016. Estimated attendance for this event is 3,500. There will be 
approximately 60 participants. A complete schedule of performance dates and times is 
attached. (Attachment 1) 
 

II. Description of Event 
 Shakespeare in the Park in Royal Oak is presented by a local non-profit professional 

theatre company.  Now entering its sixteenth year, Water Works has a history of 
presenting a high quality ticketed event; a professional outdoor summer theatre 
experience for thousands of patrons to enjoy, without closing off use of the park facilities 
to non-theatre goers.  This one-of-a-kind event features local professional actors, 



   

designers, directors and other staff with emerging professionals and students, as well as 
volunteers.  Programming this year will consist of two weekends of evening 
Shakespeare performances, KidsAct! and Water Works Youth Ensemble (two separate 
outdoor youth performance workshops), plus a daylight Shakespeare performance on 
weekday evenings and weekend afternoons.   

 
Bleacher seating and lawn seating will be available to a ticketed audience. Temporary 
fencing will be installed to surround a central section of Star Jaycee Park, as well as a 
grassy parking area on Tom Farley Field.  Organizer requests use of the park to include 
two city picnic pavilions, storage area, an electrical source and extra garbage containers.  
 
Professional sound and lighting equipment with scaffolding will be temporarily installed 
along with a low rise custom designed open stage structure, similar to the events 
successfully produced in 2001-2015.  
 
Initial set-up will begin July 15 and full public operational use of the park will be from July 
28, 2016 to August 7, 2016 (See Attachment 1). 

 
III. Booths/Tents/Awnings 

Low rise open stage construction; small tents for the performers; a small storage pod; 
sound and lighting equipment with secured scaffolding for stage management and two 
park pavilions for audience gathering.  

 
Three short aluminum bleacher units are requested for use without charge from the city.  
Water Works plans to pay the city to deliver the bleachers to pre-marked locations just 
south of the large wooden pavilion on July 21 or 22, 2016 and retrieve them on August 
8, 2016. 

 
Pavilion Use:  Water Works Theatre Company requests the pavilions be rented to 
them at 50% of the standard fee.  The small west pavilion will be reserved by Water 
Works beginning July 18 through August 7, 2016.  The large wooden pavilion will be 
reserved July 23 through August 7, 2016.  Water Works Theatre Company will also 
occupy the storage room of the large pavilion. 
 
The total amount for the 2015 pavilion rental, $952.50, was paid by Water Works 
Theatre Company, Inc. on September 28, 2015. 

 
IV. Picnic Tables/Refuse Barrels/Barricades 

Organizer requests additional refuse containers be provided by the city without 
charge. 

 
V. Music 

Light stands, speaker stands, and a control booth will be set-up by professionals inside 
the fenced-in area.  Music will be atmospheric and not disruptive; it will be played for a 
maximum of 30 minutes before each performance and 5 minutes after each 
performance.  
 
Written assurance will be obtained that any live and/or recorded sound system with 
amplification at this event will not be employed at such a level that adversely impacts in any 
way on adjacent businesses or residential areas.  In addition, it is agreed that the sound 
volume will be reduced immediately upon police request. 



   

     
VI. Parking and Traffic Control 

Organizer requests approval to utilize Farley Field within Starr Jaycee Park for event 
attendee parking.   
 
Organizer is also requesting permission to designate temporary additional handicapped 
parking spaces in the central parking lot of Starr Jaycee Park  during performance times 
only (there are currently two marked handicapped spaces). Organizer has obtained 
commercially made, temporary handicapped parking only signs that they will set-up and 
remove at the appropriate times.   
 
Organizer does not anticipate any problems in the area of traffic control.   

 
VII. Insurance 

A certificate of insurance for $1 million general liability and $100,000 liquor liability 
coverage will be provided to the city by Water Works Theatre Company, Inc. with the 
City of Royal Oak named as additional insured, by Friday, June 15, 2016.   

 
VIII.  Restroom Facilities 

Existing park facilities will remain open to the public for anyone, whether attending the 
play or not.  In addition, the organizer will have portable restroom units placed inside the 
fenced area, available to those attending performances.  
 

IX. Impact on Adjacent Commercial/Residential Property 
Minimal impact, if any, is anticipated on adjacent commercial and residential properties.  
There will be approximately 100-200 people attending the park for each performance. 
 

X. Security & Crowd Control 
Volunteers will work the box office, ushering, and seating.  Royal Oak Police may be 
assigned at the discretion of the chief of police.  Organizer agrees that they will be 
responsible for any city staff overtime costs associated with this event.  
 
The enclosed area will be similar to the set-up in previous years.  An open central area 
of Starr Jaycee Park, south of the large pavilion and inside a ring of trees (including the 
small west pavilion), will be enclosed by an arc of temporary fencing to create an 
outdoor theatre area with two entrances and an open area for a low rise platform stage 
and a backstage entrance along the eastern tree line. To the south west of the small 
west pavilion, will be small dressing tents for actors, a temporary storage pod, and 
portable toilets to the north of the small west pavilion, all inside the fenced area. The 
fence will not interfere with the small train tracks.   
 
As in past years, Water Works Theatre Company requests permission to temporarily 
close one disk golf basket that is used for disk golf holes 9 and 18 from July 25 to 
August 7, 2016, and to post signs that the children’s play structures are closed during 
evening performances only (beginning at 8 p.m.).   
 
By July 28, 2015, Tom Farley Field is requested to be marked with saw horse barricades 
and signage indicating it to be used for audience vehicle parking.  That will interfere with 
one baseball diamond and a volley ball court.  Except for the partially enclosed area 
mentioned, non-theatre-goers will be able to use all other areas of the park outside of 



   

the fenced area, including the public restroom facilities.  Volunteer ushers will manage 
access to the enclosed theatre area during show times. 

 
XI. Food and Beverage  

Organizer will sell popcorn, pre-packaged treats and soft drinks, as well as beer and 
wine pursuant to obtaining a special license for beer and wine sales from the MLCC, as 
allowed in 2012-2015.  
 
As it has done since 2012, Water Works Theater Company, Inc. is again requesting daily 
permits to sell beer and wine at Starr Jaycee Park to patrons over 21-years-of-age at its 
Shakespeare performances only, under temporary state licenses.  Last year, the 
organizer sold beer and wine on 8 dates during 12 performances. This year the 
organizer has requested to increase beer and wine concessions to 10 dates and 14 
performances. 
 
Beer and wine concessions will operate 45 minutes before each Shakespeare 
performance and again for 15 minutes during intermission only. 
 
The alcohol sales operation will be licensed, insured, and physically restricted within 
Water Works’ controlled area.  Only ticketed patrons who present valid photo 
identification over age 21 may be served beer or wine.  Water Works’ Executive Director, 
Edward Nahhat, has extensive experience supervising beer and wine sales operations 
on Detroit’s Hart Plaza park. 

 
Organizers acknowledge that they are responsible for contacting the State of Michigan 
Liquor Control Commission and Oakland County Health Department to secure any and 
all permits required from the State and/or County for this event. 

 
XII. Electrical Service 

Water Works Theatre Company paid to expand the electricity capacity in the park in 
2008.  Existing electrical is adequate. 

 
XIII. Clean-up 

As mentioned, organizers request the city provide additional refuse containers 
near the performance area at no charge to the event. Organizer will maintain its area 
of park use with grounds crew daily.  Final clean-up/breakdown will be performed 
immediately following the last performance, taking approximately one day.  
 
In the event the city is required to perform clean-up after this event, Water Works 
Theatre Company, Inc. agrees to reimburse the city for any/all related clean-up 
expenses incurred by city employees. 

 
 XIV. Fire Protection 

Event promoters will provide full access to this area for emergency vehicles, which will 
allow entry response for fire, medical emergency or police related needs. 
 

  XV. Reimbursement to the City 
 

A. Public Service Overtime 
Water Works Theater, Inc. paid the city $1,133.20 on September 28, 2015 for   
Department of Public Services employee(s) service time and equipment fees 



   

associated with last year’s event.  Water Works Theater, Inc. agrees to 
reimburse the city for all costs associated with DPS services provided for this 
year’s event. In addition, park and pavilion rental fees will be paid directly to the 
Recreation Department.   

 
B. Police Protection 

For purpose of crowd control and traffic direction activity, Royal Oak Police will 
be assigned at the discretion of the chief of police.  Organizers agree that they 
will be responsible for any/all overtime costs.  

 
The cost per police officer on overtime will be billed at $84.99 per hour and a 
sergeant on overtime at $97.09 per hour. 
 
Members of the Royal Oak Auxiliary Police may be available to assist with any 
pedestrian crossing and traffic direction if necessary. 

 
XVI. Special Event Permit Fee 

The $125.00 Special Event Permit Fee was paid on December 7, 2015. 
 
XVII. Revocation 

The Water Works Theatre Company, Inc. acknowledges that operations under this 
permit will cease immediately upon notification from the chief of police or his designee 
that in the judgment of the chief of police or designee, the continued operation would 
pose a threat to the health, safety or welfare of the general public. 
 

XVIII.  Cost Recovery History 
  Water Works Theatre Company, Inc. has reimbursed the city cost recovery for previous 
  Shakespeare in the Park events as follows:   

o 2004- $300.00   
o 2005- $869.00 
o 2006- $570.00 
o 2007- $747.59 
o 2008- $1,124.51 
o 2009- $254.90  
o 2010- $2,406.81 
o 2011- $2,237.99 
o 2012- $2,345.77 
o 2013- $2,156.50 
o 2014- $2,045.08 
o 2015- $2,085.70 

 
The following resolution would be necessary for approval: 
 

Be it resolved, the Mayor and City Clerk are hereby authorized to execute the 
agreement between the City of Royal Oak and the Water Works Theatre 
Company, Inc. for Shakespeare in the Park in Royal Oak at Starr Jaycee Park 
July 15-August 8, 2016; and 
 
Be it further resolved, park pavilion rental fees for weekdays will be assessed 
at 50% and weekends at 100% for the 2016 event; and  
 



   

Be it finally resolved, Water Works Theatre Company, Inc. will be allowed to 
sell beer and wine at Starr Jaycee Park to patrons over 21-years-of-age, for one 
hour only (45 minutes before show time and 15 minutes during intermission), 
around each of the Shakespeare shows (14 performances), under a temporary 
state license. 

 
Respectfully submitted,  
Corrigan O’Donohue 
Chief of Police 
 
Approved,  
 
 
Donald E. Johnson 
City Manager  
 
1 Attachment 
 



   

 
A G R E E M E N T 

 
 

An agreement between Water Works Theatre Company, Inc. and the City of Royal Oak 

concerning Shakespeare in the Park Royal Oak, Water Works Youth Ensemble and KidsAct! 

July 15 – August 8, 2016 as enumerated in Commission Letter # with the following modification: 

 
o that park pavilion rental fees for weekdays will be assessed at 50% and 

weekends at 100% for the 2016 event; 
 

 
 
 

 is hereby approved this date  

 
 
 
Water Works Theatre Company, Inc.  City Of Royal Oak 
 
 
 
 
_____________________________    ___________________________ 
Edward M. Nahhat      James Ellison 
        Mayor 
        
 
 
 
        ___________________________                             
        Melanie Halas 
        City Clerk 
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                                        Office of Economic Development 
211 South Williams Street 

Royal Oak, MI  48067 
 

 
Request for Exclusive Development Period 

600 and 700 South Main Street 
 
January 13, 2016 
 
The Honorable Mayor Ellison and 
Members of the City Commission: 
 
After months of dialogue between Burton-Katzman, LLC (BK) and the city regarding the 
feasibility of a mixed-use development located at 600 and 700 S. Main, BK has submitted a 
letter requesting six months to conduct an exclusive development investigation process 
(Attachment 1).  During this time, city staff shall be prohibited from marketing these sites as BK 
performs its diligence. 
 
BK envisions the construction of a mixed-use project comprised of two separate structures, 
multi-story in design, comprised of office, mercantile retail, residential and structured parking.  
During the proposed six month period, BK will prepare a development plan that maximizes the 
utility of these properties and meets the needs of potential users.  BK has also requested the 
right to extend the six month exclusivity period for an additional three months for the purpose of 
negotiating a purchase and sale agreement and completing any due diligence activities.  This 
right to extend will be subject to commission approval.    
 
Should the commission decide to grant BK’s request, the following resolution is recommended 
for approval: 
 

Be it resolved, the city commission hereby grants Burton-Katzman’s request to 
be designated the preferred developer of 600 and 700 S. Main for a period of six 
months; and  
 
Be it further resolved, upon expiration of the six month period (July 25, 2016), 
Burton-Katzman may approach the city commission for approval of a three month 
extension to its original request; and  
 
Be it further resolved, city staff shall be prohibited from marketing 600 and 700 
S. Main during the initial six month period; and  
 
Be it further resolved,  upon expiration of the six month period, this Resolution 
is rescinded and the City of Royal Oak and Burton-Katzman shall have no 
obligations to each other with respect to 600 and 700 S. Main unless an 
extension is granted by the city commission. 

 
Respectfully submitted,     Approved, 
 
Todd E. Fenton 
Economic Development Manager       Donald E. Johnson 
        City Manager 
1 Attachment 
 



 

 

 January 6, 2016 

City of Royal Oak 
c/o: Todd Fenton 
Economic Development Manager 
211 S. Williams St. 
Royal Oak, MI 48067 

Re: Request for Exclusive Development Period - 600 S. Main Street, Royal Oak 

Dear Mr. Fenton, 

Burton-Katzman, LLC would like an opportunity to collaborate with the City regarding the City owned 
properties located at the southwest corner of South Main and 6th Street and South Main and 7th Street, 
in an effort to improve and develop each in accordance with its highest and best use, thereby creating a 
new “Landmark(s)” for the City of Royal Oak.  
 
Our interest has been fueled, in part, by our brokerage affiliate (Core Partners), which has experienced 
numerous inquiries regarding office space in Downtown Royal Oak.  This indicates strong interest in 
office product not currently available in the Downtown area.  We are requesting the time necessary to 
further evaluate this interest, and prepare a development plan that maximizes the utility of the Property 
and meets the needs of potential users.   
 
Project Site: 

The Project site is comprised of two (2) city owned parcels of property, represented by Parcel ID(s) 72-
25-21-284-004 and 72-25-21-287-006, together the “Property”.  Collectively, the Property contains 
approximately 1.58 +/- acres.  During the proposed exclusivity period one of the items we will explore is 
the potential of including right-of-way (ROW) from W. 7th, and S. Center Street into the Property, thus 
increasing its size to approximately 2 acres.  There is also a 20’ wide alley adjacent to parcel 72-25-21-
287-006 that we will explore utilizing. 

Project: 

We envision the construction of a mixed-use Project comprised of office, mercantile retail, residential, 
and structured parking.  The Project will likely be developed as (2) separate structures.  Each building is 
envisioned to be multi-story in design, extending 4+ stories above grade. 

We have completed an initial conceptual drawing (please see Design #1) and we are currently in the 
process of designing an alternate configuration (Design #2 - FORTHCOMING) in an attempt to explore 
the potential of providing as continuous a retail/office presents along Main Street as possible, given the 
influence of the railroad right-of-way.   

Attachment 1



We look forward to presenting our conceptual designs (Design #1 & Design #2) at the next possible City 
Commission Meeting.  We will be prepared to explain the details of each design and address any 
questions or comments at that time. 
 
Exclusivity Period: 

We feel a minimum six (6) month Exclusivity Period is necessary in order to, first, effectively 
communicate with potential tenants. Discussions with potential tenants will help confirm demand and 
insure that project plans meet the demands of the marketplace for new office space in Downtown Royal 
Oak.  The Exclusivity Period will also provide the assurances needed to begin making the fiscal and time 
expenditures necessary to a proper evaluation of the Property.  This evaluation would include further 
architectural studies, commercial and residential market research, and environmental and geo-technical 
investigations.  Most importantly, from the City’s perspective the Exclusivity Period will provide a level 
of assurance that we will be able to deliver as envisioned. 

During the Exclusivity Period, in consideration of our time and fiscal expenditures, it is requested that 
the City refrain from marketing or discussing the Property with any other party.  We also request the 
right to extend the 6 month Exclusivity Period, for an additional 3 months for the for the purpose of 
negotiating a purchase and sale agreement and completing any due diligence activities. 

We thank the City for the courtesies it has extended to date and look forward to its consideration and 
approval of our request.  We most certainly look forward to working with the City of Royal Oak to 
develop a successful project that is mutually beneficial to our potential tenant(s), the City of Royal Oak, 
and its residents.  

 
Sincerely, 
Burton-Katzman, LLC 

 

Larry Goss 
Executive Vice President 
 
C: Chuck DiMaggio, Burton-Katzman 
 John Pavone, The Portfolio Companies 
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Project Site:   
72-25-21-284-004 
72-25-21-287-006 
 

72-25-21-284-004 

Parcel ID: 72-25-21-284-004 
Size: 52,021 sq ft / 1.19 acres 
Owner: City of Royal Oak / DDA 
Zoning: Central Business District 
Current: 149 standards parking spaces 
6 barrier-free 

Parcel ID: 72-25-21-287-006 
Size: 16,990 sq ft / 0.39 acres 
Owner: City of Royal Oak / DDA 
Zoning: Central Business District 
Current: 41 standards parking spaces 
2 barrier-free 
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600 S Main St ROYAL OAK, MI
project:  P0307-15 12 . 11 . 2015
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600 S Main St ROYAL OAK, MI
project:  P0307-15 12 . 11 . 2015
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600 S Main St ROYAL OAK, MI
project:  P0307-15 12 . 11 . 2015
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                                                                                                                                               Finance Department 
                                                                                                                               211 South Williams Street 
                                                                                                                                                Royal Oak, MI 48067 

 

 
Request for Authorization to Refund  

Capital Improvement Bonds  
Series 2006A, 2006B and 2008                     

 
January 13, 2016 
 
The Honorable Mayor Ellison and 
Members of the City Commission:   
 
It is requested that the city commission authorize the refunding of the City of Royal Oak capital 
improvement bonds series 2006A, 2006B and 2008.  The original principal amount of the 
2006A, 2006B and 2008 bonds were $4,325,000, $11,100,000 and $11,825,000 respectively. 
 
The 2006A series bonds remain outstanding in the principal amount of $2,795,000 maturing in 
years 2016 through 2026.  The 2006B series bonds remain outstanding in the principal amount 
of $8,080,000 maturing in years 2016 through 2026. The 2008 series bonds remain outstanding 
in the principal amount of $8,450,000 maturing in 2016 through 2028. The proposed 2016 
refunding provides for a maturity date of October 2018. 
 
The 2006A and 2006B series bonds were issued for the purpose of funding numerous water 
and sewer system projects as well as police building elevator and roof replacement.  The 2008 
bonds issuance was performed for the purpose of funding purchases such as: parking lot 
resurfacing and land acquisition for the parking system, water main replacement and sewer 
repairs in the water/sewer system, vehicles and equipment for the motor pool and the repaving 
of the DPS yard.  
 
By refunding these three series at this time, it is estimated a combined net present value 
savings of 14% or $2,400,000 and an estimated true interest cost 2.0% will be achieved.  Fees 
for issuance are estimated at $121,150.  The attached resolution authorizes retaining the firms 
of Axe & Ecklund P.C. to act as bond counsel for the city and Hutchinson, Shockey, Erley & Co. 
to act as financial advisor in connection with the issuance, sale and delivery of the 2016 
refunding bonds (Attachment 1).  Additionally, you will find the summary of financing results 
report prepared by Hutchinson, Shockey, Erley & Co. provided for your information (Attachment 
2).  
 
The resolution provides that the refunding will be competitively bid. After the proposals are 
received, the lowest true interest cost will be determined and the refunding awarded to a 
qualified bidder. 
 
The resolution also authorizes the refunding of the capital improvement bonds series 2006A, 
2006B and 2008 and authorizes the execution of all applicable documents to accomplish the 
refunding. 
 
It is recommended that the city commission adopt the resolution and a roll call vote is required. 
 
Respectfully submitted,     Approved, 
Julie Rudd 
Finance Director 
       Donald E. Johnson 
       City Manager  
2 Attachments 



Attachment 1 
CITY OF ROYAL OAK 

 
 At a ___________ meeting of the City Commission of the City of Royal Oak, 
Oakland County, Michigan, held in Royal Oak, Michigan on __________, 2016 at __:__ 
_.m., Eastern Standard Time there were 
 
PRESENT: _______________________________________________________ 
 
  _______________________________________________________ 
 
ABSENT: _______________________________________________________ 
 
 The following resolution was offered by __________________ and seconded by 
__________________: 
 

REFUNDING BOND RESOLUTION 
BONDS NOT TO EXCEED $18,500,000 

City of Royal Oak 
Capital Improvement Refunding Bonds, Series 2016 

 
 
 WHEREAS, pursuant to the provisions of Act No. 34, Public Acts of Michigan, 
2001, as amended, (“Act 34”) the City of Royal Oak, located in Oakland County (the 
"City") issued its City of Royal Oak Capital Improvement Bonds, Series 2008, dated as 
of December 23, 2008 (the “2008 Prior Bonds"), in the original principal amount of 
$11,825,000 which Prior Bonds were originally issued for the purpose of making 
improvements within the City; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the 2008 Prior Bonds remain outstanding in the aggregate principal 
amount of $8,450,000 maturing in various principal amounts on October 1 in the years 
2016 through 2028 and bear interest at rates of 5.00% through 6.25%; and  
 
 WHEREAS, in addition the City issued its City of Royal Oak Capital Improvement 
Bonds, Series 2006A, dated as of March 1, 2006 (the “2006A Prior Bonds"), in the 
original principal amount of $4,325,000 which 2006A Prior Bonds were originally issued 
for the purpose of making improvements within the City; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the 2006A Prior Bonds remain outstanding in the aggregate principal 
amount of $2,795,000 maturing in various principal amounts on May 1 in the years 2016 
through 2026 and bear interest at rates of 4.00% through 4.30%; and  
 
 WHEREAS, in addition the City issued its City of Royal Oak Capital Improvement 
Refunding Bonds, Series 2006B, dated as of April 1, 2006 (the “2006B Prior Bonds"), in 
the original principal amount of $11,100,000 which 2006B Prior Bonds were originally 
issued for the purpose of refunding part of the City of Royal Oak Building Authority, 
Building Authority Bonds, Series 1999 and part of the City of Royal Oak Building 
Authority, Building Authority Bonds, Series 2001; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the 2006B Prior Bonds remain outstanding in the aggregate principal 
amount of $8,080,000 maturing in various principal amounts on May 1 in the years 2016 
through 2026 and bear interest at rates of 4.125% through 4.375%; and  
 
 WHEREAS, hereinafter, the 2008 Prior Bonds, the 2006A Prior Bonds and the 
2006B Prior Bonds may be referred to together as (the “Prior Bonds”); and  
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 WHEREAS, pursuant to Act 34 the City is authorized to refund all or any part of 
its funded indebtedness; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the City may call the part of the outstanding 2008 Prior Bonds 
maturing in the years 2019 through 2022 on October 1, 2018 (the “2008 Prior Bonds to 
be Refunded”); and 
 
 WHEREAS, the City may call the part of the outstanding 2006A Prior Bonds 
maturing in the years 2017 through 2026 on May 1, 2016 (the “2006A Prior Bonds to be 
Refunded”); and 
 
 WHEREAS, the City may call the part of the outstanding 2006B Prior Bonds 
maturing in the years 2017 through 2024 on May 1, 2016 (the “2006B Prior Bonds to be 
Refunded”); and 
 
 WHEREAS, the 2008 Prior Bonds to be Refunded, the 2006A Prior Bonds to be 
Refunded and the 2006B Prior Bonds to be Refunded may hereinafter be referred to 
together as (the “Prior Bonds to be Refunded”); and 
 
 WHEREAS, the City has determined that it is necessary and appropriate at this 
time to issue a series of refunding bonds pursuant to Act 34 to refund the Prior Bonds to 
be Refunded. 
 
 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COMMISSION OF THE 
CITY OF ROYAL OAK as follows: 
 
 1. Issuance of Refunding Bonds.  Refunding bonds of the City aggregating 
in the principal amount not to exceed Eighteen Million Five Hundred Thousand Dollars 
($18,500,000) (the "Refunding Bonds") shall be issued and sold pursuant to the 
provisions of Act 34, and other applicable statutory provisions, for the purpose of 
refunding the Prior Bonds to be Refunded (the "Refunded Bonds").   
 
 2. Refunding Bond Details.  The Refunding Bonds shall be known as "City 
of Royal Oak Capital Improvement Refunding Bonds, Series 2016". The Refunding 
Bonds shall be fully registered Refunding Bonds, both as to principal and interest, in any 
one or more denominations of $5,000 or a multiple of $5,000 numbered from 1 upwards 
as determined by the City Finance Director, regardless of rate and maturity date.  The 
Bonds will be dated as of the date of delivery, or such other date as determined by the 
City Manager or Finance Director (each, an “Authorized Officer”), be payable on 
October 1 (or such other date as determined at the time of sale thereof) in the years and 
in the annual amounts as determined at the time of sale, and be subject to prior 
redemption as determined at the time of sale of the Bonds. The Bonds shall bear 
interest at a rate or rates to be determined upon negotiated sale thereof, payable semi-
annually on April 1 and October 1, first payable on such date as determined by an 
Authorized Officer at the time of sale, provided that the interest rate per annum on the 
Bonds shall not exceed 4.00%.  The Bonds shall be sold at a price not less than 99% or 
more than 104% of their par value and the underwriter’s discount shall not exceed 
1.00% of the principal amount of the Bonds.  The Bonds may be issued as serial or term 
bonds or both and may be subject to mandatory redemption prior to maturity as 
determined at the time of sale. 
 
 The Refunding Bonds shall be in substantially the form attached hereto as 
EXHIBIT A with such changes, additions or deletions as are not inconsistent with this 
resolution. 
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3. Prior Redemption.  The Bonds shall not be subject to optional redemption 
prior to maturity. The Refunding Bonds maturing prior to October 1, 2026 shall not be 
subject to redemption prior to maturity.  Refunding Bonds on or after October 1, 2026 
shall be subject to redemption prior to maturity at the option of the City, in any order, in 
whole or in part on any date on or after October 1, 2025.  Refunding Bonds called for 
redemption shall be redeemed at par, plus accrued interest to the date fixed for 
redemption. 
 
 With respect to partial redemptions, any portion of a refunding bond outstanding 
in a denomination larger than the minimum authorized denomination may be redeemed 
provided such portion as well as the amount not being redeemed each constitute an 
authorized denomination.  In the event that less than the entire principal amount of a 
refunding bond is called for redemption, upon surrender of the Refunding Bond to the 
bond registrar, the bond registrar shall authenticate and deliver to the registered owner 
of the Refunding Bond a new refunding bond in the principal amount of the principal 
portion not redeemed. 
 
 Notice of redemption shall be sent to the registered holder of each refunding 
bond being redeemed by first class mail at least thirty (30) days prior to the date fixed 
for redemption, which notice shall fix the date of record with respect to the redemption if 
different than otherwise provided in the resolution authorizing the issuance of the 
refunding bonds.  Any defect in such notice shall not affect the validity of the redemption 
proceedings.  Refunding Bonds so called for redemption shall not bear interest after the 
redemption date, provided funds are on hand with the bond registrar to redeem the 
same. 
 
 4. Payment of Interest and Date of Record.  The Refunding Bonds shall 
bear interest payable October 1, 2016, and semi-annually thereafter on each April 1 and 
October 1, until maturity, which interest rate shall not exceed 4.00% per annum.  
Interest shall be mailed by first class mail to the registered owner of each Refunding 
Bond as of the applicable date of record. 
 
 The date of record shall be March 15 with respect to payments to be made on 
April 1 and September 15 with respect to payments to be made on October 1. 
 
 5. Adjustment In Principal Amount:  The aggregate principal amount of 
this issue has been determined as the amount necessary to retire the Prior Bonds to be 
Refunded and pay the costs associated with the issuance of the Bonds, assuming 
certain conditions and events existing on the date of sale.  Following receipt of bids and 
prior to final award, an Authorized Officer reserves the right to increase or decrease the 
aggregate principal amount of any given maturity.  The increase or decrease will be in 
increments of $5,000 and may be made in any maturity.  The purchase price will be 
adjusted proportionately to the reduction in issue size, but the interest rates specified by 
the successful bidder for all maturities will not change.  The successful bidder may not 
withdraw the bid as a result of any changes made within these limits. 
 
 If no bid results in debt service savings acceptable to the City; the City reserves 
the right to reject all bids and/or negotiate with one or more of the bidders for the sale of 
the Bonds.  
 
 6. Adjustment of Bond Terms.  Each Authorized Officer is hereby 
authorized to adjust the final Bond details to the extent necessary or convenient to 
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complete the transaction authorized in this Resolution, and in pursuance of the 
foregoing are each authorized to exercise the authority and make the determinations 
authorized pursuant to Section 315(1)(d) of Act 34, including but not limited to, 
determinations regarding interest rates, prices, discounts, maturities, principal amounts, 
denominations, dates of issuance, interest payment dates, redemption rights, the place 
of delivery and payment, designation of series, the portion or portions of the Prior Bonds 
to be refunded and other matters, all subject to the parameters established in this 
Resolution; provided that the principal amount of Bonds issued shall not exceed the 
principal amount authorized in this resolution, the interest rate per annum on the Bonds 
shall not exceed four percent per annum (4.00%). 
 
 7.(A)  Bond Registrar and Paying Agent/Book Entry Depository Trust.  The 
City Finance Director (the “City Finance Director”) shall designate, and shall enter into 
an agreement with, a bond registrar and paying agent for the Refunding Bonds which 
shall be a bank or trust company located in the State of Michigan which is qualified to 
act in such capacity under the laws of the United States of America or the State of 
Michigan.  The City Finance Director from time to time as required may designate a 
similarly qualified successor bond registrar and paying agent.  If so designated the 
Refunding Bonds shall be deposited with a depository trustee designated by the City 
Finance Director who shall transfer ownership of interests in the Refunding Bonds by 
book entry and who shall issue depository trust receipts or acknowledgments to owners 
of interests in the Refunding Bonds.  Such book entry depository trust arrangement, and 
the form of depository trust receipts or acknowledgments, shall be as determined by the 
City Finance Director after consultation with the depository trustee.  The City Finance 
Director is authorized to enter into any depository trust agreement on behalf of the City 
upon such terms and conditions as the City Finance Director shall deem appropriate 
and not otherwise prohibited by the terms of this Resolution, which Contract shall be 
executed by the City Finance Director.  The depository trustee may be the same as the 
Registrar otherwise named by the City Finance Director, and the Refunding Bonds may 
be transferred in part by depository trust and in part by transfer of physical certificates 
as the City Finance Director may determine. 
 
 (B) Exchange and Transfer of Bonds.  
 
  (i)  The Refunding Bonds, upon surrender thereof to the bond registrar 
and paying agent with a written instrument of transfer satisfactory to the bond registrar 
and paying agent duly executed by the registered owner or his duly authorized attorney, 
at the option of the registered owner thereof, may be exchanged for Refunding Bonds of 
any other authorized denominations of the same aggregate principal amount and 
maturity date and bearing the same rate of interest as the surrendered Refunding 
Bonds. 
 
  (ii)  The Refunding Bonds shall be transferable upon the books of the 
City, which shall be kept for that purpose by the bond registrar and paying agent, only 
upon surrender of such Refunding Bonds together with a written instrument of transfer 
satisfactory to the bond registrar and paying agent duly executed by the registered 
owner or his duly authorized attorney. 
 
  (iii) Upon the exchange or transfer of the Refunding Bonds, the bond 
registrar and paying agent on behalf of the City shall cancel the surrendered Refunding 
Bonds and shall authenticate and deliver to the transferee new Refunding Bonds of any 
authorized denomination of the same aggregate principal amount and maturity date and 
bearing the same rate of interest as the surrendered Refunding Bonds.  If, at the time 
the bond registrar and paying agent authenticates and delivers new Refunding Bonds 
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pursuant to this Section, payment of interest on the Refunding Bonds is in default, the 
bond registrar and paying agent shall endorse upon the new Refunding Bonds the 
following:  "Payment of interest on this bond is in default.  The last date to which interest 
has been paid is __________, ____." 
 
  (iv)  The City and the bond registrar and paying agent may deem and 
treat the person in whose name the Refunding Bonds shall be registered upon the 
books of the City as the absolute owner of such Refunding Bonds, whether such 
Refunding Bonds shall be overdue or not, for the purpose of receiving payment of the 
principal of and interest on such Refunding Bonds and for all other purposes, and all 
payments made to any such registered owner, or upon his or her order, in accordance 
with the provisions of Section 5 of this Resolution shall be valid and effectual to satisfy 
and discharge the liability upon such Refunding Bonds to the extent of the sum or sums 
so paid, and neither the City nor the bond registrar and paying agent shall be affected 
by any notice to the contrary.  The City agrees to indemnify and save the bond registrar 
and paying agent harmless from and against any and all loss, cost, charge, expense, 
judgment or liability incurred by it, acting in good faith and without negligence 
hereunder, in so treating such registered owner. 
 
  (v)  For every exchange or transfer of the Refunding Bonds, the City or 
the bond registrar and paying agent may make a charge sufficient to reimburse it for 
any tax, fee or other governmental charge required to be paid with respect to such 
exchange or transfer, which sum or sums shall be paid by the person requesting such 
exchange or transfer as a condition precedent to the exercise of the privilege of making 
such exchange or transfer. 
 
  (vi)  The bond registrar and paying agent shall not be required to 
transfer or exchange the Refunding Bonds or portion of the Refunding Bonds which has 
been selected for redemption. 
 
 8. Mutilated, Lost, Stolen or Destroyed Refunding Bonds.  In the event 
any Refunding Bond is mutilated, lost, stolen, or destroyed, the Mayor and the City 
Clerk may, on behalf of the City, execute and deliver, or order the Bond Registrar to 
authenticate and deliver, a new Refunding Bond having a number not then outstanding, 
of like date, maturity and denomination as mutilated, lost, stolen, or destroyed. 
 
 In the case of a mutilated Refunding Bond, a replacement Refunding Bond shall 
not be delivered unless and until such mutilated Refunding Bond is surrendered to the 
Bond Registrar.  In the case of a lost, stolen, or destroyed Refunding Bond, a 
replacement Refunding Bond shall not be delivered unless and until the City and the 
Bond Registrar have received such proof of ownership and loss and indemnity as they 
determine to be sufficient, which shall consist at least of (i) a lost instrument Refunding 
Bond for principal and interest remaining unpaid on the lost, stolen or destroyed 
Refunding Bond; (ii) an affidavit of the registered owner (or his or her attorney) setting 
forth ownership of the Refunding Bond lost, stolen or destroyed and the circumstances 
under which it was lost, stolen or destroyed; (iii) the agreement of the owner of the 
Refunding Bond (or his or her attorney) to fully indemnify the City and the Bond 
Registrar against loss due to the lost, stolen or destroyed Refunding Bond and the 
issuance of any replacement Refunding Bond in connection therewith; and (iv) the 
agreement of the owner of the Refunding Bond (or his or her attorney) to pay all 
expenses of the City and the Bond Registrar in connection with the replacement, 
including the transfer and exchange costs which otherwise would be paid by the City. 
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 9. Execution and Delivery.  The Mayor and the City Clerk are hereby 
authorized and directed to execute the Refunding Bonds for and on behalf of the City by 
manually executing the same or by causing their facsimile signatures to be affixed.  If 
facsimile signatures are used, the Refunding Bonds shall be authenticated by the Bond 
Registrar before delivery.  The Refunding Bonds shall be sealed with the City's seal or a 
facsimile thereof shall be imprinted thereon.  When so executed and (if facsimile 
signatures are used) authenticated, the Refunding Bonds shall be delivered to the City 
Finance Director, who is hereby authorized and directed to deliver the Refunding Bonds 
to the purchaser upon receipt in full of the purchase price for the Refunding Bonds. 
 
 10. Amounts Pledged for Repayment - Limited Tax Full Faith and Credit.  
The City agrees to pay the principal of and premium, if any, and interest on the 
Refunding Bonds (and on any additional bonds of equal standing which may be issued 
by the City) from its general fund.  The City hereby pledges its full faith and credit for the 
payment of the Bonds when due and agrees that it will levy each year such ad valorem 
taxes as shall be necessary for the payment of such Bonds, which taxes, however, will 
be subject to applicable constitutional and statutory limitations on the taxing power of 
the City. 
 
 11. Bond Payment Fund.  The City shall establish and maintain a bond 
payment fund (the "Bond Payment Fund") to be used solely for the purpose of (i) paying 
principal of, premium, if any, and interest on the Refunding Bonds as well as costs, 
including the fees and expenses of the Bond Registrar, incidental to the Refunding 
Bonds; (ii) the annual fees and expenses of the escrow agent under an escrow 
agreement; and (iii) the fees and expenses of the paying agent or paying agents for the 
Refunding Bonds. 
 
 12. Use of Proceeds.  The proceeds of the sale of the Refunding Bonds shall 
be used as follows: 
 
  a. There shall next be transferred to an escrow fund (the "Escrow 

Fund") an amount which will be sufficient to pay when due the 
principal of, premium, if any, and interest on the Refunded Bonds 
when due upon redemption; and 

 
  b. The balance of the proceeds shall be used to pay some or all of the 

costs of financing including, but not limited to, publication costs, 
financial costs, placement agent fees, counsel fees, printing costs, 
application fees and any other fees or costs incurred in connection 
with the financing. 

 
 13. Escrow Agreement; Redemption of Refunded Bonds.  In order that the 
Refunded Bonds may be properly defeased in accordance with Act 34, the City shall 
enter into an escrow agreement as may be determined by the City Finance Director (the 
"Escrow Agreement"), with a bank or trust company designated by the City Finance 
Director.  The Escrow Agreement shall be in substantially the form attached as 
EXHIBIT C to this Resolution (with such changes, modifications and additions as may 
be approved by the City Finance Director).  The Escrow Agreement shall be completed 
by the City Finance Director with appropriate figures prior to execution on behalf of the 
City Finance Director. 
 
 Upon execution of the Escrow Agreement and delivery of the Refunding Bonds, 
the City and/or the escrow agent shall take all necessary steps to cause the Refunded 
Bonds to be redeemed at the earliest possible redemption date or dates. 

 6



Attachment 1 
 
 14. Investments.  Moneys in the Bond Payment Fund may be continuously 
invested and reinvested in United States government obligations, obligations the 
principal and interest on which are unconditionally guaranteed by the United States 
government, or in interest-bearing time deposits selected by the City Finance Director 
which are permissible investments for surplus funds under Act No. 20, Public Acts of 
Michigan, 1943, as amended.  Such investments shall mature, or be subject to 
redemption at the option of the holder, not later than the dates moneys in such fund will 
be required to pay the principal of, premium, if any, and interest on the Refunding 
Bonds.  Obligations purchased as an investment of moneys in the Bond Payment Fund 
shall be deemed at all times to be a part of such fund, and the interest accruing thereon 
and any profit realized from such investment shall be credited to such fund. 
 
 15. Depositories.  All of the banks located in the State of Michigan are 
hereby designated as permissible depositories of the moneys in the funds established 
by this Resolution, except that the moneys in the Bond Payment Fund shall only be 
deposited in such banks where the principal of, premium, if any, and interest on the 
Refunding Bonds are payable.  The City Finance Director shall select the depository or 
depositories to be used from those banks authorized in this Section. 
 
 16. Arbitrage and Tax Covenants.  Notwithstanding any other provision of 
this Resolution, the City covenants that it will not at any time or times: 
 
  (a) Permit any proceeds of the Refunding Bonds or any other funds of 
the City or under its control to be used directly or indirectly (i) to acquire any securities 
or obligations, the acquisition of which would cause any Refunding Bond to be an 
"arbitrage bond" as defined in Section 148 of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986, as 
amended (the "Code"), or (ii) in a manner which would result in the exclusion of any 
Refunding Bond from the treatment afforded by Section 103(a) of the Code by reason of 
the classification of any Refunding Bond as a "private activity bond" within the meaning 
of Section 141(a) of the Code, as a "private loan bond" within the meaning of Section 
141(a) of the Code or as an obligation guaranteed by the United States of America 
within the meaning of Section 149(b) of the Code; or 
 
  (b) Take any action, or fail to take any action (including failure to file 
any required information or other returns with the United States Internal Revenue 
Service or to rebate amounts to the United States, if required, at or before the time or 
times required), within its control which action or failure to act would (i) cause the 
interest on the Refunding Bonds to be includible in gross income for federal income tax 
purposes, cause the interest on the Refunding Bonds to be includible in computing any 
alternative minimum tax (other than the alternative minimum tax applicable to interest 
on all tax-exempt obligations generally) or cause the proceeds of the Refunding Bonds 
to be used directly or indirectly by an organization described in Section 501(c)(3) of the 
Code, or (ii) adversely affect the exemption of the Refunding Bonds and the interest 
thereon from the State of Michigan income taxation. 
 
 17. Not Qualified Tax-Exempt Obligations.  The City has not designated 
the Refunding Bonds as "qualified tax-exempt obligations" for purposes of deduction of 
interest expense by financial institutions under the provisions of Section 265 of the 
Code. 
 
 18. Defeasance or Redemption of Refunding Bonds.  If at any time, 
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  (a) the whole amount of the principal of, premium, if any, and interest 

on all outstanding Refunding Bonds shall be paid, or 
 
  (b) (i) sufficient moneys, or Government Obligations (as defined in this 

Section) not callable prior to maturity, the principal of, premium, if 
any, and interest on which when due and payable will provide 
sufficient moneys, to pay the whole amount of the principal of, 
premium, if any, and interest on all outstanding Refunding Bonds 
as and when due at maturity or upon redemption prior to maturity 
shall be deposited with and held by a trustee or an escrow agent for 
the purpose of paying the principal of, premium, if any, and interest 
on such Refunding Bonds as and when due, and (ii) in the case of 
redemption prior to maturity, all outstanding Refunding Bonds shall 
have been duly called for redemption (or irrevocable instructions to 
call such Refunding Bonds for redemption shall have been given) 

 
then, at the time of the payment referred to in clause (a) of this Section or of the deposit 
referred to in clause (b) of this Section, the City shall be released from all further 
obligations under this Resolution, and any moneys or other assets then held or pledged 
pursuant to this Resolution for the purpose of paying the principal of, premium, if any, 
and interest on the Refunding Bonds (other than the moneys deposited with and held by 
a trustee or an escrow agent as provided in clause (b) of this Section) shall be released 
from the conditions of this Resolution, paid over to the City and considered excess 
proceeds of the Refunding Bonds.  In the event moneys or Government Obligations 
shall be so deposited and held, the trustee or escrow agent holding such moneys or 
Government Obligations shall, within 30 days after such moneys or Government 
Obligations shall have been so deposited, cause a notice signed by it to be given to the 
registered holders hereof not more than sixty (60) days nor less than forty-five (45) days 
prior to the redemption setting forth the date or dates, if any, designated for the 
redemption of the Refunding Bonds, a description of the moneys or Government 
Obligations so held by it and that the City has been released from its obligations under 
this Resolution.  All moneys and Government Obligations so deposited and held shall 
be held in trust and applied only to the payment of the principal of, premium, if any, and 
interest on the Refunding Bonds at maturity or upon redemption prior to maturity, as the 
case may be, as provided in this Section. 
 
 The trustee or escrow agent referred to in this Section shall (a) be a bank or trust 
company permitted by law to offer and offering the required services, (b) be appointed 
by resolution of the City, and (c) at the time of its appointment and so long as it is 
serving as such, have at least $25,000,000 of capital and unimpaired surplus.  The 
same bank or trust company may serve as trustee or escrow agent under this Section 
and as Bond Registrar so long as it is otherwise eligible to serve in each such capacity. 
 
 As used in this Section, the term "Government Obligations" means direct 
obligations of, or obligations the principal, premium, if any, and interest on which are 
unconditionally guaranteed by, the United States of America. 
 
 19. Filing with Municipal Finance Division.  If necessary, the Finance 
Director who is designate the Chief Administrative Officer is authorized and directed to: 
 
  (a) apply to the Municipal Finance Division of the Michigan Department 

of Treasury for approval of the sale of the Refunding Bonds or for 
an exception; 
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  (b) file with such application all required supporting material; and 
 
  (c) pay all fees required in connection therewith. 
 
 20. Notice of Sale:  The City hereby authorizes its Bond Counsel to publish a 
Notice of Sale at least seven days prior to the date fixed for receipt of bids for the 
purchase of the Refunding Bonds.  The Notice of Sale shall be in substantially the form 
attached to this resolution as Exhibit D with such changes therein as are not 
inconsistent with this resolution and as are approved by the City Finance Director after 
conferring with Bond Counsel.  Once all bids are received, the City Finance Director 
shall determine the lowest true interest cost bid and thereafter award the Refunding 
Bonds to the bidder meeting that criteria.  The Financial Consultant is hereby 
designated to act for and on behalf of the City to receive bids for the purchase of the 
Refunding Bonds and together with Bond Counsel to take all other steps necessary in 
connection with the sale and delivery thereof. 
 
 21. Undertaking to Provide Continuing Disclosure:  This Commission, for 
and on behalf of the City of Royal Oak, hereby covenants and agrees, for the benefit of 
the beneficial owners of the Refunding Bonds to be issued by the City of Royal Oak for 
the Project, to enter into a written undertaking (the "Undertaking") required by Rule 
15c2-12 promulgated by the Securities and Exchange Commission pursuant to the 
Securities and Exchange Act of 1934 (the "Rule"") to provide continuing disclosure of 
certain financial information and operating data and timely notices of the occurrence of 
certain events in accordance with the Rule.  The Undertaking shall be substantially in 
the form to be attached to the official statement.  The Undertaking shall be enforceable 
by the beneficial owners of the Refunding Bonds or by the Underwriter on behalf of such 
beneficial owners (provided that the Underwriter's right to enforce the provisions of the 
Undertaking shall be limited to a right to obtain specific enforcement of the City's 
obligations hereunder and under the Undertaking), and any failure by the City to comply 
with the provisions of the Undertaking shall not be deemed a default with respect to the 
Refunding Bonds. 
 
 The Mayor, the City Finance Director, City Clerk and/or other officer of the City 
charged with the responsibility for issuing the Refunding Bonds shall provide a 
Continuing Disclosure Certificate for inclusion in the transcript of proceedings, setting 
forth the terms of the City's Undertaking. 
 
 22. Retention of Bond Counsel.  The firm of Axe & Ecklund, P.C., attorneys 
of Grosse Pointe Farms, Michigan, is hereby retained to act as bond counsel for the 
City in connection with the issuance, sale and delivery of the Refunding Bonds. 
 
 23. Retention of Financial Consultant.  Hutchinson, Shockey, Erley & Co., 
St. Clair Shores, Michigan, is hereby retained to act as Financial Consultant to the City 
in connection with the sale and delivery of the Refunding Bonds. 
 
 24. Conflicting Resolutions.  All resolutions and parts of resolutions in 
conflict with the foregoing are hereby rescinded. 
 
 25. Effective Date.  This Resolution shall become effective immediately upon 
its adoption and shall be recorded in the minutes of the City Commission of the City as 
soon as practicable after adoption. 
 
 Discussion followed.  The results of a roll-call vote on the foregoing resolution 
were as follows: 
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YES:  _______________________________________________________ 
 
  _______________________________________________________ 
 
NO:  _______________________________________________________ 
 
ABSTAIN: _______________________________________________________ 
 
 THE RESOLUTION WAS DECLARED ADOPTED. 
 

 
 

CITY CLERK'S CERTIFICATE 
 
 The undersigned, being the Clerk of the City of Royal Oak, Michigan, hereby 
certifies that (1) the foregoing is a true and complete copy of a resolution duly adopted 
by the City at a ______________ meeting held on _________________, 2016, at which 
meeting a quorum was present and remained throughout, (2) the original thereof is on 
file in the records of the proceedings of the City Commission in my office; (3) the 
meeting was conducted, and public notice thereof was given, pursuant to and in full 
compliance with the Open Meetings Act (Act No. 267, Public Acts of Michigan, 1976, as 
amended); and (4) minutes of such meeting were kept and will be or have been made 
available as required thereby. 
 
 
      _______________________________ 
      CITY CLERK 
 
 
 
las.r1-roy79 
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EXHIBIT A 

 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA-STATE OF MICHIGAN 

 
CITY OF ROYAL OAK 

CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT REFUNDING BOND, SERIES 2016 
 

 
RATE       MATURITY DATE       DATE OF ISSUANCE       CUSIP 
     _________ 1, ____ 
================================================================ 
REGISTERED OWNER: 
 
PRINCIPAL AMOUNT: 
================================================================ 
FOR VALUE RECEIVED, the _________________________, County of ______, State 
of Michigan (the “________”), acknowledges itself indebted to, and for value received 
hereby promises to pay to, CEDE & CO., as nominee for the DEPOSITORY TRUST 
COMPANY, New York, New York (the “Depository Trustee”), the Principal Amount set 
forth above on the Maturity Date specified above.  The Depository Trustee will act as 
securities depository for this refunding bond (this “Refunding Bond”) and the other 
refunding bonds of this series.  Purchases of beneficial interest in the refunding bonds 
will be made in book-entry-only form, in denominations of $5,000 each or any integral 
multiple thereof.  The refunding bonds will have an original issuance date of _________ 
1, ____, and will bear interest from the Date of Issuance payable on _________ 1, 
____, and semiannually thereafter on the first day of ________ and _________ in each 
year to and including the Maturity Date.  The principal of and interest on the refunding 
bonds will be paid at the principal corporate trust office of 
_________________________, ___________, Michigan as paying agent and bond 
registrar (the “Bond Registrar”).  So long as the Depository Trustee or its nominee, 
CEDE & CO., is the Registered Owner of the refunding bonds, such payments will be 
made directly to the Depository Trustee or such nominee.  Disbursement of such 
payments to the Depository Trustee is the responsibility of the Depository Trustee, and 
disbursements of such payments to the beneficial owners is the responsibility of the 
Depository Trustee Participants and Indirect Participants. 
 
 This Refunding Bond is one of a series of bonds of like date and tenor except as 
to denomination, date of maturity and interest rate, numbered from 1 upwards, 
aggregating the principal sum of _____________________________ Dollars 
($_________), issued by the City, pursuant to and in full conformity with the Constitution 
and statutes of the State of Michigan and especially Act No. 34, Public Acts of Michigan, 
2001, as amended ("Act 34") to provide funds to be deposited with 
______________________, ____________, Michigan, as escrow agent (the "Escrow 
Agent"), under an escrow agreement dated as of __________, ____.  The Escrow 
Agent will use such proceeds to acquire non-callable direct obligations of the United 
States which, when paid in accordance with their terms, will provide sufficient funds (i) 
to pay when due, to and including __________, ____, the interest on the City’s 
outstanding ___________________________________, 
________________________, dated ______________, maturing in the years ____ 
through ____ (the "Refunded Bonds") and (ii) on ______________, to redeem the 
Refunded Bonds maturing in the years ____ through ____, at a redemption price of 
_____% of the principal amount thereof. 
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This Refunding Bond and the series of which this is one are payable from the 

City’s general fund.  The City hereby pledges its full faith and credit for the payment of 
the Bonds when due and agrees that it will levy each year such ad valorem taxes as 
shall be necessary for the payment of such Bonds, which taxes, however, will be 
subject to applicable constitutional and statutory limitations on the taxing power of the 
City. 

 
The Refunding Bonds maturing prior to __________ shall not be subject to 

redemption prior to maturity.  Refunding Bonds on or after ____________ shall be 
subject to redemption prior to maturity at the option of the City, in any order, in whole or 
in part on any date on or after ____________.  Refunding Bonds called for redemption 
shall be redeemed at par, plus accrued interest to the date fixed for redemption. 
 
 With respect to partial redemptions, any portion of a refunding bond outstanding 
in a denomination larger than the minimum authorized denomination may be redeemed 
provided such portion as well as the amount not being redeemed each constitute an 
authorized denomination.  In the event that less than the entire principal amount of a 
refunding bond is called for redemption, upon surrender of the Refunding Bond to the 
bond registrar, the bond registrar shall authenticate and deliver to the registered owner 
of the Refunding Bond a new refunding bond in the principal amount of the principal 
portion not redeemed. 
 
 Notice of redemption shall be sent to the registered holder of each refunding 
bond being redeemed by first class mail at least thirty (30) days prior to the date fixed 
for redemption, which notice shall fix the date of record with respect to the redemption if 
different than otherwise provided in the resolution authorizing the issuance of the 
refunding bonds.  Any defect in such notice shall not affect the validity of the redemption 
proceedings.  Refunding Bonds so called for redemption shall not bear interest after the 
redemption date, provided funds are on hand with the bond registrar to redeem the 
same. 
 
 This Refunding Bond shall be transferable on the books of the City maintained by 
the Bond Registrar with respect to the refunding bonds upon the surrender of this 
Refunding Bond to the Bond Registrar together with an assignment executed by the 
Registered Owner or his or her duly authorized attorney in form satisfactory to the Bond 
Registrar.  Upon receipt of a properly assigned bond, the Bond Registrar shall 
authenticate and deliver a new bond or bonds in authorized denominations in equal 
aggregate principal amount and like interest rate and maturity to the designated 
transferee or transferees. 
 
 This Refunding Bond may likewise be exchanged for one or more other bonds 
with the same interest rate and maturity in authorized denominations aggregating the 
same principal amount as the bond or bonds being exchanged.  Such exchange shall 
be effected by surrender of the bond to be exchanged to the Bond Registrar with written 
instructions signed by the Registered Owner of the bond or his or her attorney in form 
satisfactory to the Bond Registrar.  Upon receipt of a bond with proper written 
instructions the Bond Registrar shall authenticate and deliver a new bond or bonds to 
the Registered Owner of the bond or his or her properly designated transferee or 
transferees or attorney. 
 
 The Bond Registrar is not required to honor any transfer or exchange of 
refunding bonds during the fifteen (15) days preceding an interest payment date.  Any 
service charge made by the Bond Registrar for any such registration, transfer or 
exchange shall be paid for by the City, unless otherwise agreed by the City and the 
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Bond Registrar.  The Bond Registrar may, however, require payment by a bondholder 
of a sum sufficient to cover any tax or other governmental charge payable in connection 
with any such registration, transfer or exchange. 
 
 This Refunding Bond and the other bonds of this series have ___ been 
designated as "qualified tax-exempt obligations" for purposes of Paragraph 265(b)(3) of 
the Internal Revenue Code of 1986, as amended. 
 
 This Refunding Bond shall not be valid or become obligatory for any purpose or 
be entitled to any security or benefit until the certificate of authentication hereon has 
been duly executed by the Bond Registrar. 
 
 It is hereby certified, recited and declared that all things, conditions and acts 
required to exist, happen and be performed precedent to and in connection with the 
issuance of this Refunding Bond and the other bonds of this series, existed, have 
happened and have been performed in due time, form and manner as required by the 
Constitution and statutes of the State of Michigan, and that the total indebtedness of the 
City, including the series of refunding bonds of which this is one, does not exceed any 
constitutional or statutory limitation. 
 
 IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the City of Royal Oak, County of Oakland, State of 
Michigan, by its City Commission has caused this Refunding Bond to be executed in its 
name with the facsimile signatures of its Mayor and the City Clerk, has caused a 
facsimile of its seal to be affixed hereto, and has caused this Refunding Bond to be 
authenticated by the Bond Registrar, as the City's authenticating agent, all as of the 
Date of Issuance set forth above. 
 
     CITY OF ROYAL OAK 
 
 
     By: 
         Mayor 
 
[SEAL] 
     By: 
         City Clerk 
 
 
DATE OF AUTHENTICATION: 
 

BOND REGISTRAR'S CERTIFICATE OF AUTHENTICATION 
 
 This is Refunding Bond is one of a series of bonds designated "City of Royal Oak 
Capital Improvement Refunding Bonds, Series 2016". 
 

_________________ 
_______, Michigan 

as Bond Registrar and Authenticating Agent 
 By: 
      Authorized Representative 
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ASSIGNMENT 
 
 FOR VALUE RECEIVED, the undersigned hereby sells, assigns and transfers 
unto ____________________ this Refunding Bond and all rights hereunder and hereby 
irrevocably constitutes and appoints ________________________________ attorney to 
transfer this Refunding Bond on the books kept for registration thereof with full power of 
substitution in the premises. 
 
Dated: ____________________________ 
 
Signature: 
 
 
_________________________________________________ 
Notice:  The signature(s) to this assignment must  correspond with the name as it 
appears upon the face of this Refunding Bond in every particular, without alteration or 
enlargement or any change whatsoever. 
 
Signature Guaranteed: 
 
 
_________________________________________________ 
Signature(s) must be guaranteed by an eligible guarantor institution participating in a 
Securities Transfer Association recognized signature guarantee program. 
 
The transfer agent will not effect transfer of this Refunding Bond unless the information 
concerning the transferee requested below is provided: 
 
 
Name and Address: ________________________________ 
_________________________________________________ 
_________________________________________________ 
 
(Include information for all joint owners if bond is held by joint account) 
 
PLEASE INSERT SOCIAL SECURITY NUMBER OR OTHER IDENTIFYING NUMBER 
OF TRANSFEREE 
 
(Insert number for first named transferee if held by joint account) 
 
 
 
 
 
las.r1-roy79 
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EXHIBIT B 
ORDER ADJUSTING MATURITIES 

 
$___________ 

CITY OF ROYAL OAK, COUNTY OF OAKLAND, STATE OF MICHIGAN 
CITY OF ROYAL OAK 

CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT REFUNDING BONDS, SERIES 2016 
_________________________________________________________________ 
 
 
 The undersigned, City Finance Director, as authorized in the Award Order for the 
above referenced refunding bonds certified by the City Clerk on ________ 1, ____, 
hereby establishes the final maturities for said refunding bonds with interest rates 
thereon, as follows: 
 
 

Due 
    . 1     Amount   Rate 
 

 
 
 
Dated:___________________ 
 
 
 
      ____________________________ 
      __________________, 
      City Finance Director 
 
 
 
las.r1-roy79 
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           EXHIBIT C 
ESCROW AGREEMENT 

 
CITY OF ROYAL OAK 

County of Oakland, State of Michigan 
 
 This escrow agreement (the “Agreement”), dated as of _________, ________, is 
between the CITY OF ROYAL OAK, State of Michigan (the “City”) and 
_________________, as escrow agent (the “Escrow Agent”). 
 
 WHEREAS, the City has previously issued the following bonds of which the 
principal amounts listed below remain outstanding: 
 
         Outstanding 
Prior Bonds         Principal 
City of Royal Oak        $___________ 
_______________       maturing in 
  Bonds         the years 
  dated _________       ____ thru ____ 
  (the “Prior Bonds”)        
 
(all of such outstanding bonds hereinafter referred to as the “Prior Bonds”) all bearing 
interest, due as to principal and subject to redemption as more fully described in 
APPENDIX I to this Agreement. 
 
 WHEREAS, for the purpose of paying the principal and interest on the Prior 
Bonds when due on _________ 1, ______ and on that date of redeeming the Prior 
Bonds maturing in the years ____ through ____ in the total aggregate principal amount 
of $________ (the “Refunded Bonds”), the City has, pursuant to a refunding bond 
resolution adopted on _________ (the “Resolution”) authorized the issuance of a series 
of refunding bonds dated ________ 1, ________, as designated and described in the 
Resolution and hereafter (the “Refunding Bonds”); and 
 
 WHEREAS, pursuant to the Refunding Bond Resolution, the Escrow Agent has 
been appointed by the City for the purpose of assuring the payment of the principal of, 
premium (if any) and interest on the Refunded Bonds and the City Finance Director has 
been authorized and directed to execute this Agreement. 
 
 NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the premises and the mutual covenants 
and agreements set forth below, the City and the Escrow Agent agree as follows for the 
respective equal and proportionate benefit and security of the holders of the Refunded 
Bonds; 
 
 Section 1. Appointment of Escrow Agent.  The Escrow Agent is hereby 
appointed and agrees to act in such capacity to comply with all requirements of this 
Agreement, and to be custodian of the escrow fund (the “Escrow Fund”), to perform its 
duties as custodian of the Escrow Fund created under this Agreement, but only upon 
and subject to the following express terms and conditions: 
 
  (a) The Escrow Agent may perform any of its duties by or through 

attorneys, agents, receivers or employees but shall be answerable for the 
conduct of the same in accordance with the Standards specified in this 
Agreement and shall be entitled to advice of counsel concerning all matters of 
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and the duties under this Agreement, and may in all cases pay such reasonable 
compensation to such counsel and in addition to all such attorneys, agents, 
receivers and employees as may reasonably be employed in connection with the 
same.  The Escrow Agent may act upon the opinion or advice of any counsel.  
The Escrow Agent shall not be responsible for any loss or damage resulting from 
any action or non-action taken in good faith in reliance upon such opinion or 
advice. 

 
  (b) The Escrow Agent shall not be responsible for any recital in this 

Agreement, or in the Refunding Bonds or for the validity of the execution by the 
City of this Agreement or of any supplements to it or instruments of further 
assurance.  The Escrow Agent shall not be bound to ascertain or inquire as to 
the performance or observance of any covenants, conditions or agreements on 
the part of the City, except as set forth in this Agreement.  The Escrow Agent 
shall be only obligated to perform such duties and only such duties as are 
specifically set forth in this Agreement and no implied covenants or obligations 
shall be read into this Agreement against the Escrow Agent. 

 
  (c) The Escrow Agent may become the owner of the Refunding Bonds 

or the Refunded Bonds with the same rights which it would have if not Escrow 
Agent. 

 
  (d) The Escrow Agent shall be protected in acting upon any notice, 

request, consent, certificate, order, affidavit, letter, telex, telegram or other paper 
or document believed to be genuine and correct and to have been signed or sent 
by the proper person or persons.  Any action taken by the Escrow Agent 
pursuant to this Agreement upon the request or consent of any person who at the 
time of making such request or consent is the owner of any prior bond, shall be 
conclusive and binding upon all future owners of the same prior bond. 

 
  (e) As to the existence or non-existence of any fact or as to the 

sufficiency or validity of any instrument, paper or proceeding, the Escrow Agent 
shall be entitled to rely upon a certificate of the City signed by (i) the City Clerk or 
City Finance Director, or (ii) any other duly authorized person as sufficient 
evidence of the facts contained in it, but may secure such further evidence 
deemed necessary or advisable, but shall in no case be bound to secure the 
same.  The Escrow Agent may accept a certificate of the City Clerk or the City 
Finance Director to the effect that a resolution in the form attached to such 
certificate has been adopted by the City as conclusive evidence that such 
resolution has been duly adopted, and is in full force and effect. 

 
  (f) The permissive right of the Escrow Agent to do things enumerated 

in this Agreement shall never be construed as a duty.  The Escrow Agent shall 
only be responsible for the performance of the express duties outlined in this 
Agreement and it shall not be answerable for other than its gross negligence or 
willful default in the performance of those express duties. 

 
  (g) At any and all reasonable times the Escrow Agent and its duly 

authorized agents, attorneys, experts, accountants and representatives, shall 
have the right fully to inspect any and all of the books, papers and records of the 
City pertaining to the Refunded Bonds, and to take such memoranda from and in 
regard to the same as may be desired. 

 

2 2



Attachment 1 
  (h) The Escrow Agent shall not be required to give any bond or surety 

in respect of the execution of the powers contained in or otherwise in respect to 
this Agreement. 

 
  (i) Before taking any action under this Agreement (except making 

investments, collecting investments and making payments to the paying agents 
with respect to the Refunded Bonds) the Escrow Agent may require that a 
satisfactory indemnity bond be furnished for the reimbursement of all expenses 
to which it may be put and to protect it against all liability except liability which is 
adjudicated to have resulted from gross negligence or willful default by reason of 
any action so taken. 
 
 (j) The Escrow Agent shall be, and hereby is indemnified and saved 
harmless by the City from all losses, liabilities, costs and expenses, including 
attorney fees and expenses, which may be incurred by it as a result of its 
acceptance of the Escrow Account or arising from the performance of its duties 
hereunder, unless such losses, liabilities, costs and expenses shall have been 
finally adjudicated to have resulted from the bad faith or gross negligence of the 
Escrow Agent, and such indemnification shall survive its resignation or removal, 
or the termination of this Agreement. 
 

(k) The Escrow Agent shall, in the event that (i) any dispute shall arise 
between the parties with respect to the disposition or disbursement of any of the 
assets held hereunder or (ii) the Escrow Agent shall be uncertain as to how to 
proceed in a situation not explicitly addressed by the terms of this Agreement 
whether because of conflicting demands by the other parties hereto or otherwise, 
be permitted to interplead all of the assets held hereunder into a court of 
competent jurisdiction, and thereafter be fully relieved from any and all liability or 
obligation with respect to such interpleaded assets.  The parties hereto other 
than the Escrow Agent further agree to pursue any redress or recourse in 
connection with such a dispute, without making the Escrow Agent a party to the 
same. 

 
(l) The Escrow Agent shall have only those duties as are specifically 

provided herein, which shall be deemed purely ministerial in nature, and shall 
under no circumstance be deemed a fiduciary for any of the parties to this 
Agreement.  The Escrow Agent shall neither be responsible for, nor chargeable 
with, knowledge of the terms and conditions of any other agreement, instrument 
or document between the other parties hereto, in connection herewith.  This 
Agreement sets forth all matters pertinent to the escrow contemplated hereunder, 
and no additional obligations of the Escrow Agent shall be inferred from the 
terms of this Agreement or any other Agreement.  IN NO EVENT SHALL THE 
ESCROW AGENT BE LIABLE, DIRECTLY OR INDIRECTLY, FOR ANY (i) 
DAMAGES OR EXPENSES ARISING OUT OF THE SERVICES PROVIDED 
HEREUNDER, OTHER THAN DAMAGES WHICH RESULT FROM THE 
ESCROW AGENT’S FAILURE TO ACT IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE 
STANDARDS SET FORTH IN THIS AGREEMENT, OR (ii) SPECIAL OR 
CONSEQUENTIAL DAMAGES, EVEN IF THE ESCROW AGENT HAS BEEN 
ADVISED OF THE POSSIBILITY OF SUCH DAMAGES. 

 
(m) Any banking association or corporation into which the Escrow 

Agent may be merged converted or with which the Escrow Agent may be 
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consolidated or any corporation resulting from any merger, conversion or 
consolidation to which the Escrow Agent shall be a party, or any banking 
association or corporation to which all or substantially all of the corporate trust 
business of the Escrow Agent shall be transferred, shall succeed to all the 
Escrow Agent’s rights, obligations and immunities hereunder without the 
execution or filing of any paper or any further act on the part of any of the parties 
hereto, anything herein to the contrary notwithstanding. 

 
(n) In the event that any escrow property shall be attached, garnished 

or levied upon by any court order, or the delivery thereof shall be stayed or 
enjoined by an order of a court, or any order, judgment or decree shall be made 
or entered by any court order affecting property deposited under this Agreement, 
the Escrow Agent is hereby expressly authorized, it its sole discretion, to obey 
and comply with all writs, orders or decrees so entered or issued, which it is 
advised by legal counsel of its own choosing is binding upon it, whether with or 
without jurisdiction, and in the event that the Escrow Agent obeys or complies 
with any such writ, order or decree it shall not be liable to any of the parties 
hereto or to any other person, firm or corporation, by reason of such compliance 
notwithstanding such writ, order or decree be subsequently reversed, modified, 
annulled set aside or vacated. 
 

 Section 2. Escrow Fund.  On _______, ____ the City will irrevocably deposit 
moneys with the Escrow Agent for the account of the City from the proceeds of the 
Refunding Bonds ($________) to establish the Escrow Fund for the Refunded Bonds in 
an amount which together with the income from the escrow assets, shall be held in the 
Escrow Fund to be maintained by the Escrow Agent and used to pay (i) principal and 
the interest on the Refunded Bonds that become due on ________ 1, ____ and (ii) to 
redeem on said date all of the outstanding and callable Refunded Bonds prior to their 
scheduled maturity; and to pay the applicable call premiums on the Refunded Bonds in 
accordance with Section 3 hereof. 
 
 Section 3. Redemption of Refunded Bonds.  The City will redeem, prior to 
their scheduled maturity, Refunded Bonds as follows: 
 
         Principal to 
Prior Bonds         be Refunded 
City of Royal Oak        $___________ 
_________________      maturing in 
  Bonds        the years 
  dated _________       ____ thru ____ 
 
The City by execution of this Escrow Agreement, hereby authorizes the Escrow Agent 
to give the paying agent for the Refunded Bonds irrevocable instructions to call the 
Refunded Bonds and at the expense of the City not more than sixty (60) nor less than 
forty-five (45) days before _______ 1, ____, their redemption date. The Escrow Agent 
shall give to the paying agent for the Refunded Bonds such notice, in substantially the 
form attached to this Agreement as APPENDIX II.  The paying agent for the Refunded 
Bonds shall mail such notice on or before thirty (30) days prior to the redemption date, 
as set forth in APPENDIX II, to the registered owner or owners at the addresses listed 
on the registration books of the City maintained by the paying agent for the Refunded 
Bonds. 
 
 Section 4. Investments.  As directed by the City, moneys deposited in the 
Escrow Fund shall be immediately invested in direct obligations of the United States of 
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America and/or obligations the principal of, premium (if any) and interest on which are 
fully guaranteed by the United States of America described on APPENDIX III 
(“Investment Securities”), except for ______ ($____) which will be held in the Escrow 
Fund as the beginning balance for the Refunded Bonds.  The Escrow Agent agrees to 
cause to be purchased United States Government Obligations known as “SLGS” (State 
and Local Government Series) from the United States Department of Treasury on the 
date shown in APPENDIX III. 
 
 The investment income from the Investment Securities in the Escrow Fund shall 
be credited to the Escrow Fund and shall not be reinvested.  The Escrow Agent shall 
not sell any Investment Securities.  All moneys not invested as provided in this 
Agreement shall be held by the Escrow Agent as a trust deposit. 
 
 Section 5. Use of Moneys.  Except as expressly provided in this Agreement, 
no paying agents’ fees for the payment of principal of, premium (if any) or interest on 
the Refunding Bonds or the Refunded Bonds or other charges may be paid from the 
escrowed moneys or Investment Securities prior to retirement of all Refunded Bonds, 
and the City agrees that it will pay all such fees from its other legally available funds as 
such payments become due prior to such retirement. 
 
 Section 6. Deficiency in Escrow Fund.  At such time or times as there shall 
be insufficient funds on hand in the Escrow Fund for the payment of the principal of, 
premium (if any) and interest falling due on the Refunded Bonds, the Escrow Agent 
shall promptly notify the City of such deficiency, as provided for under Section 12 below. 
 
 Section 7. Reports to City.  The Escrow Agent shall deliver to the City 
Finance Director a semi-annual statement reflecting each transaction relating to the 
Escrow Fund; and on or before the first day of February of each year shall deliver to the 
City a list of assets of the Escrow Fund as of December 31 of said year ended and a 
transaction statement for the Escrow Fund for the year then ended. 
 
 Section 8. Fees of Escrow Agent.  The Escrow Agent agrees with the City 
that the charges, fees and expenses of the Escrow Agent throughout the term of this 
Agreement shall be the total sum of ____________ Dollars ($___) payable on the date 
of closing, which charges, fees and expenses shall be paid from moneys deposited with 
the Escrow Agent from bond proceeds. 
 
 Section 9. Payments from Escrow Fund.  The Escrow Agent shall without 
further authorization or direction from the City, collect the principal of and interest on the 
Investment Securities promptly as the same shall become due and, to the extent that 
Investment Securities and moneys are sufficient for such purpose, shall make timely 
payments out of the Escrow Fund to the proper paying agent or agents or their 
successors for the Refunded Bonds, of moneys sufficient for the payment of the 
principal of, premium (if any) and interest on such Refunded Bonds as the same shall 
become due and payable, all as set out in APPENDIX IV and APPENDIX V.  The 
payments so forwarded or transferred shall be made in sufficient time to permit the 
payment of such principal of, premium (if any) and interest by such paying agent or 
agents without default.  The City represents and warrants that the Escrow Fund will be 
sufficient to make the foregoing and all other payments required under this Agreement.  
The paying agent for the Prior Bonds is shown in APPENDIX I. 
 
 When the aggregate total amount required for the payment of principal of, 
premium (if any) and interest on the Refunded Bonds have been paid to the paying 
agent as provided above, the Escrow Agent shall transfer any moneys or Investment 
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Securities then held under this Agreement for the Refunded Bonds to the City, and this 
Agreement shall cease. 
 
 Section 10. Interest of Bondholders Not Affected. The Escrow Agent and the 
City recognize that the holders from time to time of the Refunded Bonds have a 
beneficial and vested interest in the Investment Securities and moneys to be held by the 
Escrow Agent as provided in this Agreement.  It is therefore recited, understood and 
agreed that this Agreement shall not be subject to revocation or amendment and no 
moneys on deposit in an Escrow Fund for the Refunded Bonds can be used in any 
manner for another series. 
 
 Section 11. Escrow Agent Not Obligated.  None of the provisions contained in 
this Agreement shall require the Escrow Agent to use or advance its own moneys or 
otherwise incur financial liability in the performance of any of its duties or the exercise of 
any of its rights or powers under this Agreement.  The Escrow Agent shall be under no 
liability for interest on any funds or other property received by it under this Agreement, 
except as expressly provided. 
 
 Section 12. Payment of Other Amounts.  The City agrees that it will promptly 
and without delay remit to the Escrow Agent such additional sum or sums of money as 
may be necessary to assure the payment of any Refunded Bonds and to fully pay and 
discharge any obligation or obligations or charges, fees or expenses incurred by the 
Escrow Agent in carrying out any of the duties, terms or provisions of this Agreement 
that are in excess of the sums provided for under Sections 4 and 6 above. 
 
 Section 13. Segregation of Funds. The Escrow Agent shall hold the 
Investment Securities and all moneys received by it from the collection of, principal and 
interest on the Investment Securities, and all moneys received from the City under this 
Agreement, in a separate escrow account. 
 
 Section 14. Resignation of Escrow Agent. The Escrow Agent may resign as 
such following the giving of thirty (30) days prior written notice to the City.  Similarly, the 
Escrow Agent may be removed and replaced following the giving of thirty (30) days prior 
written notice to the Escrow Agent by the City.  In either event, the duties of the Escrow 
Agent shall terminate thirty (30) days after the date of such notice (or as of such earlier 
date as may be mutually agreeable); and the Escrow Agent shall then deliver the 
balance of the Escrow Fund then in its possession to a successor Escrow Agent as 
shall be appointed by the City. 
 
 If the City shall have failed to appoint a successor prior to the expiration of thirty 
(30) days following the date of the notice of resignation or removal, the then acting 
Escrow Agent may petition any court of competent jurisdiction for the appointment of a 
successor Escrow Agent or for other appropriate relief and any such resulting 
appointment shall be binding upon the City. 
 
 Upon acknowledgment by any successor Escrow Agent of the receipt of the then 
remaining balance of the Escrow Fund, the then acting Escrow Agent shall be fully 
released and relieved of all duties, responsibilities, and obligations under this 
Agreement. 
 
 Section 15. Benefit.  This Agreement shall be for the sole and exclusive benefit 
of the City, the Escrow Agent and the holders of the Refunded Bonds.  With the 
exception of rights expressly conferred in this Agreement, nothing expressed in or to be 
implied from this Agreement is intended or shall be construed to give to any person 
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other than the parties set forth above, any legal or equitable right, remedy or claim 
under or in respect to this Agreement. 
 
 Section 16. Severability. If any provision of this Agreement shall be held or 
deemed to be invalid or shall, in fact, be illegal, inoperative or unenforceable, the same 
shall not affect any other provision or provisions contained in this Agreement or render 
the same invalid, inoperative or unenforceable to any extent whatsoever. 
 
 Section 17. Notices. Any notice, request, communication or other paper shall 
be sufficiently given and shall be deemed given when delivered or mailed, by registered 
or certified mail, postage prepaid or sent by facsimile transmission, except reports as 
required in Section 7 which may be delivered by regular mail, as follows: 
 

If to the City: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
If to the Escrow Agent: 

 
 
 
 
 
 The City and the Escrow Agent may designate any further or different addresses 
to which subsequent notices, requests, communications or other papers shall be sent 
and shall be required to provide written notification of said address change. 
 
 Section 18. Costs of Issuance.  Simultaneously with the transfer of bond 
proceeds from the Refunding Bonds establishing the Escrow Fund, sufficient moneys 
from bond proceeds shall be transferred to the Escrow Agent and used to pay all of the 
costs of issuance for the Refunding Bonds including, but not limited to, financial costs, 
placement agent fees, counsel fees, printing costs, application fees, bond insurance 
premiums, rating fees and any other fees or costs incurred in connection with the 
financing.  All such costs shall be authorized by the City Finance Director, under the 
“Closing Memorandum”, and shall be paid on _________, ____. 
 
 Section 19. Governing Law.  This Agreement shall be governed by and 
construed in accordance with the laws of the State of Michigan. 
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 IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties to this Agreement have duly executed it by 
their duly authorized officers as of the date first above written. 
 
     CITY OF ROYAL OAK  
 
 
     By:  ________________________________ 
      ________________________ 
     Its: City Finance Director 
 
 
      ________________________________ 
      as Escrow Agent 
 
 
     By: __________________________________ 
 
     Its: __________________________________ 
 
 
 
 
Las.r1-roy79 



Attachment 1 
APPENDIX I 

 
 

$________ 
______________________________________________________ 

 
 

REMAINING ORIGINAL DEBT SERVICE SCHEDULE 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Bond Registrar and Paying Agent:  
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APPENDIX II 
 

[FORM OF NOTICE OF REDEMPTION] 
 

NOTICE OF REDEMPTION 
 

$________ 
_____________________________________________ 

 
Dated as of _____________ 

 
DUE ___________ 1, _________ THROUGH ________ 1, _________ 

 
 
 NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the City of Royal Oak, County of Oakland, Michigan has called for 
redemption, on ___________ 1, _________ (the “Redemption Date”), all of the callable outstanding 
_______________________________________ pursuant to the redemption provisions contained in the Bonds, 
bearing the original issue date of _________1,____ maturing in the principal amounts, on the dates, bearing interest 
at the rates, with the “CUSIP” numbers, as follows: 

Principal  Rate   CUSIPS* Due 
 
 
 

 Said Bonds will be redeemed at ______% of the par value thereof. 
 Said Bonds should be surrendered for redemption to ______________________________, as paying agent, 
for payment as of the Redemption Date, after which date all interest on said Bonds shall cease to accrue, whether 
said Bonds are presented for payment or not. 
 
 Bonds may be surrendered for payment as indicated below.  The method of delivery is at the option of the 
holder, but if by mail, registered mail is suggested. 

 

 Under the provisions of the Interest and Dividend Tax Compliance Act of 1983 and the Comprehensive 
National Energy Policy Act of 2002, paying agents making payments of principal on municipal securities may be 
obligated to withhold a 31% tax from remittances to individuals who have failed to furnish the paying agent with a 
certified and valid Taxpayer Identification Number on a fully completed Form W-9.  Holders of the above described 
Bonds, who wish to avoid the application of these provisions, should submit certified Taxpayer Identification Numbers 
on I.R.S. Form W-9 when presenting their securities for redemption. 
 
 * No representation is made as to the correctness of the CUSIP numbers either as printed on the Bonds or 
as contained herein. 
 
                   CITY OF ROYAL OAK, COUNTY OF OAKLAND, MICHIGAN 
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APPENDIX III 
 

$___________ 
_________________________________________________ 

Dated as of ______________ 
 
 

Investment Securities to be Acquired Pursuant 
to the Escrow Agreement 

 
 
Purchase Investment 
  Date   Amount  Rate  Maturity      Investment Type 
 
 
         Uninvested Cash 
 
      $_________ Total Escrow Requirement 
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APPENDIX IV 
 

$_________ 
________________________________________________ 

Dated as of ______________ 
 

Redemption Schedule 
 

    
   Redemption Premium: ___% 
    
    
    
   Redeemed Redemption Total Annual 

Date Principal Interest Principal Premium Debt Service Total 
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APPENDIX V 
 
 
 

$________ 
____________________________________________________ 

Dated as of __________________ 
 
 
 
 

 
ESCROW CASH FLOW ANALYSIS 

    

    

    __-___-
__

  Beginning Cash 
Balance: 

$___ 

    

    

 Beginning   Ending 

 Cash SLG SLG SLG Debt Service Net Cash _______%

Date Balance Principal Rate Interest Total Defeasance Cash Flow Balance Present Value

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    Total Cost of Escrow 
Securities: 

$___________
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EXHIBIT D 
 

FORM OF 
OFFICIAL NOTICE OF SALE 

$______________* 
City of Royal Oak  

County of Oakland, State of Michigan 
Capital Improvement Refunding Bonds, Series 2016 

(Limited Tax General Obligation) 
 
SEALED OR ELECTRONIC BIDS:  Sealed written bids for the purchase of the bonds 
described herein (the "Bonds") will be received by the undersigned on behalf of the City 
of Royal Oak (the "City”), at the office of the City Finance Director, 211 Williams Street, 
Royal Oak, Michigan, 48068-0064 on _______________, ____, until __:__ _.m., 
Eastern _____________ Time, at which time and place the bids will be publicly opened 
and read. 
 

In the alternative, sealed written bids will also be received on the same date and 
until the same time by an agent of the undersigned at the Municipal Advisory Council of 
Michigan, Buhl Building, 535 Griswold, Suite 1850, Detroit, Michigan 48226, where they 
will be publicly opened simultaneously.  Bids received at Royal Oak, Michigan will be 
read first followed by bids received at the alternate location.  Bidders may choose either 
location to present bids and good faith checks, but not both locations.   

 
Any bidder may submit a bid in person to either bidding location.  However, no 

bidder is authorized to submit a FAX bid to Royal Oak, Michigan. 
 

Also in the alternative, electronic bids will also be received on the same date and 
until the same time by an agent of the undersigned Bidcomp/Parity. Further information 
about Bidcomp/Parity, including any fee charged, may be obtained from Bidcomp/Parity, 
Eric Washington, 1359 Broadway, 2nd floor, New York, New York,  10018, (212) 849-
5021. 
 
 If any provision of this Notice of Sale shall conflict with information provided by 
Bidcomp/Parity as the approved provider of electronic bidding services, this Notice of 
Sale shall control. 
 
 The Bonds will be awarded or all bids will be rejected by the City Finance 
Director at a meeting to be held within twenty-four hours of the sale. 
 
BOND DETAILS AND BIDDING DETAILS:  The Bonds will be issued in minimum 
denominations of $5,000 dated as of the date of delivery, expected to be on or about 
(___________) and will bear interest from such Dated Date.  The interest on any one 
bond shall be at one rate only and all bonds maturing in any one year must carry the 
same interest rate.  The interest rate borne by Bonds maturing after October 1, 
2016 must be equal to or greater than the interest rate borne by Bonds maturing 
in the respective preceding year.   No proposal for the purchase of less than all of the 
bonds or at a price less than ___% or more than ___% of their par value will be 
considered.  The first interest payment will be payable on October 1, 2016 and semi-
annually thereafter on the first day of April and October of each year. 
 
PURPOSE AND SECURITY:   The Bonds are issued under the provisions of  Act 34 of 
the Public Acts of Michigan of 2001, as amended, and a certain resolution adopted by 
the City Commission of the City on ___________ (the “Resolution”), for the purpose of 
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advance refunding the City of Royal Capital Improvement Bonds, Series 2008 (Limited 
Tax General Obligation), dated December 23, 2008 (the “2008 Prior Bonds”) maturing 
October 1, 2019 – October 1, 2028, inclusive, in the outstanding principal amount of 
$7,005,000 (the “2008 Prior Bonds to be Refunded”), the City of Royal Capital 
Improvement Bonds, Series 2006A (Limited Tax General Obligation), dated March 1, 
2006 (the “2006A Prior Bonds”) maturing May 1, 2017 – May 1, 2026, inclusive, in the 
outstanding principal amount of $2,590,000 (the “2006A Prior Bonds to be Refunded”) 
and the City of Royal Capital Improvement Refunding Bonds, Series 2006B (Limited Tax 
General Obligation), dated April 1, 2006 (the “2006B Prior Bonds”) maturing May 1, 
2017 – May 1, 2026, inclusive, in the outstanding principal amount of $7,415,000 (the 
“2006B Prior Bonds to be Refunded”) and to pay the costs related to the issuance of the 
Bonds.  The City’s 2008 Prior Bonds maturing October 1, 2016 through October 1, 2018 
and the 2006A Prior Bonds and 2006B Prior Bonds maturing May 1, 2016 will not be 
refunded and will be paid by the City as scheduled.  
 
 The City has pledged its limited full faith and credit for the payment of the 
principal of and interest on the Bonds when due.  Pursuant to such pledge, the City is 
obligated to make such payments as a first budget obligation from general funds 
including the collection of ad valorem taxes, if necessary, which the City may be 
authorized to levy on all taxable property within its boundaries.  The City does not 
however, have the power to levy any taxes for the payment of the Bonds in excess of its 
charter, statutory and constitutional tax rate limitations.   
 
 The rights and remedies of the holders of the Bonds may be affected by 
bankruptcy, insolvency, fraudulent conveyance or other laws affecting creditors’ rights 
generally and by the application of general principles of equity including those relating to 
equitable subordination, now existing or hereafter enacted. 
 
 The Bonds may mature on October 1 in each year as follows: 
 
 YEAR     AMOUNT*  YEAR    AMOUNT* 
 

* Preliminary, subject to change. 
 
ADJUSTMENT IN PRINCIPAL AMOUNT: The aggregate principal amount of this issue 
has been determined as the amount necessary to retire the 2008, 2006A and 2006B Prior 
Bonds to be Refunded and pay the costs associated with the issuance of the Bonds, 
assuming certain conditions and events existing on the date of sale. Following receipt of 
bids and prior to final award, the City reserves the right to increase or decrease the 
aggregate principal amount of the issue by any amount which will allow the City to achieve 
present value savings. The increase or decrease will be in increments of $5,000 and may 
be made in any maturity or maturities.  The purchase price will be adjusted proportionately 
to the reduction or increase in issue size, but the interest rates specified by the successful 
bidder for all maturities will not change.  The successful bidder may not withdraw the bid 
as a result of any changes made within these limits. 
 
If no bid results in debt service savings acceptable to the City when the proceeds are 
used to provide from the refunding of the 2008, 2006A and 2006B Prior Bonds to be 
Refunded; the City may reject all bids an negotiate with one or more of the bidders for the 
sale of the Bonds on terms which will enable the City to achieve present valued debt 
service savings acceptable to the City.. 
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TERM BOND OPTION: The initial purchaser of the Bonds may designate any one or 
more maturities from October 1, 2016 through the final maturity as term bonds.  If a 
bidder designates bonds as term bonds, the principal requirements shown above for the 
designated years shall represent a mandatory redemption requirement for a term bond 
or a term bond maturity as designated by the bidder.  In any event, the above principal 
amounts shall be represented by either serial bond maturities or mandatory redemption 
requirements or a combination of both, in the years and in the amounts set forth, at par.  
If the winning bidder does not designate Bonds as term bonds at the time of sale, then 
the maturities shown above shall be serial maturities.  
 
PRIOR REDEMPTION:   
 

A. Optional Redemption.  The Bonds shall not be subject to optional 
redemption prior to maturity. The Bonds maturing prior to October 1, 2026 shall 
not be subject to redemption prior to maturity.  Bonds on or after October 1, 2026 
shall be subject to redemption prior to maturity at the option of the City, in any 
order, in whole or in part on any date on or after October 1, 2025.  Bonds called 
for redemption shall be redeemed at par, plus accrued interest to the date fixed 
for redemption. 

 
B.  Mandatory Redemption.  Bonds designated as term bonds shall be 

subject to mandatory redemption at par and accrued interest on the dates and in 
the amounts corresponding to the annual principal maturities hereinbefore set 
forth.  The Bonds or portions of Bonds to be redeemed shall be selected by lot. 

 
BOND INSURANCE AT PURCHASER’S OPTION:  If the Bonds qualify for issuance of 
any policy of municipal bond insurance or commitment therefor at the option of the 
bidder/purchaser, the purchase of any such insurance policy or the issuance of any 
such commitment shall be at the option and expense of the purchaser of the Bonds.  
Any increased costs of issuance of the Bonds resulting from such purchase of 
insurance shall be paid by the purchaser.  Any additional rating agency fees shall be the 
responsibility of the purchaser.  FAILURE OF THE MUNICIPAL BOND INSURER TO 
ISSUE THE POLICY AFTER THE BONDS HAVE BEEN AWARDED TO THE 
PURCHASER SHALL NOT CONSTITUTE CAUSE FOR FAILURE OR REFUSAL BY 
THE PURCHASER TO ACCEPT DELIVERY OF THE BONDS FROM THE CITY.  

 
GOOD FAITH:  A certified or cashier's check drawn upon an incorporated bank or trust 
company or a wire transfer in an amount equal to 1% ($________) of the face amount 
of the Bonds, and payable to the order of the City will be required of the successful 
bidder as a guarantee of good faith on the part of the bidder, to be forfeited as liquidated 
damages if such bid be accepted and the bidder fails to take up and pay for the Bonds.  
If a check is used, it must accompany each bid.  If a wire transfer is used, the 
successful bidder is required to wire the good faith deposit not later than Noon, 
prevailing Eastern Time, on the next business day following the sale using the wire 
instructions provided by Hutchinson, Shockey, Erley & Co.  The good faith deposit will 
be applied to the purchase price of the Bonds.  No interest shall be allowed on the good 
faith checks, and checks of each unsuccessful bidder will be promptly returned to such 
bidder's representative or by registered mail.  The good faith check of the successful 
bidder will be cashed immediately, in which event, payment of the balance of the 
purchase price of the Bonds shall be made at the closing. 
 
AWARD OF THE BONDS – TRUE INTEREST COST:  The Bonds will be awarded to 
the bidder whose bid produces the lowest true interest cost determined in the following 
manner:  the lowest true interest cost will be the single interest rate (compounded on 
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____________ and semi-annually thereafter) necessary to discount the debt service 
payments from their respective payment dates to (compounded to _____________), in 
an amount equal to the price bid, excluding accrued interest, if any.  Each bidder shall 
state in its bid the true interest cost to the City, computed in the manner specified 
above.  _____________ is the anticipated date of delivery of the Bonds. 
 
LEGAL OPINION:  Proposals shall be conditioned upon the approving opinion of Axe & 
Ecklund, P.C., Grosse Pointe Farms, Michigan, the original of which will be furnished 
without expense to the purchaser of the Bonds at the delivery thereof.  The fees of Axe 
& Ecklund, P.C. for services rendered in connection with such approving opinion are 
expected to be paid from bond proceeds.  Except to the extent necessary to issue its 
approving opinion as to the validity of the Bonds, Axe & Ecklund, P.C. has made no 
inquiry as to any financial information, statements or material contained in any financial 
documents, statements or materials that have been or may be furnished in connection 
with the authorization, issuance or marketing of the Bonds, and accordingly will not 
express any opinion with respect to the accuracy or completeness of any such financial 
information, statements or materials. 
 
TAX MATTERS: In the opinion of Bond Counsel, subject, however to certain 
qualifications described herein, under existing law, the interest on the Bonds is excluded 
from gross income for federal income tax purposes, such interest is not an item of tax 
preference for purposes of the federal alternative minimum tax imposed on individuals 
and corporations, although for the purpose of computing the alternative minimum tax 
imposed on certain corporations, such interest is taken into account in determining 
certain income and earnings.  In the further opinion of Bond Counsel, the Bonds and 
interest thereon are exempt from all taxation in the State of Michigan except estate 
taxes, gross receipts taxes and taxes on gains realized from the sale, payment or other 
disposition thereof. 
 
QUALIFIED TAX-EXEMPT OBLIGATION:  The City will ___ designate the Bonds as 
“qualified tax-exempt obligations” pursuant to Section 265(b)(3)(B) of the Code for 
purposes of deduction of interest by financial institutions. 
 
DELIVERY OF BONDS:  The City will furnish Bonds ready for execution at its expense 
and will be delivered to the purchaser as physical certificates.  Payment for the Bonds 
shall be made in Federal Reserve Funds.  The usual closing documents, including a 
certificate that no litigation is pending affecting the issuance of the Bonds, will be 
delivered at the time of the delivery of the Bonds.  
 
CERTIFICATION:  Upon the delivery of the Bonds, the successful bidder or proposer 
will be required to furnish a certificate, in form acceptable to bond counsel, as to the 
“issue price” of the Bonds within the meaning of Section 1273 of the Code and the 
arbitrage yield and weighted average maturity of the bond issue.   
 
PENDING LITIGATION:  The Finance Director and City Attorney have advised that the 
City is currently involved in litigation proceedings that would not have any material 
adverse effect on the City’s ability to pay the debt service on the Bonds; but could 
possibly have an effect on the financial position of the City. 
 
CONTINUING DISCLOSURE:  The City shall enter into a written Continuing Disclosure 
Undertaking required by Rule 15c2-12 promulgated by the Securities and Exchange 
Commission pursuant to the Securities and Exchange Act of 1934 (the “Rule”) to 
provide continuing disclosure of certain financial information and operating data and 
timely notices of the occurrence of certain events in accordance with the Rule. 
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CERTIFICATE REGARDING "ISSUE PRICE":  The Purchaser will be required, as a 
condition of delivery of the Bonds, to certify the "issue price" of the Bonds within 
the meaning of Section 1273 of the Code, which will include a representation that 
at least 10 percent of each maturity of the Bonds has been sold to the public 
(excluding bond houses, brokers or similar persons or organizations acting in the 
capacity of underwriters or wholesalers) at a price not exceeding the stated initial 
offering price.  In addition, if the successful proposer will obtain a municipal bond 
insurance policy or other credit enhancement for the Bonds in connection with their 
original issuance, the successful proposer will be required, as a condition of delivery of 
the Bonds, to certify that the premium therefor will be less than the present value of the 
interest expected to be saved as a result of such insurance or other credit 
enhancement.  The form of an acceptable certificate will be provided by bond counsel. 
 
OFFICIAL STATEMENT:  
 
Hard Copy 
 

A copy of the Preliminary official statement (the "Preliminary Official Statement") 
may be obtained by contacting Hutchinson, Shockey, Erley & Co. 
mgormely@hsemuni.com, Telephone: 586-782-7059.  The Preliminary  Official 
Statement is in a form deemed final as of its date by the City for purposes of SEC Rule 
15c2-12(b)(1), but is subject to revision, amendment and completion of a final official 
statement (the "Final Official Statement").  The successful proposer shall supply to the 
City within twenty-four hours (24) after the award of the Bonds, all pricing information 
and any underwriter identification determined by Bond Counsel to be necessary to 
complete the Final Official Statement. 
 
Internet 
 
 In addition, the City has authorized the preparation and distribution of a 
Preliminary Official Statement containing information relating to the Bonds via the 
Internet.  The Preliminary Official Statement can be viewed and downloaded at 
______________. 
 
 The City will furnish to the successful proposer, at no cost, 100 copies of the 
Final Official Statement within seven (7) business days after the award of the Bonds.  
Additional copies will be supplied upon the proposer's agreement to pay the cost 
incurred by the City for those additional copies. 
 
 The City shall deliver at closing an executed certificate to the effect that as of the 
date of delivery the information contained in the Final Official Statement, including 
revisions, amendments and completions as necessary, relating to the City and the 
Bonds is true and correct in all material respects, and that such Final Official Statement 
does not contain any untrue statement of a material fact or omit to state a material fact 
necessary to make statements therein, in light of the circumstances under which they 
were made, not misleading. 
 
CUSIP NUMBERS:  It is anticipated that CUSIP numbers will be printed on the Bonds, 
but neither the failure to print such numbers nor any improperly printed number shall 
constitute cause for the Purchaser to refuse to accept delivery of, or to pay for, the 
Bonds.  All expenses for printing CUSIP numbers on the Bonds will be paid by the City, 
except that the CUSIP Service Bureau charge for the assignment of such numbers shall 
be the responsibility of and paid for by the Purchaser.” 
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FURTHER INFORMATION:  Further information regarding the Bonds may be obtained 
from the following Hutchinson, Shockey, Erley & Co, Financial Consultant to the City by 
contacting Mr. Michael Gormely, Senior Vice President, mgormely@hsemuni.com, 
Telephone: 586-782-7059, Mr. William M. Roche, Senior Vice President, 
wroche@hsemuni.com telephone (586) 782-7058, 100 Maple Park Blvd., Suite 142, St. 
Clair Shores, Michigan 48081 or Mr. Mark Ridgely, Senior Associate, 
mridgely@hsemuni.com, Telephone:  312-443-1562, 222 W. Adams, Suite 1700, 
Chicago, IL, 60606. 
 
THE RIGHT IS RESERVED TO REJECT ANY OR ALL PROPOSALS: to waive 
defects, informalities and minor irregularities in proposals or in the receipt of proposals, 
to select the proposal deemed to be in the best interests of the City and to negotiate 
with the selected institution. 
 
If no bid results in debt service savings acceptable to the City; the City reserves the 
right to reject all bids and/or negotiate with one or more of the bidders for the sale of the 
Bonds. 

Julie Rudd 
Finance Director 
City of Royal Oak 

las.r1-roy79 

mailto:mgormely@hsemuni.com
mailto:wroche@hsemuni.com
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HUTCHINSON, SHOCKEY, ERLEY & CO. DISCLAIMER LANGUAGE

CITY OF ROYAL OAK
COUNTY OF OAKLAND, STATE OF MICHIGAN

CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT REFUNDING BONDS, SERIES 2016
(LIMITED TAX GENERAL OBLIGATION)

Informational Accuracy and Future Performance Disclaimer

Some information contained herein has been obtained from sources believed to be reliable, but is not necessarily complete and its accuracy cannot 
be guaranteed. Any opinions expressed are subject to change without notice. Any performance information shown represents historical market 
information only and does not infer or represent any past performance. It should not be assumed that any historical market performance 
information discussed herein will equal such future performance.
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SUMMARY OF FINANCING RESULTS

CITY OF ROYAL OAK
COUNTY OF OAKLAND, STATE OF MICHIGAN

CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT REFUNDING BONDS, SERIES 2016
(LIMITED TAX GENERAL OBLIGATION)

Bond Escrow Negative Net
Series Bond Par Yield Contingency Yield Arbitrage Savings

Refunding of 2006A Capital Improvement Bonds 2,565,000.00 1.646% 4,812.79 0.194% 3,523.27 307,884.60
Refunding of 2006B Capital Improvement Bonds 7,335,000.00 1.545% (4,638.03) 0.194% 10,086.91 902,674.44
Refunding of 2008 Capital Improvement Bonds 7,665,000.00 1.963% 200.56 1.098% 125,253.41 1,194,596.26

17,565,000.00 375.32 138,863.60 2,405,155.30

Aggregate:

Arbitrage Yield 1.782415%
Escrow Yield 1.057660%
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SOURCES AND USES OF FUNDS

CITY OF ROYAL OAK
COUNTY OF OAKLAND, STATE OF MICHIGAN

CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT REFUNDING BONDS, SERIES 2016
(LIMITED TAX GENERAL OBLIGATION)

Dated Date 03/30/2016
Delivery Date 03/30/2016

Refunding of Refunding of Refunding of
2006A Capital 2006B Capital 2008 Capital
Improvement Improvement Improvement

Sources: Bonds Bonds Bonds Total

Bond Proceeds:
Par Amount 2,565,000.00 7,335,000.00 7,665,000.00 17,565,000.00
Premium 72,713.95 198,041.60 296,992.80 567,748.35

2,637,713.95 7,533,041.60 7,961,992.80 18,132,748.35

Other Sources of Funds:
Prior Bond Interest 53,362.50 160,132.50 206,687.50 420,182.50

2,691,076.45 7,693,174.10 8,168,680.30 18,552,930.85

Refunding of Refunding of Refunding of
2006A Capital 2006B Capital 2008 Capital
Improvement Improvement Improvement

Uses: Bonds Bonds Bonds Total

Refunding Escrow Deposits:
Cash Deposit 1.25 0.88 206,688.40 206,690.53
SLGS Purchases 2,642,921.00 7,573,870.00 7,832,274.00 18,049,065.00

2,642,922.25 7,573,870.88 8,038,962.40 18,255,755.53

Cost of Issuance:
Bond Counsel Fee 7,155.42 20,462.00 21,382.58 49,000.00
Financial Advisor Fee & Expense 6,133.22 17,538.86 18,327.92 42,000.00
Standard & Poor's Rating 2,555.51 7,307.86 7,636.63 17,500.00
OS Printing 803.16 2,296.75 2,400.09 5,500.00
MI Treasury, Bond Printing, Miscellaneous 511.10 1,461.57 1,527.33 3,500.00
Verification Agent 292.06 835.18 872.76 2,000.00
US Bank Escrow Agent 109.52 313.19 327.29 750.00
US Bank Paying Agent 73.01 208.80 218.19 500.00
Michigan MAC Fee 58.41 167.04 174.55 400.00

17,691.41 50,591.25 52,867.34 121,150.00

Underwriter's Discount:
Average Takedown 25,650.00 73,350.00 76,650.00 175,650.00

Other Uses of Funds:
Additional Proceeds 4,812.79 (4,638.03) 200.56 375.32

2,691,076.45 7,693,174.10 8,168,680.30 18,552,930.85

Notes:
  PRIVATE PLACEMENT : All Costs of Issuance are estimated and subject to change
  Underlying Rating of the Issuer : Aa3 / AA+ / AA
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SUMMARY OF REFUNDING RESULTS

CITY OF ROYAL OAK
COUNTY OF OAKLAND, STATE OF MICHIGAN

CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT REFUNDING BONDS, SERIES 2016
(LIMITED TAX GENERAL OBLIGATION)

Refunding of Refunding of Refunding of
2006A Capital 2006B Capital 2008 Capital
Improvement Improvement Improvement

Bonds Bonds Bonds Total

Dated Date 03/30/2016 03/30/2016 03/30/2016 03/30/2016
Delivery Date 03/30/2016 03/30/2016 03/30/2016 03/30/2016
Arbitrage Yield 1.782415% 1.782415% 1.782415% 1.782415%
Escrow Yield 0.193521% 0.193520% 1.097778% 1.057660%
Value of Negative Arbitrage 3,595.87 10,304.78 125,253.41 139,154.06

Bond Par Amount 2,565,000.00 7,335,000.00 7,665,000.00 17,565,000.00
True Interest Cost 1.847289% 1.767572% 2.170775% 2.001182%
Net Interest Cost 1.875575% 1.792582% 2.221134% 2.042516%
All-In TIC 1.987868% 1.922898% 2.266043% 2.121281%
Average Coupon 2.229317% 2.157147% 2.586582% 2.406239%
Average Life 5.187 4.663 7.866 6.137
Weighted Average Maturity 5.209 4.682 7.896 6.170
Duration 4.886 4.427 7.145 5.701

Par amount of refunded bonds 2,590,000.00 7,415,000.00 7,005,000.00 17,010,000.00
Average coupon of refunded bonds 4.173771% 4.352703% 6.000451% 5.178908%
Average life of refunded bonds 5.928 5.453 8.486 6.774
Remaining weighted average maturity of refunded bonds 5.927 5.436 8.480 6.764

PV of prior debt 2,976,721.22 8,522,279.98 9,506,757.47 21,005,758.66
Net PV Savings 307,884.60 902,674.44 1,194,596.26 2,405,155.30
Percentage savings of refunded bonds 11.887436% 12.173627% 17.053480% 14.139655%

Note:  Interest Rates, Indicative Savings and Bond Structures are preliminary and subject to change
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BOND SUMMARY STATISTICS

CITY OF ROYAL OAK
COUNTY OF OAKLAND, STATE OF MICHIGAN

CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT REFUNDING BONDS, SERIES 2016
(LIMITED TAX GENERAL OBLIGATION)

Dated Date 03/30/2016
Delivery Date 03/30/2016
First Coupon 10/01/2016
Last Maturity 10/01/2028

Arbitrage Yield 1.782415%
True Interest Cost (TIC) 2.001182%
Net Interest Cost (NIC) 2.042516%
All-In TIC 2.121281%
Average Coupon 2.406239%

Average Life (years) 6.137
Weighted Average Maturity (years) 6.170
Duration of Issue (years) 5.701

Par Amount 17,565,000.00
Bond Proceeds 18,132,748.35
Total Interest 2,593,957.15
Net Interest 2,201,858.80
Bond Years from Dated Date 107,801,291.67
Bond Years from Delivery Date 107,801,291.67
Total Debt Service 20,158,957.15
Maximum Annual Debt Service 2,024,125.00
Average Annual Debt Service 1,612,358.27

Underwriter's Fees (per $1000)
  Average Takedown 10.000000
  Other Fee

Total Underwriter's Discount 10.000000

Bid Price 102.232271

Par Average Average PV of 1 bp
Bond Component Value Price Coupon Life Duration change

Serial Bond 17,565,000.00 103.232 2.406% 6.137 4.903 9,762.35

17,565,000.00 6.137 9,762.35

All-In Arbitrage
TIC TIC Yield

Par Value 17,565,000.00 17,565,000.00 17,565,000.00
  + Accrued Interest
  + Premium (Discount) 567,748.35 567,748.35 567,748.35
  - Underwriter's Discount (175,650.00) (175,650.00)
  - Cost of Issuance Expense (121,150.00)
  - Other Amounts

Target Value 17,957,098.35 17,835,948.35 18,132,748.35

Target Date 03/30/2016 03/30/2016 03/30/2016
Yield 2.001182% 2.121281% 1.782415%
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BOND PRICING

CITY OF ROYAL OAK
COUNTY OF OAKLAND, STATE OF MICHIGAN

CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT REFUNDING BONDS, SERIES 2016
(LIMITED TAX GENERAL OBLIGATION)

Maturity Yield to Call Call Premium
Bond Component Date Amount Rate Yield Price Maturity Date Price (-Discount) Takedown

Serial Bond:
10/01/2016 1,115,000.00 2.000% 0.580% 100.711 7,927.65 10.000
10/01/2017 1,140,000.00 2.000% 0.840% 101.728 19,699.20 10.000
10/01/2018 1,155,000.00 2.000% 1.000% 102.465 28,470.75 10.000
10/01/2019 1,705,000.00 2.000% 1.130% 102.979 50,791.95 10.000
10/01/2020 1,740,000.00 2.000% 1.280% 103.140 54,636.00 10.000
10/01/2021 1,785,000.00 2.000% 1.410% 103.113 55,567.05 10.000
10/01/2022 1,815,000.00 2.000% 1.580% 102.585 46,917.75 10.000
10/01/2023 1,860,000.00 2.250% 1.760% 103.429 63,779.40 10.000
10/01/2024 1,430,000.00 2.500% 1.950% 104.290 61,347.00 10.000
10/01/2025 1,445,000.00 2.500% 2.100% 103.429 49,549.05 10.000
10/01/2026 770,000.00 3.000% 2.230% 106.561 C 2.293% 10/01/2025 100.000 50,519.70 10.000
10/01/2027 795,000.00 3.000% 2.360% 105.419 C 2.456% 10/01/2025 100.000 43,081.05 10.000
10/01/2028 810,000.00 3.000% 2.480% 104.378 C 2.588% 10/01/2025 100.000 35,461.80 10.000

17,565,000.00 567,748.35

Dated Date 03/30/2016
Delivery Date 03/30/2016
First Coupon 10/01/2016

Par Amount 17,565,000.00
Premium 567,748.35

Production 18,132,748.35 103.232271%
Underwriter's Discount (175,650.00) (1.000000%)

Purchase Price 17,957,098.35 102.232271%
Accrued Interest

Net Proceeds 17,957,098.35

Notes:
  Market Rate Assumptions: 01/08/2016 Indicative Scale
  Non Bank Qualified - Limited Tax General Obligation
  Interest Rates are preliminary and subject to change
  Underlying Rating of the Issuer : Aa3 / AA+ / AA
  Bid Specs: Price to be 99%-104% of par amount; 4% Max Coupon; 3% Max Hi-Low Spread; ascending or equal annual coupon rates
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SAVINGS

CITY OF ROYAL OAK
COUNTY OF OAKLAND, STATE OF MICHIGAN

CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT REFUNDING BONDS, SERIES 2016
(LIMITED TAX GENERAL OBLIGATION)

Present Value
Prior Issuer Prior Refunding Unrefunded Refunding to 03/30/2016

Date Debt Service Contribution Net Cash Flow Debt Service Debt Service Net Cash Flow Savings @  1.7824154%

06/30/2016 1,345,060.63 420,182.50 924,878.13 924,878.13 924,878.13 (336.17)
06/30/2017 2,263,115.00 2,263,115.00 1,499,019.65 517,750.00 2,016,769.65 246,345.35 232,246.56
06/30/2018 2,267,377.50 2,267,377.50 1,500,375.00 519,075.00 2,019,450.00 247,927.50 229,415.51
06/30/2019 2,262,090.00 2,262,090.00 1,492,425.00 523,387.50 2,015,812.50 246,277.50 223,631.99
06/30/2020 2,258,927.50 2,258,927.50 2,013,825.00 2,013,825.00 245,102.50 218,358.97
06/30/2021 2,261,825.00 2,261,825.00 2,014,375.00 2,014,375.00 247,450.00 216,473.06
06/30/2022 2,269,243.76 2,269,243.76 2,024,125.00 2,024,125.00 245,118.76 210,366.93
06/30/2023 2,266,343.76 2,266,343.76 2,018,125.00 2,018,125.00 248,218.76 209,221.28
06/30/2024 2,272,862.50 2,272,862.50 2,024,050.00 2,024,050.00 248,812.50 205,817.99
06/30/2025 1,803,805.00 1,803,805.00 1,555,250.00 1,555,250.00 248,555.00 205,944.25
06/30/2026 1,780,230.00 1,780,230.00 1,534,312.50 1,534,312.50 245,917.50 200,213.21
06/30/2027 933,375.00 933,375.00 829,700.00 829,700.00 103,675.00 85,822.01
06/30/2028 932,812.50 932,812.50 831,225.00 831,225.00 101,587.50 82,715.86
06/30/2029 928,125.00 928,125.00 822,150.00 822,150.00 105,975.00 84,888.53

25,845,193.15 420,182.50 25,425,010.65 20,158,957.15 2,485,090.63 22,644,047.78 2,780,962.87 2,404,779.98

Savings Summary

Dated Date 03/30/2016
Delivery Date 03/30/2016
PV of savings from cash flow 2,404,779.98
Plus: Refunding funds on hand 375.32

Net PV Savings 2,405,155.30

Note:  Interest Rates, Indicative Savings and Bond Structures are preliminary and subject to change
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SUMMARY OF SAVINGS & NEGATIVE ARBITRAGE

CITY OF ROYAL OAK
COUNTY OF OAKLAND, STATE OF MICHIGAN

CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT REFUNDING BONDS, SERIES 2016
(LIMITED TAX GENERAL OBLIGATION)

Report of Statistics

Gross Savings ($) 2,781,338.19
Net Present Value ($) 2,405,155.30
Arbitrage Yield 1.782%
Escrow Yield 1.058%

Negative Arbitrage ($) 138,995.76
Negative Arb as a (%) of Gross Savings 4.997%
Negative Arb as a (%) of Net PV Savings 5.779%
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SUMMARY OF BONDS REFUNDED

CITY OF ROYAL OAK
COUNTY OF OAKLAND, STATE OF MICHIGAN

CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT REFUNDING BONDS, SERIES 2016
(LIMITED TAX GENERAL OBLIGATION)

Maturity Interest Par Call Call
Bond Date CUSIP Rate Amount Date Price

General Capital Improvement, 2006A:
Serial01Title 05/01/2017 780464FU2 4.000% 215,000.00 05/01/2016 100.000

05/01/2018 780464FV0 4.000% 225,000.00 05/01/2016 100.000
05/01/2019 780464FW8 4.000% 230,000.00 05/01/2016 100.000
05/01/2020 780464FX6 4.000% 240,000.00 05/01/2016 100.000
05/01/2021 780464FY4 4.000% 250,000.00 05/01/2016 100.000
05/01/2022 780464FZ1 4.125% 260,000.00 05/01/2016 100.000
05/01/2023 780464GA5 4.200% 275,000.00 05/01/2016 100.000
05/01/2024 780464GB3 4.200% 285,000.00 05/01/2016 100.000
05/01/2025 780464GC1 4.250% 300,000.00 05/01/2016 100.000
05/01/2026 780464GD9 4.300% 310,000.00 05/01/2016 100.000

2,590,000.00

Cap Impv Refg, 2006B:
Serial01Title 05/01/2017 780464GP2 4.125% 690,000.00 05/01/2016 100.000
Term01Title 05/01/2018 780464GR8 4.250% 720,000.00 05/01/2016 100.000

05/01/2019 780464GR8 4.250% 745,000.00 05/01/2016 100.000
Serial01Title 05/01/2020 780464GS6 4.300% 780,000.00 05/01/2016 100.000

05/01/2021 780464GT4 4.375% 815,000.00 05/01/2016 100.000
05/01/2022 780464GU1 4.375% 850,000.00 05/01/2016 100.000
05/01/2023 780464GV9 4.375% 885,000.00 05/01/2016 100.000
05/01/2024 780464GW7 4.375% 930,000.00 05/01/2016 100.000

Term02Title 05/01/2025 780464GY3 4.375% 500,000.00 05/01/2016 100.000
05/01/2026 780464GY3 4.375% 500,000.00 05/01/2016 100.000

7,415,000.00

General Cap Imprv, 2008:
Serial01Title 10/01/2019 780464HX4 5.250% 530,000.00 10/01/2018 100.000

10/01/2020 780464HY2 5.375% 560,000.00 10/01/2018 100.000
10/01/2021 780464HZ9 5.625% 600,000.00 10/01/2018 100.000
10/01/2022 780464JA2 5.750% 630,000.00 10/01/2018 100.000

Term01Title 10/01/2023 780464JB0 6.000% 670,000.00 10/01/2018 100.000
10/01/2024 780464JB0 6.000% 710,000.00 10/01/2018 100.000

Term02Title 10/01/2025 780464JC8 6.000% 755,000.00 10/01/2018 100.000
10/01/2026 780464JC8 6.000% 800,000.00 10/01/2018 100.000

Term03Title 10/01/2027 780464JD6 6.250% 850,000.00 10/01/2018 100.000
10/01/2028 780464JD6 6.250% 900,000.00 10/01/2018 100.000

7,005,000.00

17,010,000.00
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BOND DEBT SERVICE

CITY OF ROYAL OAK
COUNTY OF OAKLAND, STATE OF MICHIGAN

CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT REFUNDING BONDS, SERIES 2016
(LIMITED TAX GENERAL OBLIGATION)

Dated Date 03/30/2016
Delivery Date 03/30/2016

Period Annual
Ending Principal Coupon Interest Debt Service Debt Service

10/01/2016 1,115,000.00 2.000% 198,132.15 1,313,132.15
04/01/2017 185,887.50 185,887.50 1,499,019.65
10/01/2017 1,140,000.00 2.000% 185,887.50 1,325,887.50
04/01/2018 174,487.50 174,487.50 1,500,375.00
10/01/2018 1,155,000.00 2.000% 174,487.50 1,329,487.50
04/01/2019 162,937.50 162,937.50 1,492,425.00
10/01/2019 1,705,000.00 2.000% 162,937.50 1,867,937.50
04/01/2020 145,887.50 145,887.50 2,013,825.00
10/01/2020 1,740,000.00 2.000% 145,887.50 1,885,887.50
04/01/2021 128,487.50 128,487.50 2,014,375.00
10/01/2021 1,785,000.00 2.000% 128,487.50 1,913,487.50
04/01/2022 110,637.50 110,637.50 2,024,125.00
10/01/2022 1,815,000.00 2.000% 110,637.50 1,925,637.50
04/01/2023 92,487.50 92,487.50 2,018,125.00
10/01/2023 1,860,000.00 2.250% 92,487.50 1,952,487.50
04/01/2024 71,562.50 71,562.50 2,024,050.00
10/01/2024 1,430,000.00 2.500% 71,562.50 1,501,562.50
04/01/2025 53,687.50 53,687.50 1,555,250.00
10/01/2025 1,445,000.00 2.500% 53,687.50 1,498,687.50
04/01/2026 35,625.00 35,625.00 1,534,312.50
10/01/2026 770,000.00 3.000% 35,625.00 805,625.00
04/01/2027 24,075.00 24,075.00 829,700.00
10/01/2027 795,000.00 3.000% 24,075.00 819,075.00
04/01/2028 12,150.00 12,150.00 831,225.00
10/01/2028 810,000.00 3.000% 12,150.00 822,150.00 822,150.00

17,565,000.00 2,593,957.15 20,158,957.15 20,158,957.15
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PRIOR BOND DEBT SERVICE

CITY OF ROYAL OAK
COUNTY OF OAKLAND, STATE OF MICHIGAN

CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT REFUNDING BONDS, SERIES 2016
(LIMITED TAX GENERAL OBLIGATION)

Dated Date 03/30/2016
Delivery Date 03/30/2016

Period Annual
Ending Principal Coupon Interest Debt Service Debt Service

04/01/2016 206,687.50 206,687.50
05/01/2016 213,495.00 213,495.00 420,182.50
10/01/2016 206,687.50 206,687.50
11/01/2016 213,495.00 213,495.00
04/01/2017 206,687.50 206,687.50
05/01/2017 905,000.00 **   % 213,495.00 1,118,495.00 1,745,365.00
10/01/2017 206,687.50 206,687.50
11/01/2017 194,963.75 194,963.75
04/01/2018 206,687.50 206,687.50
05/01/2018 945,000.00 **   % 194,963.75 1,139,963.75 1,748,302.50
10/01/2018 206,687.50 206,687.50
11/01/2018 175,163.75 175,163.75
04/01/2019 206,687.50 206,687.50
05/01/2019 975,000.00 **   % 175,163.75 1,150,163.75 1,738,702.50
10/01/2019 530,000.00 5.250% 206,687.50 736,687.50
11/01/2019 154,732.50 154,732.50
04/01/2020 192,775.00 192,775.00
05/01/2020 1,020,000.00 **   % 154,732.50 1,174,732.50 2,258,927.50
10/01/2020 560,000.00 5.375% 192,775.00 752,775.00
11/01/2020 133,162.50 133,162.50
04/01/2021 177,725.00 177,725.00
05/01/2021 1,065,000.00 **   % 133,162.50 1,198,162.50 2,261,825.00
10/01/2021 600,000.00 5.625% 177,725.00 777,725.00
11/01/2021 110,334.38 110,334.38
04/01/2022 160,850.00 160,850.00
05/01/2022 1,110,000.00 **   % 110,334.38 1,220,334.38 2,269,243.76
10/01/2022 630,000.00 5.750% 160,850.00 790,850.00
11/01/2022 86,378.13 86,378.13
04/01/2023 142,737.50 142,737.50
05/01/2023 1,160,000.00 **   % 86,378.13 1,246,378.13 2,266,343.76
10/01/2023 670,000.00 6.000% 142,737.50 812,737.50
11/01/2023 61,243.75 61,243.75
04/01/2024 122,637.50 122,637.50
05/01/2024 1,215,000.00 **   % 61,243.75 1,276,243.75 2,272,862.50
10/01/2024 710,000.00 6.000% 122,637.50 832,637.50
11/01/2024 34,915.00 34,915.00
04/01/2025 101,337.50 101,337.50
05/01/2025 800,000.00 **   % 34,915.00 834,915.00 1,803,805.00
10/01/2025 755,000.00 6.000% 101,337.50 856,337.50
11/01/2025 17,602.50 17,602.50
04/01/2026 78,687.50 78,687.50
05/01/2026 810,000.00 **   % 17,602.50 827,602.50 1,780,230.00
10/01/2026 800,000.00 6.000% 78,687.50 878,687.50
04/01/2027 54,687.50 54,687.50 933,375.00
10/01/2027 850,000.00 6.250% 54,687.50 904,687.50
04/01/2028 28,125.00 28,125.00 932,812.50
10/01/2028 900,000.00 6.250% 28,125.00 928,125.00 928,125.00

17,010,000.00 6,350,102.52 23,360,102.52 23,360,102.52
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ESCROW SUFFICIENCY

CITY OF ROYAL OAK
COUNTY OF OAKLAND, STATE OF MICHIGAN

CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT REFUNDING BONDS, SERIES 2016
(LIMITED TAX GENERAL OBLIGATION)

Escrow Net Escrow Excess Excess
Date Requirement Receipts Receipts Balance

03/30/2016 206,690.53 206,690.53 206,690.53
04/01/2016 206,687.50 (206,687.50) 3.03
05/01/2016 10,218,495.00 10,218,492.87 (2.13) 0.90
10/01/2016 206,687.50 206,687.21 (0.29) 0.61
04/01/2017 206,687.50 206,687.18 (0.32) 0.29
10/01/2017 206,687.50 206,688.10 0.60 0.89
04/01/2018 206,687.50 206,687.16 (0.34) 0.55
10/01/2018 7,211,687.50 7,211,686.95 (0.55)

18,463,620.00 18,463,620.00 0.00
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ESCROW STATISTICS

CITY OF ROYAL OAK
COUNTY OF OAKLAND, STATE OF MICHIGAN

CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT REFUNDING BONDS, SERIES 2016
(LIMITED TAX GENERAL OBLIGATION)

Modified Yield to Yield to Perfect Value of
Total Duration PV of 1 bp Receipt Disbursement Escrow Negative Cost of

Escrow Escrow Cost (years) change Date Date Cost Arbitrage Dead Time

Refunding of 2006A Capital Improvement Bonds:
DSF 53,362.50 0.086 0.46 0.193546% 0.193546% 53,289.90 72.60
BP 2,589,559.75 0.086 22.28 0.193521% 0.193521% 2,586,036.47 3,523.27 0.01

Refunding of 2006B Capital Improvement Bonds:
DSF 160,132.50 0.086 1.38 0.193490% 0.193490% 159,914.62 217.87 0.01
BP 7,413,738.38 0.086 63.78 0.193520% 0.193520% 7,403,651.47 10,086.91

Refunding of 2008 Capital Improvement Bonds:
DSF 206,687.50 206,677.31 10.19
BP 7,832,274.90 2.359 1,847.61 1.097778% 1.097778% 7,707,021.46 125,253.41 0.03

18,255,755.53 1,935.50 18,116,591.23 139,154.06 10.24

Delivery date 03/30/2016
Arbitrage yield 1.782415%
Composite Modified Duration 1.073
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ESCROW DESCRIPTIONS

CITY OF ROYAL OAK
COUNTY OF OAKLAND, STATE OF MICHIGAN

CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT REFUNDING BONDS, SERIES 2016
(LIMITED TAX GENERAL OBLIGATION)

Type of Type of Maturity First Int Par Max Total
Security SLGS Date Pmt Date Amount Rate Rate Cost

Mar 30, 2016:
SLGS Certificate 05/01/2016 05/01/2016 10,216,791.00 0.190% 0.190% 10,216,791.00
SLGS Certificate 10/01/2016 10/01/2016 164,016.00 0.480% 0.480% 164,016.00
SLGS Note 04/01/2017 10/01/2016 164,872.00 0.660% 0.660% 164,872.00
SLGS Note 10/01/2017 10/01/2016 165,417.00 0.810% 0.810% 165,417.00
SLGS Note 04/01/2018 10/01/2016 166,086.00 0.960% 0.960% 166,086.00
SLGS Note 10/01/2018 10/01/2016 7,171,883.00 1.110% 1.110% 7,171,883.00

18,049,065.00 18,049,065.00

SLGS Summary

SLGS Rates File 08JAN16
Total Certificates of Indebtedness 10,380,807.00
Total Notes 7,668,258.00

Total original SLGS 18,049,065.00
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SOURCES AND USES OF FUNDS

CITY OF ROYAL OAK
COUNTY OF OAKLAND, STATE OF MICHIGAN

CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT REFUNDING BONDS, SERIES 2016
(LIMITED TAX GENERAL OBLIGATION)

(Refunding of Series 2006A Bonds)

Dated Date 03/30/2016
Delivery Date 03/30/2016

Sources:

Bond Proceeds:
Par Amount 2,565,000.00
Premium 72,713.95

2,637,713.95

Other Sources of Funds:
Prior Bond Interest 53,362.50

2,691,076.45

Uses:

Refunding Escrow Deposits:
Cash Deposit 1.25
SLGS Purchases 2,642,921.00

2,642,922.25

Cost of Issuance:
Bond Counsel Fee 7,155.42
Financial Advisor Fee & Expense 6,133.22
Standard & Poor's Rating 2,555.51
OS Printing 803.16
MI Treasury, Bond Printing, Miscellaneous 511.10
Verification Agent 292.06
US Bank Escrow Agent 109.52
US Bank Paying Agent 73.01
Michigan MAC Fee 58.41

17,691.41

Underwriter's Discount:
Average Takedown 25,650.00

Other Uses of Funds:
Additional Proceeds 4,812.79

2,691,076.45

Notes:
  PRIVATE PLACEMENT : All Costs of Issuance are estimated and subject to change
  Underlying Rating of the Issuer : Aa3 / AA+ / AA
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BOND PRICING

CITY OF ROYAL OAK
COUNTY OF OAKLAND, STATE OF MICHIGAN

CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT REFUNDING BONDS, SERIES 2016
(LIMITED TAX GENERAL OBLIGATION)

(Refunding of Series 2006A Bonds)

Maturity Premium
Bond Component Date Amount Rate Yield Price (-Discount) Takedown

Serial Bond:
10/01/2016 235,000.00 2.000% 0.580% 100.711 1,670.85 10.000
10/01/2017 240,000.00 2.000% 0.840% 101.728 4,147.20 10.000
10/01/2018 240,000.00 2.000% 1.000% 102.465 5,916.00 10.000
10/01/2019 245,000.00 2.000% 1.130% 102.979 7,298.55 10.000
10/01/2020 250,000.00 2.000% 1.280% 103.140 7,850.00 10.000
10/01/2021 255,000.00 2.000% 1.410% 103.113 7,938.15 10.000
10/01/2022 265,000.00 2.000% 1.580% 102.585 6,850.25 10.000
10/01/2023 270,000.00 2.250% 1.760% 103.429 9,258.30 10.000
10/01/2024 280,000.00 2.500% 1.950% 104.290 12,012.00 10.000
10/01/2025 285,000.00 2.500% 2.100% 103.429 9,772.65 10.000

2,565,000.00 72,713.95

Dated Date 03/30/2016
Delivery Date 03/30/2016
First Coupon 10/01/2016

Par Amount 2,565,000.00
Premium 72,713.95

Production 2,637,713.95 102.834852%
Underwriter's Discount (25,650.00) (1.000000%)

Purchase Price 2,612,063.95 101.834852%
Accrued Interest

Net Proceeds 2,612,063.95

Notes:
  Market Rate Assumptions: 01/08/2016 Indicative Scale
  Non Bank Qualified - Limited Tax General Obligation
  Interest Rates are preliminary and subject to change
  Underlying Rating of the Issuer : Aa3 / AA+ / AA
  Bid Specs: Price to be 99%-104% of par amount; 4% Max Coupon; 3% Max Hi-Low Spread; ascending or equal annual coupon rates
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SUMMARY OF REFUNDING RESULTS

CITY OF ROYAL OAK
COUNTY OF OAKLAND, STATE OF MICHIGAN

CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT REFUNDING BONDS, SERIES 2016
(LIMITED TAX GENERAL OBLIGATION)

(Refunding of Series 2006A Bonds)

Dated Date 03/30/2016
Delivery Date 03/30/2016
Arbitrage yield 1.782415%
Escrow yield 0.193521%
Value of Negative Arbitrage 3,595.87

Bond Par Amount 2,565,000.00
True Interest Cost 1.847289%
Net Interest Cost 1.875575%
All-In TIC 1.987868%
Average Coupon 2.229317%
Average Life 5.187
Weighted Average Maturity 5.209
Duration 4.886

Par amount of refunded bonds 2,590,000.00
Average coupon of refunded bonds 4.173771%
Average life of refunded bonds 5.928
Remaining weighted average maturity of refunded bonds 5.927

PV of prior debt to 03/30/2016 @ 1.782415% 2,976,721.22
Net PV Savings 307,884.60
Percentage savings of refunded bonds 11.887436%

Note:  Interest Rates, Indicative Savings and Bond Structures are preliminary and subject to change
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SAVINGS

CITY OF ROYAL OAK
COUNTY OF OAKLAND, STATE OF MICHIGAN

CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT REFUNDING BONDS, SERIES 2016
(LIMITED TAX GENERAL OBLIGATION)

(Refunding of Series 2006A Bonds)

Present Value
Prior Issuer Prior Refunding Unrefunded Refunding to 03/30/2016

Date Debt Service Contribution Net Cash Flow Debt Service Debt Service Net Cash Flow Savings @  1.7824154%

06/30/2016 262,462.50 53,362.50 209,100.00 209,100.00 209,100.00 (81.48)
06/30/2017 321,725.00 321,725.00 287,602.22 287,602.22 34,122.78 31,221.81
06/30/2018 323,125.00 323,125.00 287,700.00 287,700.00 35,425.00 31,869.00
06/30/2019 319,125.00 319,125.00 282,900.00 282,900.00 36,225.00 32,054.87
06/30/2020 319,925.00 319,925.00 283,050.00 283,050.00 36,875.00 32,035.69
06/30/2021 320,325.00 320,325.00 283,100.00 283,100.00 37,225.00 31,732.07
06/30/2022 320,325.00 320,325.00 283,050.00 283,050.00 37,275.00 31,158.86
06/30/2023 324,600.00 324,600.00 287,850.00 287,850.00 36,750.00 30,040.81
06/30/2024 323,050.00 323,050.00 287,162.50 287,162.50 35,887.50 28,703.35
06/30/2025 326,080.00 326,080.00 290,625.00 290,625.00 35,455.00 27,727.75
06/30/2026 323,330.00 323,330.00 288,562.50 288,562.50 34,767.50 26,609.07

3,484,072.50 53,362.50 3,430,710.00 2,861,602.22 209,100.00 3,070,702.22 360,007.78 303,071.81

Savings Summary

Dated Date 03/30/2016
Delivery Date 03/30/2016
PV of savings from cash flow 303,071.81
Plus: Refunding funds on hand 4,812.79

Net PV Savings 307,884.60

Note:  Interest Rates, Indicative Savings and Bond Structures are preliminary and subject to change
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SUMMARY OF SAVINGS & NEGATIVE ARBITRAGE

CITY OF ROYAL OAK
COUNTY OF OAKLAND, STATE OF MICHIGAN

CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT REFUNDING BONDS, SERIES 2016
(LIMITED TAX GENERAL OBLIGATION)

(Refunding of Series 2006A Bonds)

Report of Statistics

Gross Savings ($) 364,820.57
Net Present Value ($) 307,884.60
Arbitrage Yield 1.782%
Escrow Yield 0.194%

Negative Arbitrage ($) 3,595.88
Negative Arb as a (%) of Gross Savings 0.986%
Negative Arb as a (%) of Net PV Savings 1.168%
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BOND DEBT SERVICE

CITY OF ROYAL OAK
COUNTY OF OAKLAND, STATE OF MICHIGAN

CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT REFUNDING BONDS, SERIES 2016
(LIMITED TAX GENERAL OBLIGATION)

(Refunding of Series 2006A Bonds)

Dated Date 03/30/2016
Delivery Date 03/30/2016

Period Annual
Ending Principal Coupon Interest Debt Service Debt Service

10/01/2016 235,000.00 2.000% 27,552.22 262,552.22
04/01/2017 25,050.00 25,050.00 287,602.22
10/01/2017 240,000.00 2.000% 25,050.00 265,050.00
04/01/2018 22,650.00 22,650.00 287,700.00
10/01/2018 240,000.00 2.000% 22,650.00 262,650.00
04/01/2019 20,250.00 20,250.00 282,900.00
10/01/2019 245,000.00 2.000% 20,250.00 265,250.00
04/01/2020 17,800.00 17,800.00 283,050.00
10/01/2020 250,000.00 2.000% 17,800.00 267,800.00
04/01/2021 15,300.00 15,300.00 283,100.00
10/01/2021 255,000.00 2.000% 15,300.00 270,300.00
04/01/2022 12,750.00 12,750.00 283,050.00
10/01/2022 265,000.00 2.000% 12,750.00 277,750.00
04/01/2023 10,100.00 10,100.00 287,850.00
10/01/2023 270,000.00 2.250% 10,100.00 280,100.00
04/01/2024 7,062.50 7,062.50 287,162.50
10/01/2024 280,000.00 2.500% 7,062.50 287,062.50
04/01/2025 3,562.50 3,562.50 290,625.00
10/01/2025 285,000.00 2.500% 3,562.50 288,562.50 288,562.50

2,565,000.00 296,602.22 2,861,602.22 2,861,602.22
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SOURCES AND USES OF FUNDS

CITY OF ROYAL OAK
COUNTY OF OAKLAND, STATE OF MICHIGAN

CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT REFUNDING BONDS, SERIES 2016
(LIMITED TAX GENERAL OBLIGATION)

(Refunding of Series 2006B Bonds)

Dated Date 03/30/2016
Delivery Date 03/30/2016

Sources:

Bond Proceeds:
Par Amount 7,335,000.00
Premium 198,041.60

7,533,041.60

Other Sources of Funds:
Prior Bond Interest 160,132.50

7,693,174.10

Uses:

Refunding Escrow Deposits:
Cash Deposit 0.88
SLGS Purchases 7,573,870.00

7,573,870.88

Cost of Issuance:
Bond Counsel Fee 20,462.00
Financial Advisor Fee & Expense 17,538.86
Standard & Poor's Rating 7,307.86
OS Printing 2,296.75
MI Treasury, Bond Printing, Miscellaneous 1,461.57
Verification Agent 835.18
US Bank Escrow Agent 313.19
US Bank Paying Agent 208.80
Michigan MAC Fee 167.04

50,591.25

Underwriter's Discount:
Average Takedown 73,350.00

Other Uses of Funds:
Additional Proceeds (4,638.03)

7,693,174.10

Notes:
  PRIVATE PLACEMENT : All Costs of Issuance are estimated and subject to change
  Underlying Rating of the Issuer : Aa3 / AA+ / AA
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BOND PRICING

CITY OF ROYAL OAK
COUNTY OF OAKLAND, STATE OF MICHIGAN

CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT REFUNDING BONDS, SERIES 2016
(LIMITED TAX GENERAL OBLIGATION)

(Refunding of Series 2006B Bonds)

Maturity Premium
Bond Component Date Amount Rate Yield Price (-Discount) Takedown

Serial Bond:
10/01/2016 755,000.00 2.000% 0.580% 100.711 5,368.05 10.000
10/01/2017 775,000.00 2.000% 0.840% 101.728 13,392.00 10.000
10/01/2018 785,000.00 2.000% 1.000% 102.465 19,350.25 10.000
10/01/2019 805,000.00 2.000% 1.130% 102.979 23,980.95 10.000
10/01/2020 820,000.00 2.000% 1.280% 103.140 25,748.00 10.000
10/01/2021 840,000.00 2.000% 1.410% 103.113 26,149.20 10.000
10/01/2022 850,000.00 2.000% 1.580% 102.585 21,972.50 10.000
10/01/2023 875,000.00 2.250% 1.760% 103.429 30,003.75 10.000
10/01/2024 420,000.00 2.500% 1.950% 104.290 18,018.00 10.000
10/01/2025 410,000.00 2.500% 2.100% 103.429 14,058.90 10.000

7,335,000.00 198,041.60

Dated Date 03/30/2016
Delivery Date 03/30/2016
First Coupon 10/01/2016

Par Amount 7,335,000.00
Premium 198,041.60

Production 7,533,041.60 102.699954%
Underwriter's Discount (73,350.00) (1.000000%)

Purchase Price 7,459,691.60 101.699954%
Accrued Interest

Net Proceeds 7,459,691.60

Notes:
  Market Rate Assumptions: 01/08/2016 Indicative Scale
  Non Bank Qualified - Limited Tax General Obligation
  Interest Rates are preliminary and subject to change
  Underlying Rating of the Issuer : Aa3 / AA+ / AA
  Bid Specs: Price to be 99%-104% of par amount; 4% Max Coupon; 3% Max Hi-Low Spread; ascending or equal annual coupon rates
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SUMMARY OF REFUNDING RESULTS

CITY OF ROYAL OAK
COUNTY OF OAKLAND, STATE OF MICHIGAN

CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT REFUNDING BONDS, SERIES 2016
(LIMITED TAX GENERAL OBLIGATION)

(Refunding of Series 2006B Bonds)

Dated Date 03/30/2016
Delivery Date 03/30/2016
Arbitrage yield 1.782415%
Escrow yield 0.193520%
Value of Negative Arbitrage 10,304.78

Bond Par Amount 7,335,000.00
True Interest Cost 1.767572%
Net Interest Cost 1.792582%
All-In TIC 1.922898%
Average Coupon 2.157147%
Average Life 4.663
Weighted Average Maturity 4.682
Duration 4.427

Par amount of refunded bonds 7,415,000.00
Average coupon of refunded bonds 4.352703%
Average life of refunded bonds 5.453
Remaining weighted average maturity of refunded bonds 5.436

PV of prior debt to 03/30/2016 @ 1.782415% 8,522,279.98
Net PV Savings 902,674.44
Percentage savings of refunded bonds 12.173627%

Note:  Interest Rates, Indicative Savings and Bond Structures are preliminary and subject to change
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SAVINGS

CITY OF ROYAL OAK
COUNTY OF OAKLAND, STATE OF MICHIGAN

CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT REFUNDING BONDS, SERIES 2016
(LIMITED TAX GENERAL OBLIGATION)

(Refunding of Series 2006B Bonds)

Present Value
Prior Issuer Prior Refunding Unrefunded Refunding to 03/30/2016

Date Debt Service Contribution Net Cash Flow Debt Service Debt Service Net Cash Flow Savings @  1.7824154%

06/30/2016 838,848.13 160,132.50 678,715.63 678,715.63 678,715.63 (244.50)
06/30/2017 1,010,265.00 1,010,265.00 900,912.60 900,912.60 109,352.40 100,073.52
06/30/2018 1,011,802.50 1,011,802.50 905,187.50 905,187.50 106,615.00 95,443.70
06/30/2019 1,006,202.50 1,006,202.50 899,587.50 899,587.50 106,615.00 93,624.72
06/30/2020 1,009,540.00 1,009,540.00 903,687.50 903,687.50 105,852.50 91,031.09
06/30/2021 1,011,000.00 1,011,000.00 902,437.50 902,437.50 108,562.50 91,714.55
06/30/2022 1,010,343.76 1,010,343.76 905,837.50 905,837.50 104,506.26 86,218.75
06/30/2023 1,008,156.26 1,008,156.26 898,937.50 898,937.50 109,218.76 88,708.23
06/30/2024 1,014,437.50 1,014,437.50 905,593.75 905,593.75 108,843.75 86,537.50
06/30/2025 543,750.00 543,750.00 435,500.00 435,500.00 108,250.00 88,478.91
06/30/2026 521,875.00 521,875.00 415,125.00 415,125.00 106,750.00 85,726.02

9,986,220.65 160,132.50 9,826,088.15 8,072,806.35 678,715.63 8,751,521.98 1,074,566.17 907,312.47

Savings Summary

Dated Date 03/30/2016
Delivery Date 03/30/2016
PV of savings from cash flow 907,312.47
Plus: Refunding funds on hand (4,638.03)

Net PV Savings 902,674.44

Note:  Interest Rates, Indicative Savings and Bond Structures are preliminary and subject to change
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SUMMARY OF SAVINGS & NEGATIVE ARBITRAGE

CITY OF ROYAL OAK
COUNTY OF OAKLAND, STATE OF MICHIGAN

CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT REFUNDING BONDS, SERIES 2016
(LIMITED TAX GENERAL OBLIGATION)

(Refunding of Series 2006B Bonds)

Report of Statistics

Gross Savings ($) 1,069,928.14
Net Present Value ($) 902,674.44
Arbitrage Yield 1.782%
Escrow Yield 0.194%

Negative Arbitrage ($) 10,304.78
Negative Arb as a (%) of Gross Savings 0.963%
Negative Arb as a (%) of Net PV Savings 1.142%
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BOND DEBT SERVICE

CITY OF ROYAL OAK
COUNTY OF OAKLAND, STATE OF MICHIGAN

CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT REFUNDING BONDS, SERIES 2016
(LIMITED TAX GENERAL OBLIGATION)

(Refunding of Series 2006B Bonds)

Dated Date 03/30/2016
Delivery Date 03/30/2016

Period Annual
Ending Principal Coupon Interest Debt Service Debt Service

10/01/2016 755,000.00 2.000% 76,943.85 831,943.85
04/01/2017 68,968.75 68,968.75 900,912.60
10/01/2017 775,000.00 2.000% 68,968.75 843,968.75
04/01/2018 61,218.75 61,218.75 905,187.50
10/01/2018 785,000.00 2.000% 61,218.75 846,218.75
04/01/2019 53,368.75 53,368.75 899,587.50
10/01/2019 805,000.00 2.000% 53,368.75 858,368.75
04/01/2020 45,318.75 45,318.75 903,687.50
10/01/2020 820,000.00 2.000% 45,318.75 865,318.75
04/01/2021 37,118.75 37,118.75 902,437.50
10/01/2021 840,000.00 2.000% 37,118.75 877,118.75
04/01/2022 28,718.75 28,718.75 905,837.50
10/01/2022 850,000.00 2.000% 28,718.75 878,718.75
04/01/2023 20,218.75 20,218.75 898,937.50
10/01/2023 875,000.00 2.250% 20,218.75 895,218.75
04/01/2024 10,375.00 10,375.00 905,593.75
10/01/2024 420,000.00 2.500% 10,375.00 430,375.00
04/01/2025 5,125.00 5,125.00 435,500.00
10/01/2025 410,000.00 2.500% 5,125.00 415,125.00 415,125.00

7,335,000.00 737,806.35 8,072,806.35 8,072,806.35
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SOURCES AND USES OF FUNDS

CITY OF ROYAL OAK
COUNTY OF OAKLAND, STATE OF MICHIGAN

CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT REFUNDING BONDS, SERIES 2016
(LIMITED TAX GENERAL OBLIGATION)

- - - Refunds Series 2008 - - -

Dated Date 03/30/2016
Delivery Date 03/30/2016

Sources:

Bond Proceeds:
Par Amount 7,665,000.00
Premium 296,992.80

7,961,992.80

Other Sources of Funds:
Prior Bond Interest 206,687.50

8,168,680.30

Uses:

Refunding Escrow Deposits:
Cash Deposit 206,688.40
SLGS Purchases 7,832,274.00

8,038,962.40

Cost of Issuance:
Bond Counsel Fee 21,382.58
Financial Advisor Fee & Expense 18,327.92
Standard & Poor's Rating 7,636.63
OS Printing 2,400.09
MI Treasury, Bond Printing, Miscellaneous 1,527.33
Verification Agent 872.76
US Bank Escrow Agent 327.29
US Bank Paying Agent 218.19
Michigan MAC Fee 174.55

52,867.34

Underwriter's Discount:
Average Takedown 76,650.00

Other Uses of Funds:
Additional Proceeds 200.56

8,168,680.30

Notes:
  PRIVATE PLACEMENT : All Costs of Issuance are estimated and subject to change
  Underlying Rating of the Issuer : Aa3 / AA+ / AA
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BOND PRICING

CITY OF ROYAL OAK
COUNTY OF OAKLAND, STATE OF MICHIGAN

CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT REFUNDING BONDS, SERIES 2016
(LIMITED TAX GENERAL OBLIGATION)

- - - Refunds Series 2008 - - -

Maturity Yield to Call Call Premium
Bond Component Date Amount Rate Yield Price Maturity Date Price (-Discount) Takedown

Serial Bond:
10/01/2016 125,000.00 2.000% 0.580% 100.711 888.75 10.000
10/01/2017 125,000.00 2.000% 0.840% 101.728 2,160.00 10.000
10/01/2018 130,000.00 2.000% 1.000% 102.465 3,204.50 10.000
10/01/2019 655,000.00 2.000% 1.130% 102.979 19,512.45 10.000
10/01/2020 670,000.00 2.000% 1.280% 103.140 21,038.00 10.000
10/01/2021 690,000.00 2.000% 1.410% 103.113 21,479.70 10.000
10/01/2022 700,000.00 2.000% 1.580% 102.585 18,095.00 10.000
10/01/2023 715,000.00 2.250% 1.760% 103.429 24,517.35 10.000
10/01/2024 730,000.00 2.500% 1.950% 104.290 31,317.00 10.000
10/01/2025 750,000.00 2.500% 2.100% 103.429 25,717.50 10.000
10/01/2026 770,000.00 3.000% 2.230% 106.561 C 2.293% 10/01/2025 100.000 50,519.70 10.000
10/01/2027 795,000.00 3.000% 2.360% 105.419 C 2.456% 10/01/2025 100.000 43,081.05 10.000
10/01/2028 810,000.00 3.000% 2.480% 104.378 C 2.588% 10/01/2025 100.000 35,461.80 10.000

7,665,000.00 296,992.80

Dated Date 03/30/2016
Delivery Date 03/30/2016
First Coupon 10/01/2016

Par Amount 7,665,000.00
Premium 296,992.80

Production 7,961,992.80 103.874661%
Underwriter's Discount (76,650.00) (1.000000%)

Purchase Price 7,885,342.80 102.874661%
Accrued Interest

Net Proceeds 7,885,342.80

Notes:
  Market Rate Assumptions: 01/08/2016 Indicative Scale
  Non Bank Qualified - Limited Tax General Obligation
  Interest Rates are preliminary and subject to change
  Underlying Rating of the Issuer : Aa3 / AA+ / AA
  Bid Specs: Price to be 99%-104% of par amount; 4% Max Coupon; 3% Max Hi-Low Spread; ascending or equal annual coupon rates
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SUMMARY OF REFUNDING RESULTS

CITY OF ROYAL OAK
COUNTY OF OAKLAND, STATE OF MICHIGAN

CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT REFUNDING BONDS, SERIES 2016
(LIMITED TAX GENERAL OBLIGATION)

- - - Refunds Series 2008 - - -

Dated Date 03/30/2016
Delivery Date 03/30/2016
Arbitrage yield 1.782415%
Escrow yield 1.097778%
Value of Negative Arbitrage 125,253.41

Bond Par Amount 7,665,000.00
True Interest Cost 2.170775%
Net Interest Cost 2.221134%
All-In TIC 2.266043%
Average Coupon 2.586582%
Average Life 7.866
Weighted Average Maturity 7.896
Duration 7.145

Par amount of refunded bonds 7,005,000.00
Average coupon of refunded bonds 6.000451%
Average life of refunded bonds 8.486
Remaining weighted average maturity of refunded bonds 8.480

PV of prior debt to 03/30/2016 @ 1.782415% 9,506,757.47
Net PV Savings 1,194,596.26
Percentage savings of refunded bonds 17.053480%

Note:  Interest Rates, Indicative Savings and Bond Structures are preliminary and subject to change
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SAVINGS

CITY OF ROYAL OAK
COUNTY OF OAKLAND, STATE OF MICHIGAN

CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT REFUNDING BONDS, SERIES 2016
(LIMITED TAX GENERAL OBLIGATION)

- - - Refunds Series 2008 - - -

Present Value
Prior Issuer Prior Refunding Unrefunded Refunding to 03/30/2016

Date Debt Service Contribution Net Cash Flow Debt Service Debt Service Net Cash Flow Savings @  1.7824154%

06/30/2016 243,750.00 206,687.50 37,062.50 37,062.50 37,062.50 (10.19)
06/30/2017 931,125.00 931,125.00 310,504.83 517,750.00 828,254.83 102,870.17 100,951.23
06/30/2018 932,450.00 932,450.00 307,487.50 519,075.00 826,562.50 105,887.50 102,102.81
06/30/2019 936,762.50 936,762.50 309,937.50 523,387.50 833,325.00 103,437.50 97,952.40
06/30/2020 929,462.50 929,462.50 827,087.50 827,087.50 102,375.00 95,292.20
06/30/2021 930,500.00 930,500.00 828,837.50 828,837.50 101,662.50 93,026.44
06/30/2022 938,575.00 938,575.00 835,237.50 835,237.50 103,337.50 92,989.32
06/30/2023 933,587.50 933,587.50 831,337.50 831,337.50 102,250.00 90,472.24
06/30/2024 935,375.00 935,375.00 831,293.75 831,293.75 104,081.25 90,577.15
06/30/2025 933,975.00 933,975.00 829,125.00 829,125.00 104,850.00 89,737.59
06/30/2026 935,025.00 935,025.00 830,625.00 830,625.00 104,400.00 87,878.12
06/30/2027 933,375.00 933,375.00 829,700.00 829,700.00 103,675.00 85,822.01
06/30/2028 932,812.50 932,812.50 831,225.00 831,225.00 101,587.50 82,715.86
06/30/2029 928,125.00 928,125.00 822,150.00 822,150.00 105,975.00 84,888.53

12,374,900.00 206,687.50 12,168,212.50 9,224,548.58 1,597,275.00 10,821,823.58 1,346,388.92 1,194,395.70

Savings Summary

Dated Date 03/30/2016
Delivery Date 03/30/2016
PV of savings from cash flow 1,194,395.70
Plus: Refunding funds on hand 200.56

Net PV Savings 1,194,596.26

Note:  Interest Rates, Indicative Savings and Bond Structures are preliminary and subject to change
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SUMMARY OF SAVINGS & NEGATIVE ARBITRAGE

CITY OF ROYAL OAK
COUNTY OF OAKLAND, STATE OF MICHIGAN

CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT REFUNDING BONDS, SERIES 2016
(LIMITED TAX GENERAL OBLIGATION)

- - - Refunds Series 2008 - - -

Report of Statistics

Gross Savings ($) 1,346,589.48
Net Present Value ($) 1,194,596.26
Arbitrage Yield 1.782%
Escrow Yield 1.098%

Negative Arbitrage ($) 125,253.41
Negative Arb as a (%) of Gross Savings 9.302%
Negative Arb as a (%) of Net PV Savings 10.485%
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BOND DEBT SERVICE

CITY OF ROYAL OAK
COUNTY OF OAKLAND, STATE OF MICHIGAN

CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT REFUNDING BONDS, SERIES 2016
(LIMITED TAX GENERAL OBLIGATION)

- - - Refunds Series 2008 - - -

Dated Date 03/30/2016
Delivery Date 03/30/2016

Period Annual
Ending Principal Coupon Interest Debt Service Debt Service

10/01/2016 125,000.00 2.000% 93,636.08 218,636.08
04/01/2017 91,868.75 91,868.75 310,504.83
10/01/2017 125,000.00 2.000% 91,868.75 216,868.75
04/01/2018 90,618.75 90,618.75 307,487.50
10/01/2018 130,000.00 2.000% 90,618.75 220,618.75
04/01/2019 89,318.75 89,318.75 309,937.50
10/01/2019 655,000.00 2.000% 89,318.75 744,318.75
04/01/2020 82,768.75 82,768.75 827,087.50
10/01/2020 670,000.00 2.000% 82,768.75 752,768.75
04/01/2021 76,068.75 76,068.75 828,837.50
10/01/2021 690,000.00 2.000% 76,068.75 766,068.75
04/01/2022 69,168.75 69,168.75 835,237.50
10/01/2022 700,000.00 2.000% 69,168.75 769,168.75
04/01/2023 62,168.75 62,168.75 831,337.50
10/01/2023 715,000.00 2.250% 62,168.75 777,168.75
04/01/2024 54,125.00 54,125.00 831,293.75
10/01/2024 730,000.00 2.500% 54,125.00 784,125.00
04/01/2025 45,000.00 45,000.00 829,125.00
10/01/2025 750,000.00 2.500% 45,000.00 795,000.00
04/01/2026 35,625.00 35,625.00 830,625.00
10/01/2026 770,000.00 3.000% 35,625.00 805,625.00
04/01/2027 24,075.00 24,075.00 829,700.00
10/01/2027 795,000.00 3.000% 24,075.00 819,075.00
04/01/2028 12,150.00 12,150.00 831,225.00
10/01/2028 810,000.00 3.000% 12,150.00 822,150.00 822,150.00

7,665,000.00 1,559,548.58 9,224,548.58 9,224,548.58
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Community Development Department 
Planning Division 

211 South Williams Street 
Royal Oak, MI 48067 

 
 

Planning Commission Recommendation to Rezone 
4727 Crooks Road and 1719 West 14 Mile Road 

Mixed Use 2 to General Business, First Reading 
 
January 13, 2016 
 
The Honorable Mayor Ellison and 
Members of the City Commission: 
 
An application to rezone 1719 West 14 Mile Road (parcel number 25-05-229-001) and 4727 
Crooks Road (parcel number 25-05-229-002) from mixed use 2 to general business was 
reviewed by the planning commission. For background purposes, attached is the staff report to 
the planning commission dated December 18, 2015 (Attachment 1). 
 
At its regular meeting of January 12, 2016, the planning commission conducted a public hearing 
on the petitioner’s request. Various individuals spoke during the public hearing. Their comments 
along with those of the petitioner and the planning commission can be seen in the video of the 
meeting available on the city’s website. 
 
The planning commission adopted the following motion regarding the application: 
 
 
Moved by Mr. Bruner  
Supported by Mayor Ellison  
 
Be it resolved, that the request to rezone 1719 West 14 Mile Road (parcel no. 25-05-229-001) 
and 4727 Crooks Road (parcel no. 25-05-229-002) from mixed use 2 to general business is 
hereby referred to the city commission with a recommendation for denial, based upon the 
following: 
 
A. The general business zone is not consistent with the goals, policies, and future land use 

map of the master plan. 
 
B. The site's physical features are not compatible with the host of principal permitted and 

special land uses in the general business zone. 
 
C There is no evidence documenting that the petitioner cannot receive a reasonable return on 

investment through developing the property with one or more of the principal permitted and 
special land uses under the current mixed use 2 zoning. 

 
D. The potential uses allowed in the general business zone are not compatible with 

surrounding uses and zoning in terms of land suitability, impacts on the environment, 
density, nature of use, traffic volumes, aesthetics, infrastructure, and potential influence on 
property values. 

 
E. The street system is not capable of safely and efficiently accommodating expected traffic 

volumes generated by potential uses in the requested general business zone. 



 
Motion adopted 6 to 2 
Yes: Ms. Black, Mr. Bruner, Mr. Chase, Mayor Ellison, Mr. Godek, Ms. Vaara 
No: Commissioner Douglas, Mr. Esbri 
 
 
No site plan is included as part of the request since the application is for a conventional rather 
than a conditional rezoning. The petitioner would still need to file another application with the 
planning commission for approval of a special land use permit and/or site plan to redevelop the 
properties even if they are rezoned as requested. 
 
The Michigan Zoning Enabling Act (Public Act 110 of 2006) does not require that the city 
commission conduct another public hearing on a rezoning application, although it may do so if 
desired. The city charter provides that an amendment to the zoning map cannot be approved 
upon introduction but must receive a second review. Therefore, the following options are 
available to the city commission: 
 
 Adopt the zoning map amendment upon first reading, with or without modification, and direct 

staff to prepare the amendment for final disposition; 
 Adopt the zoning map amendment upon first reading, with or without modification, and 

schedule a public hearing prior to final disposition; 
 Refer the zoning map amendment back to staff and/or the planning commission for 

additional information or study identifying specific areas of concern; or 
 Reject the zoning map amendment as recommended by the planning commission (no 

further action would be required). 
 
The following resolution is recommended for approval: 
 

Whereas, the planning commission held a public hearing on January 12, 2016, 
and recommended denial of a proposed amendment to the zoning map for the 
purpose of rezoning 1719 West 14 Mile Road (parcel no. 25-05-229-001) and 
4727 Crooks Road (parcel no. 25-05-229-002) from mixed use 2 to general 
business; and 
 
Whereas, the city commission has determined that the proposed amendment to 
the zoning map is not consistent with the goals and objectives of the master plan 
and has received the record of public comments taken at the public hearing held 
at the planning commission meeting of January 12, 2016. 
 
Therefore, be it resolved, the request to rezone 1719 West 14 Mile Road 
(parcel no. 25-05-229-001) and 4727 Crooks Road (parcel no. 25-05-229-002) 
from mixed use 2 to general business, is denied based upon the following: 
 

A. The general business zone is not consistent with the goals, policies, and future 
land use map of the master plan. 

 
B. The site's physical features are not compatible with the host of principal permitted 

and special land uses in the general business zone. 
 



C. There is no evidence documenting that the petitioner cannot receive a 
reasonable return on investment through developing the property with one or 
more of the principal permitted and special land uses under the current mixed 
use 2 zoning. 

 
D. The potential uses allowed in the general business zone are not compatible with 

surrounding uses and zoning in terms of land suitability, impacts on the 
environment, density, nature of use, traffic volumes, aesthetics, infrastructure, 
and potential influence on property values. 

 
E. The street system is not capable of safely and efficiently accommodating 

expected traffic volumes generated by potential uses in the requested general 
business zone. 
 

 
Respectfully submitted, 
Timothy E. Thwing 
Director of Community Development 
 
Approved, 
 
 
 
Donald E. Johnson 
City Manager 
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M E M O R A N D U M 
Meeting Date: January 12, 2016 
211 Williams St. / P.O. Box 64 

Community Development Department Royal Oak, MI 48068-0064 
Phone: (248) 246-3280 

City of Royal Oak, Michigan Fax: (248) 246-3005 
www.romi.gov 

 

 

DATE: December 18, 2015 
 
TO: Planning Commission 
 
FROM: Planning Division 
 
SUBJECT: RZ 16-01-01 – Rezoning from Mixed Use 2 to General Business of 1719 W. 

Fourteen Mile Rd. (parcel no. 25-05-229-001) and 4727 Crooks Rd. (parcel no. 
25-05-229-002) 
Speedway, LLC, Petitioner & Owner 
Royal Oak Equity Partners, Owner 
CESO, Inc., Engineer 

 

 

1. Location & Existing Conditions 
 
Both properties are located at the southwest 
corner of Crooks Road and West 14 Mile 
Road. The parcel at 4727 Crooks Road has 
18,000 square feet of lot area and is 
developed with an automobile filling station 
and convenience store that has vehicular 
access to both streets. The parcel at 1719-
1725 West 14 Mile Road has 10,650 square 
feet of lot area and is developed with a 
three-unit commercial building and off-street 
parking lot with vehicular access only to 
Hillcrest Avenue. 
 

2. Zoning & Future Land Use 
 

  
 Zoning Map Future Land Use Map 
 
Both parcels are zoned “Mixed Use 2” (left). The planned use on the Future Land Use Map 
of the city’s Master Plan for both is “Mixed Use – Residential / Office / Commercial” (right). 
According to the Master Plan, these areas are intended to provide for a mixture of 
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RZ 16-01-01 
1719 W. 14 Mile Rd. / 4727 Crooks Rd. 
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residential, office, and lower-intensity commercial uses. They are designed to maintain and 
promote the flexible redevelopment of certain areas of the city. Upper-floor dwelling units 
above retail sales, personal services, or offices are encouraged. 
 

3. Road Classification 
 
The Master Plan’s Functional Road Classification System identifies Crooks Road and West 
14 Mile Road as “principal arterials.” Arterials are at the top of the road classification 
hierarchy and their primary function is to carry vehicles long distances and provide through-
travel movements. 
 

4. Proposed Zoning District 
 
The petitioner proposes to rezone both parcels from Mixed Use 2 to General Business. If 
rezoned the parcels would be combined into a single lot and all structures would be 
demolished. A new automobile filling station with a convenience store would then be built on 
the combined parcels. 
 
Automobile filling stations are neither a permitted use nor a special land use within the 
Mixed Use 2 zoning district. They are allowed as a special land use in the General Business 
zoning district. The properties must therefore be rezoned in some fashion to allow 
redevelopment and/or expansion of the exiting automobile filling station. 
 
If the parcels are rezoned as requested, the petitioner would need to return to the Planning 
Commission for another review. A separate application for a special land use permit and site 
plan review with the Planning Commission would be required in order to redevelop the 
properties into a new or expanded automobile filling station with a convenience store if the 
site is rezoned. 
 
The petitioner would be able to propose any permitted or special land use allowed in the 
General Business zoning district if the property is rezoned. They would not be restricted to 
establishing only an automobile filling station. Below is a list of permitted and special land 
uses allowed in the General Business zoning district that could potentially be developed or 
established at this location if it is rezoned. 
 

Permitted Uses 

Business, administrative, and professional offices Rental leasing storefronts 
Medical offices and clinics Bicycle shops 
Veterinary offices and hospitals Personal services (barber shops, hair salons, etc.) 
Banks and credit unions without drive-through lanes Appliance and electronics sales and repair 
Business and trade schools Laundromats and dry cleaning outlets 
Broadcasting stations and studios Printing shops 
Libraries, museums, and fine art centers Contractor’s workshops and repair facilities 
Public buildings, parks, and playgrounds Food and beverages sales, convenience stores 
Churches and other religious institutions Restaurants (standard or carry-out) 
Transit centers Caterers 
Day-care centers Photographic, art, and music studios 
Funeral homes Fitness centers and training studios 
Retail sales Arcades, theaters, bowling alleys, etc. 
Shopping centers without restaurants Tobacconists and cigar bars 
Garden centers Research laboratories 
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Special Land Uses 

Automobile dealerships Wholesale sales 
Automobile filling stations Restaurants within a shopping center 
Automobile service centers and repair garages Outdoor cafés for any restaurant 
Automobile washes Smoking lounges 
All establishments serving alcohol Pet day-care facilities 
All sales of packaged alcoholic beverages Temporary employment centers 
Drive-through facilities for any permitted use Hotels 
Large-scale retail establishments Bed and breakfasts 
Outdoor display and sales for garden center, etc. Outdoor recreation facilities 
Transient outdoor sales of seasonal goods Dwelling units above first-floor permitted use 
 

5. Procedure & Criteria 
 
Following a public hearing, the Planning Commission may recommend approval or denial of 
a proposed rezoning request to the City Commission. The Planning Commission may also 
request additional information from a petitioner and postpone making a recommendation. A 
recommendation for approval or denial will be forwarded to the City Commission with two 
ordinance readings required in order to change the zoning of a site. 
 
In reviewing an application for an amendment to the Zoning Map, the Planning Commission 
shall consider the following criteria as contained in § 770-129 of the Zoning Ordinance, 
among other factors they may deem appropriate, in making their findings, recommendation 
and decision: 
 

A. The requested zone should be consistent with the goals, policies and future land use map of the 
Master Plan, including any location-specific or corridor studies. If conditions have changed since 
the Master Plan was adopted, as determined by the Planning Commission or City Commission, the 
consistency with recent development trends in the site's area shall be considered. 

B. The site's physical, geological, hydrological and other environmental features should be compatible 
with the host of principal permitted and special land uses in the proposed zone. 

C Evidence should document the applicant cannot receive a reasonable return on investment through 
developing the property with one or more of the principal permitted and special land uses under the 
current zoning. 

D. The potential uses allowed in the proposed zone should be compatible with surrounding uses and 
zoning in terms of land suitability, impacts on the environment, density, nature of use, traffic 
volumes, aesthetics, infrastructure, and potential influence on property values. 

E. The street system should be capable of safely and efficiently accommodating expected traffic 
volumes generated by potential uses in the requested zone. 

F. The capacity of public utilities and services should be sufficient to accommodate the potential uses 
in the requested zone without compromising the City's health, safety and welfare. 

G. There should be an apparent demand in the City for the types of potential uses in the requested 
zone in relation to the amount of land in the City currently zoned and available to accommodate the 
demand. 

H. The requested zone shall not create an isolated and unplanned spot zone. 
I. Other criteria as determined by the Planning Commission or City Commission which would protect 

the public health, safety and welfare, protect public and private investment in the City, promote 
implementation of the goals, objectives and policies of the Master Plan and any amendments 
thereto, and enhance the overall quality of life in the City. 

 
 
cc: Mandy Gauss, PE, CESO, Inc. 

John R. Young, Speedway, LLC 
Royal Oak Equity Partners 

 
 
It is recommended that the petitioner or a representative attend the January 12, 2016 Planning Commission 
meeting. The meeting starts at 7:30 p.m. in the City Commission chambers on the 3rd floor of City Hall. 
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CONTAINING 0.6577 TOTAL ACRES OF LAND

SECTION 5, TOWNSHIP 1 NORTH, RANGE 11 EAST

 ROYAL OAK TOWNSHIP, OAKLAND COUNTY, MICHIGAN

TITLE COMMITMENT LEGAL DESCRIPTION

Land situated in the City of Royal Oak, County of Oakland, and State of Michigan, described as:

Lot 1, except the South 50 feet thereof and except part taken for widening of Crooks Road, and

Lot 14, except the South 50 feet of the East 12 feet thereof, NORDWOOD ESTATES

SUBDIVISION, according to the plat thereof, as recorded in Liber 13 of Plats, Page 31, Oakland

County Records.

The property described above and shown hereon is the same property as described in title

commitment order number N-109660 with an effective date of August 3, 2015 at 8:00 am

prepared by Fidelity National Title Insurance Company

Land situated in the City of Royal Oak, County of Oakland, and State of Michigan, described as:

Lot 15, NORDWOOD ESTATES SUBDIVISION, of the East 1/2 of the Northwest 1/4 and the

West 1/2 of the Northeast 1/4 and part of the Northeast 1/4 of the Northeast 1/4 of Section 5,

Town 1 North, Range 11 East, Royal Oak Township, Oakland County, Michigan, as recorded in

Liber 13 of Plats, Page 31, Oakland County Records.

The property described above and shown hereon is the same property as described in title

commitment order number N-109659 with an effective date of August 3, 2015 at 8:00 am

prepared by Fidelity National Title Insurance Company

Land situated in the City of Royal Oak, County of Oakland, and State of Michigan,

described as:

All of Lot 15, Lot 1, except the South 50 feet thereof and except part taken for widening of

Crooks Road, and Lot 14, except the South 50 feet of the East 12 feet thereof,

NORDWOOD ESTATES SUBDIVISION, according to the plat thereof, as recorded in

Liber 13 of Plats, Page 31, Oakland County Records, further described as:

Commencing at the southwest corner of said Lot 15 of Norwood Estates Subdivision,

Liber 13 of Plats, Page 31 of Oakland County Records, said corner also being on the

easterly right-of-way line of Hillcrest Ave. (50') and the TRUE PLACE OF BEGINNING of

the parcel herein described;

thence North 00°41'00" East, along the easterly right of way line of Hillcrest Ave., a

distance of 150.00 feet to the northwesterly corner of said Lot 15 and the southerly

right-of-way line of W. 14 Mile Road (width varies);

thence South 89°24'00" East, along the southerly right-of-way line of W. 14 Mile Road, a

distance of 212.11 feet to the westerly right-of-way line of S. Crooks Road (width varies);

thence South 09°57'28" East, along the westerly right-of-way line of S. Crooks Road, a

distance of 101.72 feet to the northeasterly corner of a parcel conveyed to Antwan Depaul,

Liber 43181, Page 257;

thence North 89°24'00" West, along a northerly line of said Antwan Depaul parcel, a

distance of 100.89 feet;

thence South 00°41'00" West, along a westerly line of said Antwan Depaul parcel, a

distance of 50.00 feet;

thence North 89°24'00" West, along a northerly line of said Antwan Depaul parcel, a

distance of 20.00 feet to a northwesterly corner thereof and the northeast corner of Lot 1

of Sophie Pinter Subdivision, Liber 88 of Plats, Page 23;

thence continue North 89°24'00" West along the north line of said Lot 1 of Sophia Pinter

Subdivision, a distance of 110.00 feet to the TRUE PLACE OF BEGINNING and

containing 0.6577 acres, more or less.

The property described and shown hereon is the same property as described in title

commitment order number N-109659 & N-109660 with an effective date of August 3, 2015

at 8:00 am prepared by Fidelity National Title Insurance Company

AS-SURVEYED DESCRIPTION

SPEEDWAY LLC.

500 SPEEDWAY DR.

ENON, OHIO 45323

1.800.643.1948

CESO INC.

8534 YANKEE STREET

DAYTON, OH 45458

PHONE: (937) 435 8584

SPEEDWAY, L.L.C.

500 SPEEDWAY DR.

ENON, OHIO 45323

1.800.643.1948

OWNER:DEVELOPER:

SURVEYOR

1. North and bearing system based upon the west line of Hillcrest Avenue as

N 00°41' 00" E as indicated on the Norwood Estates Subdivision recorded in Liber 13 of Plats, Page 31,

Oakland County Records

Vertical datum based on NAVD 88 and made in conjunction with GPS oberservation on Sept. 23, 2015 15th

and 16th of 2015 and referenced to  NGS Monument Designated TROY 33324 PID AA5402

2. This survey does not constitute a title search by the surveyor. All information regarding record easements,

and other documents that might affect the quality of title to the parcel shown hereon we obtained through a

certified title commitment conducted by Fidelity National Title Insurance Company, 

certified commitment number N-109660 dated August 3, 2015 at 8:00 am and certified commitment number

N-109659 dated August 3, 2015 at 8:00 am

3.     All underground utilities are shown to the best of our knowledge and are based on locations taken from

observed evidence and by underground markings provided by the Underground Detective.  No certification

is made or implied that  the utilities shown  are correct or that all underground utilities are shown.  Miss I-Dig

Ticket Number #B52641881-00B

4.     All data sources, documents and records shown hereon are on file in the Oakland County register of deeds.

5.     All monumentation shown hereon is in good condition unless otherwise noted.

6.    Access to the subject parcel is available along W. 14 Mile Road, S. Crooks Road and Hillcrest Ave., all

public roads.  No roadway improvement plans were disclosed to CESO during the survey.

7.     Utilities in the form of water, electric, natural gas, telephone, cable, storm sewer, sanitary sewer are all

located either on the subject property or within the  public right-of-way adjoining said parcel.

8.     Existing buildings and structures are as shown hereon, no evidence of recent earthwork and recent building

construction.

9. No evidence that subject property is being used as a sanitary landfill.

10. No evidence of wetland delineation areas were evident at the time of the survey.

11. This is not a recordable document for transfer of title.

12. Site Location: LAT  42.532750°, LONG -83.166199°

13. Parcel is located within "Zone X" (Areas determined to be outside the 0.2% annual chance floodplain) as

indicated by the Flood Insurance Rate Map (FIRM) Map Number 26125C0541F, effective date: September

29, 2006; published by the Federal Emergency Management Agency.

14. The current zoning of the subject parcels are shown below and are subject to the following design

standards according to the canton charter township codified zoning ordinance:

Zoned - Mixed Use 2 - Resid/Office/Commercial

§ 770-46. Mixed Use 2.

A. Purpose. This zone is intended to provide for a mixture of residential, office, low-intensity public/institution

uses, and neighborhood business uses in an urban design pattern. Such uses are intended to link the

Central Business District with residential neighborhoods and the Woodward/I-696 Regional Business

District. Upper floor residential uses are encouraged above lower level retail or office uses. In order to be

eligible for approval under this section, a proposed development must meet the standard set forth in §

770-85, Mixed use development regulations, and all of the following criteria:

(1) The property shall be located within an area planned for mixed use residential/office/commercial in the City of

Royal Oak Master Plan.

(2) In general, the proposed development shall be consistent with the Master Plan. In particular, the proposed

development shall be compatible with adjacent uses and improvements, shall minimize adverse impact to

traffic circulation, and shall be of overall benefit to the community. A single use may be proposed; however,

said proposed use shall be consistent and compatible with the mixed use intent of this section.

(3) The proposed development shall not be in conflict with a development agreement entered into with the City

relative to the property.

B. Permitted uses.

(1) All permitted uses set forth in the Mixed Use 1 Zone.

(2) All permitted land uses set forth in the Neighborhood Business Zone.

(3) Multiple-family dwellings subject to the requirements set forth for multiple-family dwelling in § 770-37,

Multiple-Family Residential. Regarding multiple-family and senior housing properties which are located at

least 150 feet from all established residential zones, a density bonus of up to 100% by the Plan Commission

if it finds that:

(a) The proposed density will not adversely impact adjacent properties or nearby residential neighborhoods.

(b) The added density is necessary to support redevelopment of an area, which currently contains uses that have

an adverse impact upon adjacent properties.

(c) The proposed development is designed to facilitate the objectives and strategies of the Master Plan.

C. Special land uses.

(1) All special land uses set forth in the Neighborhood Business Zone, except drive-through facilities which are

specifically prohibited.

D. Area and bulk regulations. The following minimum requirements shall apply to all permitted and special uses

unless a more restrictive requirement is provided for in this chapter Lot area and width. No lot shall have a

minimum frontage of less than 50 feet, while the minimum area shall be established by the restrictions

governing lot coverage, setbacks, screening, and parking requirements.

(2) Height. No building shall exceed a height of 30 feet. The Plan Commission may allow a development with

greater height, if it finds that:

(a) The setback of the proposed building relative to a neighboring residential property shall be increased from the

minimum applicable setback by two feet for every one foot of additional building height

(b) The proposed height will not adversely impact adjacent properties or nearby residential neighborhoods.

(c) The added height is necessary to support redevelopment of an area which currently

contains uses that have an adverse impact upon adjacent neighborhoods.

(d) The proposed development is designed to facilitate the objectives and strategies of the Master Plan.

(3) Setback (excluding single-family detached and two-family dwellings).

(a) No setback shall be required except where the property is adjacent to a residential zone.

If a setback is to be provided, it shall not be less than five feet. Where the property is adjacent to a residential

zone the setback shall be as follows:

[1] Front yard setback. Where the property is on the same side of a street, in the same block, as a property

zoned residential, with or without an intervening alley, the required front yard setback shall be equal to that

setback required in the residential zone.

[2] Rear and side yard setback. Where there is no intervening alley the side and rear

yard setbacks shall be 25 feet. Where a public alley is adjacent to a side or rear lot

line, the setback shall be 25 feet measured from the center line of said public alley.

(b) Multiple-family yard setbacks shall be a minimum of 10 feet.

(c) Alternately, the Plan Commission in the course of its site plan review process may

establish a greater or lesser setback as it determines necessary and advisable. In

determining such yard setbacks, the Plan Commission shall consider the size and

configuration of the proposed buildings, their relationship to the existing and proposed

buildings and uses of land, and their relationship to existing and proposed thoroughfares;

in order to maximize vehicular and pedestrian safety and reduce any negative impact on

adjacent land uses.

(4) Distance between buildings. The minimum distance between two multiple-family buildings on a single lot or

on contiguous property under the same ownership shall be 20 feet, or such distance determined necessary by

the Plan Commission to enhance the character of development. 

15. This survey meets all of the accuracy requirements for the standards for boundary surveys according to

Michigan PA 299 of 1980, Article 20

16. There currently exist 16 improved parking spaces on site and 3 handicap parking spaces.

SURVEYOR NOTES

TO: SPEEDWAY LLC, ROYAL OAK EQUITY PARTNERS, LLC AND FIDELITY NATIONAL TITLE INSUR
IT'S SUCCESSORS AND/OR ASSIGNS AS THEIR RESPECTIVE INTEREST MAY APPEAR.

THIS IS TO CERTIFY THAT THIS MAP OR PLAT AND THE SURVEY ON WHICH IT IS BASED WERE 
ACCORDANCE WITH THE 2011 MINIMUM STANDARD DETAIL REQUIREMENTS FOR ALTA/ACSM L
SURVEYS, JOINTLY ESTABLISHED AND ADOPTED BY ALTA AND NSPS, AND INCLUDES ITEMS 1-5
11(b), 13, 14, 16 and 18 OF TABLE A THEREOF. THE FIELD WORK WAS COMPLETED IN SEPTEMBE

DATE OF PLAT OR MAP: NOVEMBER 22, 2015

SURVEYOR'S CERTIFICATIO

REGISTER OF DEEDS
OAKLAND COUNTY
LISA BROWN
1200 N. TELEGRAPH RD,
PONTIAC, MI 48341
248.858.0581

EQUALIZATION/ASSESMENT
OAKLAND POINTE OFFICE BUILDING
250 ELIZABETH LAKE ROAD,
SUITE 1000W
PONTIAC, MICHIGAN, USA, 48341
PHONE: 248-858-0740

CITY OF ROYAL OAK - ENGINEERING
MATTHEW J. CALLAHAN, P.E.
CITY ENGINEER
2ND FLOOR CITY HALL,  211 S
WILLIAMS ST,  ROYAL OAK MI 48067
248.246.3260

TRANSPORTATION
M.D.O.T.
TAYLOR T.S.C.
6510 TELEGRAPH ROAD
TAYLOR, MI 48180
313.375.0822

WATER AND SEWER
CITY OF ROYAL OAK - ENGINEERING
MATTHEW J. CALLAHAN, P.E.
CITY ENGINEER
2ND FLOOR CITY HALL,
211 S WILLIAMS ST,
ROYAL OAK MI 48067
248.246.3260

COMMUNICATIONS
AT&T

COMCAST

ELECTRIC AND GAS
DETROIT EDISON
1 Energy Plaza
Detroit, MI 48226
(800)477-4747

CONSUMERS ENERGY
1 Energy Plaza Drive
Jackson, MI 49201
Phone: (517) 788-0550

SUNOCO PIPELINE
(888) 786-3260

UTILITY COMPANIES GOVERNING AGENCIES

SCHEDULE B - SECTION II:

THIS ALTA/ACSM SURVEY IS EXECUTED HEREON PER TITLE COMMITMENT

PROVIDED BY FIDELITY NATIONAL TITLE INSURANCE COMPANY, FOR THE

PROPOSED INSURED ,

THE POLICY OR POLICIES TO BE ISSUED WILL CONTAIN EXCEPTIONS TO THE

FOLLOWING UNLESS THE SAME ARE DISPOSED OF TO THE SATISFACTION OF

THE COMPANY:

COMMITMENT NO.: N-109660

EFFECTIVE DATE: AUGUST 3, 2015 at 8:00 am

5. Easement for electric light and power in favor of The Detroit Edison Company, which

is recited in Agreement recorded in Liber 3 of Miscellaneous Records, Page 365.

- Does affect, blanket.

6. Terms, conditions and provisions which are recited in Determination of Necessity to

Take Land recorded in Liber 23 of Miscellaneous Records, Page 64.

- Does not affect

7. Terms, conditions and provisions which are recited in Corrective Action Notice to

Register of Deeds recorded in Liber 18382, Page 687.

- Does affect, blanket

8. Covenants, conditions and restrictions, but omitting any covenants or restrictions, if

any, based upon race, color, religion, sex, sexual orientation, familial status, marital

status, disability, handicap, national origin, ancestry, source of income, gender,

gender identity, gender expression, medical condition or genetic information, as set

forth in applicable state or federal laws, except to the extent that said covenant or

restriction is permitted by applicable law as contained in instrument recorded in Liber

811, Page 1.

- Subject parcel is not specifically cited although the restriction is for the Norwood 

Estates Subdivision of which the subject parcel is part of.

THIS ALTA/ACSM SURVEY IS EXECUTED HEREON PER TITLE COMMITMENT

PROVIDED BY FIDELITY NATIONAL TITLE INSURANCE COMPANY, FOR THE

PROPOSED INSURED SPEEDWAY LLC,

THE POLICY OR POLICIES TO BE ISSUED WILL CONTAIN EXCEPTIONS TO THE

FOLLOWING UNLESS THE SAME ARE DISPOSED OF TO THE SATISFACTION OF

THE COMPANY:

COMMITMENT NO.: N-109659

EFFECTIVE DATE: AUGUST 3, 2015 at 8:00 am

5. Covenants, conditions and restrictions, but omitting any covenants or restrictions, if

any, based upon race, color, religion, sex, sexual orientation, familial status, marital

status, disability, handicap, national origin, ancestry, source of income, gender,

gender identity, gender expression, medical condition or genetic information, as set

forth in applicable state or federal laws, except to the extent that said covenant or

restriction is permitted by applicable law as contained in instrument recorded in Liber

517, Page 405 and in Liber 1819, Page 172.

- Does affect, blanket.

6. Agreement in favor of The Detroit Edison Company for easement for electric light

and power, including the necessary poles, towers, wires and fixtures, as recorded in

Liber 3 of Miscellaneous Records, Page 365.

- Does affect, blanket.

TO: SPEEDWAY LLC, ROYAL OAK EQUITY PARTNERS, LLC AND FIDELITY NATIONAL TITLE INSURANCE COMPANY
IT'S SUCCESSORS AND/OR ASSIGNS AS THEIR RESPECTIVE INTEREST MAY APPEAR.

THIS IS TO CERTIFY THAT THIS MAP OR PLAT AND THE SURVEY ON WHICH IT IS BASED WERE MADE IN
ACCORDANCE WITH THE 2011 MINIMUM STANDARD DETAIL REQUIREMENTS FOR ALTA/ACSM LAND TITLE
SURVEYS, JOINTLY ESTABLISHED AND ADOPTED BY ALTA AND NSPS, AND INCLUDES ITEMS 1-5, 6(a),7(a)(b), 8,
11(b), 13, 14, 16 and 18 OF TABLE A THEREOF. THE FIELD WORK WAS COMPLETED IN SEPTEMBER 2015

DATE OF PLAT OR MAP: NOVEMBER 22, 2015

SIGNED                                                                                   DATE                           .
ROBERT MATKO
MI P.S. # 54056
MATKO@CESOINC.COM

SURVEYOR'S CERTIFICATION:

Attachment 1



OHL

OHL OHL OHL OHL OHL

OHL

OHL
OHL

OHL

OHL

OHL

OHL

OH
L

OHL

OHL

OHL

OHL

OHL

OHL

OHL

969
685.07
BS CHK 932-4

XX
X

X

X

X

X

W

W

W

WW

W
W

W
W

W
W

W
W

G G

W
W

W

G

G

G

G

G

G

G G G G G

W

canopy limits

canopy limits

asphalt pavement

ca
no

py
 lim

its

ca
no

py
 lim

its

asphalt pavement

1-story concrete
block building

fin. floor = 684.30

building height = 15'

asphalt pavement with concrete curb & gutter

asphalt pavement with concrete curb & gutter

3' 
hig

h 
co

nc
re

te
 w

all

asphalt pavement

asphalt pavement

3' 
hig

h 
co

nc
re

te
 w

all

1-story concrete
block building

fin. floor = 684.7'

co
nc

re
te

 w
alk

co
nc

re
te

 w
alk

co
nc

re
te

 w
alk

as
ph

alt
 p

av
em

en
t w

ith
 co

nc
re

te
 cu

rb

1-story concrete
block building

fin. floor = 684.7+/-

concrete pavement

concrete pavement

concrete pavement

concrete pavement

concrete walk
concrete apron

6' 
wo

od
 fe

nc
e

6' wood fence

4' chain link fence

6' 
hig

h
co

nc
re

te
 w

all

concrete pavement

6' 
hig

h 
co

nc
re

te
 w

all

1-story brick house
fin. floor = 688 +/-

1-story frame
garage

fin. floor =
686.3 +/-

concrete
porch

br
ick

 w
alk

conc. walk

brick walk

brick
patio

concrete drive
WWWWWWWWWW

W

W

W

W

W

W

W

W

W

W

W

W

W

W

asphalt pavement

asphalt pavement

STM
STM

STM
STM

STM
STM

STM
STM

STM
STM

STM
STM

STM

ST
M

ST
M

STM

STMSTMSTMSTMSTMSTMSTMSTMSTMSTMSTM
STM

STM

ST
M

ST
M

ST
M

ST
M

ST
M

ST
M

ST
M

ST
M

ST
M

ST
M

STM STM

STM

ST
M

ST
M

ST
M

ST
M

ST
M

ST
M

ST
M

ST
M

ST
M

ST
M

ST
M

ST
M

ST
M

ST
M

ST
M

G G G

G
G

G

UGT

UG
T

UG
T

684

685

686

685

68
5

68
5

685 68
5

684

686

686

68
2

682

683

684

68
4

685

684

683

683

683

682
683

683

LOT 14

LOT 1

LOT 2

S
o
p
h
i
e
 
P

i
n
t
e
r
 
S

u
b
d
i
v
i
s
i
o
n

 
-
 
L
i
b
e
r
 
8
8
,
 
P

a
g
e
 
2
3

LOT 1

LOT 2

Piotr Kijek & Boguslawa Kijek

Liber 36777, Page 897

Charles G. Javizian & Patricia R. Javizian

Liber 44053, Page 92

Antwan Depaul

Liber 43181, Page 257

Part of

LOT 13

Norwood Estates

Liber 13, Page 31

Royal Oak Equity Partners LLC

Liber 33852, Page 580

LOT 15

90°
05'0

0"

Rec. 
& Usd.

791

808

566

630

635

1077

1093

1166

1255

1281

1374

1408

1479

1780

1827

1883

1951

1779

788

1791

71.00' Rec. & Usd.71.00' Rec. & USd.70.11' Calc. & Usd.

42.0'

7.3
'

18.0'

7.4
'

18.1'

7.3
'

18.0'

47
.9'

95.9'

69
.9'

49.1'
29

.0'

49.0'

34
.3'

38.1'

28
.8'

21.6'

5.6
'

16.5'

21
.2'

20.7'

21
.2'

21.0'

65
.0'

41.1'

19
.5'

29.0'

45
.7'

30.9' 14.9' 8.3' 16.1' 1.0'

6' high concrete wall

pump
island

pump
island

pump
island

pump
island

pump
island

Mercury Petroleum LLC

(N.K.A. Speedway LLC)

Liber 21218, Page 460

concrete walk

co
nc

re
te

 w
alk

concrete walk

asphalt pavement

r
i
g
h
t
-
o
f
-
w

a
y

r
i
g
h
t
-
o
f
-
w

a
y

Hi
llc

re
st 

Av
e.

  (
50

')  
(p

ub
lic

)

right-of-way

right-of-way

r
i
g

h

t
-
o

f
-
w

a

y

r
i
g

h

t
-
o

f
-
w

a

y

accessaccess

access

access

1" Iron Pipe

Fnd. & Usd.

1" Iron Pipe

Fnd. & Usd.

1" Iron Pipe

Fnd. & Usd.

1" Iron Pipe Fnd.

N 0°41'00" E, 0.60'

5/8" Iron Pin Fnd. Bent

N 20°28'42" E, 0.54'

5/8" Iron Pin

Fnd. & Usd.

Monument Box

Unable to Open

gate

69.1

34.9

1.9

0.5

5.1
69.6

0.7

0.3
0.6

5.7

25.1

6.1

2.8

89°55'00"

Rec. & Usd.

50
.03

' O
bs

. (5
0.0

0' 
Re

c.)
N 0

° 4
1' 

00
" E

N 0
° 4

1' 
00

" E
 (B

as
is o

f B
ea

rin
gs

 - L
ibe

r 1
3, 

Pa
ge

 31
)

50
.00

' R
ec

. &
 Us

d.

110.00' Rec. & Usd.

110.00' Rec. & Usd.

N 89° 24' 00" W

S 89° 24' 00" E

S 0
° 4

1' 
00

" W
50

.00
' R

ec
. &

 Us
d.

15
0.0

0' 
Re

c. 
& U

sd
.

S 89° 24' 00" E

71.00'59.00'

15
0.0

0' 
Re

c. 
& U

sd
.

N 0
° 4

1' 
00

" E

S 0
° 4

1' 
00

" W
50

.00
'

212.11'

101.72' Calc. & Usd.

100.89'N 89° 24' 00" W

20.00'

???

683.17

685.45
685.06

684
.81

684.57
683

.89
682.98

685.73

686
.35

685.02

684.64

683.96

682.51

684.43

684
.58

684.86
683.77

683.24

682.29

???

684.70

683.80

683
.07

682.09

???
684.66

684.62

682
.70

682
.87

683.87

683.42
682.73

682.19
681.71

681.47

684.76

686
.19

686.30

685
.07

685.55

684.39

684.08

683.22
683.45

683.28

683.16682.49

683.24

683.93

684.60

683.94
684.13

684.24
684.40

684.80

682.87

10
.0

5.8

681.77

S.   Crooks   Road     (width varies)     (public)

W.   14   Mile   Road     (width varies)     (public)

N. Crooks Road

20
0.0

0'

N 89° 24' 00" W

29
.1'

MIXED USE 2 ZONING

ONE FAMILY RESIDENTIAL ZONING

ON
E 

FA
M

IL
Y 

RE
SI

DE
NT

IA
L 

ZO
NI

NG

M
IX

ED
 U

SE
 2

 Z
ON

IN
G

95.11' Rec.
25.00' Rec. & Usd.

14.45'
Rec. & Usd.

85.79'
N 6° 01' 11" W

N 89° 24' 00" W
14.45'

50.86' Calc.
S 9° 57' 28" E

S 89° 24' 00" E

S 9° 57' 28" E

Parcel Contains:
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STRUCTURE SCHEDULE

** indicates per record information

# TYPE = RIM ELEV INV/SIZE/TYPE/DIRECTION = ELEV

1093 CATCH BASIN ROUND = 682.21

INV 12IN CLAY E = 677.63

1255 INLET BASIN = 681.45

NO INFO

1408 MANHOLE = 681.72

INV 18IN E = 674.82 **

1951 MANHOLE = 683.27

INV 18IN W = 674.22 **

1952 MANHOLE = 684.98

INV 12IN CLAY E = 678.70

INV 12IN CLAY W = 677.66

INV 36IN RCP S = 672.90

INV 36IN RCP N = 672.82

1953 MANHOLE = 684.54

INV 12IN CLAY W = 679.64

1954 MANHOLE = 684.50

INV 12IN CLAY E = 679.10

1780 MANHOLE = 683.00

INV 36IN W = 670.32 **

1779 INLET BASIN = 683.03

NO INFO

1827 INLET BASIN = 681.69

NO INFO

1883 INLET BASIN = 681.60

NO INFO

566 MANHOLE = 683.06

INV 12IN CLAY N = 675.44

INV 12IN CLAY S = 675.34

1077 UNKNOWN TYPE MANHOLE = 682.84

NO INFO

1166 UNKNOWN TYPE MANHOLE = 683.28

NO INFO

1374 UNKNOWN TYPE MANHOLE = 683.59

NO INFO

1479 UNKNOWN TYPE MANHOLE = 684.32

NO INFO

791 MANHOLE = 683.07

BOT = 678.61 (FULL WATER)

808 MAHOLE = 683.04

INV 12IN CLAY W = 676.80

630 MANHOLE = 683.52

(FULL WATER)

635 MANHOLE = 683.54

INV 8IN CLAY E = 679.76

INV 8IN PVC N = 679.74

1281 MANHOLE = 682.61

(FULL WATER)

W:\PROJECTS\SPEEDWAY\_CIVIL\751682-ROYAL OAK, MI_#8841\04-SURVEY\PLAN\751682 SPEEDWAY-ROYAL OAK #8841.DWG - 11/27/2015 11:26 AM

OF

CHECKED:

DRAWN:

DESIGN:

SHEET NO.:

JOB NO.:

SCALE: DATE:

ALTA/ACSM LAND TITLE SURVEY

SPEEDWAY LLC - STORE #8841

4727 CROOKS ROAD

ROYAL OAK, MI 48073 OAKLAND COUNTY, MI

1" = 20' November 27, 2015

swc

na

jba

751682

2 2

GRAPHIC SCALE (IN FEET)

20 20 400

ALTA/ACSM LAND TITLE SURVEY

SPEEDWAY STORE #8841 - 4727 CROOKS ROAD

CONTAINING 0.6577 TOTAL ACRES OF LAND

SECTION 5, TOWNSHIP 1 NORTH, RANGE 11 EAST

 ROYAL OAK TOWNSHIP, OAKLAND COUNTY, MICHIGAN

LEGEND

Power / Telephone Pole

Power Pole

Water Valve

Stump

Clean Out

Hydrant

Sanitary Manhole

Sign

Bollard

Gas Valve

Guy Wire

Catchbasin

Electric Meter

Storm Inlet Basin

Mail Box

Gas Meter

Air Conditioner

Unknown Valve

Telephone Manhole

Signal Pole

# # # #
Structure Number

Downspout

Traffic Control Box

Electric Box (access)

- Drill Hole Set

Obs. (O) - Observed

Calc. (C) - Calculated

Rec. (R) - DeedMsd. (M) - Measured

Usd. (U) - Used

Fnd. (F) - Found

SURVEY LEGEND

- 5/8" Iron Pin Set w/cap CESO, Inc

- Iron Pin Found & Described

- Iron Pipe Found & Described

- Monument Fnd. & Usd.

Monitoring Well

BENCHMARKS

BM-1: Top  nut on hydrant = 686.93

BM-2: Top  nut on hydrant = 686.37

BM-3: Top  nut on hydrant = 684.32

BM-4: Top  nut on hydrant = 686.83
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Community Development Department 
Planning Division 

211 South Williams Street 
Royal Oak, MI 48067 

 
Professional Planning and Legal Services 

Amending the Sign Ordinance 
 
January 13, 2016 
 
The Honorable Mayor Ellison and 
Members of the City Commission: 
 
On October 19, 2015, the city commission directed and authorized staff to engage planning 
and/or legal consultants with suitable experience drafting sign regulations to assist in the review 
of the city’s sign ordinance (chapter 607) for necessary revisions due to the U.S. Supreme 
Court’s ruling in Reed v. Town of Gilbert, Arizona. 
 
The planning division solicited proposals from consultants to provide these services (RFP-SBP-
RO-16-016). A copy of the request-for-proposals is attached (Attachment 1). Four bids from 
three planning firms and one law firm were submitted and evaluated as shown in the table 
below. 
 

Firm Bid Amount

Clear Zoning $ 11,900
Johnson, Rosati, Schultz, Joppich $ 7,500
McKenna Associates $ 10,000
Rowe Professional Services Co. $ 8,531

 
The planning division recommends that the law firm of Johnson, Rosati, Schultz, & Joppich, PC 
be selected to provide professional planning and legal services for amending the city’s sign 
ordinance at the not-to-exceed fee for all required services of $ 7,500. A copy of their proposal 
is attached (Attachment 2). 
 
If the city commission is in agreement, the following resolution is recommended for approval: 
 

Be it resolved, the mayor and city clerk are authorized to execute a professional 
planning and legal services contract with Johnson, Rosati, Schultz, & Joppich, 
PC to provide professional planning and legal services for amending the city’s 
sign ordinance as outlined in the request-for-proposals dated November 16, 2015 
(RFP-SBP-RO-16-016), and directs staff to issue a purchase order in the amount 
of $ 7,500.00. 

 
Respectfully submitted, 
Timothy E. Thwing 
Director of Community Development 
 
Approved, 
 
 
 
Donald E. Johnson 
City Manager 
 
2 Attachments 



Finance Department 
211 South Williams Street 

Royal Oak, MI 48067 
248.246.3030 

 
 

 

CITY OF ROYAL OAK, MICHIGAN 
REQUEST FOR PROPOSALS 
Planning & Zoning Services 

Sign Ordinance Amendments 
RFP-SBP-RO-16-016 

 
Sealed proposals for the Request-for-Proposals for Planning and Zoning Services, Sign Ordinance 
Amendments, will be received by the City of Royal Oak up to 11:00 a.m. EST on Friday, December 11, 
2015, at which time they will be publicly opened and read at the Royal Oak City Hall, City 
Commission chambers (third floor, room 315), located at 211 South Williams Street, Royal Oak, 
Michigan 48067. 
 
Please mark sealed envelopes “RFP-SBP-RO-16-016, Planning & Zoning Services, Sign Ordinance 
Amendments” on the lower left hand corner. In addition, if the proposal is to be express mailed, 
“Proposal Documents Enclosed DO NOT OPEN” must be conspicuously marked on the package. 
Faxed or e-mailed proposals will not be considered or accepted. 
 
The City of Royal Oak reserves the right to reject any or all proposals, to waive any informality in the 
proposal received, and to accept any proposal or part thereof, which it shall deem to be most favorable to 
the interests of the city. In case of an error in the extension of prices in the proposal or other arithmetical 
error, the unit prices will govern. 
 
FURTHER INSTRUCTIONS TO BIDDERS 
 
1. Any and all proposals must be delivered to the City of Royal Oak, 211 South Williams Street, 

Royal Oak, Michigan 48068, Attention: Finance Department, Room 301. The proposal shall be 
legibly prepared in ink or typed. Erasures or alterations must be initialed by the bidder. 

 
2. The bidder shall assume full responsibility for delivery of proposals prior to the appointed hour for 

opening and shall assume the risk of late delivery or non-delivery regardless of the manner employed 
for the transmission thereof. Proposals shall be accepted by the Finance Department at any time 
during the normal course of business only, said hours being 8:00 a.m. to 4:30 p.m., Monday through 
Thursday, and 8:00 a.m. to 12:00 p.m. on Friday, except legal holidays. A bidder may withdraw their 
proposal response by written request at any time prior to the scheduled proposal opening. Any 
proposal received after the scheduled opening time will not be accepted and will be returned. No 
proposal may be withdrawn, changed or modified in any way for a period of sixty (60) calendar days 
from the date of the proposal opening. 

 
3. Municipalities are exempt from Michigan state sales and Federal excise taxes. Do not include such 

taxes in the proposal figure. The city will furnish the successful bidder with tax exception certificates 
upon request. 

 
4. The total price quoted by the bidder must be the total cost delivered to the location(s). All goods are 

to be shipped F.O.B. Shipments sent C.O.D. without the City of Royal Oak’s consent will not be 
accepted and will, at the contractor’s risk and expense, be returned. Unauthorized shipments are 
subject to rejection and returned at the contractor’s expense. 

 
5. The bidder by execution of the proposal thereby declares that the proposal is made without collusion 

with any other person, firm or corporation making any other proposal, or who otherwise would make a 
proposal, and agrees to furnish all proposal items in strict accordance with all Federal regulatory 
measures. 
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6. All applicable Federal and State laws and rules and regulation over the project shall apply to the 
project contract throughout and will be deemed to be included in the contract herein written out in full. 

 
7. The completion date will be established with the contractor awarded the job. The contractor, its 

employees, and all subcontractors designated to work on-site at any time may be subject to a criminal 
history check that must be approved by the Police Department staff prior to working on site. 

 
8. Submission of a proposal will be construed as a conclusive presumption that the bidder is thoroughly 

familiar with the proposal and specifications and that he understands and agrees to abide by each 
and all of the stipulations and requirements contained therein. 

 
9. Vendor changes or alterations to proposal documents including specifications may result in a 

proposal being considered non-responsive. The only authorized vendor changes to a proposal 
document will be in the areas provided for a bidder’s response, including the “Exceptions” section of 
the proposal. If a change or alteration to the documents is undetected and the bidder is awarded a 
contract, the original terms, conditions, and specifications in the authorized version of the proposal 
document will be applicable during the term of the contract. The City of Royal Oak shall accept NO 
CHANGES to the proposal document made by the vendor unless those changes are set out in the 
“Exceptions” provision of the authorized version of the proposal document. It is the vendor’s 
responsibility to acquire knowledge of any changes, modifications or additions to the authorized 
version. If a proposal is awarded to a vendor who claims that it had no knowledge of changes, 
modifications or additions made by the City of Royal Oak to the authorized version of the proposal, 
and that vendor fails to accept the proposal award, the City of Royal Oak may pursue costs and 
expenses to re-bid the item from that vendor. The authorized version of the proposal document shall 
be that proposal document appearing on the Michigan Intergovernmental Trade Network (MITN) 
system with any amendments and updates. The City of Royal Oak officially distributes proposal 
documents from the Finance Department or through the MITN website. Copies of proposal 
documents obtained from any other source are not considered official copies. Only those vendors 
who obtain proposal documents from either the Finance Department or the MITN system are 
guaranteed access to receive addendum information, if such information is issued. If you obtained 
this document from a source other than the sources indicated, it is recommended that you register on 
the MITN website at www.mitn.info and obtain an official copy. 

 
10. Between the time of the formal opening of sealed proposals and the final proposal award, it shall be 

the responsibility of the bidders to request information they might need regarding such proposals. 
 
11. Bidders are required to submit complete and comprehensive data and descriptive literature covering 

the item proposed to be furnished. Vendors submitting alternative proposals must provide 
specifications documenting a product is equal to the specified proposal item. 

 
12. If your proposal is based on “one lot” pricing and is not to be broken up by item, you must indicate this 

on the proposal under exceptions. 
 
13. To the fullest extent permitted by law, the successful bidder agrees to defend, pay on behalf of, 

indemnify, and hold harmless the City of Royal Oak, its elected and appointed officials, employees 
and volunteers and others working on behalf of the City of Royal Oak against any and all claims, 
demands, suits, or loss, including all costs connected therewith, and for any damages which may be 
asserted, claimed or recovered against or from the City of Royal Oak, its elected and appointed 
officials, employees, volunteers or others working on behalf of the City of Royal Oak, by reason of 
personal injury, including bodily injury or death and/or property damage, including loss of use thereof, 
which arises out of or is in any way connected or associated with this contract.  

 
14. A successful bidder does agree to furnish the bidder’s standard insurance certificate showing 

coverage for bodily injury and property damage and worker’s compensation to the Finance 
Department within forty-eight (48) hours of the final proposal award. 
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15. Prior to furnishing the requested products and services, it shall be the responsibility of the awarded 
vendor to obtain all licenses and permits required to complete this contractual service, at no cost to 
the City of Royal Oak. These licenses and permits shall be readily available for review by the city. 

 
16. When applicable, contractor must furnish material safety data sheets for their products. 
 
17. The City of Royal Oak reserves the right to terminate the contract without penalty upon thirty (30) 

days written notice, due to poor performance or for reasons deemed to be in its best interest. The City 
of Royal Oak reserves the right to re-award the contract to the second most qualified vendor, re-
propose, re-quote or re-bid the contract or do whatever is deemed to be in its best interest. 

 
18. Entities in bankruptcy or receivership cannot respond to the Request-for-Proposals. Responding 

entities must disclose if the responding entity (or parent company) is in bankruptcy / receivership or 
contemplating bankruptcy / receivership. Should it later be determined that an award was given to an 
entity in bankruptcy or receivership then the city has authority to terminate the agreement / contract. 

 
19. All documents and correspondence submitted to the City of Royal Oak becomes the property of the 

City of Royal Oak and is subject to disclosure under the “Freedom of Information Act.” This Act 
provides for the complete disclosure of contracts and attachments. 

 
20. By mutual written agreement this proposal may be extended for successive one (1) year periods prior 

to the expiration of the then-current term. 
 
21. One (1) hard copy and one (1) electronic copy in PDF form on a CD or USB device shall be 

submitted at the time of the proposal. 
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CITY OF ROYAL OAK, MICHIGAN 
REQUEST FOR PROPOSALS 
Planning & Zoning Services 

Sign Ordinance Amendments 
RFP-SBP-RO-16-016 

 
PROJECT DESCRIPTION 
 
The City of Royal Oak is seeking qualified planning and zoning consultants to amend the city’s Sign 
Ordinance (Chapter 607, Signs, of the Code for the City of Royal Oak). The current Sign Ordinance can 
be viewed at http://ecode360.com/8262159. The city is interested in amending its Sign Ordinance in 
response to the U.S. Supreme Court’s ruling in Reed v. Town of Gilbert, Arizona. The city desires to 
identify all portions of its existing Sign Ordinance that may be in conflict with this ruling and other court 
precedents, and then amend the ordinance accordingly. 
 
SCOPE OF SERVICES 
 
The work to be performed by the planning and/or zoning firm shall include, but not be limited to, the 
following services: 
 
1. Review the existing Sign Ordinance and drafts of amendments previously prepared by staff. 

 
2. Identify regulations within the existing Sign Ordinance that conflict with the Reed v. Gilbert ruling and 

any other applicable court decisions. 
 

3. Identify regulations within the existing Sign Ordinance that could be improved to better meet the 
stated intents and purposes of the ordinance, including any graphics. 
 

4. Review all findings with city staff (one to two meetings). 
 

5. Prepare an amended Sign Ordinance to address those findings specifically identified by staff. 
 

6. Submit an amended Sign Ordinance draft in Word format for review and comment by staff. 
 

7. Review the amended Sign Ordinance draft with staff and revise accordingly (one to two meetings). 
 

8. Present an amended Sign Ordinance draft to the Planning Commission for review and comment, and 
revise if necessary (one meeting). 
 

9. Present an amended Sign Ordinance to the City Commission for first reading (one meeting). 
 
SELECTION TIMETABLE 
 
November 16, 2015 Release of RFP 
December 7, 2015 @ 12:00 p.m. Last Date for Questions 
December 11, 2015 @ 11:00 a.m. RFP Deadline / Bid Opening 
December 14, 2015 to December 16, 2015 Anticipated Dates of Interviews (optional) 
January 4, 2016 Anticipated Date of Contract Award 
 
CONTENT OF RFP RESPONSE 
 
Each responder shall provide the items referenced below. 
 
• The firm or company name (assumed and legal name), mailing address, and tax identification 

number. 
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• A summary statement which demonstrates a clear understanding of the city’s objective and how the 
firm or company expects to address the objective. 

• An authorized signature for the proposal. 
• A main point of contact or project manager, including their title, mailing address, e-mail address, 

telephone number. 
• The roles, responsibilities, and hourly rates of the individuals who will be directly involved in the team 

to be utilized on the project, including any outside consultants, to the extent these are known. 
• Résumés and background information on the individuals who will be directly involved in the team to 

be utilized on the project that demonstrates their previous experience in undertaking similar projects. 
• The estimated number of hours for each project member. 
• An estimated timetable or schedule. 
• A not-to-exceed price for all services required, including a detailed itemization for costs of all tasks to 

be performed that are identified in the scope of services. 
• References of officials or contacts for similar projects completed by the firm or company, including 

their role, current telephone numbers, and e-mail addresses. 
• Samples of sign ordinances or sign ordinance amendments prepared by the firm or company. 
• A valid response date. 
• A copy of the proposed contract / agreement with the city. 
 
EVALUATION PROCEDURE 
 
A. Review of Proposals 

 
The city will review the proposals based on each of the criteria described in section B of the 
evaluation procedures. Individuals will then convene to review and discuss these evaluations and 
make their decision. 

 
B. Evaluation Criteria 

 
Proposals will be evaluated using the following criteria. Firms meeting the mandatory criteria will have 
their proposals considered. The following represent the principal selection criteria which will be 
considered during the evaluation process. The decisions and opinions of the city regarding proposal 
evaluations are final and cannot be appealed. 
 
• Fee structure – the firm’s identified fee structure. 
• Experience and expertise – the firm’s past experience and performance on comparable projects; 

the quality of the firm’s professional personnel to be assigned to the project. 
• Methodology – the firm’s methodology to implement the project. 
• Project schedule – the firm’s estimated schedule to complete all work described in Scope of 

Services. 
 

C. Right to Reject Proposals 
 
Submission of a proposal indicates acceptance by the firm(s) of the conditions contained in this 
request-for-proposals unless clearly and specifically noted in the proposal submitted and confirmed in 
the contract between the City of Royal Oak and the firm(s) selected. The City of Royal Oak reserves 
the right without prejudice to reject any or all proposals. 

 
CONTACT PERSON 
 
Douglas A. Hedges, AICP, PCP, City Planner II E-mail: dough@romi.gov 
City of Royal Oak Phone: (248) 246-3280 
Planning Division / Community Development Department Fax: (248) 246-3005 
211 S. Williams St. / P.O. Box 64 
Royal Oak MI 48068 
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CITY OF ROYAL OAK, MICHIGAN 
REQUEST FOR PROPOSALS 
Planning & Zoning Services 

Sign Ordinance Amendments 
RFP-SBP-RO-16-016 

 
METHOD OF AWARD 
 
The recommendation to award will be based on the lowest total proposal meeting specifications, or in any 
manner deemed to be in the best interest of the city. Previous experience and performance may be a 
factor in making the award. 
 
NON-DISCRIMINATION CLAUSE 
 
In the performance of any contract or purchase order resulting wherefrom, the contractor agrees to obey 
and abide by all the laws of the State of Michigan relating to the employment of labor and public work, 
and all ordinances and requirements of the city regulating or applying to public improvements. 
Furthermore, the contractor agrees not to discriminate against any employee or applicant for 
employment, to be employed in the performance of this contract or purchase order, with respect to his or 
her hire, tenure, terms, conditions or privileges or employment because of religion, race, color, national 
origin, ancestry, age, sex, height, weight, marital status, or physical or mental disability except when said 
disability prevents such individual from performing the essential job functions, and the disability cannot be 
reasonably accommodated. The contractor further agrees that every subcontract entered into for the 
performance of this contract or purchase order will contain a provision requiring nondiscrimination in 
employment, as herein specified, binding upon each subcontractor. Breach of this covenant may be 
regarded as a material breach of the contract or purchase order. 
 
ETHICS POLICY 
 
Gratuities. It shall be unethical for any person to offer, give, or agree to give any city employee or former 
city employee, or for any city employee or former city employee to solicit, demand, accept, or agree to 
accept from another person, a gratuity or an offer of employment from another person, a gratuity or an 
offer of employment in connection with any decision, approval, disapproval, recommendation, or 
preparation of any part of a program requirement or a purchase request, influencing the content of any 
specification or procurement standard, rendering of advice, investigation, auditing, or in any other 
advisory capacity in any proceeding or application, request for ruling, determination, claim or controversy, 
or other particular matter, pertaining to any program requirement or a contract or subcontract, or to any 
solicitation or proposal therefore.  
 
Kickbacks. It shall be unethical for any payment, gratuity, or offer of employment to be made by or on 
behalf of a subcontractor under a contract to the prime contractor or higher tier subcontractor or any 
person associated therewith, as an inducement for the award of a subcontract or order. 
 
ADA COMPLIANCE 
 
The City of Royal Oak will provide necessary, reasonable auxiliary aids and services, and provide 
assistance in filling out forms, to individuals with disabilities when doing business with the City of Royal 
Oak. Individuals with disabilities requiring such auxiliary aids or services should contact the City of Royal 
Oak by writing or calling the following: Mary Jo DiPaolo, PO Box 64, Royal Oak, Michigan 48068, (248) 
246-3070, or TDD (248) 246-1010. 
 
SUBCONTRACTORS 
 
If subcontractors are to be utilized, a listing of each subcontractor must be provided as part of the 
business plan submitted to the city. 
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QUALIFICATION OF PROPOSERS 
 
The proposer may be required before the award of any contract to show to the complete satisfaction to 
the City of Royal Oak that it has the necessary facilities, abilities, and financial resources to provide the 
services specified herein. The proposer may also be required to give a past history in order to satisfy the 
City of Royal Oak in regard to the proposer’s qualifications. The City of Royal Oak may make reasonable 
investigations deemed necessary and proper to determine the ability of the proposer to perform the work, 
and the bidder shall furnish to the City of Royal Oak all information for this purpose that may be 
requested. 
 
RIGHT TO REJECT / RETAIN PROPOSALS 
 
The City of Royal Oak reserves the right without prejudice to reject any or all proposals. The city reserves 
the right to retain all proposals submitted and use any idea in a proposal regardless of whether that 
proposal is selected. Submission of a proposal indicates acceptance by the firm(s) of the conditions 
contained in this request for proposals unless clearly and specifically noted in the proposal submitted and 
confirmed in the contract between the City of Royal Oak and the firm(s) selected. 
 
SUBLEASE OR ASSIGN 
 
The lessee may not sublease or assign their contract rights to any other party except with the prior written 
approval of the City of Royal Oak. 
 
RESPONSES TO QUESTIONS 
 
A firm may submit written questions in order to clarify any matters relating to this RFP. The firms 
question(s) and the city’s answer(s) will become part of the public record and will be shared with all other 
firms to whom the RFP has been provided. Please contact Doug Hedges, City Planner, at (248) 246-3280 
with any questions regarding specifications. 
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CITY OF ROYAL OAK, MICHIGAN 
REQUEST FOR PROPOSALS 
Planning & Zoning Services 

Sign Ordinance Amendments 
RFP-SBP-RO-16-016 

 
Cost proposals shall include all anticipated costs for services including, but not limited to external costs 
(research, travel, etc.), and shall include a not-to-exceed fee total for the proposed Planning and Zoning 
services. 
 
Please attach a detailed itemization of all costs for work in the Scope of Services and deliverables. 
 
 
 
 
NOT-TO-EXCEED FEE TOTAL FOR PLANNING & ZONING SERVICES: 
 
 
 
 
$   
 
 
 
 
If any additional services are proposed by your company, please outline these and their costs as separate 
from those services originally requested. 
 
ADDITIONAL PROPOSED SERVICES: 
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CITY OF ROYAL OAK, MICHIGAN 
REQUEST FOR PROPOSALS 
Planning & Zoning Services 

Sign Ordinance Amendments 
RFP-SBP-RO-16-016 

 
 
TO: FINANCE DEPARTMENT, CITY OF ROYAL OAK, MICHIGAN 
 
 
The undersigned hereby offers to furnish to the City of Royal Oak all materials and/or services at the 
prices quoted in conformance with the city’s specifications described herein. 
 
The firm certifies that this proposal is in complete compliance with all specifications except as specifically 
listed on the following lines (use additional sheet if necessary): 
 
  

  

  

  

  

 
 
Proposal firm for:   (90 day minimum length of time) 
 
 
LEGAL IDENTIFICATION 
 
 
Name of Company:   

Company Address:   

  

Phone:   Fax:   E-mail:   

Proposal Prepared By:   
(Type or Print Name of Individual) (Title) 

Authorized Signature:   

Date Submitted:   
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RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR PROPOSALS 
 

CITY OF ROYAL OAK 
 

PLANNING & ZONING SERVICES 
SIGN ORDINANCE AMENDMENTS 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
Submitted By: 
 
Johnson Rosati Schultz & Joppich PC 
27555 Executive Drive, Suite 250 
Farmington Hills, MI  48331 
Phone:  (248) 489-4100 
Fax: (248) 489-1726 
Website:  www.jrsjlaw.com 

 
December 11, 2015 
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Community Development Department 
Planning Division 

211 South Williams Street 
Royal Oak, MI 48067 

 
 

Professional Planning and Engineering Services 
for Main Street Road Diet Pilot Project 

 
January 13, 2015 
 
The Honorable Mayor Ellison and 
Members of the City Commission: 
 
On October 19, 2015, the city commission directed staff to engage a traffic planning or 
engineering firm with suitable experience to prepare plans and specifications for a temporary 
road diet on Main Street. For background purposes, attached is the city commission letter 
without attachments from the October 19th meeting regarding the temporary Main Street road 
diet pilot project (Attachment 1). 
 
The planning division solicited proposals from consultants for designing a temporary road diet 
along Main Street with dedicated bike lanes on each side of the street (RFP-SBP-RO-16-017). 
A copy of the request-for-proposals is attached (Attachment 2). The RFP called for bidders to 
produce construction documents, written specifications, and final cost estimates. The city could 
then use those plans and specifications to install the road diet with city crews or request bids 
from qualified construction firms to complete the installation. 
 
Six bids from engineering and planning firms were submitted and evaluated as shown in the 
table below. 
 

Firm Bid Amounts 

 $ 17,500
Additional Services: 
 Construction Engineering $ 7,500

 Traffic Study $ 10,000

Anderson, Eckstein & Westrick 

 Signal Timing Review $ 4,000

Giffels-Webster  $ 12,274

 $ 13,194
Additional Services: 

Johnson & Anderson 

 Construction Engineering $ 4,888

 $ 18,500
Additional Services: 
 Bid Services $ 1,000

Rowe Professional Services Co. 

 Construction Engineering $ 10,000

Spalding DeDecker  $ 10,820

Wade-Trim Associates  $ 7,104
 
The planning division recommends that the firm of Wade-Trim Associates be selected to provide 
professional engineering and planning services for designing and installing a temporary road 



diet along Main Street at the not-to-exceed fee of $ 7,104. A copy of their proposal is attached 
(Attachment 3). 
 
The following resolution is recommended for approval: 
 

Be it resolved, the mayor and city clerk are authorized to execute a professional 
engineering and planning services contract with Wade-Trim Associates to 
prepare plans and specifications for a temporary road diet along Main Street as 
outlined in the request-for-proposals dated November 16, 2015 (RFP-SBP-RO-
16-017), and directs staff to issue a purchase order in the amount of $ 7,104.00. 

 
 
Respectfully submitted, 
Timothy E. Thwing 
Director of Community Development 
 
Approved, 
 
 
 
Donald E. Johnson 
City Manager 
 
3 Attachments 



Community Development Department 
Planning Division 

211 South Williams Street 
Royal Oak, MI 48067 

 
 

Main Street Road Diet Pilot Project 
 
October 9, 2015 
 
The Honorable Mayor Ellison and 
Members of the City Commission: 
 
At the August 3, 2015 regular meeting, the city commission discussed the possibility of a road 
diet for Main Street, converting its current four lanes into three for automobiles – two travel 
lanes and a center turn lane – and dedicated bicycle lanes on each side of the street. Staff was 
directed at the conclusion of that meeting to engage a firm to study safety improvements for 
Main Street for both motorists and pedestrians. 
 
The chapter on non-motorized transportation in the city’s 2012 master plan amendment 
recommends certain streets for possible road diets. All of Campbell Road and portions of 
Crooks Road, Main Street, and Rochester Road are suggested for further study to determine if 
they can accommodate road diets. The relevant pages from the master plan are attached 
(attachment 1). The master plan further states that not all of these streets may be suitable for 
road diets due to traffic volumes and other factors, and that alternative bike routes on parallel 
streets may need to be considered. 
 
Average daily traffic volumes (ADT) provide a useful approximation of whether a road diet is 
feasible. Recommended thresholds for a successful four-to-three lane road diet range from 
15,000 to 25,000 ADT. These limits are endorsed by both traffic consultants and highway 
authorities. Attached for background purposes are excerpts from the Federal Highway 
Administration’s brochure “Road Diet Informational Guide” on determining feasibility for road 
diets (attachment 2), and the recommendations on complete streets from Designing Walkable 
Urban Thoroughfares: A Context Sensitive Approach,  a handbook published by the Institute of 
Transportation Engineers and Congress of New Urbanism (attachment 3). 
 
Cities where successful road diets are 
being implemented – Pasadena, Seattle, 
and even Lansing – have used these 
maximum traffic volume limits. The figure 
to the right is the modeling flow chart used 
by Seattle in determining if a road diet from 
four or five lanes to three is suitable for any 
given street. Those with traffic volumes of 
more than 25,000 ADT are not considered 
suitable for road diets. Pasadena has a 
cap of 15,000 ADT for road diets while 
Lansing uses 18,000 ADT. Royal Oak’s 
master plan suggests a threshold of 
20,000 ADT over which a four-to-three 
lane road diet is not recommended.  
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Most sections of Main Street currently have traffic volumes that are already at or above 20,000 
ADT based on vehicle counts taken by the Engineering Division in 2007. Traffic volumes have 
most likely not decreased significantly since then. This suggests that Main Street may not meet 
generally accepted criteria for a road diet. A new traffic study may verify this but it wouldn’t 
provide any additional information that is not already available. Even if a new traffic study 
confirms that Main Street is not a good candidate for a road diet, it will most likely not satisfy 
public enthusiasm and demand for more bicycle and pedestrian infrastructure on Main Street 
and other major thoroughfares. 
 
Staff therefore recommends an alternative to the requested traffic study as a pilot project: 
installation of a temporary road diet along Main Street with dedicated bike lanes on each side. 
This temporary project could be installed next spring and within a few weeks it should be 
evident whether it works or if there are negative impacts such as increased automobile 
congestion that outweigh its benefits. If successful, the temporary infrastructure and lane 
markings could be made permanent or even extended further. Other streets could also be 
considered for similar treatment. If it doesn’t work, then the temporary measures could be easily 
removed and the former traffic pattern re-established without great difficulty. 
 
Similar temporary methods have been used successfully by other cities to install not only bike 
lanes but pedestrian amenities and non-motorized infrastructure, most notably New York and 
Chicago. To avoid the costs of studies that may not address all of their issues, these cities 
simply re-striped streets with bike lanes and other features on a temporary basis. If they were 
successful and negative impacts minimal then the improvements were left in place. If they didn’t 
work or congestion rose to unreasonable levels then the temporary measures were removed. 
Attached is a presentation from the New York Department of Transportation highlighting many 
of the improvements they made (attachment 4). 
 
Anticipated costs for this pilot project should be significantly less than another traffic study. The 
largest expenditure would be for designing the actual road diet to be implemented. This would 
preferably be done by a private firm with expertise designing non-motorized infrastructure. Their 
experience would be beneficial and staff may not have sufficient time to prepare plans and 
specification due the number other on-going projects. The only remaining expenditures would 
be for re-striping lane markings and installing signs. Those tasks could be completed by either 
staff or a private contractor. 
 
Although the exact specifications have yet to be determined, staff would recommend certain 
patterns for a temporary road diet. The southern part of Main Street between the I-696 service 
drive and downtown currently has four lanes for automobile traffic and two on-street parking 
lanes. A left turn lane is also in place but only at the intersection of Lincoln Avenue and one 
block north of the service drive. These lanes could be converted into three lanes for automobiles 
(two travel lanes and a center turn lane), two on-street parking lanes, and dedicated 5-foot wide 
bike lanes on each side. 
 
It should be noted that a previously-approved project is scheduled to begin on May 1, 2016 to 
reconstruct South Main Street into a five lane configuration. A center turn lane would be 
provided the entire length of the street between the service drive and Lincoln Avenue. This 
project is being funded by a Federal grant that is predicated on installing a five lane 
configuration. If there is another configuration that is desired by the city commission that does 
not include five lanes then the city will forfeit the Federal grant. The city received a similar grant 
to fund the reconstruction of North Main Street from 11 Mile Road to Catalpa Drive. 
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The northern part of Main Street between the downtown and Catalpa Drive / Gardenia Avenue 
currently has four travel lanes, a center turn lane, and two on-street parking lanes. Since the 
center turn lane is already in place, the inside travel lanes could be converted into bike lanes 
without altering the existing lane patterns. With a typical width of 10 feet to 11 feet, the inside 
travel lanes are wide enough to accommodate not only 5-foot wide bike lanes but also painted 
buffer zones to separate them from adjacent automobile traffic. 
 
Another road diet method besides eliminating vehicle lanes involves keeping the existing 
number of lanes the same but narrowing their widths to provide enough space for bike lanes on 
each side. This method will not be feasible for Main Street because the existing lane widths are 
11 feet or less. There is not enough space to achieve 5 feet for bike lanes on each side of the 
street simply by narrowing the width of existing lanes on Main Street. 
 
Regardless of the specific design or pattern, staff recommends that no road diet be 
implemented on Main Street from Sixth Street to 11 Mile Road through the downtown. Traffic 
volumes are already too high and exiting lanes too narrow to recommend any reduction in either 
the number of lanes or lane widths. There are also parallel bicycle routes through the downtown 
with significantly less automobile traffic – Lafayette Avenue, Washington Avenue, and Troy 
Street – that are recommended as alternatives in the master plan. 
 
Any dedicated bike lanes that are placed on Main Street should instead transition into the 
recently-installed shared lane markings or “sharrows” through the downtown. Transition zones 
could be installed to move from dedicated bike lanes to shared lanes from Seventh Street and 
Sixth Street, and also between 11 Mile Road and University Avenue. 
 
Compared to another traffic study, the pilot project would be a more cost-effective means of 
determining if Main Street can accommodate a road diet and the answer would be readily 
apparent. It is uncertain that a traffic study would provide any more useful information than what 
is already known, and it will not definitively answer the primary question of whether a road diet 
will work or not. 
 
The following resolution is recommended: 
 
Be it resolved, that the city commission directs staff to engage a traffic planning and/or 
engineering firm with suitable experience designing non-motorized transportation infrastructure 
to prepare plans and specifications for a temporary road diet including dedicated bicycle lanes 
on Main Street from I-696 to Seventh Street and from 11 Mile Road to Catalpa Drive / Gardenia 
Avenue. 
 
Respectfully submitted, 
Timothy E. Thwing 
Director of Community Development 
 
Approved, 
 
 
Donald E. Johnson 
City Manager 
 
4 Attachments 
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Finance Department 
211 South Williams Street 

Royal Oak, MI 48067 
248.246.3030 

 
 

 

CITY OF ROYAL OAK, MICHIGAN 
REQUEST FOR PROPOSALS 

Engineering & Planning Services 
Main Street Road Diet Pilot Project 

RFP-SBP-RO-16-017 
 
Sealed proposals for the Request-for-Proposals for Engineering & Planning Services, Main Street Road 
Diet Pilot Project, will be received by the City of Royal Oak up to 10:00 a.m. EST on Friday, December 
11, 2015, at which time they will be publicly opened and read at the Royal Oak City Hall, City 
Commission chambers (third floor, room 315), located at 211 South Williams Street, Royal Oak, 
Michigan 48067. 
 
Please mark sealed envelopes “RFP-SBP-RO-16-017, Engineering & Planning Services, Main 
Street Road Diet Pilot Project” on the lower left hand corner. In addition, if the proposal is to be 
express mailed, “Proposal Documents Enclosed DO NOT OPEN” must be conspicuously marked 
on the package. Faxed or e-mailed proposals will not be considered or accepted. 
 
The City of Royal Oak reserves the right to reject any or all proposals, to waive any informality in the 
proposal received, and to accept any proposal or part thereof, which it shall deem to be most favorable to 
the interests of the city. In case of an error in the extension of prices in the proposal or other arithmetical 
error, the unit prices will govern. 
 
FURTHER INSTRUCTIONS TO BIDDERS 
 
1. Any and all proposals must be delivered to the City of Royal Oak, 211 South Williams Street, 

Royal Oak, Michigan 48068, Attention: Finance Department, Room 301. The proposal shall be 
legibly prepared in ink or typed. Erasures or alterations must be initialed by the bidder. 

 
2. The bidder shall assume full responsibility for delivery of proposals prior to the appointed hour for 

opening and shall assume the risk of late delivery or non-delivery regardless of the manner employed 
for the transmission thereof. Proposals shall be accepted by the Finance Department at any time 
during the normal course of business only, said hours being 8:00 a.m. to 4:30 p.m., Monday through 
Thursday, and 8:00 a.m. to 12:00 p.m. on Friday, except legal holidays. A bidder may withdraw their 
proposal response by written request at any time prior to the scheduled proposal opening. Any 
proposal received after the scheduled opening time will not be accepted and will be returned. No 
proposal may be withdrawn, changed or modified in any way for a period of sixty (60) calendar days 
from the date of the proposal opening. 

 
3. Municipalities are exempt from Michigan state sales and Federal excise taxes. Do not include such 

taxes in the proposal figure. The city will furnish the successful bidder with tax exception certificates 
upon request. 

 
4. The total price quoted by the bidder must be the total cost delivered to the location(s). All goods are 

to be shipped F.O.B. Shipments sent C.O.D. without the City of Royal Oak’s consent will not be 
accepted and will, at the contractor’s risk and expense, be returned. Unauthorized shipments are 
subject to rejection and returned at the contractor’s expense. 

 
5. The bidder by execution of the proposal thereby declares that the proposal is made without collusion 

with any other person, firm or corporation making any other proposal, or who otherwise would make a 
proposal, and agrees to furnish all proposal items in strict accordance with all Federal regulatory 
measures. 
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6. All applicable Federal and State laws and rules and regulation over the project shall apply to the 
project contract throughout and will be deemed to be included in the contract herein written out in full. 

 
7. The completion date will be established with the contractor awarded the job. The contractor, its 

employees, and all subcontractors designated to work on-site at any time may be subject to a criminal 
history check that must be approved by the Police Department staff prior to working on site. 

 
8. Submission of a proposal will be construed as a conclusive presumption that the bidder is thoroughly 

familiar with the proposal and specifications and that he understands and agrees to abide by each 
and all of the stipulations and requirements contained therein. 

 
9. Vendor changes or alterations to proposal documents including specifications may result in a 

proposal being considered non-responsive. The only authorized vendor changes to a proposal 
document will be in the areas provided for a bidder’s response, including the “Exceptions” section of 
the proposal. If a change or alteration to the documents is undetected and the bidder is awarded a 
contract, the original terms, conditions, and specifications in the authorized version of the proposal 
document will be applicable during the term of the contract. The City of Royal Oak shall accept NO 
CHANGES to the proposal document made by the vendor unless those changes are set out in the 
“Exceptions” provision of the authorized version of the proposal document. It is the vendor’s 
responsibility to acquire knowledge of any changes, modifications or additions to the authorized 
version. If a proposal is awarded to a vendor who claims that it had no knowledge of changes, 
modifications or additions made by the City of Royal Oak to the authorized version of the proposal, 
and that vendor fails to accept the proposal award, the City of Royal Oak may pursue costs and 
expenses to re-bid the item from that vendor. The authorized version of the proposal document shall 
be that proposal document appearing on the Michigan Intergovernmental Trade Network (MITN) 
system with any amendments and updates. The City of Royal Oak officially distributes proposal 
documents from the Finance Department or through the MITN website. Copies of proposal 
documents obtained from any other source are not considered official copies. Only those vendors 
who obtain proposal documents from either the Finance Department or the MITN system are 
guaranteed access to receive addendum information, if such information is issued. If you obtained 
this document from a source other than the sources indicated, it is recommended that you register on 
the MITN website at www.mitn.info and obtain an official copy. 

 
10. Between the time of the formal opening of sealed proposals and the final proposal award, it shall be 

the responsibility of the bidders to request information they might need regarding such proposals. 
 
11. Bidders are required to submit complete and comprehensive data and descriptive literature covering 

the item proposed to be furnished. Vendors submitting alternative proposals must provide 
specifications documenting a product is equal to the specified proposal item. 

 
12. If your proposal is based on “one lot” pricing and is not to be broken up by item, you must indicate this 

on the proposal under exceptions. 
 
13. To the fullest extent permitted by law, the successful bidder agrees to defend, pay on behalf of, 

indemnify, and hold harmless the City of Royal Oak, its elected and appointed officials, employees 
and volunteers and others working on behalf of the City of Royal Oak against any and all claims, 
demands, suits, or loss, including all costs connected therewith, and for any damages which may be 
asserted, claimed or recovered against or from the City of Royal Oak, its elected and appointed 
officials, employees, volunteers or others working on behalf of the City of Royal Oak, by reason of 
personal injury, including bodily injury or death and/or property damage, including loss of use thereof, 
which arises out of or is in any way connected or associated with this contract.  

 
14. A successful bidder does agree to furnish the bidder’s standard insurance certificate showing 

coverage for bodily injury and property damage and worker’s compensation to the Finance 
Department within forty-eight (48) hours of the final proposal award. 
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15. Prior to furnishing the requested products and services, it shall be the responsibility of the awarded 
vendor to obtain all licenses and permits required to complete this contractual service, at no cost to 
the City of Royal Oak. These licenses and permits shall be readily available for review by the city. 

 
16. When applicable, contractor must furnish material safety data sheets for their products. 
 
17. The City of Royal Oak reserves the right to terminate the contract without penalty upon thirty (30) 

days written notice, due to poor performance or for reasons deemed to be in its best interest. The City 
of Royal Oak reserves the right to re-award the contract to the second most qualified vendor, re-
propose, re-quote or re-bid the contract or do whatever is deemed to be in its best interest. 

 
18. Entities in bankruptcy or receivership cannot respond to the Request-for-Proposals. Responding 

entities must disclose if the responding entity (or parent company) is in bankruptcy / receivership or 
contemplating bankruptcy / receivership. Should it later be determined that an award was given to an 
entity in bankruptcy or receivership then the city has authority to terminate the agreement / contract. 

 
19. All documents and correspondence submitted to the City of Royal Oak becomes the property of the 

City of Royal Oak and is subject to disclosure under the “Freedom of Information Act.” This Act 
provides for the complete disclosure of contracts and attachments. 

 
20. By mutual written agreement this proposal may be extended for successive one (1) year periods prior 

to the expiration of the then-current term. 
 
21. One (1) hard copy and one (1) electronic copy in PDF form on a CD or USB device shall be 

submitted at the time of the proposal. 
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CITY OF ROYAL OAK, MICHIGAN 
REQUEST FOR PROPOSALS 

Engineering & Planning Services 
Main Street Road Diet Pilot Project 

RFP-SBP-RO-16-017 
 
PROJECT DESCRIPTION 
 
The City of Royal Oak desires to engage an engineering and/or planning firm with suitable expertise 
regarding non-motorized infrastructure to design and install a temporary road diet along Main Street with 
dedicated bike lanes on each side of the street. This temporary project is intended to demonstrate 
whether Main Street can properly function after a road diet is installed, or if there are negative impacts 
such as increased automobile congestion that outweigh its benefits. If successful, the temporary 
infrastructure and lane markings will be made permanent or even extended further. If unsuccessful, then 
the temporary measures will be removed and the former traffic pattern re-established. 
 
The portion of Main Street to be included in this pilot project extends north from the Interstate 696 service 
drive, through Royal Oak’s downtown, to the intersection of Catalpa Drive / Gardenia Avenue. The 
southern part of Main Street between the I-696 service drive and 11 Mile Road currently has four (4) 
lanes for automobile traffic and two (2) on-street parking lanes. Left turn lanes are in place within this 
southern part of Main Street but only at the intersections of Lincoln Avenue and 11 Mile Road, as well as 
one block north of the I-696 service drive. The northern part of Main Street between 11 Mile Road and 
Catalpa Drive / Gardenia Avenue currently has four (4) travel lanes, a center turn lane, and two (2) on-
street parking lanes. Right turn lanes are also in place throughout both the northern and southern parts of 
Main Street, but only at the intersections of the I-696 service drive, Lincoln Avenue, 11 Mile Road, and 
Catalpa Drive / Gardenia Avenue. 
 
The city desires to re-configure Main Street between the I-696 service and Seventh Street, and also 
between 11 Mile Road and Catalpa Drive / Gardenia Avenue, into the following pattern: (a) two (2) lanes 
for vehicular traffic – one in each direction; (b) a center lane for left turns; (c) two (2) on-street parking 
lanes – one on each side of the street next to the sidewalk; (d) two (2) dedicated bicycle lanes – one on 
each side between the on-street parking lane and vehicular travel lane; and (e) lanes for right turns at 
intersections where appropriate. 
 
No dedicated bicycle lanes are to be installed on Main Street from Seventh Street to 11 Mile Road. 
Instead, the existing street pattern in this area will be maintained in its current configuration with no 
changes or additions. Dedicated bicycle lanes must therefore transition to shared lanes with “sharrows” 
between Seventh Street and Sixth Street, and again between 11 Mile Road and University Avenue. 
 
The road diet pilot project will not involve any reconstruction or resurfacing of Main Street; only pavement 
striping or markings and related signage. Design parameters for the road diet should conform to the 
recommended standards and guidelines from the following sources: 
 
Separated Bike Lane Planning and Design Guide 
Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) 
http://www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/bicycle_pedestrian/publications/separated_bikelane_pdg/page00.cfm 
 
Designing Walkable Urban Thoroughfares: A Context Sensitive Approach 
Institute of Transportation Engineers (ITE) and Congress of New Urbanism (CNU) 
http://library.ite.org/pub/e1cff43c-2354-d714-51d9-d82b39d4dbad 
 
Urban Bikeway Design Guide and Urban Street Design Guide 
National Association of City Transportation Officials (NATCO) 
http://nacto.org/publication/urban-street-design-guide/streets 
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Non-Motorized Transportation Plan 
City of Royal Oak Master Plan (2012 Amendment) 
http://www.ci.royal-oak.mi.us/webfm_send/1992 
 
All signage must comply with the Federal Highway Administration’s Manual on Uniform Traffic Control 
Devices (MUTCD). 
 
SCOPE OF SERVICES 
 
The work to be performed by the engineering and/or planning firm shall include, but not be limited to, the 
following services:  
 
1. Review the existing right-of-way conditions, any plans specifications on file with the city, and all 

related engineering, planning and design documents. 

2. Meet with staff to review existing conditions, engineering, planning and design documents, project 
objectives, etc. 

3. Prepare preliminary design drawings sufficient to depict the character of the road diet for review by 
staff. 

4. Meet with staff to review the preliminary design drawings and revise those drawings based on staff 
input if necessary. 

5. Prepare final design drawings including estimated installation costs for review by staff. 

6. Meet with staff to review the final design drawings and revise drawings if necessary. 

7. Upon approval of the final design, produce a complete set of construction documents including, but 
not necessarily limited to, construction-grade drawings, written specifications, and final cost 
estimates. 

All work must conform to all applicable laws, ordinances, and codes in the design and construction 
phases, including the latest ADA compliance requirements and any environmental safety considerations. 
 
The selected firm may be asked to assist city staff with developing and distributing bid documents, 
responding to inquiries regarding bids, collecting and assessing bid responses, and providing a 
recommendation to award construction, provide full engineering services to manage and supervise 
implementation of the project on behalf of the city should the city decide to proceed forward with 
construction. 
 
SELECTION TIMETABLE 
 
November 16, 2015 Release of RFP 
December 7, 2015 @ 12:00 p.m. Last Date for Questions 
December 11, 2015 @ 10:00 a.m. RFP Deadline / Bid Opening 
December 14, 2015 to December 16, 2015 Anticipated Dates of Interviews (optional) 
January 4, 2016 Anticipated Date of Contract Award 
 
CONTENT OF RFP RESPONSE 
 
Each responder shall provide the items referenced below. 
 
• The firm name (assumed and legal name), mailing address, and tax identification number. 
• A summary statement demonstrating a clear understanding of the city’s objective and how the firm 

expects to address the objective. 
• An authorized signature for the proposal. 
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• A main point of contact or project manager, including their title, mailing address, e-mail address, 
telephone number. 

• A list of all subcontractors. 
• Identification of the roles and responsibilities of the primary firm and each subcontractor. 
• Examples of similar projects including collaborations with subcontractors. 
• References and contact information for examples of similar projects provided. 
• The names, positions, applicable state-issued licenses, years of experience, and résumés of staff 

members to be assigned to the project (primary firm and each subcontractor). 
• The estimated number of hours and hourly rate for each staff member (primary firm and each 

subcontractor). 
• Any applicable percentage based fees. 
• An outline and description of each phase of the project. 
• An estimated timetable or schedule. 
• An estimated fee structure associated with each phase of the project, including a not-to-exceed price 

for all services required. 
• A valid response date. 
• A copy of the proposed contract / agreement with the city. 
 
EVALUATION PROCEDURE 
 
A. Review of Proposals 

 
The city will review the proposals based on each of the criteria described in section B of the 
evaluation procedures. Individuals will then convene to review and discuss these evaluations and 
make their decision. 

 
B. Evaluation Criteria 

 
Proposals will be evaluated using the following criteria. Firms meeting the mandatory criteria will have 
their proposals considered. The following represent the principal selection criteria which will be 
considered during the evaluation process. The decisions and opinions of the city regarding proposal 
evaluations are final and cannot be appealed. 
 
• Fee structure – the firm’s identified fee structure. 
• Experience and expertise – the firm’s past experience and performance on comparable projects; 

the quality of the firm’s professional personnel to be assigned to the project. 
• Methodology – the firm’s methodology to implement the project. 
• Project schedule – the firm’s estimated schedule to complete all work described in this RFP. 
 

C. Right to Reject Proposals 
 
Submission of a proposal indicates acceptance by the firm(s) of the conditions contained in this 
request for proposals unless clearly and specifically noted in the proposal submitted and confirmed in 
the contract between the City of Royal Oak and the firm(s) selected. The City of Royal Oak reserves 
the right without prejudice to reject any or all proposals. 

 
CONTACT PERSONS 
 
Douglas A. Hedges, AICP, PCP, City Planner E-mail: dough@romi.gov 
City of Royal Oak Phone: (248) 246-3280 
Planning Division / Community Development Department 
211 S. Williams St. / P.O. Box 64 
Royal Oak MI 48068 
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CITY OF ROYAL OAK, MICHIGAN 
REQUEST FOR PROPOSALS 

Engineering & Planning Services 
Main Street Road Diet Pilot Project 

RFP-SBP-RO-16-017 
 
METHOD OF AWARD 
 
The recommendation to award will be based on the lowest total proposal meeting specifications, or in any 
manner deemed to be in the best interest of the city. Previous experience and performance may be a 
factor in making the award. 
 
NON-DISCRIMINATION CLAUSE 
 
In the performance of any contract or purchase order resulting wherefrom, the contractor agrees to obey 
and abide by all the laws of the State of Michigan relating to the employment of labor and public work, 
and all ordinances and requirements of the city regulating or applying to public improvements. 
Furthermore, the contractor agrees not to discriminate against any employee or applicant for 
employment, to be employed in the performance of this contract or purchase order, with respect to his or 
her hire, tenure, terms, conditions or privileges or employment because of religion, race, color, national 
origin, ancestry, age, sex, height, weight, marital status, or physical or mental disability except when said 
disability prevents such individual from performing the essential job functions, and the disability cannot be 
reasonably accommodated. The contractor further agrees that every subcontract entered into for the 
performance of this contract or purchase order will contain a provision requiring nondiscrimination in 
employment, as herein specified, binding upon each subcontractor. Breach of this covenant may be 
regarded as a material breach of the contract or purchase order. 
 
ETHICS POLICY 
 
Gratuities. It shall be unethical for any person to offer, give, or agree to give any city employee or former 
city employee, or for any city employee or former city employee to solicit, demand, accept, or agree to 
accept from another person, a gratuity or an offer of employment from another person, a gratuity or an 
offer of employment in connection with any decision, approval, disapproval, recommendation, or 
preparation of any part of a program requirement or a purchase request, influencing the content of any 
specification or procurement standard, rendering of advice, investigation, auditing, or in any other 
advisory capacity in any proceeding or application, request for ruling, determination, claim or controversy, 
or other particular matter, pertaining to any program requirement or a contract or subcontract, or to any 
solicitation or proposal therefore.  
 
Kickbacks. It shall be unethical for any payment, gratuity, or offer of employment to be made by or on 
behalf of a subcontractor under a contract to the prime contractor or higher tier subcontractor or any 
person associated therewith, as an inducement for the award of a subcontract or order. 
 
ADA COMPLIANCE 
 
The City of Royal Oak will provide necessary, reasonable auxiliary aids and services, and provide 
assistance in filling out forms, to individuals with disabilities when doing business with the City of Royal 
Oak. Individuals with disabilities requiring such auxiliary aids or services should contact the City of Royal 
Oak by writing or calling the following: Mary Jo DiPaolo, PO Box 64, Royal Oak, Michigan 48068, (248) 
246-3070, or TDD (248) 246-1010. 
 
SUBCONTRACTORS 
 
If subcontractors are to be utilized, a listing of each subcontractor must be provided as part of the 
business plan submitted to the city. 
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QUALIFICATION OF PROPOSERS 
 
The proposer may be required before the award of any contract to show to the complete satisfaction to 
the City of Royal Oak that it has the necessary facilities, abilities, and financial resources to provide the 
services specified herein. The proposer may also be required to give a past history in order to satisfy the 
City of Royal Oak in regard to the proposer’s qualifications. The City of Royal Oak may make reasonable 
investigations deemed necessary and proper to determine the ability of the proposer to perform the work, 
and the bidder shall furnish to the City of Royal Oak all information for this purpose that may be 
requested. 
 
RIGHT TO REJECT / RETAIN PROPOSALS 
 
The City of Royal Oak reserves the right without prejudice to reject any or all proposals. The city reserves 
the right to retain all proposals submitted and use any idea in a proposal regardless of whether that 
proposal is selected. Submission of a proposal indicates acceptance by the firm(s) of the conditions 
contained in this request for proposals unless clearly and specifically noted in the proposal submitted and 
confirmed in the contract between the City of Royal Oak and the firm(s) selected. 
 
SUBLEASE OR ASSIGN 
 
The lessee may not sublease or assign their contract rights to any other party except with the prior written 
approval of the City of Royal Oak. 
 
RESPONSES TO QUESTIONS 
 
A firm may submit written questions in order to clarify any matters relating to this RFP. The firms 
question(s) and the city’s answer(s) will become part of the public record and will be shared with all other 
firms to whom the RFP has been provided. Please contact Doug Hedges, City Planner, at (248) 246-3280 
with any questions regarding specifications. 
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CITY OF ROYAL OAK, MICHIGAN 
REQUEST FOR PROPOSALS 

Engineering & Planning Services 
Main Street Road Diet Pilot Project 

RFP-SBP-RO-16-017 
 
Cost proposals shall include all anticipated costs for services including, but not limited to external costs 
(research, travel, etc.), and shall include a not-to-exceed fee total for the proposed Engineering & 
Planning Services. 
 
Please attach a detailed itemization of all costs for work in the Scope of Services and deliverables. 
 
 
 
 
NOT TO EXCEED FEE TOTAL FOR ENGINEERING & PLANNING SERVICES: 
 
 
 
 
$   
 
 
 
 
If any additional services are proposed by your company, please outline these and their costs as separate 
from those services originally requested. 
 
ADDITIONAL PROPOSED SERVICES: 
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CITY OF ROYAL OAK, MICHIGAN 
REQUEST FOR PROPOSALS 

Engineering & Planning Services 
Main Street Road Diet Pilot Project 

RFP-SBP-RO-16-017 
 
 
TO: FINANCE DEPARTMENT, CITY OF ROYAL OAK, MICHIGAN 
 
 
The undersigned hereby offers to furnish to the City of Royal Oak all materials and/or services at the 
prices quoted in conformance with the city’s specifications described herein. 
 
The firm certifies that this proposal is in complete compliance with all specifications except as specifically 
listed on the following lines (use additional sheet if necessary): 
 
  

  

  

  

  

 
 
Proposal firm for:   (90 day minimum length of time) 
 
 
LEGAL IDENTIFICATION 
 
 
Name of Company:   

Company Address:   

  

Phone:   Fax:   E-mail:   

Proposal Prepared By:   
(Type or Print Name of Individual) (Title) 

Authorized Signature:   

Date Submitted:   
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ProPosal to Provide engineering and Planning services

rFP-sBP-ro-16-017

Main street road diet Pilot Project

city oF royal oak, Mi

deceMBer 11, 2015
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Wade Trim Associates, Inc.
25251 Northline Road 
P.O. Box 10 
Taylor, MI  48180 

734.947.9700 
800.482.2864 
734.947.9726 fax 
www.wadetrim.com 

B U I L D I N G  R E L A T I O N S H I P S  O N  A  F O U N D A T I O N  O F  E X C E L L E N C E

December 11, 2015

The City of Royal Oak
211 South Williams Street
Royal Oak, MI 48068

Attention:  Finance Department, Room 301

Re:  RFP-SBP-RO-16-017, Engineering & Planning Services, 
        Main Street Road Diet Pilot Project

Dear Mr. Douglas A. Hedges, AICP, PCP, City Planner and Selection Committee:

The City of Royal Oak is seeking an experienced firm to assist with its Road Diet pilot 
project. A pavement marking design plan and related signage will be developed for the area 
north of I-696 service drive through downtown Royal Oak to the intersection of Catalpa 
Drive/Gardenia Avenue. The purpose of the project is to determine whether the area can 
benefit from a temporary road diet along Main Street with dedicated bike lanes and 
sharrows. 

Wade Trim provides the City a qualified team of traffic and transportation engineers led by 
Project Manager Lori Pawlik, PE.

We welcome an opportunity to assist the City with this important endeavor. As requested in 
the RFP, we have enclosed one hard copy and one electronic copy in PDF form on a CD. 
If you have questions or need additional information, please contact us at 734.947.9700 or 
800.482.2864. 
 
Very truly yours,

Wade Trim Associates, Inc.

Lori Pawlik, PE     Matthew J. Stacey, PE
Lead Traffic Engineer/Project Manager  Vice President
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1.1 Wade Trim Associates, Inc. 
Wade Trim has built a foundation of excel-
lence over the past 89 years, providing a 
range of urban design, community planning 
and design, engineering, and landscape 
architecture services to public and private 
entities. Founded and incorporated in 1926, 
Wade Trim’s combined resources include 
more than 300 employees in 19 offices in 
nine states . 

The City of Royal Oak will be served by our 
Taylor office: 
 Wade Trim Associates, Inc.
 25251 Northline Road
 P.O. Box 10
 Taylor, MI  48180
 734.947.9700 
 800.482.2864
 www.wadetrim.com

Our tax identification information follows: 
 Michigan C-Corporation #133173,
  established 2-02-1966
 FEIN:  38-1802386
 DUNS: 04-926-3668

Lori Pawlik, PE, will be our Project Manager, 
and Matt Stacey, PE, will be our Principal-in-
Charge.  

 Authorized Signature
 Matthew J. Stacey, PE
 25251 Northline Road
 Taylor, MI  48180
 734.947.9700
 MStacey@wadetrim.com

 Project Manager
 Lori Pawlik, PE
 25251 Northline Road
 Taylor, MI  48180
 734.947.9700
 LPawlik@wadetrim.com 

Wade Trim has sufficient capacity to handle 
this project without the use of any subcon-
sultants. 

firm name, mailing address, tax 
identifiCation, authorized signature 
and ProjeCt manager 1
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For instance, lane drop situations will be 
created on Main Street with the new road 
diet where the four-lane roadway transi-
tions to three lanes. In lane drop situations, 
specific pavement markings and signing are 
required to mitigate right lane trappings. 
On northbound Main Street at 11 Mile Road, 
the outer lane that currently allows through 
and right-turn movements will likely be 
converted to a right-turn only lane, and will 
need to be marked and signed per MMUTCD 
standards to warn motorists of lane turning 
into a right-turn lane. 

Understanding that the road diet configura-
tion is temporary, minor adjustments of the 
traffic signal equipment may still be neces-
sary. These changes to the signals can be 
reverted back to their original states if the 
temporary road diet is removed. For ex-
ample, in changing the lane configuration 
from a four-lane cross-section to a three-
lane cross section with bicycle lanes, minor 
signal modifications might be required such 
as shifting signal head locations to be better 
align with the new geometrics, or adding 
left-turn case signs over new left-turn lanes.  
We will review the intersections south of 
Lincoln where these adjustments may be 
necessary and provide recommendations to 
the City.

A variety of sources will be used to design 
pedestrian and bicycle accommodations for 
this project. The following sources will be 
consulted.
• Road Diet Informational Guide, FHWA 

Safety Program
• Michigan Manual on Uniform Traffic 

Control Devices (2011 MMUTCD)

1.2 Project Understanding and  
Summary of how Wade Trim will 
Address City Objectives 
The purpose of this project is to develop 
high-quality temporary pavement marking 
plans and road diet-related traffic signing 
plans to be incorporated on Main Street in 
Royal Oak. Through years of experience 
with MDOT and local municipality pave-
ment marking and signing projects, we have 
found that the key to a successful project 
is working with the local personnel to un-
derstand their needs and to conduct field 
reviews in the beginning of the project to 
become familiar with the existing condi-
tions. Through initial contacts and reviews, 
we usually identify most, if not all needs 
so they can be addressed during the kick-
off meeting. Our professional approach to 
pavement marking and signing projects also 
fosters building relationships among the 
municipality and Wade Trim project team. 
We often encounter individual differences in 
pavement marking or signing preferences 
and sometimes in interpretation of the 
MMUTCD. Our practice is to address each 
issue and document it in the minutes of 
meetings.

Wade Trim has vast experience in design-
ing permanent pavement marking plans in 
downtown areas with in-street bicycle lanes, 
on-street parking, and shared use markings 
(sharrows). In addition, we have designed 
thousands of miles of permanent non-free-
way signing plans for MDOT. Existing traffic 
signing in the project area will be reviewed 
and any signs that conflict with the new 
roadway configuration will be removed. New 
signs may need to be placed if necessary. 
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• Draft AASHTO Guide for the Planning, 
Design, and Operations of Bicycle 
Facilities, February 2010

• Guidance for Installation of Pedestrian 
Crosswalks on Michigan State Trunkline 
Highways, MDOT, July 2014 

• MDOT Traffic and Safety Notes, Section 
400 – School & Pedestrian Traffic Control

• Pedestrian Safety Guide and 
Countermeasure Selection System, FHWA 
(PEDSAFE)
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Wade Trim has a dedicated transportation 
group consisting of more than 30 profes-
sionals performing transportation and traffic 
engineering tasks on a regular basis. We 
have identified Lori Pawlik, PE, to best serve 
the City of Royal Oak as Project Manager. 

Lori can draw on the resources available to 
her at Wade Trim. Lori’s expertise in traf-
fic engineering will be supplemented by 
individuals from Wade Trim’s transportation 
group. Matt Stacey, PE, is a 20-year veteran 
of road design, Kacey Bentley is a CADD 
Field Technician with 15 years of experience, 
and Jill Bosserd, EIT, is an expert in traffic 
signal design and timing operations. Lori will 
be supported by these individuals and have 
available Wade Trim’s extensive transporta-
tion staff and other company resources.

Wade Trim will perform any requested ser-
vices in-house. In addition to the resources 
and expertise available in Wade Trim’s 
transportation group, Lori is be able to 
utilize staff and resources from other areas 
of the company, including technicians and 
engineers from Wade Trim’s other market 
segments as-needed. For example, a major 
signal optimization study may require mul-
tiple teams of technicians to collect traffic 
data in a finite amount of time. 

2.1 Roles and Responsibilities 
Project Manager Lori Pawlik, PE, has 15 
years of experience as a traffic engineer. 
She earned a Master’s of Science degree 
in Traffic Engineering, which included a 
semester of transit design class taught by 
an MDOT transit engineer. Not only has 
she prepared traffic safety, operational and 
non-motorized studies, but also Lori has 
served as traffic engineer on a large variety 
of roadway design projects involving multi-
modal design. In her multi-modal analyses 
and design, she has extensive familiarity 
and understanding of the multi-modal stan-
dards, such as those found in the Michigan 
Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices, 
MDOT Traffic and Safety Notes, Section 
400 – School & Pedestrian Traffic Control, 
FHWA’s PEDSAFE: Pedestrian Safety Guide 
and Countermeasure Selection System, 
FHW’s BIKESAFE: Bicycle Countermeasure 
Selection System, ITE’s Design and Safety 
of Pedestrian Facilities, and AASHTO’s Guide 
for the Development of Bicycle Facilities. 

The Complete Streets policy is integrated 
into her work on MDOT road design projects 
in which design considerations are made for 
non-motorized accommodations and transit. 
For example, Lori was Traffic Engineer for 
the M-85 (Fort Street) design from Sibley 
Road to Goddard Road in Wayne County. 

Wade trim team2
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She prepared an analysis of existing and 
proposed non-motorized accommodations 
on the corridor, ensuring that the pedestrian 
and bicycle accommodations shown on the 
final plans are designed in accordance with 
current standards, appropriately addressed 
the needs of the users, and provided for the 
safe and efficient movement of vehicles and 
non-motorized traffic. Analysis included con-
ducting counts of pedestrians and bicycles, 
review of non-motorized-related crashes, 
and consideration of two school zones within 
the corridor. 

For the M-85 project, she also led the 
transit analysis, coordination with SMART, 
review of Traffic Control Orders, and prepa-
ration of the design plans for all SMART bus 
stop locations on the corridor. The M-85 
design also ensured that the on-street park-
ing areas shown on the final plans were in 
accordance with current design standards 
including safe sight triangles, and that a 
safe and reasonable level of traffic service 
was provided. Lori was Traffic Engineer for 
the M-29 project from County Line Road to 
Palms Road in St. Clair County. In her role 
on this project, she worked with MDOT and 
stakeholders to determine a plan for non-
motorized travel on the corridor, including 
the design of bike lanes, sidewalks within 

the towns, and a possible bike path con-
necting to the Bridge to Bay Trail. Within 
one of the small towns on the corridor, her 
work has provided recommendations for 
a road diet based on capacity and safety 
analyses. 
 
Lori will lead this project with the assistance 
and expertise of the following individuals:

Matt Stacey, PE, is the Authorized Signa-
ture and the Transportation Services Group 
Manager for our Taylor office. A dedicated 
road design engineer and stickler for details, 
Matt follows through to provide accurate 
designs delivered on schedule. He has been 
the technical and management lead for 
transportation projects ranging from large 
urban freeway to local street resurfacing 
projects. His experience includes design and 
management of freeways, interchanges, 
boulevards, collector roads, as well as mi-
nor and major arterials – all of which have 
included complete streets concepts from 
addition of bike lanes, to mobility improve-
ments for both vehicles and pedestrians, 
and efforts to provide for traffic calming 
and safety improvements. He has managed 
reconstruction projects, resurfacing project 
and CPM projects. He engages with a wide 
variety of clients including the Michigan 

Team Member Title Discipline
Services 
Responsibilities

Lori Pawlik, PE Project Manager Traffic Engineering/
Transportation Planning Traffic Engineering 

Matt Stacey, PE Principal Transportation Engineer Multi-Model Design
Kacey Bentley Traffic Technician CADD, Field Inspection CADD, Field Work 

Jill Bosserd, EIT Traffic Engineer Traffic Engineering/
Transportation Planning

Signal Design 
Engineering 

Figure 1 Key Staff Matrix
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Department of Transportation, Counties, 
Cities, Townships and Villages, DDA’a and 
Economic Development Corporations. His 
has insight and experience in implementing 
complete streets concepts into designs in 
and efficient and cost effective manner.

Kacey Bentley has worked as a CADD 
technician and in the field completing con-
struction inspection and testing services on 
various types of projects including road and 
bridge rehabilitation. He brings 18 years of 
experience and recently worked with Lori 
and Matt on the M-25/M-24 Resurfacing 
project for the Village of Unionville. Kacey 
was involved in the field work and pavement 
markings. 

Jill Bosserd, EIT, is a traffic engineer with 
14 years of experience. Her background 
with a variety of transportation projects has 
focused on traffic signal design and opera-
tions. Jill is responsible for any reviews, 
studies or designs that require signal op-
erations, enhancements, installations or 
improvements. She will work under Lori’s 
direction. Jill has served as project engineer 
for hundreds of traffic signal modernizations 
throughout the state, and her experience 
includes performing traffic signal design 
work and calculations, developing pay items 
and special provisions for construction using 
e-proposal, preparing quantity and engi-
neers estimates, developing traffic signal 
timing plans, and preparing timing permits 
using MDOT’s clearance interval calcula-
tion spreadsheet and the Michigan Timing 
Plan Preparation Guidelines. Other project 
responsibilities include mitigating intersec-
tion operational deficiencies using Highway 

Capacity Software and Synchro, and per-
forming signal optimization studies using 
Synchro and SimTraffic.

We have provided resumes for these key 
staff. Project profiles highlighting some of 
our relevant experience follow in Section 3.

Wade Trim does not foresee the need to 
utilize any subconsultants. 

2.2 Resumes 
Detailed resumes including applicable li-
censes are provided on the following pages. 
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Role
Project Manager

Years of Experience
15

Education
BS, Civil Engineering,   
Wayne State University, 2000

MS, Civil Engineering,  
Wayne State University, 2005

Registration
Professional Engineer, 2005, 
Michigan #6201052560

Special Training
• Safety Analysis Using the 

AASHTO Highway Safety 
Manual, Center for Technology 
and Training, 2013

• Road Safety Audits, Southeast 
Michigan Council of Govern-
ments, 2010

• Identifying Barriers and En-
gineering Solutions for Safe 
Routes to School, Institute of 
Transportation Engineers, 2006

•	 Interchange	Justification	Stud-
ies,	ODOT	Traffic	Academy

• Signing and Markings, ODOT 
Traffic	Academy,	2006

• Access Management, MDOT, 

Traffic Analysis and 
Software Skills
• Synchro Studio 9
• CORSIM
• Highway Capacity Software
• Microstation
• Microsoft Suite 2007

Professional Affiliations
• Institute of Transportation 

Engineers, International and 
Michigan Sections

• Engineering Society of  
Detroit

Lori J. Pawlik, PE

Lori	Pawlik	is	a	Traffic	Engineer	with	experience	conducting	traffic	engi-
neering, highway design, and transportation planning studies ranging from 
access	management	plans	to	traffic	impact	studies.	Lori	is	responsible	for	
conducting	traffic	operations	and	safety	investigations	using	simulation	mod-
eling,	conducting	feasibility	and	parking	studies,	and	traffic	impact	site	stud-
ies.	Previously	employed	by	the	Wayne	State	University	Department	of	Civil	
and	Environmental	Engineering,	she	conducted	traffic	counts	and	prepared	
crash	analyses	and	condition	diagrams.

Representative Project Experience
•	 M-25/M-24	Resurfacing,	Village	of	Unionville,	MI.	Lead	Traffic	Engi-

neer	for	traffic	engineering	elements	for	the	rehabilitation	of	3.8	miles	of	
rural	and	urban	two	lane	roadway.	The	project	includes	milling	and	resur-
facing	a	rural	roadway,	while	bringing	existing	geometric	features	such	
as	shoulders	and	roadway	approaches	up	to	current	standards.	Prepared	
pavement marking plans for the two corridors, which included mark-
ings for the road diet conversion on M-24, in which the four-lane section 
was	reduced	to	two	lanes	with	a	center	turn	lane	and	one	parking	lane.	
Pavement marking plans were also prepared for the M-25 section, which 
included	on-street	parking	spaces.	

•	 Henry	Ford	Health	System	Traffic	Impact	Study,	West	Bloomfield,	MI	
-	Project	Engineer	responsible	for	determining	the	traffic	impacts	of	the	
Henry	Ford	Health	System	Campus,	which	included	collecting	traffic	
data, preparing diagrams, and using the software packages CORSIM, 
aaSIDRA	and	HCS	2000	to	model	the	impacts	of	the	existing	and	pro-
posed	roadway	design	alternatives.	Analyses	of	the	proposed	roadway	
included	using	CORSIM	and	aaSIDRA	to	model	six	roundabouts	planned	
in	Oakland	County,	and	to	model	the	impacts	of	hospital	traffic	at	the	
roundabouts.

• I-275 Bike Path Asset Management, Wayne and Oakland Counties, 
MI,	MDOT/Wilbur	Smith	Associates.	Traffic	Engineer	responsible	for	
conducting a study of pedestrian crossings along the I-275 Bike Path in 
Western	Wayne	County.	Lori	conducted	a	field	review	at	each	of	the	19	
major intersection crossings to review safety and operations of the cross-
ings.	Features	such	as	sight	distance,	nearby	traffic	signals	and	opera-
tions,	pavement	markings,	and	signing	were	analyzed.	Provided	recom-
mendations to improve safety and pedestrian/vehicular interaction at each 
point	along	the	path	where	non-motorized	and	vehicular	traffic	met,	such	
as recommendations of pedestrian signal locations, appropriate pavement 
markings	and	signs.

•	 M-24	Improvements	from	Harmon	Road	to	Goldengate,	City	of	Auburn	
Hills	and	Charter	Township	of	Orion,	Oakland	County,	MI,	MDOT.	Traf-
fic	Engineer	responsible	for	operational	analysis	and	safety	studies	for	5	
miles	of	cold	milling,	pavement	repairs,	and	HMA	overlay.	The	work	also	
includes miscellaneous replacement of driveways, sidewalk, pedestrian 
ramps, drainage improvements, signal upgrades/replacement, guardrail, 
and	curb	and	gutter	re-pair/replacement.	Lori	prepared	the	comprehensive	
traffic	analyses	along	the	corridor	comprised	of	a	safety	study,	access	
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management review, and an operational and geometric study, which included proper placement of new cross-
overs	and	traffic	signals.	The	study	also	analyzed	several	alternatives	using	Synchro	models	for	the	intersection	
of	M-24	and	Clarkston	Road,	including	additional	lanes	on	the	boulevard,	a	roundabout,	loop	ramp,	and	right-
turn	only	option.	User	delays	were	estimated	utilizing	the	Synchro	models	for	various	construction	alternatives.	
Signal	optimization	will	be	conducted	and	timing	permits	will	also	be	prepared	for	the	final	package	for	the	
mitigated	conditions.

•	 Traffic	Impact	Study,	Lowe’s	of	White	Lake	Township,	Oakland	County,	MI.	Project	Engineer	responsible	for	
data	collection	and	analysis	to	determine	the	impacts	of	a	proposed	Lowe’s	warehouse.	A	traffic	signal	warrant	
study	was	also	conducted.	

•	 Corridor	Safety	Study	of	M-29,	Macomb	County,	MI.	Lead	Project	Engineer	responsible	for	conducting	a	
comprehensive	corridor	crash	analysis	to	identify	high-crash	areas	and	road	features	traffic	engineering	ele-
ments	on	this	2.6-mile	project.	Crashes	were	obtained	from	MDOT	CRIS	and	sorted	by	location	using	the	
MDOT	Physical	Reference	numbers.	Corridor	crashes,	and	signalized	and	unsignalized	high-crash	locations	
were	analyzed	by	crash	type,	severity	and	selected	characteristics.	The	results	of	the	crash	analysis	were	used	
to	identify	corrective	treatments	for	the	M-29	(23	Mile	Road)	design	project.

•	 Reconstruction	of	M-85	from	Sibley	Road	to	Goddard	Road,	Wayne	County,	MI,	MDOT.	Traffic	Engineer	
responsible	for	conducting	capacity	analyses	and	traffic	engineering	operations	on	this	four-mile	urban	arterial	
boulevard.	Lori	conducted	extensive	operational	analyses,	crash	analyses	on	the	corridor,	highway	capacity	
analyses	at	20	signalized	intersections,	and	a	signal	optimization	study	for	the	corridor.	She	also	conducted	
the access management analyses on the corridor, and the investigation of pedestrian accommodations and 
ADA-compliant	ramps,	the	on-street	and	on-site	parking	studies,	and	preparation	of	permanent	traffic	signing	
and	marking	plans.	The	project	also	included	special	Intersection	Safety	and	Operational	Investigations	at	the	
two	intersections	of	M-85	(Fort	Street)	and	Pennsylvania	Road,	and	M-85	(Fort	Street)	and	Quarry	Road	and	
traffic	signal	warrant	studies	at	three	intersections.	The	studies	identified	highway	engineering	deficiencies	
contributing	to	safety	risks	associated	with	the	unusual	geometry	at	the	intersections.	The	safety	analysis	effort	
included	collecting	traffic	data,	preparing	crash	analysis	and	collision	diagrams,	performing	traffic	conflict	and	
human factors analyses, conducting capacity analyses using procedures outlined in the 2000 Highway Capacity 
Manual.

•	 M-97	Rehabilitation	from	South	of	Hayes	Road	to	14	Mile	Road,	Cities	of	Warren,	Roseville,	Fraser	in	Ma-
comb	County,	MI,	MDOT.	Traffic	Engineer	for	the	rehabilitation	of	3.55	miles	of	urban	arterial	roadway.	
Responsibilities	included	conducting	safety	studies	and	operational	analysis	of	geometric	design	and	traffic	
control elements, and evaluation of intersection improvements including non-motorized accommodations with 
ADA-compliant	features,	traffic	signal	design,	and	an	access	management	report.	Lori	also	prepared	the	per-
manent signing plans and conducted a Signal Optimization Study for the 13 intersection network on M-97 in-
cluding	preparation	of	Synchro	models	for	existing	conditions,	optimized	conditions,	and	mitigated	conditions.	
The	Synchro	models	were	modified	to	determine	the	best	signal	timing	options	during	stage	construction,	and	
signal	timing	permits	are	being	developed.	She	also	prepared	signal	timing	permits	for	the	multiple	stages	of	
construction.

•	 M-59	at	Crooks	Road	Interchange	Reconstruction	Design-Build,	MDOT.	Traffic	Engineer	responsible	for	
preparing	signing,	pavement	markings	and	maintenance	of	traffic	plans	for	the	design-build	delivery	of	an	in-
terchange	reconstruction.	The	project	included	reconstruction	of	interchange	ramps	and	approaches	associated	
with	widening	Crooks	Road	from	a	two-lane	bridge	to	a	four-lane	structure	with	non-motorized	paths	on	each	
side.	The	aggressive	schedule	required	design	and	construction	be	completed	one	year	from	notice	to	proceed.	 

Lori J. Pawlik, PE
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Role
Technician / Signing / Pavement 
Markings 

Years of Experience
18

Education
Associates of Occupational 
Studies, AutoCAD, Universal 
Technical	Institute,	Phoenix,	AZ

Certifications
• ACI Concrete Field Testing 

Technician, Grade I
• ACI Concrete Strength Test-

ing Technician
•	 Michigan	Certified	Aggre-

gate Technician, Level I
• MDOT Density Technology
•	 MDEQ	Certified	Stormwater	

Operator
•	 MDEQ	Soil	Erosion	&	Sedi-

mentation Control (Part 91)
• Bituminous Paving Opera-

tions
• MDOT Concrete Paving/

Bridge Module
• FHWA-NHI-130055 – Safety 

of In-Service Bridges
•	 Introduction	to	Work	Zone	

Safety, ACEC
•	 Troxler	Certified
• ACEC Materials Acceptance 

Process Train-ing
• American Red Cross – CPR/

AED

Kacey W. Bentley

Kacey	Bentley	has	worked	as	a	CAD	technician	and	in	the	field	complet-
ing construction inspection and testing services on various types of proj-
ects	including	road	and	bridge	rehabilitation.	Kacey	focused	more	than	
a	decade	of	experience	on	the	inspection	of	MDOT	and	MDOT-funded	
local agency transportation projects, including as needed inspection 
services	for	several	bridge	replacement	and	road	reconstruction	projects	
throughout	MDOT’s	Bay	Region,	as	well	as	several	capital	preventative	
maintenance	projects	in	St.	Clair	County.	Kacey	is	a	versatile	member	of	
Wade	Trim’s	construction	services	group,	also	providing	in-service	bridge	
inspection and CAD technician services for the design of non-freeway 
and	freeway	signing	projects	for	MDOT.	Kacey	is	highly	experienced	
and	certified	and	has	a	thorough	understanding	of	FieldManager.

Representative Project Experience
•	 M-25/M-24	Resurfacing,	Village	of	Unionville,	MI.	Technician	for	

rehabilitation	of	3.8	miles	of	rural	and	urban	two	lane	roadway.	The	
project	includes	milling	and	resurfacing	a	rural	roadway,	while	bring-
ing	existing	geometric	features	such	as	shoulders	and	roadway	ap-
proaches	up	to	current	standards.	Prepared	pavement	marking	plans	
for the two corridors, which included markings for the road diet con-
version on M-24, in which the four-lane section was reduced to two 
lanes	with	a	center	turn	lane	and	one	parking	lane.	Pavement	marking	
plans were also prepared for the M-25 section, which included on-
street	parking	spaces.	

• M-20, M-61, US-10 BR, and US-127 BR Non-Freeway Sign Up-
grading	Clare,	Gladwin,	Midland,	Gratiot	and	Isabella	Counties,	MI,	
MDOT.	Signing	CADD	Technician	for	65.26	miles	of	non-freeway	
sign	upgrading	in	MDOT	Mt.	Pleasant	TSC,	Bay	Region.	Responsible	
for CADD design using SIGNCAD and Microstation for the develop-
ment	of	the	bid	and	specification	package.	He	has	also	been	involved	
in	initial	field	reviews	and	field	pick-up.	

•	 North	Hamilton	Street	Enhancements,	City	of	Saginaw,	MI.	Design	
Technician	for	the	streetscape	enhancements	of	four	blocks	of	North	
Hamilton	Street	in	downtown	Saginaw.	Project	tasks	include	detailed	
coordination with SHPO to design ADA ramps and sidewalk along 
the many historic properties within the limited road ROW, intersec-
tion radii improvements, and plan development for the installation of 
aesthetic	trees,	benches,	bike	racks,	and	decorative	streetlights.	The	
roadway	will	also	be	milled	and	resurfaced	as	part	of	the	project	with	
minor	drainage	improvements,	if	necessary.

•	 Ricoma	Beach	Road	Rehabilitation,	Bangor	Township,	MI,	Bay	
County	Road	Commission.	Design	Technician	for	upgrades	including	
roadway	re-alignment	and	storm	sewer	improvements	on	1,800	feet	
of	Ricoma	Beach	Road	(also	known	as	Kilarney	Beach	Road).	This	
two-lane cross section consists of 16-foot wide pavement and 1-foot 
aggregate	shoulders	of	each	side	of	the	roadway.	Drainage	improve-
ments	include	catch	basins	at	low	points	and	land	grading.
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• US-23 Reconstruction from North of Tawas Beach Road to Kirkland Drive, East Tawas and Baldwin 
Township,	Iosco	County,	MI	MDOT.	Design	Technician	for	5.63	miles	of	total	composite	pavement	
removal	and	reconstruction.	A	semi	urban	three	lane	cross	section	will	be	constructed	from	north	of	
Cemetery	Road	to	south	of	Janet	Street.	Project	elements	include	concrete	curb	and	gutter,	retention	
ditching,	and	minor	storm	sewer.	Upgrades	include	commercial	approaches,	intersection	improve-
ments, culvert replacement and drainage improvements, permanent signing, pavement markings and 
slope	restoration.

•	 2011-0436/19,	MDOT	Bay	City	TSC,	MI.	CADD	Technician	for	Bay	City	TSC	As-Needed	Inspection	
and	Testing	in	2013.	

•	 2011	General	Motors	Capital	Improvement	Paving	Program.	Construction	Inspector	for	paving	im-
provements	at	the	General	Motors	Bay	City	Powertrain	Plant.	Responsibilities	included	developing	
as-built	documentation	of	final	paving.	

•	 As	Needed	Construction	Engineering	and	Inspection,	Port	Huron	TSC,	MDOT,	St.	Clair	County,	MI.	
Inspector	for	several	projects	including	bridge	rehabilitation	on	M-19,	rehabilitation	of	a	carpool	lot	
along	I-94,	construction	of	traffic	crossovers	on	I-94,	and	capital	preventative	maintenance	projects	
along	M-29	and	M-25/I-94BL.	These	projects	were	divided	into	eight	work	groups	constructed	on	
separated	schedules.

•	 Pine	Road	from	Center	Street	(M-25)	to	Nebobish	Avenue,	Bay	County	Road	Commission,	MI.	
Inspector	of	traffic	signal	installation	on	0.7	miles	of	road	reconstruction,	widening	and	storm	sewer	
replacement.

•		 Wilder	Road	Resurfacing,	Bay	County,	MI.	Inspector	for	1.4	miles	of	HMA	coldmilling	and	resurfac-
ing,	pavement	base	repairs,	intermittent	curb	and	gutter	removal	and	replacement,	on	Wilder	Road	
from	Euclid	Avenue	to	the	M-13	Connector.

•	 Three	Rivers	Road	Reconstruction,	Gladwin	County,	MI.	Inspector	for	the	renovation	of	a	bridge	over	
the	Sebewaing	River	and	the	replacement	of	a	bridge	over	the	Pigeon	River.	

•	 Knox	Road	Resurfacing,	Gladwin	County,	MI.	Inspector	for	1.04	miles	of	hot	mix	asphalt	road	resur-
facing	with	minor	widening	and	intersection	improvements	on	Knox	Road	from	Dundas	Road	easterly	
to	M-30.	Project	completed	in	two	weeks	total	in	field.

•	 City	of	Standish	Street	and	Sidewalk	Improvements,	Arenac	County,	MI.	Inspector	for	reconstruction	
of	three	streets,	cold	milling,	and	resurfacing	of	five	streets,	as	well	as	sidewalk	improvements	along	
eight	streets.	Project	included	coordination	with	another	project	(water	main)	with	another	engineering	
firm.

•	 Marlette	Industrial	Park,	City	of	Marlette,	Sanilac	County,	MI.	Inspector	for	utilities,	curb	and	gutter,	
and	road	work	with	all	inspection	and	testing	(density,	concrete,	and	utility	testing).	Project	consisted	
of	1,800	feet	of	road	construction	in	the	City’s	industrial	park.	Project	consisted	of	storm	sewer,	sani-
tary	sewer,	water	main,	curb	and	gutter,	and	HMA	pavement.

•	 Mackinaw	Road	from	Salzburg	to	US-10,	Bay	County,	MI.	Density	Testing/Inspector	for	improve-
ments	on	Mackinaw	Road	from	Salzburg	to	US-10.	The	project	included	1.0	miles	of	road	widening,	
HMA	cold	milling	and	resurfacing,	intersection,	and	drainage	improvements.

Kacey W. Bentley
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Role
Road Design Engineering  
Support

Years of Experience
22

Education
MS, Civil Engineering, 
University of Michigan, 1994
 
BS, Civil Engineering, 
University of Michigan, 1993

Registration
Professional Engineer - MI, FL

Professional Affiliations
American Society of Civil 
Engineers
ACEC Transportation 
Committee

Training
• Principals Training (2014)
• Complete Streets (ITE) 

(2010)
• Pedestrian Crossings (ASCE) 

(2014)
• Project Management (2006)
• Engineering Leadership 

(2003)
• Planning and Design of  

Service Interchanges (2002)
• EPE Analysis and Documen-

tation (2001)
•	 Bentley	Storm	&	Sanitary	

SC Training (2001)
• InRoads Design Software
• Highway Railroad Grade 

Crossing	(1998)
•	 Pavement	Rehabilitation	
•	 ASCE	Hydraulics	&			

Hydrology Workshop (1997)
• Highway Sight Distance
• Pavement Design (1997)
• National Environmental 

Protection Agency and the 
Decision Making Process

Matthew J. Stacey, PE

Matt has managed the design of many surface transportation projects 
throughout	Michigan	including	urban	and	rural	arterial	reconstruc-
tion	and	resurfacing	projects.	He	is	experienced	in	dealing	with	a	
multitude	of	traffic	maintenance	issues,	geometrics,	drainage,	and	
complex	road	design	parameters,	as	well	as	varying	formats	for	plan	
preparation	such	as	log	projects	and	full	sized	plans.	His	experience	
also includes projects with a multitude of local stakeholder issues 
and environmental concerns, along with the challenges of integrating 
the design of complete streets and multi-modal facilities into road 
design	projects.	He	has	a	proven	track	record	of	successful	design	
and completion of road design projects for many entities including 
MDOT, local municipalities and county road agencies making him 
an	ideal	candidate	to	provide	road	design	support	as	needed.

Representative Project Experience 
• M-25 / M-24 resurfacing project, Unionville, MI, MDOT Bay 

City	TSC.	Project	Manager	for	the	resurfacing	of	5	miles	of	
roadway	along	a	rural	and	urban	stretch	of	roadway	including	the	
widening	of	shoulders	for	use	as	an	identified	bike	lane	in	rural	
stretches of the roadway, and complete reconstruction of the side-
walk	facilities	in	the	urban	section	of	Unionville.	A	1-mile	stretch	
of roadway through Unionville was converted from a 4-lane to 
3-lane section, providing a center left turn lane for safe left turn-
ing movements of vehicles, and converting a through lane for 
use	as	on-street	parking.	This	road	diet	served	to	reduce	crashes,	
lower	speeds	along	the	roadway,	and	provide	a	buffer	of	parked	
cars	as	shielding	for	pedestrians.

• M-24 Improvements from Harmon Road to Goldengate Road, 
City	of	Auburn	Hills	&	Charter	Township	of	Orion,	MDOT	Oak-
land	TSC.	Project	Manager	for	about	5	miles	of	roadway	rehabili-
tation	and	resurfacing	along	a	boulevard	section	of	roadway	com-
prised	of	significant	operational	and	intersection	improvements	
along with crossover relocation, concrete repairs, milling and 
resurfacing, drainage system upgrades to accommodate increased 
runoff,	driveway	modifications	for	access	management	improve-
ments, ADA sidewalk ramp upgrades, 4 miles of safety path, 
traffic	signal	modernizations,	pavement	marking	and	upgrading	of	
traffic	signs.

•	 M-85,	Fort	Street,	Sibley	Road	to	Goddard	Road,	MDOT.	Lead	
Road Engineer for the design and preparation of plans for four 
miles	of	boulevard	reconstruction	running	through	Southgate,	
Riverview,	Lincoln	Park,	and	Wyandotte.	Analyzed	and	designed	
drainage,	geometric	and	intersection	improvements,	and	complex	
traffic	maintenance.	The	project	also	included	coordination	of	
right-of-way	issues	and	public	involvement.	
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•	 M-85	(Fort	Street)	Reconstruction	from	Miller	Street	to	Springwells	Street,	City	of	Detroit,	Wayne	
County,	MI	-	Lead	Road	Design	Engineer	for	the	design	and	preparation	of	plans	for	0.98	miles	of	
total	reconstruction	of	M-85	in	southeast	Michigan.	The	project	includes	analysis	and	design	of	geo-
metric	and	intersection	improvements,	in-depth	traffic	analysis	of	crossovers	and	turning	movements,	
utility	coordination,	traffic	signal	design,	signing	upgrades	and	complex	traffic	maintenance.	It	includ-
ed	coordination	of	right-of-way	issues	and	public	involvement.

•	 M-97	Rehabilitation	from	South	of	Hayes	to	14	Mile	Road,	Cities	of	Warren,	Roseville,	Fraser	in	
Macomb	County,	MI,	MDOT.	Project	Manager	for	the	rehabilitation	of	3.55	miles	of	urban	arterial	
roadway.	Project	elements	included	HMA	milling	and	resurfacing,	curb	and	gutter	replacement,	water	
main	replacement,	sidewalk	construction,	ADA	ramp	installation,	traffic	signal	replacement	and	mod-
ernization, access management, right-of-way plan and document preparation, and drainage improve-
ments.	The	project	also	featured	a	sidewalk	connectivity	study	to	review	gaps	in	the	sidewalk	system	
as	re-development	has	occurred	on	the	corridor.	An	additional	1	mile	of	sidewalk	was	installed	on	the	
corridor in addition to every major signalized intersection receiving pedestrian facility crossing up-
grades	and	improved	signal	timing	to	safely	cross	pedestrians	while	maintaining	vehicle	progression.

•	 M-153/Beck	Road	Intersection	Improvements,	Canton	Township,	MDOT.	Project	Manager	for	the	
widening	of	M-153	at	Beck	Road	to	a	five-lane	section	with	shoulders	that	accommodate	future	widen-
ing	of	Beck	Road.	The	project	included	significant	geometric	improvements	to	the	intersection,	prepa-
ration of right-of-way and access management plans, drainage improvements, utility coordination, and 
signal	optimization	with	adjacent	intersections,	as	well	as	complex	maintenance	of	traffic.	To	alleviate	
congestion and safety concerns at this intersection, M-153 was widened from 2 to 5 lanes including 
paved	shoulders	in	conjunction	with	curb	and	gutters.	Drainage	outletted	to	the	environmentally	sensi-
tive	Rouge	River	watershed	via	the	north	branch	of	the	Fellows	Creek	located	within	the	project	limits.	
A	combination	of	traditional	storm	sewer	pipes	in	an	underground	system,	along	with	swales,	ditches,	
spillways,	french	drains	and	culverts	were	used	to	drain	the	site.	The	flat	nature	of	the	road	combined	
with	the	high	water	elevation	of	the	outlet	required	significant	analysis	to	come	up	with	the	viable	de-
signs	that	fit	within	the	project	constraints.	This	project	also	required	significant	stakeholder	coordina-
tion	with	the	County,	Township	and	various	residents	and	businesses	where	widening	the	road	directly	
affected	the	various	owners	property	frontages.

•	 Belleville	Roads	Signals	and	Resurfacing,	Charter	Township	of	Van	Buren,	MI.	Project	Manager	for	
the	upgrade	of	6	traffic	signals	along	Belleville	Road	in	the	heart	of	Van	Buren	Township	and	the	
installation	of	a	new	traffic	signal	for	a	proposed	development	and	new	traffic	generator.	Signals	were	
upgraded	to	box-span	configurations	using	mast-arms	and	new	controllers	to	synchronize	and	coordi-
nate	the	system	for	better	traffic	progression	along	the	corridor	along	with	improved	pedestrian	sig-
nals.	A	half-mile	stretch	of	the	5-lane	roadway	at	the	interchange	of	Belleville	Road	and	I-94	was	also	
milled	and	resurfaced	to	improve	rideability.	Two	traffic	signals	control	the	freeway	entrance	and	exit	
ramps.	Re-timing	of	the	signals	and	their	interconnection	was	used	to	increase	safety,	decrease	traffic	
queues	at	the	freeway	exit	ramps	and	to	provide	better	progression	through	the	interchange.	

Matthew J. Stacey, PE
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Jill N. Bosserd, EIT

Role
Signal Design Engineer

Education
BSCE, Michigan State 
University, 2001

Continuing Education
Introductory Controller 
Seminar,	Carrier	&	Gable,	2002

Flashing Yellow Arrow Seminar, 
Carrier	&	Gable,	2007

Designing Pedestrian Facilities 
for	Accessibility,	2010

Registration
EIT, Michigan, 2002

Professional Affiliations
• Institute of Transportation 

Engineers
• International Municipal 
 Signal Association

Jill	Bosserd	is	a	Traffic	Engineer	with	14	years	of	experience.	Her	
background	with	a	variety	of	transportation	projects	has	focused	on	
traffic	signal	design	and	operations.	Jill	has	served	as	project	engi-
neer	for	hundreds	of	traffic	signal	modernizations	throughout	the	
state,	and	her	experience	includes	performing	traffic	signal	design	
work and calculations, developing pay items and special provisions 
for	construction	using	e-proposal,	preparing	quantity	and	engineers	
estimates,	developing	traffic	signal	timing	plans,	and	preparing	tim-
ing	permits	using	MDOT’s	clearance	interval	calculation	spreadsheet	
and	the	Michigan	Timing	Plan	Preparation	Guidelines.	Other	project	
responsibilities	include	mitigating	intersection	operational	deficien-
cies using Highway Capacity Software and Synchro, and performing 
signal	optimization	studies	using	Synchro	and	SimTraffic.		

Representative Project Experience 
• M-59 at Crooks Road Interchange Reconstruction (Design-Build) 

City	of	Rochester	Hills,	Oakland	County,	MI.	Project	Engineer	
responsible	for	developing	traffic	signal	plans	associated	with	the	
design-build	delivery	of	an	interchange	reconstruction.	The	traf-
fic	signal	design	scope	included	the	modernization	of	the	signals	
at	Crooks	Road	and	the	eastbound	M-59	ramps,	Crooks	Road	
and	the	westbound	M-59	ramps,	and	Crooks	Road	and	Star	Batt	
Drive,	as	well	as	the	preparation	of	traffic	signal	staging	plans	for	
multiple	stages	of	construction.	All	three	signals	were	upgraded	
to	box	spans	with	video	detection	(using	Autoscope	Cameras)	and	
countdown	pedestrian	signals.	The	Star	Batt	Drive	intersection	
also	included	the	design	of	ADA	compliant	pushbutton	place-
ment	and	sidewalk	ramps.	Traffic	signal	staging	plans	were	also	
prepared	for	the	Crooks	Road	and	Northfield	Drive	intersection,	
which included temporarily removing a mast arm and utilizing 
a	temporary	diagonal	span.	Her	project	responsibilities	included	
preparing	the	traffic	signal	designs	(including	performing	the	
necessary design calculations) and coordinating with utilities, the 
MDOT Signals Unit, and the electrical contractor performing the 
signal	work.

•	 M-97	Rehabilitation	from	South	of	Hayes	to	14	Mile	Road,	Cit-
ies	of	Warren,	Roseville,	Fraser	in	Macomb	County,	MI,	MDOT.	
Project	Engineer	responsible	for	signal	design	as	part	of	a	road-
way	rehabilitation	project	along	M-97	from	Martin	Road	to	14	
Mile	Road.	The	signal	design	scope	included	upgrading	diagonal	
spans	to	box	spans,	installing	side	street	and	left-turn	actuation,	
upgrading	to	the	flashing	yellow	arrow	left-turn	signal	at	intersec-
tions with permissive/protected left-turn phasing, and upgrading 
pushbutton	placement	and	sidewalk	ramps	to	ADA	compliance	
at	7	intersections,	as	well	as	preparing	traffic	signal	staging	plans	
for	multiple	stages	of	construction.	Due	to	the	severe	skew	of	the	
intersections,	suspended	box	spans	were	utilized	at	several	loca-
tions	to	meet	cone	of	vision	requirements.	Louvers	were	also	used	
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at select locations to prevent driver confusion at intersection approaches where the signal for opposing traf-
fic	may	also	be	visible.	Jill’s	primary	responsibilities	included	preparing	the	traffic	signal	designs	(including	
performing the necessary design calculations), coordinating with utility companies and the MDOT Signals 
Unit, developing pay items and special provisions for construction, preparing project cost estimates, and 
developing	the	project	proposal	using	e-proposal.

•	 Signal	Modernization	Design	at	17	Locations	in	the	University	Region,	Livingston,	Monroe	&	Washt-
enaw	Counties,	MI,	MDOT.	Project	Engineer	responsible	for	the	modernization	of	17	traffic	signals	in	the	
University	Region.	The	modernizations	included	upgrading	diagonal	spans	to	box	spans,	installing	wire-
less	vehicle	detection,	upgrading	pedestrian	facilities	and	pushbutton	placement	to	ADA	compliance,	and	
installing	radio	interconnect.	Three	of	the	project	locations	included	the	design	of	railroad	pre-signals	and	
the	preparation	of	railroad	permit	applications.	Jill’s	primary	project	responsibilities	include	preparing	the	
traffic	signal	designs	(including	performing	the	necessary	design	calculations),	coordinating	with	utilities,	
local maintaining agencies, the MDOT Signals Unit and Brighton TSC, developing pay items and special 
provisions for construction, preparing project cost estimates, and developing the project proposal using e-
proposal.	The	project	is	scheduled	for	an	early	2015	letting.

•	 Traffic	Signal	Modernization,	Canton	Township,	MI.	Project	Engineer	responsible	for	providing	traffic	sig-
nal	design	services	for	modernizing	seven	signals	and	the	design	of	one	new	signal	for	Canton	Township.	
Design scope included upgrading to Category III mast arms and installing LED illuminated case signs and 
street	name	signs,	video	traffic	detection,	and	battery	back-up	systems.

•	 Rectangular	Rapid	Flashing	Beacon	(RRFB)	for	M-222	Reconstruction	Project,	Prein	&	Newhof,	Allegan,	
MI.	Project	Engineer	responsible	for	preparing	plans	for	a	Rectangular	Rapid	Flashing	Beacon	(RRFB)	
installation	for	a	mid-block	crossing	on	M-222	in	the	City	of	Allegan	in	conjunction	with	a	roadway	recon-
struction	project.	The	RRFB	system	provides	a	system	of	warning	lights	mounted	to	a	pedestrian	crossing	
sign	that	are	activated	by	a	pedestrian	pushbutton.	The	warning	lights	remain	dark	until	activated	by	the	
pushbutton,	and	then	a	wig-wag	rapid	flashing	indication	alerts	motorists	that	a	pedestrian	is	crossing	the	
street.	A	light	indication	also	faces	the	pedestrian	so	as	to	inform	them	when	the	device	is	activated.	The	
RRFB	at	this	particular	location	utilizes	solar	power	with	a	65	watt	solar	engine.	

•	 Capital	Avenue	Corridor	Analysis,	Battle	Creek,	MI.	Project	Engineer	for	a	corridor	analysis	along	Capital	
Avenue,	from	Columbia	Avenue	to	Territorial	Avenue,	in	Battle	Creek.	The	analysis	was	conducted	to	de-
termine	the	traffic	impacts	of	reducing	Capital	Avenue	from	a	four-lane	cross-section	to	a	three-lane	cross-
section	in	order	to	include	bike	lanes	along	both	sides	of	the	road.	The	corridor	was	modeled	in	Synchro	to	
compare	the	existing	and	proposed	traffic	impacts.	SimTraffic	was	used	to	observe	the	expected	corridor	
performance,	and	compare	existing	and	proposed	delay	and	travel	times.

•	 Signal	Modernization	at	20	Locations	in	the	Southwest	Region;	Allegan,	Kalamazoo	&	St.	Joseph	Coun-
ties,	MI.	Project	Engineer	for	the	modernization	of	20	existing	traffic	signals	throughout	the	Southwest	
Region	along	BL-94,	US-131,	and	various	other	routes.	The	project	scope	entails	upgrading	existing	sig-
nals	to	box	spans,	installing	vehicle	and	pedestrian	actuation,	upgrading	to	countdown	pedestrian	signals,	
designing	ADA	compliant	pedestrian	facilities,	designing	railroad	and	fire	station	pre-emption,	and	up-
grading	existing	flashing	beacons.	The	project	includes	several	intersections	in	historical	districts,	requir-
ing	coordination	with	MDOT’s	Environmental	Historians.	Jill’s	primary	project	responsibilities	include	
preparing	the	traffic	signal	designs	(including	performing	the	necessary	design	calculations),	coordinating	
with utilities, local maintaining agencies, the MDOT Signals Unit and Kalamazoo TSC, developing pay 
items and special provisions for construction, preparing project cost estimates, and developing the project 
proposal	using	e-proposal.	

Jill Bosserd, EIT
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Our transportation engineers integrate lo-
cal issues into overall solutions to deliver 
context-sensitive designs for both motor-
ized and non-motorized users. Wade Trim 
engineers understand the habits of motor-
ists and pedestrians to recognize how they 
interact in transportation systems. Various 
studies are performed including operational 
analyses and traffic impact studies to gen-
erate safe, efficient, and convenient move-
ment of people and commerce. We have 
been instrumental in master planning and 
signal improvements for many non-mo-
torized transportation projects. Wade Trim 
maintains many MDOT prequalifications, 
including all in the Traffic and Safety Ser-
vices, Transportation Planning Services, and 
Design Services Groups. 

Wade Trim has worked with various Oakland 
County Departments including the Planning 
and Economic Development Services, Parks 
and Recreation, Road Commission, and 
Water Resources Commissioner’s Office. We 
worked closely with the Road Commission 
and Henry Ford Health Systems (HFHS) to 
analyze and mitigate traffic impacts of the 
West Bloomfield Hospital. We also worked 
with the RCOC, HFHS and West Bloomfield 
Township to secure funding for the Maple 
Road corridor (Northwestern Connector 
project), to improve traffic operations, safe-
ty and economic development of the area.

Over the past two decades, Wade Trim has 
provided engineering, surveying and plan-
ning services to the following clients in 
Oakland County:
•  City of Royal Oak
•  City of Birmingham
•  Bloomfield Township
•  Commerce Township
•  City of Berkley
•  City of Ferndale
•  City of Farmington Hills
•  City of Lathrup Village
•  Village of Milford
•  Oakland County
•  Oakland County Drain Commissioner
•  Orion Township
•  City of Rochester Hills
•  White Lake Township
•  Henry Ford Health System
•  West Bloomfield Township
•  Developers Diversified Realty
•  Lowe’s Home Improvement

3.1 References
M-25/M-24 Resurfacing, Village of 
Unionville, MI, MDOT. Wade Trim was 
the prime consultant and provided traf-
fic engineering for the rehabilitation of 3.8 
miles of rural and urban two-lane roadway. 
The project included milling and resurfac-
ing a rural roadway, while bringing exist-
ing geometric features such as shoulders 
and roadway approaches up to current 

similar ProjeCts 3
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standards. Wade Trim prepared pavement 
marking plans for the two corridors, which 
included markings for the road diet conver-
sion on M-24, in which the four-lane section 
was reduced to two lanes with a center turn 
lane and one parking lane. Pavement mark-
ing plans were also prepared for the M-25 
section, which included on-street parking 
spaces.
Reference: Jason Garza, PE, 
989.671.1535

City of Flint, MI. 
Through a long standing City Engineer re-
lationship with the City of Flint, Wade Trim 
has provided various services for numerous 
roadway improvement projects, many which 
included adding bike lanes by reducing the 
roadways from 4 to 3 lanes
Reference: Kay Muhammad, PE, 
Director of Transportation Division 
810.766.7165

3.2 Project Profiles
Project profiles for some similar projects 
follow in this section. 

Oakland County experience 
Wade Trim prepared the Oakland County 
Trails Master Plan, which required coor-
dination with MDOT, the Road Commis-
sion for Oakland County, and local agen-
cies to evaluate potential connections 
and discuss issues related to trail design 
and construction.

Complete Streets Experts 
New legislation changes Michigan’s ap-
proach to building roads. Complete 
Streets requires that consideration be 
given to all road users, not just vehicles, 
and that MDOT and municipalities consult 
with one another when planning a non-
motorized project that affects a transpor-
tation facility. Communities adopting their 
own Complete Streets policies are best 
positioned to advance implementation of 
their own transportation goals. 

Wade Trim facilitated the 20-year Battle 
Creek Non-motorized Plan with the City’s 
Parks and Engineering Departments.
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Kettering Gateway Phases I and II

Client: City of Flint 

Completion Date: 2013

Services:
• Completed to funding requirements of 

multiple sources 
• Coordination with the City and MDOT
• Construction engineering 
• Inspection 
• Nonmotorized path and ADA ramps
• Bridge repair
• MDOT Local Agency Project 

The Kettering Gateway project in the City of 
Flint was initiated to create a main corridor 
between I-69 at the south end of the proj-
ect, to Kettering University and local hospi-
tals at the north end. Wade Trim provided 
planning and engineering services for the 
City and construction engineering for MDOT. 

The existing 2-lane and 4-lane roadway 
sections were reconstructed to a uniform 
3-lane section with dedicated left-turn lane 
for the length of the project. Also, three 
intersections were upgraded to box-span 
traffic signals with left-turn lanes in each 
direction. An offset aligned intersection was 
realigned to form a four-leg intersection, 
thus allowing through and left turns move-
ments for all directions. Other infrastructure 
improvements include water main, sanitary 
sewer, storm sewer, gas, and electric re-
placements. Right-of-way acquisition was 
necessary along the route for maintaining 
the 3-lane section and realignment of Fox 
Street. The acquisition included 4 parcel to-
tal takes, 11 partial takes and 13 temporary 
grading permits.

Phase I of the project was funded through 
the American Recovery and Reinvestment 

Act and was bid through the MDOT let-
ting contractor selection process. Wade 
Trim completed the planning and engineer-
ing services for the City of Flint and the 
Construction Engineering and Inspection 
services for MDOT who administered the 
construction contract on behalf of the City. 
Phase II includes beautification enhance-
ments, decorative street lighting, landscap-
ing, non-motorized shared use trail and 
Gateway signage. The City, in cooperation 
with MDOT, received funding for this phase 
through the Federal Highway Administration 
(FHWA) as a High Priority Project (HPP). 
Wade Trim provided design and is perform-
ing construction administration services to 
meet requirements of the FHWA HPP fund-
ing, administered through MDOT.
 
Phase I remains open to traffic during Phase 
II construction. The nonmotorized trail con-
nects the City Park at the I-69 interchange 
to the Flint River Trail improvements be-
ing completed near the Kettering Univer-
sity campus. Decorative street lighting will  
complement the other improvements and 
provide uniform lighting for the City. The 
Gateway signage will  assist the traveling 
public navigate the community.
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Wade Trim provided full construction engi-
neering services for the HMA resurfacing 
and reconstruction of approximately one 
mile of roadway involving cold milling HMA 
surface, removal of curb and gutter, and 
HMA pavement removal. The roadway was 
replaced with new drainage system, water 
main and sanitary sewer improvements, 
HMA pavement, concrete curb and gutter, 
sidewalks, permanent signing, pavement 
markings, traffic signal improvements, and 
slope restoration. An ARRA-funded project, 
MDOT administered the construction con-
tract on behalf of the City of Flint.

Full Construction Engineering services pro-
vided from contract award through comple-
tion included oversight of all work by the 
construction contractor and final acceptance 
by the City of Flint and MDOT including 
project administration, inspection, quality 
assurance testing and reporting, measure-
ment, computation, and documentation of 
quantities, reporting and record keeping in 
FieldManager, and finalling all project docu-
mentation. 

Kettering Gateway Phases I and II 
Construction Engineering (Cont’d) 
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Flint Roadway Improvements

Client: City of Flint 

Services: 
• Design 
• Water main replacement
• Utility relocation
• Storm water system
• Inspection 
• Construction survey and staking
• Construction engineering
• MDOT Category A Funding and Federal 
 Surface Transportation Program–Urban 

Through a long standing City Engineer re-
lationship with the City of Flint, Wade Trim 
has provided services for roadway improve-
ment projects, many which included adding 
bike lanes by reducing the roadways from 
4 to 3 lanes: 
• Fifth Avenue - Fifth Avenue from Pros-

pect to Saginaw Streets was 0.67 mile 
of road reconstruction from four lanes to 
three provides safer vehicular travel and 
included replacement of water main and 
manhole structures, storm drains and 
structures, subbase, aggregate base, 
curb and gutter, hot-mix-asphalt paving, 
pavement markings and sign replace-
ment. Wade Trim performed the traffic 
study, design, construction administra-
tion, engineering, materials testing and 
inspection per MDOT requirements and 
finished ahead of schedule and under 
budget. The $1.6 million project includ-
ed challenging traffic detours and main-
tenance, utility conflict resolution, and 
coordination with a major hospital and 
several medical facilities and exceeded 
client and public expectations. 

• Dupont Street - The resurfacing from 
Welch Boulevard to Pasadena Avenue 

was 1.2 miles of road milling and re-
habilitation from four lanes to three, 
providing safer vehicular travel. The 
$1 million project included replacement 
of concrete base edge, curb and gutter, 
sidewalk, and hot mix asphalt surfac-
ing with pavement markings and signs. 
Wade Trim performed design, construc-
tion administration, engineering, mate-
rials testing and inspection per MDOT 
requirements and finished on budget 
and ahead of schedule.

• Flushing Road - The Flushing Road 
reconstruction from Ballenger Highway 
to Prospect Street was 1.4 miles of road 
reconstruction from four lanes to three 
to provides safer vehicular travel and 
included replacement of water main and 
structures, storm drains and structures, 
subbase, aggregate base, curb and 
gutter, hot-mix-asphalt paving, pave-
ment markings and sign replacement. 
Wade Trim expedited the design using 
resources in several offices to meet the 
project schedule and help the City cap-
ture specialized Federal funding through 
MDOT. The project was constructed in 
2007 at an estimated cost of $3.4 mil-
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lion with Wade Trim performing the 
construction administration, engineer-
ing, materials testing and inspection per 
MDOT requirements with materials test-
ing assistance from City staff. 

• Third Avenue - The reconstruction of 
1.7 miles of Third Avenue from the Flint 
River to Saginaw Street joins the cam-
puses of the University of Michigan to 
the east side and Kettering University to 
the west. Wade Trim designed the east 
mile while teaming with another con-
sultant that designed the west 0.7 mile. 
The two firms teamed up to produce a 
single set of plans for letting by MDOT 
on an aggressive schedule to success-
fully capture Federal High Priority funds. 

 This high-profile project was the focus 
of a downtown redevelopment effort by 
the City and its economic development 
supporters. The road reconstruction 
from four lanes to three provides safer 
vehicular travel. The project involved re-
placement of water main and structures, 
storm drains and structures, subbase, 
aggregate base, curb and gutter, hot-
mix-asphalt paving, pavement markings 
and sign replacement. 

 The project was constructed during 
2007 at an estimated cost of $3.9 mil-
lion. Special traffic control and project 
phasing, an integral element of the 
design and construction, were used to 
accommodate the annual international 
Crim Race. Wade Trim also completed 
construction administration, engineer-
ing, materials testing and inspection per 
MDOT requirements.

• Pierson Road Reconstruction - 
Wade Trim provided engineering ser-
vices for reconstruction of the 2.2-mile 
Pierson Road corridor, while teaming 
with another consultant to complete the 
design phase within an expedited project 
schedule.  Pierson Road is the main 
east-west thoroughfare for the north 
side of Flint, an arterial connecting I-475 
and I-75/US-23. The project, from Flem-
ing Road to Horton Avenue, was partially 
funded by Federal and state transporta-
tion programs to replace the deteriorat-
ed roadway and aging infrastructure. 

 The reconstruction included HMA paving, 
a new storm water collection system, 
sanitary sewers and manhole structures, 
replacement of an existing 24-inch water 
transmission main, and relocation of 
overhead utilities and a high-pressure 
gas main. The project also included 
concrete driveways with curb and gut-
ter, striping, signage, traffic control and 
detours. More than 56 utility poles were 
relocated to maintain 11-foot lanes. The 
$7.1 million project was completed in 
2006 and included sidewalks, curb and 
gutter, and enclosed drainage.

Flint Roadway Improvements (Cont’d) 
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M-85 (Fort Street) from Sibley Road 
to Goddard Road

Client: Michigan Department of 
Transportation 

Completion Date: November 2013

Services: 
• Design and preparation of plans
• Staged construction 
• Drainage design
• Intersection improvements
• Traffic analysis of crossovers and 
 turning movements
• Traffic signal design
• Signing upgrades

The M-85 project in the Downriver area of 
southeast Michigan included design and 
preparation of plans for four miles of total 
reconstruction of a boulevard (Fort Street) 
in the cities of Southgate, Riverview, Lincoln 
Park and Wyandotte. The project included 
analysis and design of a complex drain-
age system, geometric and intersection 
improvements, in-depth traffic analysis of 
crossovers and turning movements, traffic 
signal design, signing upgrades and complex 
traffic maintenance. The project also includ-
ed coordination of right-of-way issues and 
public involvement. 

Several traffic studies were conducted as 
part of this project. Three intersections were 
evaluated for safety and operations includ-
ing two five-point intersections. The geom-
etry of all three was altered to improve op-
erations and increase the safety of the inter-
sections. These changes varied from elimi-
nation of movements, adding turn lanes, 
and changing signalization. Wade Trim also 
evaluated the parking and access manage-
ment. On-street parking was reconfigured 
to create “bump-outs” along the corridor. 
These bump-outs were designed to elimi-
nate parking in clear vision triangles at side 

streets and driveways. We worked with local 
businesses and the communities along the 
corridor to balance driveway openings with 
on-street parking. Several driveways were 
identified for closure or combination with 
other driveways.
 
A pedestrian study was conducted of the 
corridor. Field observations of pedestrian 
movements and destinations were complet-
ed. From this information, safe and conve-
nient crosswalks and non-motorized paths 
were identified. We worked with the com-
munities, MDOT and the FHWA to identify 
sidewalk gaps and locations to add sidewalk 
to improve pedestrian mobility. Several traf-
fic staging concepts, signal warrant, capac-
ity and crash analyses were conducted as 
part of the project.

A corridor signal timing analysis was con-
ducted to determine the optimized signal 
timings on the corridor with the new design 
improvements, including additional pedes-
trian phases. The results indicated that 
optimizing the signals alone, without equip-
ment or geometric improvements, would 
have significant impact. By adding safety 
and operational features such as pedestrian 
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phases including push-buttons at all ma-
jor intersections, the mitigated conditions 
were better than optimizing signals without 
the geometric improvements. Signal tim-
ing permits were prepared for the optimized 
condition with geometric and operational 
improvements.
 
A detailed drainage study involved design-
ing a system that would be satisfactory to 
MDOT and the Southgate-Wyandotte Drain-
age District. This system included a parallel 
pipe for detention, flapgates and “duckbills” 
as part of the design. Wade Trim used the 
current MDOT criteria for gutter spread and 
developed a unique storm water configura-
tion that would enhance the constructibility 
of the project – a rain garden in the median.

Part-width construction of the roadway will 
be completed during three stages. Main-
tenance of traffic plans and traffic signal 
staging plans were developed to maintain 
two lanes of traffic in each direction. Several 
sub-stages of construction were developed 
for the major signalized intersections.

 

M-85 (Fort Street) from Sibley Road to 
Goddard Road (Cont’d) 
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M-97 Reconstruction from South of 
Hayes to 14 Mile Road

Client: 
Michigan Department of Transportation 

Completion Date: 2011

Services: 
•  Traffic operations and safety   

improvements
• Signal operations study
• MOT plans
• Signing plans 

This project for the Michigan Department of 
Transportation involved the reconstruction 
of 3.55 miles of urban arterial roadway in 
the Cities of Warren, Roseville and Fraser in 
Macomb County, MI. 

Project elements included HMA milling and 
resurfacing, curb and gutter replacement, 
sidewalk construction, ADA ramp installa-
tion, traffic signal replacement and modern-
ization, access management, right-of-way 
plan and document preparation, pedestrian 
bridge removal, and drainage improve-
ments. Wade Trim also worked with SMART 
bus system to develop plans for service 
both during and after construction.

Wade Trim was responsible for conducting 
the traffic safety and operational studies, 
signal operations study, MOT plans, and 
signing plans for this 3.6 mile urban arterial 
project. The purpose of the studies are to 
identify existing operational deficiencies and 
evaluate the impacts of alternative improve-
ments. The studies consisted of mobility 
analyses, geometric analyses, and a signal 
optimization study. Wade Trim is responsible 
for leading the operational studies includ-
ing the signal optimization study. To analyze 

traffic operations on this 11 signal network, 
Synchro and SimTraffic 7 software are be-
ing used. An evaluation was conducted to 
determine if the number of lane through 
lanes can be reduced from 7 to 5. Other 
design features such as the need for right-
turn lanes at major streets and commercial 
enterprises was examined. Also responsible 
for conducting pedestrian accommodations 
studies and an access management study 
and design exceptions. Signal timing along 
the corridor will be optimized based on 
improving bandwidths, reducing delay and 
travel time and increasing average travel 
speeds. A benefit to cost analysis will also 
be conducted and timing permits will be 
prepared for implementation after construc-
tion.
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Wade Trim performed an Asset Management 
Study for the I-275 Bike Path in southeast 
Michigan. The bike path parallels Interstate- 
275 for 42 miles, from the City of Novi in 
the north, through western Wayne County 
and into Monroe County, MI. 

The study was a comprehensive analysis 
of how to best rehabilitate and manage the 
existing bike path in the I-275 Corridor, as 
well as determine the feasibility of expand-
ing the trail south to the City of Monroe. 

Wade Trim staff used hand-held GPS receiv-
ers synchronized with tablet PCs operat-
ing GIS software and a digital camera to 
document many existing conditions of the 
bike path, to include: pavement conditions, 
obstacles, vegetation overgrowth, safety 
concerns, culvert locations, bridges/under-
passes, fence location and type, excessive 
slopes, existing and potential trailheads, 
and design standards. 

A flip book of the entire bike path was cre-
ated which maps the bike path overlaying 
orthophotography, with point and line sym-
bols, pictures and descriptive text describing 
the condition of each segment of the bike 
path.

I-275 Bike Path 
Asset Management Study 

Client: 
Michigan Department of Transportation 

Completion Date: 2008

Services: 
• Mobile GIS/GPS Data Acquisition
• Asset Condition Assessment
• Detailed Flip Book
• PDFs and ArcReader Project
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Village of Milford 
Non-Motorized Trail 

Client: Village of Milford 

Completion Date: 2009

Services: 
•  Conceptual Planning
• Grant Writing
• Survey
• Engineering/Design
• Construction Engineering/Inspection

Wade Trim provided planning, grant writing, 
and engineering design and construction 
services for an approximately one-mile long, 
non-motorized trail in the Village of Milford. 
The trail connects to the Milford-Kensington 
Trail and traverses from the Milford Dam at 
the Huron River, through Hubbell Pond Park, 
and connects to the Milford YMCA, Milford 
Library, and downtown Milford. Wade Trim 
assisted the Village obtain $65,000 from the 
Community Foundation for Southeastern 
Michigan for the development of construc-
tion documents as well as nearly $300,000 
from the Michigan Department of Natural 
Resources toward construction. 

The 10-foot wide, asphalt cross-section trail 
was located to avoid impacts on nearby 
wetlands, significant woodlands, and slopes. 
It also takes advantage of the spectacular 
views of the Huron River, Mill Pond, and 
downtown Milford. The trail was completed 
in 2009.
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Wade Trim’s proposed hourly rates for per-
sonnel expected to work on various assign-
ments for this project, along with rates for 
typical reimbursable expenses expected in 
the execution of these duties. 

hours and hourly rate 
for staff members 4

Team Member Role 
Hourly 

Rate
No. of 
Hours

Lori Pawlik, PE Project Manager  Professional Engineer II $124 26
Matt Stacey, PE Authorized Signature Professional Engineer III $150 2
Kacey Bentley CADD Technician CADD Technician III $75   40
Jill Bosserd, EIT Signal Design Engineer III $145 4

Figure 2 Staff Hourly Rates
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1. Field Review and Obtain Existing Plans 
– Wade Trim will review the existing 
right-of-way conditions, any plans 
specifications on file with the city, and all 
related engineering, planning and design 
documents. Prior to the kickoff meeting, 
we will obtain the existing design plans 
on Main Street and conduct our initial 
field reviews. 

2. Kickoff Meeting – Wade Trim will meet 
with the City staff to review existing 
conditions, engineering, planning and 
design documents, project objectives, 
etc. We will discuss pavement marking 
removals and potential salvaging 
of any existing pavement markings 
such as parking lane lines and edge 
lines. The proposed design will also 
be addressed at the kickoff meeting, 
including items such as pavement 
marking material preferences, crosswalk 
design preferences (standard or high 
emphasis), bicycle lane preferences 
(width of lanes and buffer), etc. At this 
time we will discuss potential temporary 
minor adjustments to traffic signals and 
determine whether they will be included 
as part of this project. Wade Trim will 
prepare meeting minutes and document 
the decisions made at the kickoff 
meeting. 

3. Preliminary Design Phase – Wade Trim 
will prepare preliminary design drawings 
sufficient to depict the character of the 
road diet for review by staff. Wade Trim 
will prepare preliminary plans and set 
of documents including title sheet, note 
sheets, contract logs, and special detail 
sheets if necessary. The pavement 
marking and signing plans will show all 
markings and signs to be removed and 
proposed. Recommendations to upgrade 
signs (selection of signs, location, 
font size, color, etc) will be made in 
compliance with 2011 MMUTCD, MDOT’s 
guidelines and standards. Roadway or 
other deficiencies will be noted and 
brought to the attention of the MDOT 
Engineer Manager.

4. Preliminary Design Review – We 
will meet with staff to review the 
preliminary design drawings and revise 
those drawings based on staff input 
if necessary. At the meeting, we will 
note any changes the City would like 
incorporated into the final plans.

5. Final Design Phase – Wade Trim will 
prepare final design drawings including 
estimated installation costs for review 
by staff. The set of plans will be near 
completion at this time. 

outline and desCriPtion of eaCh Phase 
of the 7 ProjeCt tasks5
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6. Final Design Review – Wade Trim will 
meet with staff to review the final 
design drawings and revise drawings if 
necessary. At the meeting, we will note 
any minor changes the City would like 
incorporated into the final deliverables.

7. Final Deliverables – Upon approval of the 
final design, produce a complete set of 
construction documents including, but 
not necessarily limited to, construction-
grade drawings, written specifications, 
and final cost estimates.
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The Timetable shown below can be modified 
and tasks can be completed sooner if neces-
sary.  

sChedule and estimated 
fee struCture 6

Date Milestone
December 11, 2015 RFP Deadline / Bid Opening

December 14-16, 2015 Anticipated Dates of Interviews (optional)
January 4, 2016 Anticipated Date of Contract Award

January 5-8, 2016 Task 1. Field Review and Obtain Existing Plans
January 11-15, 2016 Task 2. Kickoff Meeting
January 18-22, 2016 Task 3. Preliminary Design Phase
January 25-29, 2016 Task 4. Preliminary Design Review

February 1-5, 2016 Task 5. Final Design Phase
February 8-12, 2016 Task 6. Final Design Review

February 15-19, 2016 Task 7. Final Deliverables

Figure 3 Timetable/Schedule 
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Finance Department
211 South Williams Street 

Royal Oak, MI 48067 
248.246.3030 

CITY OF ROYAL OAK, MICHIGAN 
REQUEST FOR PROPOSALS 

Engineering & Planning Services 
Main Street Road Diet Pilot Project 

RFP-SBP-RO-16-017 

Cost proposals shall include all anticipated costs for services including, but not limited to external costs 
(research, travel, etc.), and shall include a not-to-exceed fee total for the proposed Engineering & 
Planning Services. 

Please attach a detailed itemization of all costs for work in the Scope of Services and deliverables. 

NOT TO EXCEED FEE TOTAL FOR ENGINEERING & PLANNING SERVICES: 

$   

If any additional services are proposed by your company, please outline these and their costs as separate 
from those services originally requested. 

ADDITIONAL PROPOSED SERVICES: 

7,104

NA
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CITY OF ROYAL OAK, MICHIGAN 
REQUEST FOR PROPOSALS 

Engineering & Planning Services 
Main Street Road Diet Pilot Project 

RFP-SBP-RO-16-017 

TO: FINANCE DEPARTMENT, CITY OF ROYAL OAK, MICHIGAN 

The undersigned hereby offers to furnish to the City of Royal Oak all materials and/or services at the 
prices quoted in conformance with the city’s specifications described herein. 

The firm certifies that this proposal is in complete compliance with all specifications except as specifically 
listed on the following lines (use additional sheet if necessary): 

Proposal firm for:   (90 day minimum length of time) 

LEGAL IDENTIFICATION 

Name of Company:  

Company Address:  

Phone:   Fax:   E-mail:   

Proposal Prepared By:  
(Type or Print Name of Individual) (Title) 

Authorized Signature:   

Date Submitted:   

Wade Trim Associates, Inc.
25251 Northline Road, P.O. Box 10
Taylor, MI  48180

734.947.9700                  734.947.9726                          mstacey@wadetrim.com
   Matthew J. Stacey, PE                                 Vice President 

                        
    December 11, 2015

90 days 
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25251 Northline Road
P.O. Box 10
Taylor, MI  48180
734.947.9700 
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Detroit, MI  48226
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www.wadetrim.com 
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Approval of Assessment Review §17 Ordinance Amendments 
First Reading 

 
January 15, 2016 
 
The Honorable Mayor Ellison and 
Members of the City Commission:   

 
City Assessor James Geiermann has asked our office to prepare proposed amendments to 
several sections of Chapter 17 of the City Code “Assessment Review.”  These proposed 
amendments, which would bring the City Code into alignment with the Michigan General Prop-
erty Tax Act, are presented for your review and consideration on first reading.    The proposed 
amendments would:  
 

1) Correct the date of tax day.  Currently, §17-1 “Tax Day” states that January 1st of each 
year is tax day when December 31st is tax day by law.   The amendment would also 
eliminate antiquated language (in the year 1950, and each year thereafter).   

 
2) Eliminate antiquated language (in the year 1950, and each year thereafter) in §17-2 

“Completion of assessment roll.”  
 

3) Eliminate antiquated language (in the year 1950, and each year thereafter) and clarify 
the meeting schedule of the Board of Review in §17-3 “Review of assessments by Board 
of Review.”  The amendment would also add language to §17-3 requiring agents repre-
senting taxpayers or limited liability companies to present a written letter of authorization 
to the Board of Review.    

 
4) Eliminate antiquated language (as last amended by Act No. 285 of the Public Acts of 

1949) from §17-4.   
 
If the city commission approves the proposed amendments, the following resolution would be 
appropriate:                                                                                                                                                             
 

Be it resolved, the City Commission hereby approves the 2016 amendments to 
the City of Royal Oak Assessment Review Ordinance on first reading. 

 
If you have any questions about this proposal, please contact our office. 
 
Respectfully submitted,  
 
    
Mark O. Liss      Delores Mayer  
Interim City Attorney     Assistant City Attorney 



 

 

 
 

CITY OF ROYAL OAK 
 

ORDINANCE 2016 - ___ 
 
AN ORDINANCE TO AMEND THE CODE OF THE CITY OF ROYAL OAK TO CORRECT THE 

DATE OF TAX DAY (§17-1); TO CLARIFY LANGUAGE CONCERNING COMPLETION OF 
THE ASSESSMENT ROLE (§17-2); TO CLARIFY THE MEETINGS OF THE BOARD OF 

REIVIEW AND ADD LANGUAGE TO THE REVIEW OF ASSESSMENTS BY THE BOARD OF 
REVIEW REGARDING AGENT REPRESENTATION OF TAXPAYERS AND LIMITED  

LIABILITY COMPANIES (§17-3) 
 
 
THE CITY OF ROYAL OAK ORDAINS: 
 
SECTION 1.  SHORT TITLE.  This Ordinance shall be known as and may be cited as the “2016 
Amendment to the City of Royal Oak Assessment Review Ordinance.” 
 
SECTION 2.  STATEMENT OF PURPOSE.  This is an ordinance to amend the City Code at 
Chapter 17, “Assessment Review” to correct the date of tax day (§17-1); to eliminate antiquated 
language (§17-2); to eliminate antiquated language and clarify language regarding meetings of 
the Board of Review (§17-3); to add language specifying requirements of agent representation 
of taxpayers and limited liability companies before the Board of Review (§17-3); and to eliminate 
antiquated language (§17-4). .    
 
SECTION 3.  AMENDMENT AT SECTION 17-1. The Royal Oak City Code, Chapter 17 “As-
sessment Review”, is hereby amended at Section 17-1, “Tax Day”, which shall now read as fol-
lows: 
 

§17-1.  Tax Day     
 
December 31st of each year shall be the tax day in the City of Royal Oak, Michigan.   
The taxable status of persons and real and personal property shall be determined as of 
the tax day.   

 
SECTION 4.  AMENDMENT AT SECTION 17. ASSESSMENT REVIEW.  The Royal Oak City 
Code, Chapter 17 “Assessment Review”, is hereby amended at Section 17-2, “Completion of 
assessment roll”, which shall now read as follows: 
 
 

§17-2.  Completion of assessment roll. 
 
The City Assessor shall, on or before the first Monday in March in each year, make and 
complete an assessment roll.    

 
 
SECTION 4.  AMENDMENT AT SECTION 17.  The Royal Oak City Code, Chapter 17 “As-
sessment Review”, is hereby amended at Section 17-3, “Completion of assessment roll”, which 
shall now read as follows: 



 

 

 
§17-3.  Review of assessments by Board of Review. 

 
The Board of Review shall meet, as required by law, to examine, review and correct the 
assessment roll, at the Royal Oak City Hall at 9:00 a.m. on the Tuesday immediately fol-
lowing the first Monday in March and shall continue in session as long as may be neces-
sary to complete the review. The Board shall meet for a period of at least six hours in 
each day during said review and shall hold at least two evening sessions of not less than 
two hours each during said review. The review of assessments shall be completed not 
later than the Wednesday following the first Monday in April. The City Clerk shall give 
public notice in a newspaper of general circulation in the City of Royal Oak of the date, 
time and place of the meeting of the Board of Review at least one week prior to the time 
of the meeting. 

 
Any agent representing a taxpayer shall present a written letter of authorization to the 
Board of Review at the time of his/her appointment.   The letter of authorization shall 
state that the representative is allowed to appear before the City of Royal Oak Board of 
Review.  Each individual letter of authorization shall also include:   1) a single parcel 
identification number; 2) the name of the authorized agent; 3) an original signature of the 
authorizing person; 4) the date of the signature.    A property owner or agent represent-
ing the taxpayer must provide articles of organization for a limited liability company to 
prove ownership.   

 
SECTION 5.  AMENDMENT AT SECTION 17.  The Royal Oak City Code, Chapter 17 “As-
sessment Review”, is hereby amended at Section 17-4, “Statutory authority”, which shall now 
read as follows: 
 
 §17-4.  Statutory authority.   
 

This chapter is adopted pursuant to the provisions of the General Property Tax Act 
which authorizes such changes in the making, completing and reviewing of the assess-
ment roll as herein made, any provisions of the City Charter to the contrary nothwith-
standing.   

 
SECTION 6.  SEVERABILITY.  If any section, subsection, clause, phrase or portion of this ordi-
nance is for any reason held invalid or unconstitutional by any court of competent jurisdiction, 
such portion shall be deemed a separate, distinct and independent portion of this ordinance, 
and such holding shall not affect the validity of the remaining portions of this ordinance. 
 
SECTION 7.  SAVINGS.  All proceedings pending and all rights and liabilities existing, acquired 
or incurred at the time this ordinance takes effect are saved and may be consummated accord-
ing to the law in force when they are commenced.   
 
SECTION 8.  REPEALER.  All ordinances or parts of ordinances in conflict herewith are hereby 
repealed only to the extent necessary to give this ordinance full force and effect. 
 
SECTION 9.  EFFECTIVE DATE.  This ordinance shall take effect ten (10) days after the final 
passage thereof. 
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Request for a Special Meeting to Continue  

2016 Strategic Planning Session 
 

January 19, 2016 
 
The Honorable Mayor Ellison and 
Members of the City Commission:   
 
During our January 9th strategic planning session the commission created four categories of 
goals (or “buckets”) based on what they would like Royal Oak to look like in 2030. From there, 
commissioners were asked to write down specific goals and objectives that they would like to 
take action on in the coming year to help pursue these long term outcomes. Our facilitator, Jo 
Anna Trierweiler, was tasked with compiling the suggestions provided by each of the 
commissioners, identifying areas where these goals and objectives may need to be clarified, 
and returning them for final discussion and prioritization by the commission. From here they will 
be passed on to city staff for review and input before being brought to the commission a final 
time for adoption during a regularly scheduled commission meeting.  
 
We are expecting to receive Ms. Trierweiler’s notes this week and will distribute them to the 
commission for the review.   We are recommending that the commission call a special session 
for the purpose of finalizing and preparing goals and objectives for review by city staff.  A 
“Doodle” survey has been set up to find time slots that will work for all members. We should 
have the results of that survey available to you at the January 25, 2016 City Commission 
meeting or before. 
 
To officially call this meeting, the following resolution should be completed and approved:   
 

Be It Resolved,  a special meeting of the Royal Oak City Commission is called 
for _____(date) starting at _____(time)  for the purpose of continuing strategic 
planning session discussions and preparing draft goals and objectives for review 
and input by city staff. This meeting will be held at ____(place). 

 
 
Respectfully submitted,  
Kayla Barber-Perrotta 
Management Analyst/Grants Coordinator 
 
Approved,  
 
 
Donald E. Johnson 
City Manager  

 
 
 



 
 
 
 

Announcements – January 25, 2016 
The next regular City Commission meeting will be 

February 8, 2016  
 

U P C O M I N G  M E E T I N G S  

Charter Review Committee 5:30 p.m. 
Mahany-Meininger Senior 

Community Center 
Citizens’ Traffic Committee 7:00 p.m. City Commission Room 315  

Library Board of Trustees 7:00 p.m. 
Friends’ Auditorium at the 

Public Library 

Tuesday 
January 26 

Rehabilitation Board of 
Appeals 

7:00 p.m. Conference Room 309  

City – School Liaison 
Committee 

6:00 p.m. 
Royal Oak Schools 

Administration Office           
(800 DeVillen) 

Wednesday 
January 27 

Historical Commission 7:00 p.m. Orson Starr House Museum 

Historic District Commission 7:00 p.m. 
Mahany-Meininger Senior 

Community Center  Thursday 
January 28 

ROOTS Foundation 7:00 p.m. 
Mahany-Meininger Senior 

Community Center  
Retirement Board 1:00 p.m. Conference Room 309  Thursday 

February 4 Parks and Recreation 
Advisory Board 

7:00 p.m. 
Mahany-Meininger Senior 

Community Center 
Crime Prevention Council 6:00 p.m. Police Conference Room  Tuesday 

February 9 Planning Commission 7:30 p.m. City Commission Room 315  
Wednesday 
February 10 

Commission for the Arts 7:00 p.m. 
Friends’ Auditorium at the 

Public Library 
Thursday 

February 11 
Zoning Board of Appeals 7:00 p.m. City Commission Room 315  

Historic District Study 
Committee 

7:00 p.m. 
Mahany-Meininger Senior 

Community Center 
Thursday 

February 18 
Animal Shelter Committee 7:15 p.m. Police Conference Room 

Charter Review Committee 5:30 p.m. 
Mahany-Meininger Senior 

Community Center 

Library Board of Trustees 7:00 p.m. 
Friends’ Auditorium at the 

Public Library 
Tuesday 

February 23 
Rehabilitation Board of 

Appeals 
7:00 p.m. Conference Room 309  

Downtown Development 
Authority 

4:00 p.m. City Commission Room 315  

Environmental Advisory 
Board  

7:00 p.m. 
Mahany-Meininger Senior 

Community Center 

Wednesday 
February 24 

Historical Commission 7:00 p.m. Orson Starr House Museum 
 



S P E C I A L  E V E N T S  
 

 
 
Ending Sunday, January 31:  Think spring and purchase your Royal Oak Golf Club membership by January 31 
and you will receive a discounted rate and a FREE round of golf!!  Once you are a ROGC member, you can 
purchase a 12-round punch card for just $125.  For more information, call the Golf Club at 248-554-0019.    
 
Monday, February 1:  The Royal Oak Public Library hosts their 17th Annual Preschool and Child Care Night at 
Northwood School at 7:00p.m. (926 West Twelve Mile Road).  Meet and speak with representatives from over 25 
area preschools and child care providers and be the first to get the 2016 Royal Oak Area Preschool and Child 
Care Directory.  No registration is necessary for this program.  
  
Monday, February 1:  The South Oakland Art Association will meet at 7:00p.m. at the Paint Party RO (2554 Crooks 
Road) and this month's featured speaker is Larry Zdeb, a mixed-media artist who specializes in "found art" 
creations that combine elements of Dada, randomness, and chance. Mr. Zdeb placed as one of the top five artists 
in the MI Great Artist competition for the second year in a row. He's been known to utilize old inner tubes, toy 
cash register keys, and even airplane parts while creating his pieces.  Like his art, Mr. Zdeb is a man of many 
facets and what you find on the outside isn’t necessarily all you will find.  For more information please contact 
Winnie Chrzanowski at wcinro@yahoo.com or at 248-259-6405 
 
Beginning Soon:  Get ready to lace up those ice skates as depressions for two earth rinks at Grant Park and 
Exchange Park are being whipped into skateable ice rinks by Department of Public Service (DPS) volunteers, 
according to Greg Rassel, DPS director.  "Lee Collick, Jeff Derringer and Bryan Griffith are in the process of 
working on these rinks," Rassel said. "It takes a great deal of time and effort to build up a solid base of ice, but 
they do it -- and on their own time"  "They're not frozen yet," said Collick. "It all depends on the weather now. We 
might be able to open them possibly the middle of next week."  We'll be sure to let you know when the snow 
fencing is down and the rinks are open!  
 
Continuing:  Did you know there will be three elections in Royal Oak this year?  March 8; August 2 and November 
8 will all be Election Days this year and the demand for election workers is very high.    Workers receive $160 for 
the day (this includes attending a training class prior to election). Applicants should feel comfortable using 
laptop computers, as they are in every precinct.  If you're interested in this civic opportunity and would like to 
learn more, please go to http://romi.gov/departments/city-clerk/election-inspector 
 
Continuing:  Be involved in your hometown in an advisory capacity by volunteering to be a part of a city board, 
committee or commission.  An informational list of boards and committees within the city and a current list of 
vacancies is posted on the city's website at: http://romi.gov/departments/city-clerk/boards-committees . Indicate 
your interest to serve by filling out an application. You can download the form at: 
http://romi.gov/webfm_send/3611 . Students are encouraged to participate, too! The student application can be 
found at: http://romi.gov/webfm_send/2967 . Be involved! Fill out an application today. 
 
 

H A P P E N I N G S  A T  T H E  P U B L I C  L I B R A R Y  
PLEASE NOTE:  More information and registration where specifically required for the events at the Public Library 
can be made by visiting ropl.org or calling the Youth and Teen Services Desk at 248-246-3725.  Most programs 
are completely free of charge unless otherwise noted in the event description.  
 
Tuesday, January 26:  The U of M Museum of Natural History Outreach Program will present a Family Science 
Workshop at 7:00p.m.  Designed for children ages 6 to 11, the Workshop will take participants through vast 
stretches of history to learn about large-scale time.  Topics covered will include the Big Bang theory, evolution 
and the development of human cultures.  Registration will be limited to 30 participants for this program.   
 
Thursday, January 28: Time to come to bring a friend and head to the library to play your favorite video games on 
Wii; Game Cube; and Xbox360 with Kinect!  Snacks will be provided as well.  Children ages 7 to 11 play at 
4:30p.m.  with middle and high school age students taking over the controls at 6:30p.m. Registration is limited to 
20 for each session.   
 
Monday, February 1:  The Royal Oak Public Library hosts their 17th Annual Preschool and Child Care Night at 
Northwood School at 7:00p.m. (926 West Twelve Mile Road).  Meet and speak with representatives from over 25 
area preschools and child care providers and be the first to get the 2016 Royal Oak Area Preschool and Child 
Care Directory.  No registration is necessary for this program.  



 
 
Tuesday, February 2: Children of all ages are invited to celebrate Pete the Cat and all his friends for some “fur-
bulous” fun. Enjoy a story, craft, games and a groovy snack!  The fun begins at 7:00p.m. Registration is limited to 
40.  
 
Thursday, February 4:  Middle and high school students are invited to join professional archery coach, Nick Di 
Cresce at 6:30p.m. and learn proper .technique, eye dominance and safety. They will then shoot several rounds 
of arrows to gain experience.Registration is required and limited to 15.  
 
Monday, February 8:  Celebrate the man who “invented the future,” charted the path to the Moon, Mars, and WAY 
beyond! Join us on the birthday of Jules Verne and the learn the truth behind SciFi to SciFact! The adventure 
begins at 7:00p.m.  presented by planetary astronomer and NASA Educator Michael Foerster and is appropriate 
for children ages 7 and over.  Registration is limited to 100. 
 
Tuesday, February 9:  Bring the whole family to see “The Bunny Funnies,” a crazy bunny adventure presented by 
Robert Pappineau and his Pippin Puppets at 7:00 p.m. Perfect for families with children ages 3 and 
up. Registration is limited to 100.  
 
Thursday, February 11:  Middle and high school students are invited to make Valentine’s Day chocolates at 
6:30p.m. Melt chocolate and choose your favorites molds to make handcrafted candy for your Valentine or 
yourself. Materials will be provided.  Registration is limited to 20.  
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Non Action Item  

Personal Property Assessment                      
 

 
January 4, 2016 
 
The Honorable Mayor Ellison and 
Members of the City Commission:   
 
Please be advised that the Oakland County Equalization Office has recently notified the city 
assessor that the county will not be renewing the personal property administrative contract that 
expires on June 30, 2016.  The county equalization officer has expressed that the complications 
and costs associated with the contract exceedingly outweighs the benefits for their department.   
 
A recommendation, as to how the city will replace the county, will be proposed during the fiscal 
year 2016-17 recommended budget process. 
 
Respectfully submitted,  
Julie Rudd 
Finance Director 
 
 
Approved,  
 
 
Donald E. Johnson 
City Manager  



2015-16 YTD BALANCE ACTIVITY FOR AVAILABLE

AMENDED 10/31/2015 MONTH 10/31/2015 BALANCE % BDGT

 BUDGET USED

Fund 101 - GENERAL FUND:

TOTAL REVENUES 35,552,230.00 20,454,870.26 2,009,159.70 15,097,359.74 57.53

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 35,552,230.00 10,815,623.40 3,051,576.77 24,736,606.60 30.42

NET OF REVENUES & EXPENDITURES 9,639,246.86 (1,042,417.07) (9,639,246.86)

Revenues are high due to the collection of property taxes at the beginning of the fiscal year

Fund 202 - MAJOR STREETS:

TOTAL REVENUES 3,942,610.00 577,888.50 263,610.01 3,364,721.50 14.66

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 3,942,610.00 1,499,581.98 187,062.60 2,443,028.02 38.04

NET OF REVENUES & EXPENDITURES (921,693.48) 76,547.41 921,693.48

Revenues are low due to act 51 tax receipts and metro act fees lag, a special distribution from the state that will

be received later in the year, and use of fund balance is recorded at the end of the fiscal year

Expenditures are high due to several large capital projects

Fund 203 - LOCAL STREETS:

TOTAL REVENUES 7,996,510.00 182,203.55 85,350.73 7,814,306.45 2.28

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 7,996,510.00 2,996,834.61 1,562,968.44 4,999,675.39 37.48

NET OF REVENUES & EXPENDITURES (2,814,631.06) (1,477,617.71) 2,814,631.06

Revenues are low due to act 51 tax receipts lag, the local roads millage is levied on the winter tax bill, and a

special distribution from the state that will be received later in the year

Expenditures are high due to several large capital projects

Fund 207 - PUBLIC SAFETY FUND:

TOTAL REVENUES 30,898,250.00 6,886,561.46 1,764,236.35 24,011,688.54 22.29

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 30,898,250.00 9,854,973.33 3,132,690.29 21,043,276.67 31.89

NET OF REVENUES & EXPENDITURES (2,968,411.87) (1,368,453.94) 2,968,411.87

Revenues are low due the PS millage being levied on the winter tax bill and use of fund balance being recorded 

at the end of the fiscal year

Fund 211 - PUBLICITY TAX:

TOTAL REVENUES 68,570.00 41,416.07 1,113.31 27,153.93 60.40

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 68,570.00 23,002.89 3,251.52 45,567.11 33.55

NET OF REVENUES & EXPENDITURES 18,413.18 (2,138.21) (18,413.18)

Revenues are high due to the collection of property taxes upfront in the beginning of the year

Fund 226 - SOLID WASTE:

TOTAL REVENUES 6,504,790.00 5,126,963.30 140,790.08 1,377,826.70 78.82

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 6,504,790.00 1,609,201.02 476,874.36 4,895,588.98 24.74

NET OF REVENUES & EXPENDITURES 3,517,762.28 (336,084.28) (3,517,762.28)

Revenues are high due to property taxes being collected upfront in the beginning of the year

Expenditures are low due to solid waste collection services billing lags and a large portion of personnel/motor pool 

costs occur later in the year during leaf season

Fund 243 - BROWNFIELD REDEVELOPMENT AUTH:

TOTAL REVENUES 15,590.00 25,511.50 1,579.13 (9,921.50) 163.64

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 15,590.00 4,253.79 0.83 11,336.21 27.29

NET OF REVENUES & EXPENDITURES 21,257.71 1,578.30 (21,257.71)

Revenues are high due to the original budget being based on the prior year's taxable value and the adjusted 

assessed value of Brownfield properties ended up being higher

                          REVENUE AND EXPENDITURE REPORT FOR CITY OF ROYAL OAK                                        

                                                     PERIOD ENDING 10/31/2015                                                     

                                                  % Fiscal Year Completed: 33.61                                                   

                          *NOTE: Available Balance / Pct Budget Used does not reflect amounts encumbered.                          



Fund 247 - DDA DEVELOPMENT FUND:

TOTAL REVENUES 4,286,280.00 1,873,253.86 87,931.14 2,413,026.14 43.70

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 4,286,280.00 642,584.13 238,747.95 3,643,695.87 14.99

NET OF REVENUES & EXPENDITURES 1,230,669.73 (150,816.81) (1,230,669.73)

Revenues are high due to property taxes being collected upfront in the beginning of the year

Expenditures are low due to transfers out to other funds lag and miscellaneous contracted services that will be 

used later in the year on holiday lights, wayfinding services, and parking structure design

Fund 248 - DDA OPERATING FUND:

TOTAL REVENUES 49,900.00 33,910.40 1,545.44 15,989.60 67.96

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 49,900.00 16,299.02 3,817.00 33,600.98 32.66

NET OF REVENUES & EXPENDITURES 17,611.38 (2,271.56) (17,611.38)

Revenues are high due to property taxes being collected upfront in the beginning of the year

Fund 271 - LIBRARY FUND:

TOTAL REVENUES 2,434,680.00 2,031,974.72 56,652.66 402,705.28 83.46

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 2,434,680.00 684,666.71 225,646.58 1,750,013.29 28.12

NET OF REVENUES & EXPENDITURES 1,347,308.01 (168,993.92) (1,347,308.01)

Revenues are high due to property taxes being collected upfront in the beginning of the year

Expenditures are low due to debt payments later in the year

Fund 274 - COMMUNITY DEVELOP BLOCK GRANT:

TOTAL REVENUES 2,091,630.00 369,520.67 46,199.47 1,722,109.33 17.67

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 2,091,630.00 821,039.02 672,505.83 1,270,590.98 39.25

NET OF REVENUES & EXPENDITURES (451,518.35) (626,306.36) 451,518.35

Revenues are low due to CDBG grants being received later in the year and prior years carryover being

recorded at the end of the fiscal year

Expenditures are high due to a large transfer to capital projects for the 4th street improvement project

Fund 282 - STATE CONSTRUCTION CODE:

TOTAL REVENUES 1,904,150.00 1,235,428.46 236,102.55 668,721.54 64.88

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 1,904,150.00 555,064.15 184,618.75 1,349,085.85 29.15

NET OF REVENUES & EXPENDITURES 680,364.31 51,483.80 (680,364.31)

Revenues are high due to issuing more permits than expected

Expenditures are low due to unfilled vacancies and capital outlays that have not been incurred yet

Fund 295 - ROOTS FUND:

TOTAL REVENUES 217,670.00 63,232.17 3,054.74 154,437.83 29.05

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 217,670.00 48,317.75 3,721.21 169,352.25 22.20

NET OF REVENUES & EXPENDITURES 14,914.42 (666.47) (14,914.42)

Revenues are low due to use of fund balance being recorded at the end of the fiscal year

Expenditures are low due to projects that have not begun and transfers out to other funds occur at the 

end of the fiscal year

Fund 296 - SENIOR CITIZEN SERVICES:

TOTAL REVENUES 802,850.00 295,944.51 80,247.15 506,905.49 36.86

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 802,850.00 274,678.89 85,524.42 528,171.11 34.21

NET OF REVENUES & EXPENDITURES 21,265.62 (5,277.27) (21,265.62)

Fund 297 - ANIMAL SHELTER:

TOTAL REVENUES 106,540.00 27,326.49 8,582.18 79,213.51 25.65

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 106,540.00 25,904.38 6,589.67 80,635.62 24.31

NET OF REVENUES & EXPENDITURES 1,422.11 1,992.51 (1,422.11)

Revenues are low due to use of fund balance (as a revenue source) is recorded at the end of the fiscal year

Expenditures are low due to spending less on spay/neutering services, building maintenance, 

and supplies than budgeted

Fund 298 - POLICE GRANTS/RESTRICTED FUND:



TOTAL REVENUES 260,400.00 119,660.75 44,025.93 140,739.25 45.95

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 260,400.00 61,925.51 19,290.23 198,474.49 23.78

NET OF REVENUES & EXPENDITURES 57,735.24 24,735.70 (57,735.24)

Fund 299 - MISC GRANTS/RESTRICTED FUND:

TOTAL REVENUES 268,000.00 145,690.06 1,066.97 122,309.94 54.36

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 268,000.00 1,850.00 1,850.00 266,150.00 0.69

NET OF REVENUES & EXPENDITURES 143,840.06 (783.03) (143,840.06)

Revenues are high due to smart park donations

Expenditures are low due to the smart park project which has not begun

Fund 506 - ARTS, BEATS, AND EATS:

TOTAL REVENUES 432,940.00 311,089.23 1,693.01 121,850.77 71.86

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 432,940.00 114,224.34 27,804.52 318,715.66 26.38

NET OF REVENUES & EXPENDITURES 196,864.89 (26,111.51) (196,864.89)

Most revenues occur during the Labor Day weekend festival. Several large transfers out will occur later in the year.

Fund 508 - RECREATION:

TOTAL REVENUES 658,900.00 179,911.91 18,616.39 478,988.09 27.30

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 658,900.00 219,870.07 58,056.85 439,029.93 33.37

NET OF REVENUES & EXPENDITURES (39,958.16) (39,440.46) 39,958.16

Revenues are low due to programs that occur later in the year and use of retained earnings being recorded 

at the end of the fiscal year

Fund 516 - AUTO PARKING:

TOTAL REVENUES 4,520,700.00 1,368,171.60 409,057.52 3,152,528.40 30.26

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 4,520,700.00 1,242,424.10 347,533.20 3,278,275.90 27.48

NET OF REVENUES & EXPENDITURES 125,747.50 61,524.32 (125,747.50)

Revenues are low due to use of retained earnings (as a source of revenue) is recorded at the end of the fiscal year

Expenses are low because transfers out are recorded at the end of the fiscal year

Fund 551 - FARMERS MARKET:

TOTAL REVENUES 503,650.00 219,336.52 39,862.54 284,313.48 43.55

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 503,650.00 158,818.25 39,778.40 344,831.75 31.53

NET OF REVENUES & EXPENDITURES 60,518.27 84.14 (60,518.27)

Revenues are high due to selling annual rentals at the beginning of the year and more facility rentals than budgeted

Fund 592 - WATER & SEWER:

TOTAL REVENUES 38,076,620.00 11,211,971.96 3,277,401.57 26,864,648.04 29.45

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 38,076,620.00 9,497,857.87 4,129,721.77 28,578,762.13 24.94

NET OF REVENUES & EXPENDITURES 1,714,114.09 (852,320.20) (1,714,114.09)

Revenues are low due to bond proceeds that are budgeted

Expenses are low due to depreciation being less than budgeted and water purchases, sewage disposal, 

and capital outlays lag.

Fund 598 - ICE ARENA:

TOTAL REVENUES 1,352,120.00 466,371.57 197,093.96 885,748.43 34.49

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 1,352,120.00 378,472.02 108,687.59 973,647.98 27.99

NET OF REVENUES & EXPENDITURES 87,899.55 88,406.37 (87,899.55)

Fund 636 - INFORMATION SYSTEMS:

TOTAL REVENUES 1,675,450.00 478,925.63 120,171.26 1,196,524.37 28.58

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 1,675,450.00 557,875.81 286,929.35 1,117,574.19 33.30

NET OF REVENUES & EXPENDITURES (78,950.18) (166,758.09) 78,950.18

Revenues are low due to use of retained earnings (as a revenue source) is recorded at the end fiscal year

Fund 661 - MOTOR POOL:

TOTAL REVENUES 5,852,440.00 1,243,200.04 303,825.63 4,609,239.96 21.24

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 5,852,440.00 1,613,694.21 764,477.77 4,238,745.79 27.57



NET OF REVENUES & EXPENDITURES (370,494.17) (460,652.14) 370,494.17

Revenues are low due to use of retained earnings being recorded at the end of the fiscal year and a large 

portion of variable vehicle rental rates being charged later during leaf season and winter maintenance

Expenses are low due to capital outlays that have not been incurred yet and fuel cost and consumption 

are lower than budgeted





































M E M O R A N D U M Meeting Date: January 12, 2016 
211 Williams St. / P.O. Box 64 

Community Development Department Royal Oak, MI 48068-0064 
Phone: (248) 246-3280 

City of Royal Oak, Michigan Fax: (248) 246-3005 
www.romi.gov 

 

DATE: December 18, 2015 
 
TO: Planning Commission 
 
FROM: Planning Division 
 
SUBJECT: Planning Commission Annual Report for 2015 
 
 
The City of Royal Oak Planning Commission has all duties and powers granted by the laws of 
the State of Michigan and ordinances of the City of Royal Oak. These include, but are not 
limited to, site plan reviews, special land use permits, recommendations to the City Commission 
on the rezoning of property, text amendments to the Zoning Ordinance, and adoption of brown-
field redevelopment plans, development of a capital improvements program, and variances to 
the Sign Ordinance. The Planning Division of the Community Development Department serves 
as the staff to the Planning Commission, providing the research, analysis and reports for all 
requested actions. In addition, the Planning Division facilitates all activities related to processing 
land use decisions. 
 
There were 32 applications reviewed by the Planning Commission in 2015 that involved of new 
construction or redevelopment existing structures, including site plans, special land use permits, 
or zoning map changes. That is ten fewer applications than in 2014. Of the cases reviewed in 
2015, 16 were for commercial developments, nine were for residential projects (single-family 
and multiple-family), and four were for mixed-use developments. There were two cases 
involving public or institutional uses and one case involving a utility. There were no cases 
involving office developments or brownfield redevelopment plans in 2015. 
 

Single-Family 
Residential 12%

Multiple-Family 
Residential 16%

Office 0%

Commercial 50%

Mixed Use 
13%

Public / Institutional 6%
Utilities 3%

Projects Reviewed in 2015 by Percentage

Single-Family Residential
Multiple-Family Residential
Office
Commercial
Mixed Use
Public / Institutional
Utilities

 
 
In 2015 the Planning Commission reviewed 31 site plans, four of which were part of a 
conditional rezoning and 13 that required a special land use permit. The significant increase in 
applications that began in 2012 continued in 2015. For comparison, in 2014 there were 33 site 
plans, three of which were part of a conditional rezoning and 17 that required special land use 
permits. 
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There were 23 public hearings conducted by the Planning Commission in 2015 for 13 special 
land use permits, seven Zoning Ordinance map amendments, one Zoning Ordinance text 
amendment, one site plan at the request of the petitioner, and the annual capital improvements 
program. 
 
The Planning Commission reviewed 22 sign variance applications in 2015, the same amount as 
in 2014 and 2013. Eighteen sign variance applications had requests that were granted with or 
without modifications by the Planning Commission while four were denied. 
 
On November 10, 2015 the Planning Commission recommended a moratorium on electronic 
message centers to the City Commission due to the number of sign variance applications 
involving them. The City Commission imposed a six-month moratorium on all electronic 
message centers on November 16, 2015, the same day a request-for-proposals was issued by 
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the Planning Division seeking a consultant to assist in drafting necessary amendments to the 
city’s Sign Ordinance. 
 
Three of the site plan reviews reviewed by the Planning Commission in 2015 needed variances 
from the Zoning Board of Appeals for required Zoning Ordinance standards. Two of these cases 
were granted by the Zoning Board of Appeals. One involved the minimum required number of 
parking spaces for a bakery and the other the minimum required parking space dimensions for a 
retail sporting goods store. The third case involved the minimum required yard setbacks for a 
new multiple-family building that were denied by the Board. 
 
As required under the Michigan Planning Enabling Act (Act 33 of 2008), the Planning 
Commission is responsible for reviewing master plan amendments from adjoining communities 
and determining whether to comment on them. In 2015 the Planning Commission reviewed 
proposed master plan amendments from the following communities: the City of Clawson; the 
City of Pleasant Ridge; the City of Berkley; and the Village of Beverly Hills. No formal comments 
were offered by the Planning Commission for any of these master plan amendments. 
 
The number of site plans administratively approved by the Planning Division significantly 
increased in 2015. These were site plans that did not require a public hearing, provided all 
required information, and met all required Zoning Ordinance standards. As of today, the 
Planning Division has approved 120 site plans administratively in 2015, a substantial increase 
from 86 in 2014, 66 in 2013, and 65 in both 2012 and 2011. This practice is reducing the 
number of cases sent to the Planning Commission and accelerating the development review 
process for these projects. More than half of these site plans would have been forwarded to the 
Planning Commission for formal review prior to 2010. 
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The City Commission adopted a policy in 2014 that requires all Planning Commission members 
to attend training at least once during their term of office. On May 12, 2015, a training session 
was conducted by LSL Planning of Royal Oak based on manuals from the Michigan chapter of 
the American Planning Association for members of planning commissions and zoning boards of 
appeals. Annual training will continue to be offered to the Planning Commission in accordance 
with the city’s official policy. 
 
Attached at the end of this memorandum is a summary of Planning Commission actions taken 
in 2015. 
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Case 
Number Address

Action 
Taken Site Plan

Special 
Land Use Rezoning

Text 
Amend

Public 
Hearing

Sign 
Appeal

Brownfield 
Plan

PUD, SRP, 
or Plat

ZBA Action 
Required Description

SP 14-09-22 27754 Woodward Ave. Approved          Elimination of required landscaped islands in right-of-way for 
tobacconist / cigar bar (Jenuwine Cigar Lounge).

SP 15-01-01 3601 W. Thirteen Mile Rd. Approved          
Construction of emergency center addition with roof-top helipad 
and installtion of temporary helipad within off-street parking lot for 
hospital (Beuamonth Health System).

SP 15-01-02 4129 Buckingham Rd. Approved          Recommended construction of residential accessory off-street 
parking lot to City Commission.

SP 15-02-03 1725 Chester Rd. Approved          Construction of partial second-story addtion with 16 additional 
units for assissted-living senior housing facility.

SP 15-02-04 929-931 N. Main St. Approved          Conversion of former veterniary clinic into bakery with outdoor 
café service (Crispelli's).

SP 15-02-05 4590 N. Campbell Rd. Withdrawn 
by Petitioner          Preliminary site condominium plan to divide former elementary 

school site into 48 individual lots for single-family dwellings.

SP 15-03-07 4305 Delemere Blvd. Approved          Establishment of fitness center within industrial building (Crossfit 
Fitness).

SP 15-03-08 615-617 S. Washington Ave. Approved          Conversion of two-story mixed-use building into grorund-level 
retail sales and 3 upper-level dwelling units.

SP 15-03-09 3407 Rochester Rd. Approved         
Construction of building additions and modification of off-street 
parking lot and driveways for retail store (Hanson's Running 
Shop).

SP 15-03-10 855 S. Main St. Approved          Construction of detached carports for multiple-family dwelling units 
(South Main Lofts).

SP 15-04-11 212-216 E. Harrison Ave. Approved          Construction of off-street parking lot for grocey store (Holiday 
Market) and dedication of additional r-o-w for Delaware Ave.

SP 15-06-12 1123 Lexington Blvd. Denied          Revision to site condominum plan to allow greater maximum 
permitted lot coverage percentanges.

SP 15-06-15 4815 Fernlee Ave. Approved          Establishment of automobile repair garage within existing building 
(RC Trans & Gear).

SP 15-07-17 31786 Woodward Ave. Approved          Demolition and reconstruction of automobile filling station with 
convenience store (Shell).

SP 15-08-20 2533 Crooks Rd. Denied          
Additional of retail sales of packaged alcohlic beverages 
(Specialty Spirits) as accessory use for automobile repair garage 
(Alpha Auto).

SP 15-08-21 5100 Coolidge Hwy. Approved          Construction of wireless communication support structure for 
utility (DTE Energy).

Site Plans and Special Land Use Permits
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Case 
Number Address

Action 
Taken Site Plan

Special 
Land Use Rezoning

Text 
Amend

Public 
Hearing

Sign 
Appeal

Brownfield 
Plan

PUD, SRP, 
or Plat

ZBA Action 
Required Description

SP 15-09-22 321-327 E. Fourth St. / 328 E. Third St. Denied          Construction of four-story mixed-use buidling with ground-level 
reail stales and 10 upper-level dwelling units.

SP 15-09-23 4851 Fernlee Ave. Approved          Establishment of indoor commercial recreation facility within 
existing buidling (iKarate).

SP 15-09-24 4221 W. Fourteen Mile Rd. Approved          Constrution of eight-unit mulitple-family building.

SP 15-10-26 25571 Woodward Ave. Approved          Conversion of medical office into retail florist (Irish Rose Flower 
Shop).

SP 15-10-27 1624 E. Eleven Mile Rd. Approved          Expansion of convenience store for automobile filling station 
(Mobil).

SP 15-10-28 321-327 E. Fourth St. / 328 E. Third St. Approved          Construction of five-story mixed-use buidling with ground-level 
reail stales and 10 upper-level dwelling units.

SP 15-11-29 30270-30274 Woodward Ave. Approved          Establishment of restaurant within muliple-unit shopping center 
(Capriotti's Sandwich Shop).

SP 15-12-30 1210-1214 Catalpa Dr. Approved          Estalishment of fitness center within existing buidingn (Cycle & 
Row).

N/A § 770-8 / § 770-44 / § 770-57 Approved          Zoning Ordinanace text amendments regarding billboards.

SP 15-03-06 2200 E. Twelve Mile Rd. / 2100 Bellaire 
Ave. Approved          

PUD rezoning and final site plan for redevelopment of church / 
school into large-scale retail establishment with automoible filling 
station and outlots (Kroger).

SP 15-06-13 1207 E. Eleven Mile Rd. Approved          
Conditional rezoning from Neighborhood Business to Muliple-
Family Residential and site plan for 36 multiple-family dwelling 
units (Amber Apartments).

SP 15-06-14 4125 Crooks Rd. / 1717 Normandy Rd. Approved          
Conditional rezoning One-Family Residential to Muliple-Family 
Residential and site plan for 11 multiple-family dwelling units 
(Amber Apartments).

SP 15-07-16 3506 Rochester Rd. Approved          
Conditional rezoning from Neighborhood Business and One-
Family Residential to Muliple-Family Residential and site plan for 
23 multiple-family dwelling units.

SP 15-08-18 1100 S. Main St. Approved          Preliminary PUD site plan for redevelopment of self-serve car 
wash into 20 multiple-family dwelling units.

SP 15-08-19 1210-1216 Catalpa Dr. Withdrawn 
by Petitioner          

Conditional rezoning from Neighborhood Business II to 
Neighborhood Business and site plan for day-care center (Royal 
Oak Montessori).

SP 15-10-25 1100 S. Main St. Approved          PUD rezoning and final site plan for redevelopment of self-serve 
car wash into 20 multiple-family dwelling units.

Rezonings (Conventional & Conditional) / Planned Unit Developments / Zoning Ordinance Text Amendments
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Case 
Number Address

Action 
Taken Site Plan

Special 
Land Use Rezoning

Text 
Amend

Public 
Hearing

Sign 
Appeal

Brownfield 
Plan

PUD, SRP, 
or Plat

ZBA Action 
Required Description

RZ 15-11-01 SE Corner of Maxwell Ave. & N. 
Sherman Dr. Approved          Rezoning from Special Redevelopment to One-Family Residential.

N/A 319 Crane Ave. Approved          Adopted resolution supporting local historic district designation for 
Fleming / Goodrich House.

N/A Capital Improvements Program Approved          Recommended 6-year capital improvements program as part of 
2015-2016 fiscal year budget to City Commission.

N/A None N/A          N/A

SV 15-02-01 5130 Coolidge Hwy. Granted          Installation of monument sign for medical office (Royal Oak 
Medical-Surgical Center).

SV 15-03-02 32206-322218 Woodward Ave. Granted          Re-facing of nonconformring free-standing sign for restaurant 
(Buddy's Pizza).

SV 15-04-03 31295 Woodward Ave. Granted          
Re-facing of nonconforming free-standing sign and conversion of 
copy panel into electronic message center for automobile wash 
(Super Car Wash).

SV 15-04-04 3601 W. Thirteen Mile Rd. Granted          Installation of wall sign for hospital (Beaumont Health System).

SV 15-04-05 288806 Woodward Ave. Denied          Installation of roof signs and replacement of free-standing sign for 
retail store (Royal Oak Books).

SV 15-04-06 855 S. Main St. Granted          Installation of wall signs for multiple-family dwellings (South Main 
Lofts).

SV 15-06-07 221 E. Third St. Granted          Re-use of prohibited free-standing sign for Royal Oak Police 
Headquarters.

SV 15-06-08 32844 Woodward Ave. Denied          Re-use of prohibited roof sign projecting into right-of-way for retail 
store (Gadget Drop).

SV 15-07-09 27302 Woodward Ave. Granted          Re-use of prohibited roof sign projecting into right-of-way for 
restaurant (EAT).

SV 15-07-10 401 S. Main St. Granted          Installation of projecting sign for coffee house (Atomic Coffee).

SV 15-08-11 2500 W. Fourteen Mile Rd. Granted          Re-use of free-standing sign for automobile repair garage (Brakes 
& More).

Sign Variances

Capital Improvements Program / Historic Districts / Master Plan Amendments / Other Projects

Brownfield Plans
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Case 
Number Address

Action 
Taken Site Plan

Special 
Land Use Rezoning

Text 
Amend

Public 
Hearing

Sign 
Appeal

Brownfield 
Plan

PUD, SRP, 
or Plat

ZBA Action 
Required Description

SV 15-08-12 32498 Woodward Ave. Granted          Installation of wall signs for convenience store with sales of 
packaged alcoholic beverages (POUR).

SV 15-09-13 2436 Rochester Rd. Granted          Installation of wall and free-standing signs for medical office 
(Upchurch Chiropractic).

SV 15-09-14 1016 W. Eleven Mile Rd. Granted          Installation of free-standing sign for fitness center / community 
center (South Oakland Family YMCA).

SV 15-10-15 2600 W. Fourteen Mile Rd. Granted          Addition of electronic message center to nonconforming 
monument sign for retaurant (Col's Place Family Restaurant).

SV 15-10-16 3620 Rochester Rd. Granted          Addition of electronic message center to nonconforming 
monument sign for insitutional use (Woodlawn Church).

SV 15-10-17 2005 Rochester Rd. Granted          Re-use of nonconforming monument signs for institutional use 
(Central Oaks Community Church).

SV 15-11-18 1918 N. Main St. Granted          Installation of monument sign for financial office outside of 
designated sign area (RWS Financial).

SV 15-11-19 32767 Woodward Ave. Denied          Re-use of prohibited roof sign for retail store (Fabricland).

SV 15-11-20 1314 Northwood Blvd. Granted          
Addition of electronic message center to nonconforming 
monument sign for insitutional use (First Congregational Church 
of Royal Oak).

SV 15-12-21 1624 E. Eleven Mile Rd. Denied          Replacement of nonconforming free-standing / product price sign 
for automoible filling station (Mobil).

SV 15-12-22 30766 Woodward Ave. Granted          Installation of menu board and traffic directional signs for drive-
through restaurant (Panda Express).

31 13 7 1 23 22 0 5 3TOTALS
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DATE: December 14, 2015 
 
TO: Zoning Board of Appeals 
 
FROM: Planning Division 
 
SUBJECT: 2015 Annual Report  
 

 
The Zoning Board of Appeals (ZBA) is responsible for hearing and deciding appeals from the 
Zoning Ordinance along with any order, requirement, decision or determination made by an 
administrative official or body charged with the enforcement of the Zoning Ordinance. The 
Planning Division of the Community Development Department serves as the staff to the ZBA, 
providing the research, analysis, and reports for all requested actions. 
 
In 2015, thirty-nine (39) new cases, totaling 127 individual requests, were processed for the 
Board’s consideration. The Board granted 52.76% and denied 39.37% of the individual variance 
requests. By comparison, the Board granted 63.33% and denied 20.67% in 2014. The Board 
granted 66.33% and denied 30.61% in 2013. Variance requests are often withdrawn by 
petitioners. 
 
Below are noteworthy comments. 
 
Single-Family Residential Property 
Similar to last calendar year, the overwhelming majority of individual cases heard by the Board 
involved single-family residential property.   
 
Single-Family Residential Dwellings 
Seven (7) cases related to the construction of new single-family residential dwellings. By 
comparison, the Board heard nine (9) similar cases in 2014 and five (5) similar cases in 2013. 
 
Five (5) cases involved additions to existing non-conforming single-family residential dwellings 
that did not comply with setback requirements.  Proposed additions maintained non-conforming 
setbacks and therefore necessitated variances to expand the non-conforming structure and 
related setback requirements. 
 
Accessory Buildings 
The Board heard only three (3) variance requests related to the construction of new accessory 
buildings.  The variance requests related to the maximum allowable size (800 sq ft and/or 10% 
of lot area) or setback provision.    
 
Land Divisions 
Nine (9) cases related to requests to divide single-family property and create new home sites.  
Requests related to minimum lot size, width and setback requirements.  By comparison, the 
Board heard nine (9) cases in 2014 & four (4) cases in 2013. 
 

  



Page 2 of 2 

  

Corner Lots 
Corner lots often times present challenges to meeting setback requirements to construct new 
single-family dwellings, additions to existing single-family dwellings or new detached accessory 
structures. Due to the orientation of surrounding properties, many corner lots require setbacks 
along both streets equivalent to the front yard setbacks of the adjacent single-family dwellings.  
Six (6) cases involved variance requests due to the setback limitations presented by corner lot 
requirements. Three (3) of those cases related to the proposed construction of a new single-
family dwelling. Two (2) cases were related to additions to existing non-conforming single-family 
dwellings and one (1) case related to the construction of a new detached accessory structure / 
garage. 
 
Two-Family Residential Property 
The Board heard one (1) variance request (minimum lot size requirement) involving the 
conversion of a single-family dwelling to a two-family dwelling. 
 
Multiple-Family Residential Property / Developments 
The Board heard several cases involving multiple-family developments.  Variances related to 
the minimum lot size and density standards in appropriate zoning districts.  Another case 
involved a Use Variance to construct additional multiple-family dwelling units in a single-family 
residential zoning district.   
 
Parking Standards 
In 2015, the Board approved 75% of the requests to waive the required minimum number of off-
street parking spaces for multiple-family developments, commercial and industrial businesses.  
By comparison, in 2014, the Board approved 82% of these variance requests.  In 2013, the 
Board approved only 50% of such variances.   
 
 
The ZBA continues to hear a large number of individual cases and variance requests.  The table 
below demonstrates the number of requests heard by the ZBA over past several years.  
 

Year 

# of 
Individual 
Requests 

# of 
Individual 

Cases 
2015 127 39 
2014  150 50 
2013 98 44 
2012 96 38 
2011 50 27 
2010 69 27 
2009 52 22 
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