
 
 

OSHTEMO CHARTER TOWNSHIP BOARD 
7275 West Main Street 
Kalamazoo, MI  49009 

269.375.4260 
 

June 12, 2018 
BOARD WORK SESSION  

6:00 p.m. 
AGENDA  

 
A. Call to Order 
B. Public Comment 
C. Update from Kalamazoo County 
D. Annual Audit Presentation 
E. Discussion of Handbook Amendments – Education, Professional Development (Continued) 
F. Discussion on Proposed Ordinances Amendments: Area Requirements and Drive Aisle Widths 
G. Other Updates & Business  

        
 
                  REGULAR MEETING 

                                                                        7:15 p.m. 
                                                                    AGENDA 

1. Call to Order 
2. Pledge of Allegiance 

3. Public Comment on Non-Agenda Items 

4. Consent Agenda 

a. Approve Minutes – May 15 (Regular) and May 22nd, 2018 (Special) Meetings 
b. Receipts & Disbursements Report 
c. Revenue/Expenditure Report 
d. Handbook Amendments – Gratuities 
e. Consideration of Zoning Ordinance Addition Section 61 Residential Condominium Standards – 

2nd Reading 
f. Update on 2018 MTA Conference Education Sessions 
g. Public Works Budget Amendments  

i. Restoration Carryover  
ii. Developer Utility Extension Agreement 

 
5. Update on WMU BTR 2.0 

6. Discussion on Sidewalks with Sewers Projects 

7. Consideration of AV North Conference Room  
8. Consideration of Kalamazoo Hotel Group, LLC/Holiday Inn/Delta Marriott Liquor License 

9. Other Township Business 

10. Public Comment 
11. Board Member Comments 

12. Adjournment  



Policy for Public Comment 
Township Board Regular Meetings, Planning Commission & ZBA Meetings 

 
All public comment shall be received during one of the following portions of the Agenda of an open 
meeting: 
 
a.  Citizen Comment on Non-Agenda Items or Public Comment  – while this is not intended to be a forum 
for dialogue and/or debate, if a citizen inquiry can be answered succinctly and briefly, it will be 
addressed or it may be delegated to the appropriate Township Official to respond at a later date. 
 
b.  After an agenda item is presented by staff and/or an applicant, public comment will be invited. 
At the close of public comment there will be board discussion prior to call for a motion. 
 
Anyone wishing to make a comment will be asked to come to the podium to facilitate the audio/visual 
capabilities of the meeting room.  Speakers will be invited to provide their name; it is not required 
unless the speaker wishes to have their comment recorded in the minutes. 
 
All public comment offered during public hearings shall be directed, and relevant, to the item of 
business on which the public hearing is being conducted.  Comment during the Public Comment or 
Citizen Comment on Non-Agenda Items may be directed to any issue. 
 
All public comment shall be limited to four (4) minutes in duration unless special permission has been 
granted in advance by the Supervisor or Chairperson of the meeting. 
 
Public comment shall not be repetitive, slanderous, abusive, threatening, boisterous, or contrary to the 
orderly conduct of business.  The Supervisor or Chairperson of the meeting shall terminate any public 
comment which is in contravention of any of the principles and procedures set forth herein. 
 

(adopted 5/9/2000) 
  (revised 5/14/2013) 

 
Policy for Public Comment  

6:00 p.m. “Public Comment”/Portion of Township Board Meetings 
 
At the commencement of the meeting, the Supervisor shall poll the members of the public who are 
present to determine how many persons wish to make comments.  The Supervisor shall allocate 
maximum comment time among persons so identified based upon the total number of persons 
indicating their wish to make public comments, but no longer than ten (10) minutes per person.  Special 
permission to extend the maximum comment time may be granted in advance by the Supervisor based 
upon the topic of discussion. 
 
While this is not intended to be a forum for dialogue and/or debate, if a citizen inquiry can be answered 
succinctly and briefly, it will be addressed or it may be delegated to the appropriate Township Official to 
respond at a later date. 
 
Anyone wishing to make a comment will be asked to come to the podium to facilitate the audio/visual 
capabilities of the meeting room.  Speakers will be invited to provide their name; it is not required 
unless the speaker wishes to have their comment recorded in the minutes.     
 
Public comment shall not be repetitive, slanderous, abusive, threatening, boisterous, or contrary to the 
orderly conduct of business.  The Supervisor shall terminate any public comment which is in 
contravention of any of the principles and procedures set forth herein. 

(adopted 2/27/2001) 
(revised 5/14/2013) 



7275 W. Main Street  

Kalamazoo, MI 49009 
(269) 216-5220 

Fax (269) 375-7180 

www.oshtemo.org 

  

                                                                                                                             

Memorandum 
Date:   June 6, 2018  

To:  Township Board Members    

From:   HR Committee  

Subject: Gratuity Policy  

__________________________________________________________________ 

Objective  
Request Board approval of amended Township Policy for Receipt of Gifts or Gratuities.   
 
Summary 
The HR Committee reviewed Section 6.2.1 of the Employee Handbook and recommend changes 
to include creating a log and restate the intent of the policy.  This item was brought to the 
Board at the May 15, 2018 work session; there were no changes requested by the Board.     
 
Information included 
Employee Handbook Section 6.2.1 red lined indicating proposed changes. 
 
Core Values Recognized 
Professionalism, Integrity  

http://www.oshtemo.org/


 6.2.1 Receipt of Gifts or Gratuities:  

 

  Township Officers and employees must be beyond suspicion and reproach in  

  rendering service to the public. Therefore, no Officers, Trustees or employees  

  may accept any gift or gratuity which in any manner is related to the provision of  

  public services or the award of any public contracts or could be interpreted to  

  relate to the provision of such services or the award of such contracts.  

 

  Any gift in excess of $50 in value should be reported to the Personnel Director  

  and returned immediately. All other gifts should shall be logged in the Gratuities  

  Log on the T drive, Employee Information & Forms folder.  Generally, all gifts  

  received by Township employees shall be shared in the office.  reported to the  

  Personnel Director, and If an Officer or employee has any questions regarding the 

  propriety of any gift or gratuity, discuss the matter with the Personnel Director for 

  review  and advice. 

 

  The overall goal is to maintain appropriate professional objectivity and   

  impartiality. 



 6.2.1 Receipt of Gifts or Gratuities:  

 

  Township Officers and employees must be beyond suspicion and reproach in  

  rendering service to the public. Therefore, no Officers, Trustees or    

  employees may accept any gift or gratuity which in any manner is related to  

  the provision of public services or the award of any public contracts or   

  could be interpreted to relate to the provision of such services or the award  

  of such contracts.  

 

  All gifts shall be logged in the Gratuities Log on the T drive, Employee   

  Information & Forms folder.  Generally, all gifts received by Township   

  employees shall be shared in the office.  If an Officer or employee has any  

  question regarding the propriety of any gift of gratuity, discuss the matter with the 

  Personnel Director for review and advice. 

 

  The overall goal is to maintain appropriate professional objectivity and   

  impartiality. 



 

Memo 
To:  Oshtemo Charter Township Board 

From:  Julie Johnston, AICP 

Date:  June 4, 2018 

Mtg. Date: June 12, 2018 

Subject:  Residential Condominium Development Standards Ordinance – 2nd Reading 

OBJECTIVE 
 

Second reading of a new Zoning Ordinance designated the Residential Condominium 
Development Standards, which is intended to regulate the development of attached 
condominium projects.  

 
BACKGROUND 
 
First reading of the Ordinance occurred on May 15, 2018.  The Board approved first reading of 
the ordinance and moved for second reading with a 6-0 vote, with one absence.   
 
The Planning Commission recommended the development of this Ordinance for two reasons:  
 

1. To allow for attached two-family projects outside of a Planned Unit Development (PUD) 
or platted subdivision. 

2. To better regulation the development of attached condominium projects.   
 
Currently, there are no standards for the development of an attached product outside of the PUD 
ordinance in the R-2 District and limited regulatory oversight within the R-3 and R-4 District, as 
follows: 
 

23.401 Three or four-family dwellings of not more than two stories in height subject to 
the following conditions and limitations: 
a. Dwelling unit density shall be limited to a maximum unit density of four units per 

acre. 
b. Public sanitary sewer facilities shall be provided as part of the site development. 

 
Staff does not believe it was the intent of the Zoning Ordinance to preclude this type of 
development outside of a PUD or platted subdivision or site condominium.  This is especially 
true since the R-2 District allows two-family dwellings by right and the R-3 District allows three 



Page 2 
 

and four-family units as a special exception use.  In addition, the Condominium Act, Public Act 
59 of 1978 establishes this type of development as a legitimate option for both developers and 
homeowners. 
 
Utilizing language from the existing development standards for apartments and site 
condominiums, the draft Residential Condominium Development Standards Ordinance was 
created. The Planning Commission reviewed the draft Ordinance in January and February and 
then held their public hearing on March 22, 2018.  The highlights of the Ordinance, which were 
presented to the Township Board at their April 10th work session, are as follows: 
 
1. Requires Special Exception Use review and approval by the Planning Commission. 

 
2. Density was not changed from what is currently permitted in each zoning district. 

 
3. No property size limitation outside of minimum lot or parcel requirements for each zoning 

district.  Conversely, the planned unit development ordinance requires at least 20 acres. 
 

4. Roads may be public or private.  Public must meet all requirements of the Road 
Commission of Kalamazoo County.  Private must also be built to Road Commission 
standards except the width of the road may be reduced to 24 feet. 
 

5. Sidewalks are required on both sides of the road and connections to planned 
nonmotorized facilities are required. 
 

6. At least 10 percent of the total development must be retained as dedicated open space. 
 

7. Developments must connect to water and sewer. 
 

8. Master deed and by-laws must provide provisions for the Township to assess property 
owners and complete maintenance when common elements are not being maintained. 

 
 INFORMATION PROVIDED 

 
Proposed Ordinance 













7275 W. Main Street  
Kalamazoo, MI 49009 

(269) 216-5220 
Fax (269) 375-7180 
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Memorandum 
Date:   6 June 2018   

To:    Township Board  

From:  Trustee Dave Bushouse 
Treasurer Nancy Culp 
Supervisor Libby Heiny-Cogswell  

 
Subject:  Michigan Townships Association Annual Education Conference Update    
__________________________________________________________________ 

 
REQUESTED MTA EDUCATION CONFERENCE UPDATE:  
 
The MTA Annual Education Conference was help April 23-26. Three Township Board 
Members attended (listed above). The education sessions attended by the Board 
members follow:  
 

• Listening Makes Better Leaders 
• Around the Capital 
• Tax Collecting Paper Trail 
• Cemetery Challenges 
• Bringing Broadband to your Community 
• Hostile Work Environment 
• Collecting Delinquent Personal Property Tax 
• Leadership is an Invitation 
• Water Trails: Michigan Emerging Trail Trend 
• What’s your Investment IQ 
• Invasive Species: Japanese Knotweed 
• General Session: Leadership is an Invitation (Brett Culp speaker) 
• Ins and Outs of Collective Bargaining 
• Water, Water Everywhere: Can we regulate its use? 
• Networking with other Township Elected Officials (Daily) 
• Traverse City: Historic Barns Park Tour (Self-Guided) 

 
Overall the conference was very good and informative. 
 
 
 

http://www.oshtemo.org/
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Memo 
To: Oshtemo Charter Township Board 

From: Marc Elliott, P.E., Director of Public Works 

Date: June 5, 2018 

Subject: Departmental Budget Amendment Request – Restoration Carryover 

OBJECTIVE 
 
A total $13,000 budget amendment for sanitary sewer construction is requested for two 2017 projects with 
restoration issues that have been discovered and will be addressed this season. While both budget 
amendments are necessary for proper accounting control for 2018 expenditures, please know that these 
expenditures remain within the Board’s originally approved total expenditure amount for each respective 
project. 
 

BACKGROUND 
 
Following major public works constructions, a walk-over is completed to review site restoration.  This includes 
soil stabilization, lawn and vegetative cover reestablishment, landscaping and drainage performance.  For the 
two subject sanitary sewer projects this inspection also revealed roadway-related storm water drainage 
deficiencies which require structural corrections as additional items of work.  In each case, these drainage 
deficiencies were unknown or not anticipated at the time the work was contracted.  Other restoration items 
remain the obligation of the Contractor to repair at his expense.  The requested budget amendment includes 
on-going project management and engineering oversight.  The notable corrective work includes: 
 

• a new spill curb, erosion controls and associated ditch drain adjustments to correct standing water 
found intruding onto a private lawn area (new item of work) 

• a new check dam with inlet control to manage a roadway crossing drain tube (new item of work) 
• reconstruct a portion of KL Avenue (correct a settlement problem - at contractors expense) 
• reconstruct a portion of 8th St (correct pavement that was laid out of spec - at contractors expense) 
• general restoration (correct other noted deficiencies - at contractors expense) 

 
INFORMATION PROVIDED 

 
Budget Amendment Request – Public Works, Sanitary Sewer Construction Costs 



BUDGET AMENDMENT REQUEST 
(Requesting funds for a line item in addition to the approved budget) 

Date: _____________ 

Department Head Name: ______________________________ 

Fund Name: __________________  

Additional Funds Request for: ____________________________ ____________________________ 
(description and GL number) ____________________________ ____________________________ 

____________________________ ____________________________ 

Funds requested from: ____________________________ ____________________________ 
(description and GL number) ____________________________ ____________________________ 

____________________________ ____________________________ 
____________________________ ____________________________ 
____________________________ ____________________________ 

Explanation of request: 

Supervisor Review:  __________________ 
(pending or date reviewed) 

Board Authorization:   __________________ 
(pending or date authorized) 

Amount

06/04/2018

Capital Construction, Sanitary 490-00-96300.N10STS

Capital Construction, Sanitary 490-00-96300.WWKLAV

Carryover (Sewer Fund) 490-000-40100

MEE/Public Works

The two sewer projects from 2017 (N 10th St and KL Ave) have had post-construction discovery of drainage system 
retrofit needs.  Project engineering oversight is also extended due to roadway settlement that must be corrected at 
contractor's expense.

490 Sewer

$ 6,500.00

$ 13,000.00

$ 6,500.00

$ 13,000.00

$ 13,000.00

Clear Form
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Memo 
To: Oshtemo Charter Township Board 

From: Marc Elliott, P.E., Director of Public Works 

Date: June 5, 2018 

Subject: Departmental Budget Amendment Request – Developer Utility Extension Agreement 

OBJECTIVE 
 
A budget amendment is requested to provide an expense line for anticipated reimbursement payments to a 
developer in accordance with a 2016 public sewer extension agreement.  This reimbursement was not 
anticipated (overlooked) when developing the 2018 budget. 
 

BACKGROUND 
 
In accordance with Oshtemo Township General Ordinance Part 232, Wastewater Service, a developer may 
enter into an agreement with the Township wherein the Township consents to refund the developer a portion 
of the Township’s received sewer utility connection fees.  Reimbursement is made in recognition of the 
developer’s cost to build and extend public sewers.  Reimbursement is limited to a 10-year period and are 
dependent upon the Township’s actual receipt of fees during that period, from those properties that directly 
benefit from the new sewer. 
 
A 2016 sanitary sewer reimbursement agreement was entered into with the Developer of Skyking Meadows 
3.  This agreement facilitated the construction of a dry intercepting sewer, the building of a sewer designed to 
receive and accommodate future sewer flows from upland, adjacent parcels, and to upgrade an existing 
public sanitary sewer pump station.  
 
It now appears rapid home building within the project area may cause a large portion of this obligation to 
become due this year.  As the build-out of individual homes progresses, payments are received for the sewer 
service connections.  This revenue stream is the funding source for the reimbursement.  By design, the 
received sewer connection fees will fully cover the reimbursement payments.  
 

INFORMATION PROVIDED 
 
Budget Amendment Request – Public Works, Developer Reimbursements – Sanitary Sewer 



BUDGET AMENDMENT REQUEST 
(Requesting funds for a line item in addition to the approved budget) 

Date: _____________ 

Department Head Name: ______________________________ 

Fund Name: __________________  

Additional Funds Request for: ____________________________ ____________________________ 
(description and GL number) ____________________________ ____________________________ 

____________________________ ____________________________ 

Funds requested from: ____________________________ ____________________________ 
(description and GL number) ____________________________ ____________________________ 

____________________________ ____________________________ 
____________________________ ____________________________ 
____________________________ ____________________________ 

Explanation of request: 

Supervisor Review:  __________________ 
(pending or date reviewed) 

Board Authorization:   __________________ 
(pending or date authorized) 

Amount

06/04/2018

Refunds to Developer (Skyking) 490-00-96300

Carryover (Sewer Fund) 490-000-40100

6/4/2018

MEE/Public Works

A 2016 sanitary sewer reimbursement agreement with the Developer of Skyking Meadows 3 facilitated the construction 
of a dry intercepting sewer.  This reimbursement cost was overlooked when developing the 2018 budget.  It now 
appears rapid home building may cause a large portion of this obligation to become due this year.  As the build-out 
progresses, sewer payments are being received for service connections.  This revenue stream is the funding source for  
reimbursement expenditures.

490 Sewer

$ 90,000.00

$ 90,000.00

$ 90,000.00

$ 90,000.00

Clear Form



Memo
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Ta Oshtemo Charter Township Board

Florn: Marc Elliott, P.E., Director of Public Works
Jamie Baker, Public Works Technical Specialist

MeE June 5,2018

Su$ect Sidewalks with Salers

OBJECTIW

Update the Board on the Township's initiative to consider building sideuralks in conjunc{ion with the
USDA financed neighborhood sewer project.

BACKGROUND

ln 2019, Oshtemo Tormship willcommence Phase lof the U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA) loan
sewer extension project. The Public Works DeparEnent identified the sewer project as an opportunity to build
sidewalks in the associated (six) neighborhoods for the follolning reasons:

The sidelvalks will be an estimated 30-40% cheaper to build wih the sewers than as a separate
construction projec{ because tle mnstruction equipment will already be mobilized in the
neighborhood for the sewers. Additionally, economies of scale by building approximately six miles of
sidewelk would result in lower per unit cosb.
The Township adopGd a Complete Streeb policy on December 9, 2014. Consistent with Complete
Street policies at the federal, state, and county levels of govemment the Oshtemo Complete Streeb
policy (Attachment 1) promotes safe and convenient access for all legal users of the roadway. The
benefits of Complete Streets include:

o A balanced transporEtion system can bolster economic gro\flth and sbbility by providing
accessible and efficient conneclions between residences, schools, parks, public
transportaton, offices, and retail destinations.

o lmprove safety by reducing crashes.
o En@urage more walking and bicycling resulting in a healthier population.
o Ease traffc woes by giving people other altematives to commute.
o Provide a safe area ficr children to walk, approach school bus stops, play, and ride bicycles.
o lmprove air quality by reducing the number of vehicle trips.

The Oshtemo Township Citizen Engagement and Priority Survey, completed in August 2017,
provided the fullowing insights (Athchment 2):

o On page 6, the "Accommodation for bikeffoot traffC' is one of the lowest satishction areas
for the Township's residents (5.7 out of 10). Satisf;aclion is really low ficrthe 1&34 yearold
demographic (4.3 out of 10) - a demographic mo6t likely to need sidewalkybike paths ficr
hansporEtion, and least likely to effectively advocate their needs.

o On page 25, 400/0 of the residents selected "Add bikdwalk paths' as a top budget pnority.
For perspeclive, it is the fiflfi highest pnority behind road maintenance, law enfurcement, fire
response, and emergency medical response.

o Page 31 provided the hypothetical siluation where the Tovmship did not have suffcient
revenues and the residents could decide where to cut services. While 33% said that adding
bike^A,alking paths should be reduced, 627o said that additional revenue should be raised by
increasing taxes, raising user fees, or special assessment in order to mainhin the service

T COMMLIMIy DEIELOPMENT UBI-IC WORKSLNC Plonh,g,USDA Rt al D.a.lopm - t.bwll lhifidi* M 201M646si.rtulrr e,h 9*^&B



level. This suppoG the conclusion that the residenb want more bike^^/alking paths in
Oshtemo Township.

o Considering the survey demographics are skewed to the older population (65% of survey
rcspondenB were 55 years or older, only 15% were 1&34 years) the desire for additional
bike^valking paths is likely higher than reported in the survey.

Developers are requircd to build sidewalks in nelv developments. lt may be hypoditical and
discriminabry not to proaclively address his deficiency in he older neighbortoods when oher
infrastructJre improvements are being made.

On April 10, 2018, the Public Woks Department presented conceptual designs for sidewalks in the six
neighborhoods to get sewers in Phase I of the sewer extension project The To ,nship Board asked the Public
Works Department to conduct meetings with the affected neighborhoods to get heir input.

N EIGHBORHOOD MEETI NG RESULTS :

The results of he neighborhood meetings and revised conceptual sidewalk plans are provided in Athchment 3
The cost estimate for the revised conceptual sidewalk plans are provided in Attachment 4. Please note, the
attached cost estimates are based on doing the sidewalks as separate projecb from he sewer project. There
will be savings from economies of scale and due to the construclion equipment already being mobilized for the
sa^€r project A rough estimate is 40olo savings; however, he engineering consultant will not be able to refine
the estimate until he Board decides how much of the side\ir€lks will be built.

2. The majority of residents that attended the meetings were very passionate about the subject and held very
strong opinions. The yes vote from Beech Ave and one of the neutral votes from Vvhitegate Farms told the
Public Works Departnent (Bakeo separately, after tfie meeting, that they kept quiet during the meeting and did
not share their opinions because they did not want to appear to disagree with their neighbors. This may have
created a misperception in some neighborhoods amongst the residenb hat were against the sidewalks that
there was more unanimity within the neighborhood than actually exists.

3. Before hosting more meetings about sidewalks wih residents, the funding for the sideu/alks should be
determined. Not knowing how much it will cost he resrdents for the sidewalks created tremendous anxiety for
the residents. That uncerEinty caused the residenb to default to "l will have to pay for it all" even after being
told the Board is not considering special assessmenB. Also, the average resident has no experience with the
cosb to build sidewalks so, in he absence of a specific cost to hem, they may invent numbers hat are
signmcanfl y higher than reality.

4. A sufficient number of residents from Beech Ave and the SunseuMeridian neighborhood stated they do not
want sidewalks. Also considered was he very low traffic volume, lack of ttrrough traffc on these roads, and
their short lengths \which would result in very small savings ftom doing the sidewalks concunently with the
sewers. Furthermore, with SunseuMeridian being adjacent to and partly within the DDA, ifs believed these
facilities would be best coordinated with the DDAS extension of pedestian iacilitles to the nearby commercial
properties. Therefore, the Public Works Departnent recommends that the proposed sidewalks for these two
neighborhoods should not be built with he sewer extension project

T: COMMWIT| DEIELOPMENT PUAUC vORl6 El*i Pb,,itg USDA bal D.vlor,,.m - :nd.plt lnit@i|..$ 2O!3464n S.Lwtb uth 9w FINlLdra

ANALYSIS AND RECOMMENDATIONS:

1. Feedback from residenB indicates the invitation sent to residents ficr the meetings did not clearly indicate that
sidewalks were being explored versus forthcoming. The purpose being we wented input from all residents, both
positive and negative. One resident ftom the Fairlane neighborhood and one resident from the Leisure Time
Condos reported that they each knew people in their neighborhoods that did not attend the meeting because
hey approved of he proposed sidewalks and thought heir input was unnecessary. The Public Works
Departrnent is unable to quan!'fy he number of residenb in this category; however, the Board should be aware
of this issue.



5. There was a consensus that the sidafalks should be built on Croyden Ave and Maple Hill Drive. The Public
Works Departnent recommends completing he proposed silaralks on Croyden Ave and Maple Hi[ Drive with
the Beech Ave se!,ver projed because the cost savings from doing the sidewalks wih the se\,vers will be
sEnificant.

6. Even though zero residents shorcd up br he West Main Street open house, the Public Works DeparEnent
recommends proceeding with fie proposed cycle track. The cycle track will be a greenrainted portion of the
existing M-43 shoulder to indicate where the non-rnotcrized path continues betr,veen & Street and he Library.

7. lt was pointed out by one participant (a Skyridge resident), ttat if safety of childGn is a reason br building
sida^ralks, $en it does not make sense for the sidewalks to only be built on one side of the road. ln hindsEht
the Public Works Deparunent agrees. lt does not make sense ficr the children to have b cro6s the road b use a
sidewalk which will increase the probability of an accident occuning. Mid+lock crossings are one of the most
likely places br an accident because he drivers are not expecting pedesfians to cross at those locations. That
is why the Road Commission of lGlamazoo County essentially prohibits mkJilock croGsings. Having the
sida /alks on one side of the road will require, on average, half he kids b execuE mklilock crossings to get to
a sidewalk. TheEfore, in an unlimited funding scenario, the PublicWorks Departnent rnlould re@mmend
side\ /ialks on both sides of all streets. Hor/ever, the recommendation herein is to build sidewalks on bo$ sides
on only the busiest roads. Because money is limited, his constrained extent of proposed construction along
less traveled roads is thought b be fiscally responsible. This phased approach is mnsisbnt wih o$er local
muniripalities (City of lGlamazoo, lGlamazoo To^mship, and Portage) where sidelvalks lvere added b pre,
existing de\relopments.

8. During the meetings with residents, the Public Works Departnent ficund there are a lot of misconceptions
about sidewalks, specifically involving impacl to property values and crime. And many residenB were not
aurare of other benefits such as improved personal health and imprc\red air quality. lf he Board decides to
prcceed with sidewalks with se$rers, the Public Works Deparlment recornmends an educatonal campaign to
ensure residenB are aware of why the To rnship Board has decided to build sideu/alks.

9. The Torvnship's consfuction standards speciry sidewalks shall be construc{ed of concrete, hough
elsewhere, Oshtemo's ordinances allow altemalive materials b be mnsidered. Residents expressed
alvareness that neu/er paving materials are nor/ available as viable substihrtes. ln conjunction wih our
consulting proEssionals, the Public Works DeparEnent will investigate altemative sidanralk pavement materials
on the basis of durability, suitability in Midrigan's dimate, and total libcycle costs.

Attachments: (1) Oshtemo To ,nship Complete Sfeets Policy
(2) Oshtemo Torvnship Citizen Engagement and Priority Survey
(3) Results of Neighborhood Meetings and Revised Conceptual Sileu/alks Dra$,ings

3.1 Beecfi A\re, Croyden Ave, and Made HillArea
3.2 West Main Sfeet B€tween 8s Sfeet and LibEry
3.3 Skyridge and Green Meado/r/
3.4 Fairlane/Fairgrove Area
3.5 Wlitegate FarmJOshtemo Woods
3.6 SunseuMeridien

(4) Proposed Sileu/alk Co€ts

T: COi,l .lWIIy DE|,EIoPMEN|?UBUC ,,ORKS I;M) Plan A IISDA M D.e.log*rt - Sit .dl l"i@i|. a 2OtE446 SaL@lrt rrra Sr-E&a



December 9, 20ltl

WHEREAS, 'Complete Streets" are defined as a design framework that enables
safe and convenient access for all users, including pedestrians, bicyclists, transit riders,
and drivers of all ages and abilities; and

WHEREAS, 'Complete Streets" are achieved when transportation agencies
routinely plan, design, construct, reconstruct, operate, and maintain the transportation
network to improve travel conditions for bicyclists, pedesfrians, transit, and freight in a
manner consistent with, and supportive of, the surrounding community; and

WIIEREAS, development of pedestrian, bicycle, and transit infrastructure offers
long-term cost savings and opportunities to create safe and convenient non-motorized
travel; and

WHEREAS, streets that support and invite muttiple uses, including safe, adive,
and ample space for pedestrians, bicycles, and transit are more conducive to the public
liE and efficient movernent of people than streets designed primarily to move
automobiles; and

nHEREAS, increasing active transportation (e.9., walking, bicycling, and public
transportation) offers the potential for improved public health, economic development, a
cleaner environment, reduced transportation costs, enhanced community connections,
social equity, and more livable communities; and

WHEREAS, Complete Streets allows people with disabilities, low-income
residents, older adults, chiHren, and other segmenb of the population who do not have
consistent access to vehicular hansportation the ability to havel freely throughout the
community; and

WHEREAS, the State of MichQan has adopled compleie streets legislation with
the passing of Public Acts 1 34 and 135 of 20'10 that require the Michigan Deparhnent of
Transportation to consider all users in transportation related projects and work with
locals, townships, cities, and villages to including planning for Complete Streets in their
transportation programming; and

1

CHARTER TOWNSHIP OF OSHTEMO
KALAMAZOO COUNTY, MICHIGAN



WHEREAS, PA 135 stipulates that before a city, village, or township apProves
any project that afiects a roadway or transportation facility under the jurisdiction of
another agency, it shall consult with that agency and agree on how to address the
respective complete streets policies before approving a non-motorized project affecting
a transportation facility whether it is under the iurisdiction of the Michigan Department of
Transportation (MDOT), or under the jurisdiction of the county or another municipality;
and

WHEREAS, PA 135 furtrer stipulates that before MDOT submits its multiyear
capital plan to the state transportation commission or a county road agency approves
its multi-year capital plan, for any project that afiscts a roadway or transportation facility
within or under the jurisdiction of a city, village, or township, the MDOT or county road

agency shall consult with the affected city, village, or torrnship and agree on how to
address the respective complete streets; and

WHEREAS, the Oshtemo Charter Township's Master Plan was last updated in

2012 and addresses multiple forms of transportation induding roads, mass
transportation, and non-motorized transportation; and

WHEREAS, in2012, the Township adopted a Non-Motorized Facilities Plan
providing a vision and strategy for development and implementation of the community's
goals for non-motorized facilities; and

WHEREAS, both the Kalamazoo Area Transportation Study (KATS) and MDOT
have adopted Complete Streets Policies that incorporate consideration of these
principles into broader transportation planning and funding decisions; and

WHEREAS, the Township seeks to provide a high quality of life for its residents

consistent with the vision presented in the Master Plan as well an environment
conducive to business development and will continue to communicate and coordinate
with its road agencies and local and regional transportation partners to develop a more

complete transportation system in concert with this and ottrer similar policies.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE lT RESOLVED, that the Charter Township of Oshtemo

Board of Trustees hereby dedares its support of Complete Steets policies and to the
extent fuasible will incorporate Complete Streets design considerations and practices

as a routine part of infrasEucture planning and implementation; and

BE lT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Charter Township of Oshtemo will

consider Complete Street principles in future long+ange planning documents, such as

the Master Plan, Zoning Ordinance, Non-Motorized Plan, Recreation Plan, and
on-going zoning activities such as site plan review; and

BE lT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Charter Township of Oshtemo willwork

closely with its local, regional, and State transportatbn parhers in the planning, . .

designing, construction, operation, and maintsnance of the transportation network in

the Township to achieve compliance with this Policy.

2



A motion was made by Dustv Farmer , seconded by Lee Larson , to adopt
the foregoing Resolution.

Upon a roll call vote, the following voted 'Aye':

Elizabeth Heiny4ogsrvell, Deborah Everett, Nanry Culp, Dusty Farmer,
Lee Larson, Nancy Can and Grant Taylor

The following voted "Nay": None

The following "Abstained": None

The Supervisor declared that he Resolution has been adopted.

tjdr.o4 l- 3, fr^ "b-DEBORAH L. EVEREfi, Clerk
Oshlemo Charter Township

CERTIFICATE

I hereby certify that the foregoing constitutes a true and complete copy of an
Excerpt of the Minutes of a meeting of the Oshtemo Charter Township Board, held on
December 9, 2014, at which meeting all members were present and voted upon
the same as indicated in said Minutes; that said meeting was held in accordance with
the Open Meetings Ac't of the State of Michigan.

DEBORAH L. EVERETT, Township Cterk

3
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Differences
based on
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2OL7 Oshtemo Twp

Citizen Survey

Core Scores (Scale = 1-10)
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Note: Flyers announcing the meeting \oere povkled b management of Evergreen North, Summer Ridge, and
The \ 4/au, yet no one fro.n hese apartrnent cornplexes came to the meeting.

The reasons for not wantjng the sidewalks include:
. Don't want to pay for the construclion of the sidewalk
. Don't want to sho/el the sida /alk in the winter
. Don't want people walking cloGer to their homes
. There has never been a vehicle wih pedesfian/bicyclisl acciient in the neighborhood
. Don't want @ple from outside the neighborhood cufring hrough tle ne(lhborhood

Neighborhood # of Residents
Providinq lnout

# of Properties
Providing lnput

# of Properties in
Neiqhborhood

7o Properties
Represented

Beech Ave 37
(36 no, 1 yes)

24 29 828%

Croyden Ave n U A 0.0%
Maple Hill Drive 0 0 0.0%

T: COl,r lUMfi DE WTPMI-NTPUDUC VORXSEtllj Plawg USDA nDal t*vlqd.d - WL lnitdiE aD ,0lA4e 9M vith l.w^rlM

Beech Ave, Croyden Ave, and Maple Hill Drive

The Public Works Departrnent held a public meeting with the Beech Ave, Croyden Ave, and Maple Hill Drive
area on May 3, 2018 at The Fountains at Bronson Place. The ove'whelming consensus of he residents at he
meeting is hat sidewalks are needed on Maple Hill Drive and Croyden Ave but are not needed on Beech Ave.
The Beech Ave homeowners associaton gathered signatures ftom he residenb stating they do not want
sidewalks. Here is a breakdorm of the residenb atEnding the meeting or providang input to he homeo$mers
association:
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West Main Sfeet Between 86 Steet and Library

The Public Works Deparunent held an open house meeting ficr he residents that live on fie south side of West
Main Sfeet between 8h Street and the Library. The meeting was on May 8, 2018 at the To ,nship Hall. No
residenb from the area carne to the open house.

f: COLATIIMIy DEITJOPMB,OPUBUC YORXS DtC Pb.n ,g LADA Rtal lrtlq...d - gd.tdt line* a 20131t64 St&e.r'lt ilh s,ud&B
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Skyridge and Green Meadow

The Public Works Department held a public meeting witr the Skyridge and Green Meadow neighborhoods on
May 9, 2018 at $e West lGlamazoo Church of Christ The overwhelming consensus of the resiiJents at he
meeting is that sideu.alks are not needed in the Skyridge neEhborhood. There was interest in skleuralks on
Green Meado,v Road; however, the uncertainty over how fie siiewalks lvould be funded ptevented many
people from endorsing he concept Additionally, the Skyridge homeorrvners associatbn routed a petition to
obtain input from residenE unable b make he meeting. The breakdo m of he residents attending the meeting
or signing the petition is below:

Note: Flyers announcing the meeting $iere provided to the management of CanErbury Apartments and
Nofringham plsss AparfnenE. No one from th6e apartnent complexes came to the meeting.

The reasons br not wanting the sidai alks in the Skyridge neighborhood, based on the petition, were:

1. Sno\ r removal. The residents of ALL ages do not want to be responsible br keeping the sklai/alks
clean and the shoveling that entails-

2. Constant monitoring of the silewalks to make sure hey are fiee of ice and snow. Attomeys u/e
contacled all relatsd their experience wih legal aclion taken 4ainst the home o ner and cases u/on for fulls
alledgedly (sac) happening because of sno , and ice.

3. From our obseNations we fuel hat lve would be paying br and pro\riding sideu/alks that \ ,ould be
used primarily by people who do not live in our plat We \iould be creating a thooughfare mosfly icr the
aparfnent complex to the lvest and not members of our neilhborhood.

4. We have experienced continualepisodes of vandalism, mailbox tampering, rocks being throyvn into
our homes, stolen bicycles, and aub breakjns. The sileuralks \,\ould pro\ride a doser vantage point br people
to ob6eNe and vieu, our hornes that ure do not want We do not went our privacy invaded any mo.e than it
already has been.

6. Cost. lt is yet to be determined who would pay for the sidewalks on our property hat rr€ oi,n and
pay taxes on.

Additionally, the Public Works Departrnent asked the Enforcement Officer to put the speed tsailer on Driftiu/ood
Ave to acquire traffic counts and speed data which had not been updated since 2013. For the 7 day period, the
average vehicles per day was 752 and the 85s percentile speed was 32.9 mph. Due to the high speed, the
Enforcement Officer sent a request to the Kalamazoo County Sheriffs Offce to prioritize enficrcement on
Drifu^ood Ave.

Neighborhood # of Residents
Providinq lnput

# of Properties
Providing lnput

# of Properties in

Neighborhood
% Properties
Represented

Skyridge 108
(102 no, 6 yes)

80 90 88.9%

Green Meadow Rd 4
(3 yes, 1 neutsal)

4 2.8%

I: COPA4UNITTDE'TEOPMF-NTPITEUC vORKStJ,tli PLflra (EDl Rtal D.Elq* -Wt lritui|. E, Nl3&$Sr&dlttflth *i(ea

5. Tu/o of the benefib stated in the Mbhigan DeparEnent of TransporEtion "Complete Sfeets" polby
are meant to en@urage more walking and bicycling. The other is to help children become mo.e physically
adive. Until the speeding faffc on our sfeets is qrrtailed it is not saf br pedestrians to walk or riJe either on
he edge of the rDad or on a sidaralk.
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The Public Wo{ks Departrnent asked he Enbrcement Officer tc put he speed trailer on Green Meadow Drive
to acquire traffc counts which was not available. For he 8 day peiod, he average vehides per day uas 1,829
and the 856 percentile speed was 32.7 mph. Due b the high speed, the Enforcement Offcer sent a request to
the lGlamazoo County Sheriffs Office to prioritize enforcement on Green Meado\r/ Drive.
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The Public Works Departnent held a public meeting with the Fairlane neighborhood on May 1, 2018 at the
Oshtemo Community Center. The oveMhelming consensus of the residents attending the meeting is that they
do not want sidewalks in their neighborhoods. Here is a breakdo ,n of the residenb attending he meeting:

Fairlane

The reasons for not wanting the sidewalks include:
. Don't want to pay for fie constructon of he side\r/alk
. Don't want to shovel he sklewalk in the winter
. Don't want people walking closer to heir homes
. There has never been a vehicle wih pedestian/bicyclist accident in the neighborhood
. Don't want people from outside the neighborhood cutting through the neighborhmd

Neighborhood # of Residents
Providinq lnput

# of Properties
Providing lnput

# of Properties in
Neiqhborhood

o/o Properties
Represented

14
(13 no, 1 yes)

11 136

T: \COMMUMI-y DE T,IAPMENT.PUBUC VORKSENG PL,Diig USDA llwal l>|.lqi.,1t - tirLmlL l,ituaiw N- 20lW)6 Sid.NlL vith &*E*B

Fairlane 8.1%
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Wh ibgate Farms/Oshbmo Woods

The Public Woks Departnent held a public meeting wih he Vvhitegate Farmsi/Oshtemo Woods neighborhoods
on May 1, 2018 at the Oshtemo Community Center. The oveMhelming consensus of he residenb attending
the meeting is that they do not want sidewelks in their neighborhoods. Here is a breakdown of the residents
attending the meeting:

The reasons ficr not wantng the sidewalks include
. Don't want to F,ay br the construction of the sidai/alk
. Don't want to shovel the sidewalk in the winter
. Don't want people walking cloGer to their homes
. There has never been a vehicle wih pedesfiarVbicyclist accident in the neighborhood
. Don't want people from outside the neighbofiood cufing through the nerghbofiood

Additionalty, the Public Works Deparfnent asked the Enforcement Officer b put the speed tsailer on Whitegab
Lane to acquire traffc counb end speed data which was not available fur lhis assessrnent For he 12 day
period, the average vehicles per day is 603 and the 85h percentile speed is 28.6 mph.

whltlg.r. ln 0t/1712016 - ot29l20r8

,,,..,, illllllhn,,

E
@E

Neighborhood # of ResidenB
Prcviding lnput

# of Propertes
Providing lnput

# of Properties in
Neighborhood

% Properties
Represented

W}litegate
Farms/Oshtemo
Woods

18
(13 no, 1 yes, 4
neut'al)

15 u

f: Coteotllwfi DEIUDPMEN| PUBLIC TORKS f,.N) Plod,A USDA ht d D.Elq,.t* - Wl ltutirN M 2ota46-06 Wk *tth l.wBttE

WANCO

\ .iDcr. C@nr By sF€d

17.9%



WANCO
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Sunset and Meridian

The reasons for not wanting the sidewalks include:
. Don't want to pay for the construction of the sidewalk
. Don't want to shovel the sidewalk in the winter
. Don't want people walking closer to their homes
. There has never been a vehicle with pedestrian/bicyclist accident in the neighborhood
. Don't want people from outside the neighborhood cutting through the neighborhood

Neighborhood # of Residents
Providinq lnput

# of Properties
Providinq lnput

# of Prop€rtres in
Neiqhborhood

% Properties
Represented

SunseUMeridian 13
(12 no. 1 yes)

9 16 56.25o/o

T: COMMWA DEIE-IoPMF-NT PLIEUC WORKSENi Pl@ir8 LISDA htid DevLa-etd - M.wl, lntidtu @ 201846.,6 Si&nllt \'ith s,E^&E

The Public Works Departnent held a public meeting wih the Sunset and Meridian neighborhood on May 1,

2018 at the Oshtemo Community Center. The oveMhelming consensus of the residenB afiending he meeting
is that they do not want sidewalks in their neighborfioods. Here is a breakdown of the residents attending the
meeting:
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4 )une 2Ol8

Neighborhood Sidetvalk Concept Plan
Oshtemo Township, Michigan

E

TEa
CJcl-HESmI0ESRIf,.

Preliminary Opinion of ftobable Costs

Item oty. Unit Unit Price Total

Sheet t : Maph Hlll Arca
Tree and Br(Jsh Removal
4' Concrete Walk
Remo\€ and Replace Curb and Guner
Detectable Waming Tiles

Segrnental Unit Retaining Wall
Pedenrian Crosswalk Striping
Vinyl Coated Chain UnI Fence 4' ht Guardrajl
Trafnc Control
soi, Erosion Control
Toproil and Turf Restoration

I
36,756

256
24
700
900
230

I
I

6,t26

5.0@.00 s
8.00 5

20.00 s
so.oo 5
40.00 5

3.OO 5
22.N S

s,000.00 5

2.500.00 s
6.00 s

5,0@.OO
294.04A.OO

5, r 20.00
t,200.@

28,000.00
2,7m.OO
5.060.00
5.000.00
?,s00.00

36.756.N

t5
5F
LF

SF

SF

U
LF

t5
LS

tf

s
5

s
s
s
s
5

s
s

5

Sheet I Subtotal
Engineering (20%l
Admininration and Legal l5%)
Conringency I l0(]6)

Sheet I Total

Sheet 2 : West Main Area
Remo\€ and Rep,ace Curb and Gufter
MDOT Clarsll Fill Compacted
Detectable wa.ning Tiles

Asphalt Path I l0' Wdel
Crorswalk and Bike Lane Striping / Marki.Es
Bike Lane Signs

Traffic Control
Soil Erosion Control
Topsoil and Turf Rertoration

s
s
5

s

385,384.00
77.076.80
19.269.20
38.s38.40

4 520268io

tf
CY

SF

SY

LF

EA
t5
L5

tf

32
40
40
320
.500
2
I

I

600

5

s
s
s
5

s
s
s

t

20.00 s

t8.00 5
s0.00 s
18.00 s
3.(x) 5

600.00 5
r.ooo.oo s
500.00 s

6.00 5

640.00
720.@

2.000.00
5.7 60.0O

4.500.00
r.200.00
t.000.00

500.oo
3.600.00

sheet 2 subtotal
Engineering 12096)
Admininration and Legal 1596)
ConungerKy l1096l

Sheet 2 Total

t9,920.OO
3,984.00

996.00
|.992.OO

s 26,892.@

s
I
s

s

O'8OYLE, COWELL, BLALOCK ASSOCIATES, lNC. tn^ /u/.ocba.com



4 June 2018

Neighbofiood Sidewelk Concept Plan
Oshtemo Town5hip, Michigan

Preliminary Opinion of Probable Costs

df,FISflffi

fEa
CJcl-

Item otv. Unit Unit Price Total

Sheet3:Sl9t'idgEArea
Tree Rernoval
Sawrut and Rernove Paving {Residential Ddvewa}61
4' Concrete Walk
6' Concrete Walk
Remove and Replace Conc.ete Curb and Grme.
New Concrete Curb and Gutter
Detectable warning Tiles

Segmental Unit Retaining Wall
Mrrld Coaed Chain Unk Fence 4' ht Guardail
Pedestrian Crosswalk Striping
Corrcrete Speed Table
Traffic Control
Soil Erosion Control
Topsoil and Turf Restoration

I
5t0

42,200
2.550
270
60
I t0

r,900
7N
900

I

I

I

2 t,(x)0

r 0.0@.00 s
t0.00 s
8.00 s

t0.00 s
20.00 s
r8.00 s
50.00 5

40.00 s
22.@ S

3.00 5

2.500.00 5

t0,000.00 5
3.000.00 s

6.00 5

10.000.00
5, r 00.00

337,600.00
25.500.00

5.400.00
r.080.00
s,500.00

60,000.00
l5.,IOO.0O

2,7N.OO
2.500.00

r 0,000.00
3.000.00

r 26.000.00

5

5

5

s
5

5

5
5

5
5

5

5
s
5

ts
LF

SF

SF

LF
LF

SF

SF

LF

LF
t5
LS

L5

LF

Sheet 3 Subtotal
Engjnee.,ng l2096l
Admininration and Legal l5%)
Contingency {10%)

Sheet 3 Total

Sheet 4: Falrgrorr€ Area
Landscape Removals
saMrcut and Remove Paving lResidential Oriveuialfsl
Remove and Replace Curb and Guner
4' Concrete Walk
6' Concrete Walk
Detectable Waming Tiles
Pedenrian Crosswalk Striping
Trafic Cortrol
Soil Erosion Control
Topsoil and Turf Restoratr'on

500.00 5
t0.00 s
20.00 5
8.00 5

r 0.00 s
s0.00 s
3.00 s

1.000.00 s
500.00 s

6.00 5

609,780.00
t 2 t.956.00
30,449.N
60,974.OO

s 823.203.00

500.00
4,s00.00

320.00
99,2@.N
27.W.@

2,000.00
600.00

3,000.m
500.00

25.200.00

s
5

5
s

I

450
l6

12.400
2,700

40
200

I
I

4,2N

5
s
5
5

s
s
5
5

5

5

t5
LF

LF

SF

SF

5F
LF
t5
LS

LF

Sheet 4 Subtotal
Engineering (20%l
Admininration and Legal l5%l
Contingency I l0%l

Sheet 4 Total

162,820.@
32,564.N
Ll4l.@

t6,2g2.OO

5 219,AO7.OO

s
5

5

s

O BOYLE. COWELI- SLALOCK ASSOCIAIES, lNC. wuM/.ocba.com



4 )une 2018

Neighborhood Sidewalk Concept Plan
Oshtemo Township, Michigan

tr

rgst
C)Cl-

Preliminary Opinion of Probable Costs

Item ory. Unit Unit Price Total

Sheet 5 : whitegate Farms Area
Landscape Removal and Pruning
Saw€ut and Remove Paving lResidentia, Driveways)
4' concrete walk
6" Concrete Walk
Remove and Replace Curb and Guner
New Concrete Curb and Guner
Detedable Waming Tiles

Pedestrian Crosswalk St iping
Trafnc Control
Soil Erosion Control
lopsoil and Turf Restoration

I
432

283s3
2,160
170
360
224
840

I
I

t 0.80,0

1.500.00 s
10.00 s
8.00 5

t0.00 s
20.00 s
1s.00 t
50.00 s
3.oo 5

r0,000.00 s
3.000.00 s

6.00 5

r.500.00
4.320.OO

226.824.OO
21.&o.oo
3,400.00
6,480.00

r r.400.00
2.520.O0

r0.000.00
.1.000.00

64,800.00

L5

LF

SF

SF

LF
LF

5F
IJ
LS

L5

LF

s
s

s
s

s
s

5

s

5

s
s

Sheet 5 SubtoEl
Engineer,ng 120%l
Administration and Leqal {596)
Contingency I l0%)

Sheet 5 Total

Sheet I ; Maple HillArea
Sheet 2 : West Main Area
Sheet 3: Skyridge Area
Sheet4: Fai,grove Area
sheet 5 : whitegate Farms Area

PROJECT GRAND TOTAL

355,844.OO
7 1.16a.80
17.792.20
35.584.40

s 480,389.+0

520,268.+O
26,892.00

823,203.00
219,807.00
480.389.40

s 2,O70,s59.80

s

s

s
s
s

O'BOYLE. COWELI- EIALOCK ASSOCIATES, lNC. \ 
^./w.ocba.com
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Memorandum
Date: Tuesday, May 29,2018

To: Township Board

From: Treasurer's Office

Subject: A.V. Equipment

Objective: Follow up with the Board regarding A/V equipment in the North Conference Room.

Summary: The IT Director recommends the 65" Vizio P Series for $ 1,628.98, which includes the wall
mount and installation. This recommendation is based on the best pricing available while still maintaining
the suggested burn ratio, LED, High Dynamic Range, viewing angles, Chroma 4:4:4, Ultra 4K resolutions
and rating specifications. This recommendation is $700 below similar devices.

Information included: Information for Vizio P Series

Core Values Recognized: Innovation, Sustainability

n

7275 W. Main Street
Kalamazoo, MI 49009

(269) 216-5220
Fax (269) 375-7180
ql1\.oshtemo.ors



FRoM: James W. P

D,lrn: June 6, 2018

SusJecr:

Oshtemo Charter Township Board

""",/,,1

Resolution in Support of the Extension of the Hotel/Resort Class B Liquor

License for the Kalamazoo Hotel Group, LLC- Holiday Inn/Delta Marriott

OBJECTIVE

To approve a resolution in support of the extension of the Hotel/Resort Class B Liquor
License Application for the Holiday Inn/Delta Marriott convention center.

BACKGROIIND

I was contacted by Dan Flannigan, General Manager, of the Holiday Inn on l1fi Street;
soon to be a Delta Marriott. Mr. Flannigan serves as a representative for the Kalamazoo
Hotel Group, LLC who is requesting the extension of their Hotel/Resort Class B Liquor
License to allow them to also provide service to the hotel convention center on-site. You
may recall that the Kalamazoo Hotel Group, LLC went through the Brownfield
Redevelopment Authority to rchabilitate the former Holiday Lanes into a hotel
convention center to serve their facility on 1 16 Street.

INFORMATION PROVIDED

I have attached hereto a copy of a proposed Resolution in Support of the Extension ol
Liquor License Application for the hotel convention center. I also have attached a copy of
the Local Govemmental Approval Resolution required by the State of Michigan. This
issue has been noticed for a Public Hearing pursuant to mailed notices to all property
owners within 300 feet of the hotel and convention center at 2747 S. |lfi Street. I have
reviewed the Kalamazoo Hotel Group, LLC's application, and believe that the proposed
use at the hotel convention center is will be in full conformance with the Township's

MEMORANDUM

To:

I



Liquor License Ordinance.

I would respectfully request that the Board approve t}re attached Resolution in Support of
the Extension of the Hotel/Resort Class B Liquor License for the Kalamazoo Hotel
Group, LLC- Holiday Inn/Delta Marriott Convention Center, as well as the State Local
Govemmental Approval Resolution.

2



CHARTER TOWNSHIP OF OSHTEMO
KALAMAZOO COIJNTY, MICHIGAN

RESOLUTION IN SUPPORT OF LIOUOR LICENSE APPLICATION
FOR THE KALAMAZOO HOTEL GROUP. LLC'S

HOLIDAY INN/DELTA MARRIOTT CONVENTION CENTER

June 12, 2018

WHEREAS the Kalamazoo Hotel Group, LLC, now operates the Holiday kur, soon to be

the Delta Marriott, and has a Class B HoteyResort Liquor License for on-site services at its

facilities located at 2747 S. llft Street, Kalamazoo, MI 49009 Kalamazoo, Michigan 49009,

within Oshtemo Charter Township; and

WHEREAS Oshtemo Charter Township previously granted a Class B Hotel/Resort

Liquor License for the facilities lo cated at 2747 S. I lft Street, Kalamazoo, MI 49009; and

WHEREAS Kalamazoo Hotel Group, LLC, pursuant to the Township's approval, and

with the help of the Brownfield Redevelopment Authority completely rehabilitated the former

Holiday Lanes into a hotel and convention center to service its facilities on I lft Street; and

WHEREAS Kalamazoo Hotel Group, LLC wishes to expand the use of its ctrrent Liquor

License to service the hotel convention center;

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT HEREBY RESOLVED, that Oshtemo Charter Township

confirms that Kalamazoo Hotel Group, LLC meets all of the requirements for Local and State

approval, and the Township hereby authorizes the expansion of the use of the Class B

Hotel/Resort Liquor License at the hotel and convention center on 1Ifi Street.

The motion was made by . and seconded by , to adopt the
above Resolution.



The following voted "Aye":

The following voted 'Nay":

The following "Abstained":

The Supervisor declared that the Resolution has been

Dusty Farmer, Clerk
Oshtemo Charter Township

+*****+*****************+****+**+*

CERTIFICATE

I hereby certi$ that the foregoing constitutes a true and complete copy ofan Excerpt of
the Minutes of a meeting of the Oshtemo Charter Township Board, held on
20_, at which meeting _ members were present and voted upon the same as indicated in said
Minutes; that said meeting was held in accordance with the Open Meetings Act of the State of
Michigan.

Dusty Farmer, Township Clerk



Michigan Department of Licensing and Regulatory Affairs
Liquor Control Commission (MLCC)

Toll Free: 866-813-001 1 . www.michigan.gov/lcc

Business lD:

Request lD:

(FoTMLCC use only)

Local Government Approval
(Authorized by MCL 436.1501)

lnstructions for Applicants:

. You must obtain a recommendation from the local legislative body for a new on-premises license application, certain types of license
classification transfers, and/or a new banquet facility permit.

lnstructlons for Local Legislative Body:

. Complete this resolution or provide a resolution, along with certification from the clerk or adopted minutes from the meeting at
which this request was considered.

Ata regular meeting ofthe Oshtemo CharterTownship council/board
(regular orspecial)

called to order by on
(township, city, village)

June 12, 2018 at

the following resolution was offered:

Moved by

(date)

and supported by

(time)

that the application from Kalamazoo Hotel Group, LLC

(name of applicant - ifa corporation or limited liabllity company, please state the company name)

for the following license(s): Class B Hotel/Resort Liquor License
(li5t 5peaific licenses requested)

to be located at: 2747 Soulh l lth Street, Kalamazoo, M|49009

and the following permit, if applied for:

I Banquet Facility Permit Address of Banquet Facility: 2747 South 1 I th Street, Suite 1, Kalamazoo, Ml 49009

It is the consensus ofthls body that it recommends th is application be considered for
(recommends/does not recommend)

approval by the Michigan Liquor Control Commission.

lfdisapproved, the reasons for disapproval are

Vote

Yeas:

Nays:

Absent:

I hereby certiry that the foregoing is true and is a complete copy ofthe resolution offered and adopted by the

council/board at a Regular meetingheldon June 12,20'18

Township

(township, city, villaqe)

(regular or special) (date)

Print Name ofClerk 5ignature ofClerk Date

Under Article lV, Section 40, of the Constitution of Michigan (1963), the Commission shall exercise complete control of the alcoholic beverage trafric
within this state, including the retail sales thereof, subject to statutory limitations. Further, the Commi5sion shall have the sole right, power, and duty to
controlthe alcoholic beverage trafflc and traffic in other alcoholic liquor within this state, including the licensure ofbusinesses and individuals.

LCC-10600/r5)

Please return this completed form along with any corresponding documents to:
Michigan Liquor Control Commission

Mailing address; P.O. Box 30005, Lansing, M|48909
Hand deliveries or overnight packages: Constitution Hall - 525 W. Allegan, Lansing, M148933

Fax to: 5'17-763-0059

LAnA ir an equal opponunity employer/p.oghm.Alxiliar aidr *ri@s and olher reasonable accomrdations aB available opo. reque5t to individuals aith disabilnier,
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