Regular Meeting of the City Commission
Tuesday, July 5, 2022

7:30 p.m. .
Huntington Woods City Hall
‘ Agenda
CALL TO ORDER
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE
ROLL CALL
APPROVAL OF AGENDA

APPROVAL OF CONSENT AGENDA

All items listed under the Consent Agenda are considered routine by the City Commission and will be enacted in one motion.
There will be no separate discussion on these items unless a Commission member so requests, in which event the item(s)
wilf be removed from the Consent Agenda and added to the Regular Agenda at the end of the ifems of business.

1. Regular Meeting Minutes of June 7, 2022
2. Approval of Warrant 390
3. Reports and Minutes
a. Historic District Commission — April 6, 2022
b. Zoning Board of Appeals — April 11, 2022
¢. Anti-Racism Advisory Committee — May 11, 2022
d. Planning Commission — May 23, 2022
e. Library Advisory Board — May 16, 2022
f. Arts and Garden Beard - March 16, 2022
COMMUNICATIONS
1. Letter to the City of Berkley regarding the proposed Butter Provisioning Center.
COUNTY COMMISSIONER AND ELECTED OFFICIAL REMARKS
PUBLIC PARTICIPATION
ITEMS OF BUSINESS

1. Resolution R- 2022: Matter of consideration to approve the City Manager to execute Quote
VC3Q22459 from IT Right in an amount not to exceed $14,383.28 for server upgrades and installation.

2. Resolution R- 2022: Matter of consideration to receive and file the MERS Annual Actuarial Valuation
as of 12/31/2022.

3. Resolution R- 2022: Matter of consideration to approve.the WideOpenWest Michigan, LLC Active
Uniform Video Service Local Franchise Agreement Renewal (*Video Franchise Agreement”). ‘

4. Ordinance No.- . Matter of consideration of the Adoption of an Ordinance to amend the Chapter
40, Zoning, Article 9, Sustainable Design and Environmental Standards, to Replace in iis entirety
Section 9.03, Solar Structures and Easemenits; and to Provide Penalties for Violations thereof.
(Second Reading)

CITY MANAGER’S REPORT :
ADJOURNMENT OF REGULAR CITY COMMISSION MEETING

Public Expression is encouraged. Comments are invited on each Agenda item when that item comes up for consideration. Matters not listed
on the Agenda may be addressed under “Public Participation”. Please be advised that the Commission Meetings are usually attended by the
media and cablecast live, in addition to heing re-cablecast following the meeting. The City of Huntington Woods will provide necessary
reasonable auxiliary aids and services, such as signers for the hearing impaired and audiotapes of printed material being considered at the
meeting, to individuals with disabilities attending the meeting upon three working days’ notice to the City. Individuals with disabilities
recuiring auxiliary aids or services should contact the City by writing or calling: Tim Rowland, ADA Coordinafor, Huntington
Woods City Hall, 26815 Scotia, Huntington Woods, Ml 48070, {248 581-2640). Deaf-Tel {1-248-541-1180).



Consent Agenda #1

Regular City Commission Meeting Minutes
June 7, 2022

7:30 p.m.

Minutes will be emailed to the Commission early July 5, 2022.

They were not proofed at the time of packet assembly.
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Consent Agenda #3a

CITY OF HUNTINGTON WOODS
HISTORIC DISTRICT COMMISSION
MINUTES
April 6, 2022
7:30 p.m.

In Person Meeting — Huntington Woods Commission Room
Commissioner Chris Vogelheim called the Meeting to order at 7:32 p.m

PRESENT: Mark Fink, Jeffrey Abt, Michael Burshtein, Chris Vogelheim, Robert Lebow, Steve
Behrmann '

ABSENT: Jeff Jenks,
City Staff Present: Zoning Administrator, Hank Berry.

APPROVAL OF MINUTES:

Behrmann motioned to amend the minutes from March 17, 2022 to include, on page two, the reasoning
behind the change in roofing material as a notice to proceed as it constitutes a hazard to the occupants,

Vogelheim motioned to amend the minutes from March 17, 2022 to include the inquisition about having
the original drawings to determine whether or not the wood was original to the house.

Fink made a motion to accept the minutes as amended. The motion was seconded by Lebow.

Ayes: Mark Fink, Michael Burshtein, Chris Vogelheim, Robert Lebow, Steve Behrmann
Nays: None '
Absent:
Absention: Jeffrey Abt
The Motion Carried.

AGENDA JTEMS:
Matter of a review for an addition for the Shore Residence at 26398 Hendrie Boulevard

Michael Ostrowski, of Ostrowski Design Group LLC: I am here tonight with my brother, and associate
Peter Ostrowksi. We are the firm that is representing David and Helen Shore. They are the owners of the
home at 26398 Hendrie Boulevard, which is situated in the Historic District of Huntington Woods, which
is the subject of the presentation tonight. Our firm is in charge of the preparation and designing of



documents, and is requesting a certificate of appropriateness regarding our proposal, which includes an
addition to the exterior and interior renovations of the aforementioned residence. We submitted, as required,
existing, as built, site and architectural floor plans and elevations as well as a proposed engineering site
plan, dimensioned architectural floor, roof plans, and and elevation plans for your review. You should be
made aware that all original drawings of this residence were unavailable, as well as any documentation
regarding original exterior or interior material specifications. Ostrowski Design Group LLC. has diligently
researched and documented both on-site and literary inquiry, all reasonable and available resources
regarding this property. There will be six main divisions to our presentation.

1. The existing site plan, principal elevation and history.
The characteristics of the building’s architectural style.
The existing exterior elevations combined with site conditions.
The owners programming specifics
The design proposal including site, floor plans, exterior elevations including materials
Review the Huntington Woods planning and historic commission guidelines for additions and the
secretary of the interior state of Michigan standards for appropriateness.

R

Ostrowski then referenced the site plans for the Shore Residence at 26398 Hendrie. The existing
2,555 square foot residence is situated approximately 100 feet south of the intersection of Hendrie
Boulevard, and Dundee Road. It’s 17,522 square foot lot is located in the Hill Historic District of
Huntington Woods, and has an r1b single family residential zoning classification. The front entrance and
the walkway to the house and its address are from Hendrie Boulevard, but due to it’s site orientation the
driveway and the unattached garage are located off of Dundee Road. It is obviously a very awkward
circumstance when the occupants cannot enter the main front entrance from their driveway. The existing
non-original, unattached 450 square foot garage with an asphalt drive and no separate walkway is located
over 30 feet from the house and the ground. Our site grade is more than six feet below the residence’s rear
entrance and finished floor line. Here again, an existing awkward and unfortunately setting has now become
a hazardous condition. The existing lot coverage is 2046 square feet, which is 11.7% lot coverage with the
maximum allowable lot coverage of 30%, which equates to 5,257 square feet. The existing property
setbacks are in compliance with zoning regulations, and the maximum size of allowable residential floor
space on this lot cannot exceed 4,412 square feet. We were unable to find definite information or
documentation regarding the original architect or construction company or when past renovations and/or
additions including the existing garage were started, and/or completed. We do know however that the
original residence was constructed in 1927 and was known as the Alvin Griffith house.

The structure has a brick exterior facade with limestone detailing with asphalt shingles low pitched,
hip roof and two foot wide overhanging eaves. The original existing single paned, double hung windows
have upper sash muntin bars, and are covered with non-original failing and/or inoperable combination
aluminum storm screen units. The original eaves and lower window spandrel panels are covered with an
unknown corrugated metal shrouding, which is foreign to construction materials and practices of the time
of the build and that this material is blocking soffit venting which is critical for structural roof stability.
There is considerable evidence of window removal, and brick infill - especially on the rear portion of the
building, and the castern side porch. The western side porch, which is to the right, has none of the non-
original full-size single-paned aluminum sash glazing windows, which are terribly energy inefficient, and
render that room unusable during many months of the year. Both side porches aiso show evidence of
wrought iron railings that have been removed which were originally situated between the separated brick



columns which together formed a parapet surrounding the flat roofs on both porches. All in all, however,
the house was well built, has a considerable and stately presence, and is regarded as a major asset with
architectural significance in the historic district. _

Next the characteristics of the residence’s architectural style were presented, which is the Italian
Renaissance revival style. For the renowned architectural preservation research team of Virginia, Lee
McAllister, in their reference book, A Field Guide to American Houses, published in 1984 identifies that
this residence is a prime example of the Italian Renaissance Revival Style, circa 1890-1930, published in
New York. We also referenced John Blumenson’s book identifying American architecture, a pictorial guide
to the styles and terms from 1600-1945, also published in New York. As well as Herbert Pothorn’s book,
Architectural Styles, published by the Viking press in New York, also. The main characteristics which they
know, and which we find on the Shore residence are as follows: as noted, a large-scale single-family
residential building, a rectangular plan, simpie low-pitched hip roof with wide overhanging eaves,
symmetrical brick and stone facade with symmetrically placed side porches with flat roofs and surrounding
short pair bits of brick, limestone, and wrought iron railings. I'd like to note here that an asymmetrical
subtype called a hip roof, with projecting wings is characterized by a two-story center entry design which
maintains symmetry while the projecting one or two-story wings are balanced by massing and/or forward
of/or recessed back from the central mass. Prominently defiried front entrance with classical detailing
including columns and an entablature of painted wood and an upper wrought iron railing. A large, main
front facade arch windows and/or enframements, smaller and non-uniform on the upper level. Continuous
prominent belt string course of brick soldier coursing with limestone sills and corner medallions which
defined the upper floor and the limestone window sills. Finally, under window spandrel panels. The
evidence of the removal of the wrought iron railings exists. There is no remaining railing, nobody knows
when they were removed, they’re just stubs sitting in the brick columns. Next, the large front arched
windows and/or enframements which are therefore across the front. Next is the under window spandrel
panels which are also covered in that unknown metal.

Next we would like to present the existing, as built documents which include the four main
elevations of the Shore residence, as well as photos depicting the existing site conditions. There is a
reference to sheet A4, which is visible on the screen, has the existing front elevation. The side porch
windows, the right spandrel panels are also seen as missing character in material, as well as missing wrought
iron railings. The window above the entablature or the architrave is a sliding window which we do not
know when it was installed but it is foreign to the structure, to the type of style and also the window itself.
The existing side elevation facing Dundee is the bottom elevation. This shows that the site and garage grade
over six feet below the existing finished floor. If you look from the left, the garage is the finished grade and
you can see where the main finished floor is six feet up, and is just below the spandrel panels showing on
the side porch. Non-original brick infill on the side porch, which is left of those two windows, as well as a
four spandrel material under the original windows with combination storm and screen units. Showing the
missing wrought iron parapet, the foreign material on the roof dormer which is at the top of the roof, which
is also that metal corrugated material, and the dilapidated wood deck with failing roof structure is the dotted
line to the left of the main building, and as you can see there is a major proportional discrepancy between
the non-original garage and the main structure.

Another photo showing the existing Dundee elevation was presented to the commission.

Sheet AS was presented to the commission showing the existing rear elevation from behind the
garage. It shows the non-original garage with cementitious panel siding that whole, 75% of that garage has
a cementitious panel of some sort that is nailed to the stud walls that are about 10 fi. tall - obviously that is



not original to the house. The right side porch has non-original brick infill, which is just to the right of the
garage. The side porch on the left side has non-original full-size single paned aluminum sash glazing. The
missing wrought iron parapet on both side porches, however there is an error there being shown. They are
not there, but we were planning to put them there. There’s the foreign material on the roof dormer. There
is the dilapidated wood deck with the failing wood structure. Ostrowski then shows all of the issues
previously stated in pictures taken of the home.

The design proposal consists of four main elements: Owners program, Plans, Elevations, Materials.
The proposed site plan is shown for the commission and public. The proposed site plan shows our proposed
addition located directly behind the main residence abutting both the existing house and garage. The lot
coverage footprint of the proposed residential addition is 1,116 square feet and the garage is 215.1 square
feet, for a total additional lot coverage of 1331.1. This amount added to existing lot coverage of 2046 square
feet equates to a proposed total of 3,342.1 square feet which is a total lot coverage of 19.1% where 25% is
allowed. All required setbacks of the proposed structure are within allowable parameters. We are proposing
new walkways from the Dundee roadside of the property to the entrance of the proposed addition and the
existing residence in two locations. The first, so as to keep safe pedestrian passage from the public sidewalk
to the residence, will be placed adjacent to the driveway. The second to allow pedestrian traffic from the
front entrance of the house to the Dundee roadside of their property in a safe and secure manner and to
allow the Shore’s and any visitors to safely travel to their front door in a secure and convenient manner,
instead of walking up, across and over 70 feet of lawn. We are proposing a replacement retaining wall,
which will surround the proposed covered side entrance porch. This 30 inch high wall, also on the Dundee
roadside, is to be constructed of brick with the limestone cap which is designed to protect the existing 40
foot tall pine, as well as other mature landscaping. We want to create a walk out or small courtyard for the
porch and we feel it enhances the existing streetscape. We are also proposing a concrete patio area
approximately 325 square feet placed immediately adjacent to the rear yard of the proposed addition to
allow for dry egress from the renovated garage and basement egress areas. Finally we are proposing a 664
square foot elevated deck on the Hendrie Boulevard side of the property which will attach to the existing
residence and the proposed addition. This deck will replace the existing structurally failing and rotting deck
and will allow for family gatherings, scenic viewing of the existing cascading water feature and pond, and
a direct access from the first floor to the lower grade by way of an outside stair.

Next, we would like to present our first floor garage and basement plans. The proposed first floor
attachment plan, is raised six feet above the existing ground grade to align with the existing main floor.
This construction will allow for uninterrupted and safe passage throughout the entire primary living space
of the residence. This type of arrangement is extremely important for elderly residents who want to remain
in their homes and continue a viable and active lifestyle. The proposed additional square footage is
calculated at 1,103 square feet. This amount combined with the existing residences 2,555 square feet, will
increase the livable space to 3,608 square feet. The maximum allowable floor area for an rlb residence
combined bonuses and property sizes is 4,412 square feet. In our main floor plan proposal, we have
integrated the entrance walkway and steps, covered porch vestibule, stairs and landings into a seamless
transition which allow the Shore’s to travel from grade to the main level over a height of six feet in gradual
and measured heights. They will also be able to enter their garage from the residence in an enclosed and
secured space, as well as the basement from the same passageway. This side entrance corridor, which we’re
calling it, is located at the front of the Dundee Road elevation and will be bathed in natural light from
windows which echo the large arched, front facade windows and enframements that are distinct features of
the Italian Renaissance Revival Style. We’ve also enlarged the existing kitchen to meet their Kosher kitchen



requirements, and have also provided a first floor master suite complete with dressing room and a bathroom
which can be retrofitted at any time with any and all ADA specifications if the need arises. The garage on
the left has been lengthened by 13 feet which is also in a very light shade. To allow for side entrances, both
the interior and exterior, ingress and egress activity. The total garage square footage will be 684 square feet.
We are also proposing to add a rear garage door to allow for grade level access to the rear of the property
which is almost impossible at this time. The garage roof will be lifted approximately six and a half feet to
provide loft storage above the vehicles and will be accessed from the new rear addition. The proposed
basement plan will provide open storage space, mudroom, bathroom, with a zero clearance shower, laundry
room, separate mechanical room, and a four foot wide opening to connect the new basement with the
existing. There’s also proposed a direct egress stairway to the rear yard for ease of access for the Shore’s.
In the future, if necessary, the basement stairs between the garage foundation, and bathroom leading up to
the earlier mentioned side entrance corridor. Next we would like to present our second floor and roof plan.
There are no changes, or proposed additions to the existing second floor that is on the right. Our proposal
is for a one-story addition only. We are presenting this plan to demonstrate how the proposed roof operates.
We are proposing to attach the addition to the existing flat over the existing rear deck area. This is important
because it allows space for required and adequate egress from the existing second floor bedrooms, which
are located at the rear of the residence. This action will also allow natural light to enter the second floor, as
it has since 1927. We are adding approximately 120 square feet of flat roof on the Hendrie Boulevard side
of the property. All flat roofs will be receiving new EPDM covering. This location is also where, if in the
future, the proposed addition were removed the “essential form and integrity of the historic property and its
environment would be unimpaired” per the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards. All of the roofs are simple
low hips, low pitch hips with 18 inch wide overhanging eaves which are in keeping with the expressed
Halian Renaissance Revival Style. These roofs will be seen architectural asphalt shingles. We are also
proposing standing seam metal roofing over the proposed side entrance, which will highlight the central
mass of the entrance, which balances the overall additions asymmetric design. Its use also indicates the
interior position of the side entrance corridor and stairways. Standing seam metal is being proposed for
awnings over both of the front and rear garage door entrances and is being reinstalled on the existing side
porch, flat roof parapet extensions on both the Dundee Road and Hendrie Boulevard elevations.

Next we would like to present the four main elevations. The upper elevation shows the existing
residence with proposed new metal clad replacement windows with upper sash muntins and insulated glass
in place of the non-original windows and storms. It also depicts the replacement painted wood spandrel
panels under the windows in both side porches. We’re also looking at installing new windows above the
entrance architrave versus the non-original non-muntin slider unit. This elevation also shows the re-
installation of the parapet metal railings on both side porches are approached by this appropriate
replacements and repairs will enhance and reinforce the pure symmetry massing and detailing of the Italian
Renaissance Revival Style. Also of importance for HW HDC guidelines, this elevation shows that the
proposed new addition is not visible from the main front elevation.

On the lower half of the drawing, is the Dundee road side elevation. It is “the second front” of the
property. Our proposed addition portrays a classical Italian Renaissance Revival asymmetrical subtype
called hipped roof with projecting wings, which is characterized by one to two story center eniry design,
which maintains symmetry while the projecting one or two story wings are balanced by the massing forward
of or recessing back from the central mass. Our proposed addition does that exactly. The garage on the left
of the entry is smaller and closer to our center mass while the existing residence on the right is larger and
more forward, While we have embraced the overall revival style, we have incorporated a somewhat more



eclectic approach. We are proposing a covered porch area with columns with a more contemporary feel,
which support a full balcony with a metal railing echoing the railings of the original residence’s side porch
parapets. We are also proposing fully glazed arch windows with lower painted wood spandrels and eight
inch thick limestone sills unlike the existing residence’s front facade which has arched enframements with
brick spandrels and thinner limestone sills. We are introducing more string coursing, brick soldier coursing,
and more limestone corner medallion details not only on this elevation but more defined and numerous on
the rear and back elevations. Our upper windows in the Italian Renaissance Revival Style are of different
size but still muntined and in proportioned to the addition’s height and overall massing. The recess
connecting breezeway which is between the addition and the house is set back approximately 25 feet from
the outermost edge of the original house reinforcing the guideline requirement to maintain a setback from
the original building plan. Please note that even though the proposed addition is six feet lower than the main
floor, we have diligently maintained a consistency incorporating existing and proposed cornice detailing
and inherent architectural language of the existing historic structure.

Finally, the rear and Hendrie Boulevard elevations express the commitment of the addition to
maintaining the integrity of the proposed roof lines to the original residence. Also, even though these
elevations will rarely be seen from the street, the massing, positioning, and use of materials are consistently
expressed and maintained. The non-original windows removed from the Dundee Road side porch will be
repurposed and incorporated into the lower level of the original garage. The non-original windows removed
from the kitchen will be repurposed and incorporated into the proposed upper storage loft of the garage.
Since the garage is unconditioned, these windows present no significant energy deficiency. Here, as earlier
mentioned, is the more expressive and extensive use of brick soldier coursing, eight inch limestone sills,
and limestone corner medallions. A slide showing the proposed building materials was shown. Metal
window exterior cladding finish material and trim color, metal standing seam roofing, gutters, and
downspout finish, material and color, modular brick texture and finish and architectural asphalt shingle are
shown. The next slide shows the proposed all wood with exterior metal clad replacement window by Pella
Window and Door Company. Finally, a proposed finished addition mock up was shown to the commission
and public, as seen from Dundee Road.

Berry: When we have an addition of this size and substance, we do what we usually do with the planning
commission and that is to compare the proposed addition to the houses next door. When you have 26398,
which is a subject property, and an extremely irregular lot - that is 17,522 square feet. To the south, there
is another irregular shaped lot 115 by 105, 12,075 square feet, so that one is a little bit smaller but still a
very large lot, and that house is 2,533 square feet. The house next to it is 2957 square feet but the lot is
significantly smaller at 7,375 square feet. This will require ZBA appearance if approved by the HDC -
should you decide on a favorable motion, any motion that you make should include subject to the approval
of the zoning board of appeals. The garage is over the required size of 650 square feet by 34 square feet. It
is possible that they could choose to trim that and then not have to make an appearance in front of the ZBA.
If we go through the standards of the secretary of the interior: property shall be used for its historic purpose
or placed in a new use that requires minimal change to the defining characteristics of the building and its
site environment. There is not change, the use is still single-family residential - it was and is. Number two:
the historic character of the property shall be retained and presérved. The removal of historic materials or
alteration or features and spaces that characterize property should be avoided. The front of the house has
changed but as a peninsula home, there are a minimum of three sides that are highly visible - which you
should take into consideration in your deliberations. Each property shall be recognized as a physical record



of its time, place and use. Changes that create a false sense of historical development such as adding
conjectural features, or architectural elements from other buildings shall not be undertaken. An addition of
any kind does not necessarily violate the standard, but you should pay attention to the transition from the
old to the new, and the end product. The properties change over time. Those changes that have acquired
historic significance in their own right shall be pertained or shall be retained and preserved. The significance
of the properties as it exists now - Mr. Ostrowski has illustrated some of the features that have been changed
over time, and some of the windows and other key features that have been replaced previously and other
materials that would not be typical. Distinctive features, finishes and construction techniques are examples
of craftsmanship that characterize the property shall be preserved. With an addition, it’s pretty much to the
extent possible. You can’t preserve that which you’re obscuring. It definitely obscures and removes but
what is it obscuring and removing, so you have to consider theAimpact of the addition, the transition from
the house to the garage and anything else that you would feel that would be obscured or anything that this
would do that would be detrimental to the resource itself. A historic feature shall be repaired rather than
replaced where the severity of deterioration requires replacement of a distinctive feature, the new feature
shall match the old design, color, texture, other visual qualities, and where possible materials. Replacement
of missing features shall be substantiated by documentary physical or pictorial evidence. Again, in the case
of an addition this is difficult to apply but you may want to revisit standards 2, 9 and 10 when you think
about this. Seven is the chemical and physical treatments such as sandblasting that caused damage to the
historic materials should not be used, they’re not doing that. The significant archaeological resources
affected by a project shall be protected and preserved, if such resources must be disturbed, mitigation
measures shall be undertaken. Again, there’s no archaeological dig going on here. There’s footings and
basic construction applications. New additions, exterior alterations or related new construction shall not
destroy historic materials that characterize the property. The new work shall be differentiated from the old,
and shall be compatible with the massing size, scale and architectural features to protect the historic
integrity of the property and its environment. Again, one could argue that any addition destroys some
historic material. The discussion about differentiation needs to take place. You should consider mass and
scale. New additions and adjacent or related new construction shall be undertaken in such a manner that if
removed in the future, the essential form and integrity of the historic property in its environment would be
unimpaired. This is a substantial addition, it would be unlikely that it would be removed at any point as it
requires significant structural changes. What you do want to take into consideration is what is being
proposed is correct for the standards, the guidelines from the city, which I have enclosed in your packets.
If you have any questions at this point in time, I’'m sure that Mr. Ostrowksi, myself or the Shore’s will be
happy to answer to the best of our ability.

Behrmann: It’s tremendously creative, again from Point A to point B. I don’t fully understand the floor
plans with all the different elevations. I just want a better understanding because it looks like this porch and
vestibule are really on the first floor but they’re really not.

Ostrowski: explained the floor plan as proposed, showed the floor plan as it currently is and what is
proposed.
Behrmann: is this truly the backyard or is this the front yard of the house?

Berry: That’s the side yard. The front yard is actually on Hendrie.



Behrmann: which windows of the main historical structures are going to be replaced?
Ostrowski pointed out on the watercolor mockup which windows are to be replaced.
Behrmann: You do believe those are original windows?

Ostrowski: No, those are not original windows.

Behrmann: How about the windows that are on the front of the house, that will be considered the front of
the main structure, not the wings?

Ostrowski: Those are original windows, those windows will stay.
Behrmann: What about the window above the door?
Ostrowski: That is not original.

Lebow: Well since we’re leaving off with windows, I’ll start with windows. The windows that are - these
two triple banks have been changed to double banks,

Ostrowski: Yes but those are not original windows
Lebow: The form is original to the house

Ostrowski: The form is original yes, but the windows are not. As is the panel plus the fact that they bricked
in -

Lebow: I’lf go right to panels. Are those not board and batten?

Ostrowski: No, they’re metal, It’s a metal covering, of the same material that is underneath the soffits. It’s
a 70s material. It is a corrugated cut that has been slapped onto -

Lebow: So you don’t know what’s underneath it?
Ostrowski: We know it’s wood, we’re assuming it’s wood for sure.
Lebow: but you don’t know what the decorative form is?

Ostrowski: No, we haven’t pulled that off but we do know that it is underneath the soffits and it is also on
the dormer on the roof, and it is haphazardly screwed onto that but it is -

Lebow: you frequently use the term non-original, as we don’t have original plans - how do you know that
everything you stated is not original isn’t original? '



Ostrowski: Just by our historic looking at homes from around the area -

Lebow: Can you tell me please how you know the garage is not original?

Ostrowski: The wood on the inside of the garage.

Berry: The garage is not original.

Lebow: Can we please go to, do you have a photograph of the rear of the house? These two windows. Can
we go to a photograph or a drawing of the west elevation? I want to see the Hendrie side of the garage.
There’s the window.

Ostrowski: That’s not a window, it’s an artifact.

Lebow: I would like to see the plan which shows the first floor plan renovation. On this plan, where is the
existing rear wall of the house?

Ostrowski: That heavy black line.
Lebow: Is that entire wall coming out?

Ostrowski: yes. Not the upper floor, just the lower level which is an infill brick and windows that are not
original. The windows behind the living room are staying.

Lebow: You said that you were going to reinstall the standing seam roofs - how do we know that there
were standing seam roofs there?

Ostrowski: Well we knew there were metal roofs. There’s shingle there and under the shingle is metal.
The metal was flashed up and goes down underneath and they put shingle over the top of it on both ends.

Lebow: and when you replicate, or when you reinstall the metal railings, of what pattern and design are
those going to be?

Ostrowski: They will be consistent with an Italian Renaissance Revival Style, it would be a very simple,
not overly ornate

Lebow: Will they not be the same as the existing railings over the front door?
Ostrowski: Hopefully, probably they will be.

Lebow: This needs to be a definite, this is what you’re going to do, i’m going to replicate these precisely
or these are going to be something similar to.

Ostrowski: Well all I can tell you Robert is that there is no definite information regarding that rail over the
door, if it is matching because the one over the door is in smaller size than the ones over the parapets.



can’t definitely say that we can match that in proportion and size. But in the style that would be appropriate
to the house.

Lebow: I understand. Going back to the “largest” elevation of the house is the front,

Ostrowski: The main elevation

Lebow: The main elevation, the Dundee side is not larger than the front of the house? The number one
front. With the addition, is the Dundee side not larger than the main elevation? From the front, all the way
back to the garage, is that dimension not greater than the existing front of the house?

Ostrowski: Our addition is not because it is sitting -

Lebow: Not the addition, the entire structure

Ostrowski: 1 would say yes. You can.see, you can look right up there and say yes it is.

Lebow: The front of the house, the main elevation is smaller than the proposed new structure.

Ostrowski: I would not say smaller, 1 would say it’s shorter in length but the main front of the house is
more dominant and predominant. I’s raised up higher than the addition. The side addition is lower. It’s
only a one story addition.

Lebow: but it’s longer

Ostrowski: It is longer but it’s not as mass, which mass proportion -

Lebow: Variance for a 20 foot setback in the front yard. It’s a required 40-foot, and you’re proposing 20
feet.

Ostrowski: Well, we have a deck that we are proposing, it does not have to be that big but we would like
to have a deck that would be available for large family gatherings and an overlook of the pond.

Lebow: so you’re proposing a 20-foot variance.
Berry: along with the garage, just for clarification.

Lebow: and you are proposing a two and a half foot setback on one side where there’s a five foot setback,
you want to reduce that to a two and a half foot setback in the side yard?

Berry: That already exists.

Lebow: Oh that’s existing? In this agenda Hank, it says side yards required five foot on one side, 14 foot
total.



Berry: that’s correct, but the garage that’s there is different than that
Lebow: so it says, proposed two feet five inches is not right?
Berry: it’s proposed not to move.

Lebow: The rear yard requires a 35 foot setback, and it is existing at 24 feet, 4 inches. So that’s the same,
it’s not moving.

Berry: You can’t make him move what already exists.

Lebow: Well, it says proposed |

Berry: Proposed is what is going to be there. So it is there now, it is proposed to stay there.
Lebow: Okay. It is confusing language.

Burshtein: I think that it is a very smart plan. First of all, you said that the garage, it’s going to be a storage
arca. Where do you enter the storage area? Because it’s not on the plan.

Ostrowski: The story area is from the back of the garage, it’s a loft. You can only enter it from the garage.
Burshtein: You said if in the future, it could have some ramp from the garage to the basement?

Ostirowski: You can come into the garage, go into this door (shown on plan) which is inside the addition.
At this point, we have stairs going down to the basement. In the future, at this point going down, this could
be an elongated ramp that gets down in the basement space. Which will allow you to use the lift and come
up to the main floor.

Abt: I too compliment you on the design. I think it’s a very elegant solution to a whole bunch of what I can
see are challenging, programmatic requirements. Going back to the non-original garage - was there any
indication that the house was built without a garage?

Ostrowski: no

Abt: Okay, so in other words what’s there now, replaced an earlier garage?

Dave Shore (homeowner): Thank you all for taking the time to go through this. We know there’s a lot
here. What we were told by the previous owners was that the original garage was destroyed by a tree that
fell on it approximately 10-15 years ago. There was a garage there, I'm assuming it was more consistent
with the original look and feel of the house than the current one. There’s a little brick facade on the front

of it and all the other three sides, they’re similar - it’s pink fake wood.

Abt: so in other words, it’s the non-original garage is built in the same foundation of the original



Dave Shore: I actually think the foundation was changed because last year we have to pay somebody two
thousand dollars to get thousands of pounds of concrete out of our backyard. So I am pretty sure that they
changed, they put a new foundation in.

Berry: My understanding of this was that it absolutely was in the same place because the only way that
you can rebuild it is if it has to be in exactly the same location, exactly the same spot for catastrophe or
calamity - like a tree falling. I do remember the tree falting on this, and it was a monstrous tree. It obliterated
the garage.

Abt: It’s a minor point, but it’s of curiosity in terms of just the placement of things. Was the dormer
original?

Ostrowski: The dormer was original but the siding and the material surrounding it is not.

Abt: This is a design question. It is kind of getting into the contested territory here, I see. One of the things
1 like about the design is your use of setbacks, particularly on the Dundee side. I think that’s probably really
effective there in terms of that [talian Renaissance Revival Style look, you know where you break site lines.
This is sort of a deliberate, architectural move. The one piece that I wonder about, which I think is overly
dramatized, is that portrait the two columns that stick out, which feel to me very un-Italian Renaissance
Revival. I am kind of curious about that - )

Ostrowski: There’s a reason, Number one, it is not that large. It only protrudes out I think about four feet.
There’s only a two foot porch, and then the awnings. This is like three and a half feet at most.

Abt: I wondered about that treatment from the Hendrie side, where you have a similar set of problems but
the program isn’t as extensive in the sense that you want to create a setback, you want to break site lines,
you want to be clear about where the ‘original house was, and where the addition begins. It scems like it’s
harder on the other side because you’re so close to the facade.

Ostrowski explains more using the site pian, and elevation drawings.

Berry explains that they will not need approval of the planning commission for the use of brick on the
proposed garage.

Berry: Anything else would be ZBA, and at point in time when they apply for that would go through the
whole thing and see what it has to be, and the ZBA has to be noticed, it’s a whole separate animal. HDC
can act in lieu of the Planning Commission, but you cannot act as a Zoning Board of Appeals.

Vogelheim: I too appreciate a couple of moves such as the setbacks, and even that Hendrie elevation -
you’re showing it orthogonally. It will retain that prominent elevation from the corner - so [ think those
were some good moves. The only question I really have is about the garage. You mentioned a six-foot
storage loft, but it’s at a ten foot addition on top of the garage plus roof.

Ostrowski: The plates are at 10ft. 6in.



Vogelheim: That is the only piece I guess that I don’t necessarily love. It’s a nine and a half foot addition.
It looks like a second story massing, and it’s large. Just a little odd, that’s all from me.

Ostrowski: Our idea is this again, the massing from the asymmetrical front or the symmetrical front of the
addition is that massing that really has blend with this and this (motions to watercolor drawing of proposed
addition). Otherwise, if you look initially, that roof line of the garage is approximately here (another motion
to watercolor). All we’re doing is adding a 6 foot loft, and then the roof which is again, pushed way back.
It’s a hip roof.

Dave Shore: Thank you again members of the commission. We moved into Huntington Woods three and
a half years ago. What originally started out as my wife who has had hip replacement, and is terrified to go
down the stairs, to the garage because for some reason now that we’re in our 60’s for the first time we had
a garage that wasn’t attached, and didn’t even think about the stairs out to it, We started thinking about how
we could deal with that, and then thinking about how if we really want to be here until we need to go into
a nursing home, that what else would. we want to do to really make this house something we can be in for
decades. That’s when we started thinking about the first floor master, we always wanted the kitchen to be
enlarged as we have a kosher kitchen. The kitchen is small under normal circumstances, and especially for
our purposes it really doesn’t work. We need two of everything. That really expanded our thoughts around
it. The only other comment that I will make is that as a couple of you have noted, the plan they came up
with to give us an interior set of steps that would get us out to the garage without it looking like some
awkward kludgy thing, is really quite impressive, and we were blown away when we saw the drawings
because it really makes it look like one contiguous property, even though there’s significant elevation
difference between the main house and the extended area.

Chairman Chris Vogelheim opened the floor for public participation.

Claire Greco, 26586 Dundee: | will be looking directly at that. When that tree fell at about two in the
morning, it took that entire garage and split it right in half. It looks like it is very massive, compared to the
house. When I look at it from the side it looks as if the mass of the side is so much bigger than the mass in
the front. I just wanted to know by the architectural details that are on the addition, are they going to match
the house? Are you going to be adding more to the house? Because it looks like a lot more architectural
details on the addition than on the original house. The original house is a rectangle that is balanced by two
squares on the side. Whereas this thing kind of looks like a whole parcheesi puzzle put together. It just kind
of looks to me like it is two separate buildings. Is it supposed to look like that? Is it supposed to look like
it flows together?

Ostrowski: We feel it flows together.
Greco: Because I'm looking at it now, those two columns that are sticking out from that side door there. It

does, maybe the drawing makes it look like it is sticking out a lot further than it will. That’s not what the
front door looks like. :



Berry: just for a point of clarification on this, is that you are supposed to differentiate the old from the new.
Greco: 1 thought it was supposed to work all together.

Berry: you’re supposed to differentiate the old from the new, and that’s where the setbacks and that type
of thing comes into play. It’s actually a requirement that you differentiate the old from the new and the
question becomes for the HDC to contend with is does it do enough, and still flow together enough? Does
it make sense?

Greco: The garage is the one that gets to me, it just looks as if it is so massive compared to the rest of the
house. ['m worried about the balance, how it’s going to look from the side.

Sean Craig, 26573 Dundee: I live directly behind them. I really like it, and I think that it’s something that
adds a lot of character to the block and allows the Shore’s who have been so nice since we moved in, that I
do like the idea of them being able to age in the house and be around for a while. Everyone was commenting
about the height of the garage, when I’'m in my bathroom and I"m looking out the bathroom and I’'m looking
into the pond. I’m pretty sure the garage is now going to block the pond, and give them some more privacy
in the backyard and more privacy in my bathroom - I think that’s a great thing, I would consider the garage
affecting me the most, so I really like that.

Chairman Chris Vogelheim closed public participation seeing no more.

Ostrowski: The rendering was oriented so that you could see the side of the garage on the left-hand side to
show that we are installing windows, and brick, and making it part again of the original house. The other
thing that I think you’re talking about is this massing and the height is an interesting point again that I’d
like to make is that you see this and again this is the grade, the main grade of the house, which is by itself
quite high and massive. :

Burshtein: I don’t think you’re correct by hiding it from this side. I think you’re correct if we’re looking
on the other side, you’re higher and you are actually, you hide the grade before. But here, the grade is going
with the house so if you stand there, it’s not like you don’t see what is below the grade.

Ostrowski: What I am saying is, when you get around that corner, just at the edge of the house and you
look back, that’s the grade. You’re barely going to see the garage from coming down this way. It’s set back
25 feet. The addition is setback, it’s out of the way. The height comparable to the house is in proportion.

Fink: I would first like to point out that the interior layout and the basement are absolutely no concern of
this commission. We’re not concerned with the inside. We’re concerned with the outside of the house. What
can be seen from the street. In that regard, what we look at is the elevations, not the renderings. There’s one
main point that I want to make out - in the guidelines on additions, specifically says on corner lots, the
elevations facing both streets should be treated as fronts. So looking at this lot, it’s not unique because my
house has the same situation. It is very unusual. This house has a back, and three fronts. It has no side yards
for our purposes. What you see on the Hendrie elevation, and the Dundee elevation are fronts. With that



being said, I think we need to look at the guidelines and the landscape guidelines that were attached to the
Odell application and quote the Secretary of the Interior Standards for Rehabilitation Guidelines or
rehabilitating historic buildings, recommend against introducing.any new building, streetscape or landscape
feature that is out of scale or otherwise inappropriate to the settings historic character. The setting is the lot.
The historic setting of that lot is a simple, rectangular Italianate house. Going to the guidelines on additions,
designing a new addition record, the guidelines recommend against designing a new addition so its size and
scale in relation to the historic buildings are out of proportion this diminishing the historic character. I think
here you have taken the historic character of a rectangular Italianate house and turned it into a mini mansion
of sorts. It’s not at all what was envisioned when that house was designed and buiit. I don’t think at all it’s
in character for the neighborhood or the historic district, I think the plan grossly exceed what the guidelines
reject. I'm totally against it.

Abt: Having worked in universities and museums most of my life, I feel as thought it is hard to have this
kind of conversation without having it become intertextual, meaning I'm not sure there’s much that I can
say that’s not going to respond in some ways to what Mark just said. I do think that the design is an elegant
solution given the architectural program that the Shore’s have established. The only observation I have in
terms of conforming with the guidelines is set up by the secretary of the interior and you know as we’ve
come accustomed to, it really has to do with the facade that we see from the Hendrie side. This is more of
an observation than a critique actually, I think one of the problems with historic preservation or heritage
preservation in general is a kind of damned if you do, and damned if you don’t. The design works really
well from the Dundee side because of the setbacks and the brakes, so that it has the feeling of being like an
Italian village, if you will, of buildings kind of crowded next to each other in a small area you know and
that’s very much in keeping with not only the Italian Revival but the sources for the Italian Revival. It’s a
little bit different on the other side, and I would invite you if you have time for reflection about it, but maybe
some minor changes in the finishes that would give the illusion of more of that kind of change. I think the
rigor of your conformance in terms of trying to keep the brick courses and everything so much the same all
the way across that range of buildings because you don’t have the benefit of the deep setbacks and the
shadows, lines that it’s going to create. Then maybe on the Hendrie side there may be an opportunity to
create the illusion of those kinds of breaks that would be deeper. This is a general observation, not a
requirement. It wouldn’t cause me to vote against it, I mean I think it’s fine the way it is. I’ve spent a fair
amount of time in Europe and it’s interesting how there are entire cities that could be called historic districts
and people have altered and built and changed structures over hundreds of years, with no consideration to
historic preservation. It’s those changes that actually give those towns charm. I think there’s all the danger
of allowing perfection to become the enemy of the good. We want Huntington Woods to be a living
community in which people are going to continue to want to move here and continue to value the
neighborhood, and adapt to it as people’s taste change, and I don’t think it’s entirely feasible to allow
ourselves to be locked into a set of values and living standards that existed 100 years ago, but really are no
longer suitable. If there has to be changes, what I like about the design is that you are building a large
addition but I think it is being done in a way that is not so intrusive, and one of the benefits that comes with
the renovation is a very significant, and important restoration of the original house and that is the baby that
I would be hesitant to throw out with the bath water because I like all of the consideration that you’re giving
towards restoring the elegance of the original house because it doesn’t look very good right now, actually.
I think the changes you want to make, in terms of revealing the original woodwork, restoring that railing



up on the roof. I always wondered if there was a railing up there originally when I would walk by that
house. I think that’s all to the good, and I leave it at that.

Burshtein: I have two problems. One that I feel is that it looks too close to the original and for me, it is
hard to distinguish between the original and the new. I would like to see more distinction between the parts.
I agree with Mark, that the mass and the scaling is very overpowering of the addition to the original. On the
other hand, I understand the plan, I understand the need to connect the garage and to make the changes that
the Shore’s wanted. 1 would suggest for the addition to have more glass or more so it will show the
difference and also be less overpowering to the existing house.

Lebow: Mike, are you intending a brick match?
Ostrowski: Absolutely, yes.

Lebow: I have a number of things I’d like to talk about, things that make me uncomfortable. | agree with
everything Mark said. I’m one of those guys who follows the standards, that is our charge. When we assume
this position of being a Historic District Commissioner, we agree to follow the standards as set forth by the
secretary of the interior, and not to reinterpret them - but to apply them. I am not at all comfortable with
you resizing the window banks. Changing window banks from three to two on the Dundee side, that is
changing a facade of the building, which we are prohibited from doing. That is the configuration as
originéllly designed and built, and that’s how it should stay. I think the critical massing of the entire project
is out of scale for the site. A tremendous amount of open and green space is being lost. That green space is
hugely important to the scale and how people perceive where they are, and how that volume occupies that
lot. That isn’t a good lot, that is the premier lot. That is the heart of the historic district, with some of the
finest houses in the city. That house is one of them. I think that adding that vast amount of new construction
to it changes the scale of the space, and alters the balance of the entire neighborhood, which is something
that we are to consider. It is clearly stated that the value and significance of the resource and its relationship
to the historic value of the surrounding area, that is open space. We are always to look at not only the
structure, but the space around it. You have introduced design elements on the exterior of the house panels
replacing what I am calling for lack of a better word, the board and batten effect - you don’t know what is
underneath there. To propose these design aspects without knowing what’s there because we are supposed
to be restoring, not recreating. Not creating a false sense of history of what was there. The same thing goes
with the railings. Before I could approve this, I would want to know what are those railings going to look
like, and why wouldn’t they be a precise duplicate of what is over the entry scaled to that area to those two
flat roof areas. There’s plenty of metal work shops in Detroit that do that. 'm really uncomfortable with
the separation of old and new. 1 don’t see it. That is supposed to be a strong, easily seen separation so that
anyone can look at it and say old, new. Here it is a melding. I wouldn’t think that a person who doesn’t
have any type of architectural design background would even be able to distinguish old and new if you’re
doing your brick match, the windows are primarily the same, you’re reproducing arches, roof lines, and
columns. It is just more of what is there. The creation of a new garage door on the Hendrie side, that makes
it very uncomfortable, there’s nothing there now. To create a double-entry garage is what’s happening. I
don’t think that’s right. The standing seam roofs that you want to apply, there’s no evidence of a standing
seam roof. You said there was evidence of a metal roof, but not a standing seam roof. You’re matching that
all the way around from front to back. You’re bringing the entire structure into one time period, you're a



false sense of history by doing that, and that is to be avoided. Are there trees coming out on the Hendrie
side? There are some pine trees I think on the west side of the garage.

Ostrowski: no, no trees coming out there,

Lebow: You spoke about the addition hiding the garage, that it wouldn’t be visible from some angles, and
I find that worrisome. Here’s an addition of such volume that it conceals part of the garage. Again, it goes
to the mass, this entire massing in the size of the project. As Jeff said, it’s like a village - we don’t need a
village. That’s just total overkill in my mind. That’s it for now.

Berhmann: I reserved some comments to the end here. Some are reflected in some other commissioners -
I don’t understand the need for any garage variance. I'm looking at the space in the garage and it doesn’t
look like it’s particularly slotted for anything. I don’t see why there would be any need for a garage variance
with the garage square footage and the area above the garage, this loft area looks to me like it’s an additional
living space or constructed to fook that way. It’s almost like some of these condos that you look at where
you drive into the garage and it’s got a living area up above it. It looks like it’s constructed, designed to
look like a living area. I do feel that it’s quite busy. This is just a facade to hide a staircase in a hallway. It’s
a very grand entrance, especially for a side entryway to a house. I think it looks more like the front entry.
To that extent, it overwhelms the front entryway. This looks more infricate, more involved, more detait
filled than the actual house itself. I do believe that the loft over the garage, the way it’s being portrayed,
actually looks like it’s another living area. '

Vogelheim: This is a complicated project so I appreciate the level of detail that’s going into it and just a
couple thoughts about some very successful strategies and some things that have been discussion points
that I won’t necessarily bring up again but it’s a very unusual lot. I think if you bring the site plan up, I
know we look at 2D elevations, but 2D elevations don’t really tell the picture on this project at all. When
you really look at the way the house is experienced, the way these corners are very prominent, and the way
the house, the masses steps back on both sides. I do believe that those are successful architectural design
interventions, that try to relegate the massing of an addition. A couple other things of note, I call it the slot.
That is a well-known strategy to have the mass of an addition and the mass of the original connected with
a flat roof slot, so I do believe those are proven strategies to help with massing when you do have additions
because I am a big believer that the historic regulations do not prohibit additions. What they do, is they try
to talk about sensitive additions. A lot of what everybody said, I agree on both sides whether or not it’s a
contemporary glass and a thing which would have a whole other set of commentary from the public but
that is a successful strategy as well as in trying to balance some, you know, appropriate material, languages,
and design languages. Other successful strategies when you start to look at the way things step, I do believe
that when I look at the side elevation, because of the grades, the scale I think is of the primary volume is
maintained. Everything you do is below the eave line, even the peaks of the roof. I have a little problem
with the garage, I still do. It does look oversized. My calculation is that you had a thousand square feet
added, is that correct? That is a 43% addition. How do we judge what’s appropriate? If I saw a volume that
was higher than the existing house, 1 would probably hold exception to it again, I even said the peak of the
roof is under the eave. Everything steps back, plus the way it’s sited on the site, it even helps because you’re
so far away from these vines. I can see some things things that are contemporized, I can see some forms
that are similar. Those are good. Is that enough of a change from the historic or not? Those are going to be



some judgment calis that are going to be hard. The grade itself creates some challenges to this because by
default you get at the building line an additional six feet of height, which is unusual.

Dave Shore: I want to make two comments here. First of all relative to those who have said it looks like a
new main entrance. When we have people over, and ourselves, our guests would like to, they don’t now,
come to our driveway. Nobody does that today because the front entrance to the house is about 50 feet off
the street and there’s no garage over there. It’s not comfortable for guests. The only other comment I have
is that the area above the garage is really just there for cosmetic purposes. It’s designed to provide balance
to the layout and the structure of the side of the house. If you take that away and you just tried to picture it
without that, you would have the entranceway, which has to have the height it has, because it’s got to
traverse stairs going up and stairs going down. It would look awkward without that area above the garage.

Ostrowski: the windows that you see here, is fully glass, This whole corner is glass, and it extends up 8
feet. This whole mass that you see, disappears in glass. The reason that we have this height is the fact that
you have to walk off the stairs and you have to have a head room at this point just to start getting down per
code. The other point that T want to make is that this lot is over 17,000 square feet. What we are filling in
is a jumbled mess of stairway. We are not taking away any greenAspace. We're accentuating the green space.
We’re also accentuating the green space on Dundee as well. That whole area will be opened up. We are not
removing green space, we are creating the option to use green space because there is no green space between
those two areas right now.

Fink: There’s been some mention about the architectural aspects of the plan. As Chris pointed out, this is
a very workable plan. We’re not concerned here with workable, we’re concerned here with historic
preservation, and the appearance of the house - the property. We actually have to recognize the Shore’s
concerns in terms of aging in place, I mean, I face the same situation myself. I believe these issues can be
addressed without this massive addition. For example, the plan is already to demolish the existing garage.
Make it an attached garage next to the existing structure. This can be addressed to deal with the elevation.
If necessary, a lift can be installed to avoid stairs. I think this is way more extensive than it needs to be. If
this were not in the Historic District, it would probably be a great plan. But it is in the historic district, and
I don’t believe it’s appropriate.

Abt: I think Robert made some good points with regard to the restoration of the main house with regard to
the like the seamed roof, I think is a good point. The question about the railing, it’s one of those things that
you couldn’t anticipate, I understand that. Pulling the metal back and seeing what is actually behind those
spandrels, those are all actually valuable points because in some ways you really are talking about a historic
property and then that balance between restoration consolidation, and so forth. So I agree with those points.
I do appreciate the comments about the garage, and that little element. Is the storage space/loft space
absolutely necessary? If there was some way for the architect to come up with a kind of elegant of maybe,
I don’t know what the solution would be. Maybe lowering the roof on the Dundee side, setting it back a
little bit - there might be some solutions that would help make the garage part of it a little less massive.

Burshtein: I am agreeing with Mark that it is a very smart plan, and I think it is very cohesive. If it wasn’t
in a historic district, it would be great. I am still standing with the same thing that I said before, that I feel
like it’s overpowering the existing building. It’s too cohesive.



Lebow: 1 may have misunderstood something so I would like to go back, please to the side entry. That’s
being constructed where there is nothing existing now, correct? I don’t understand how you can say that
we’re not losing green space because that’s green space, that’s open. You're building over it. You're
building on top of open land.

Ostrowski: Can I comment or make a question? How do you create a covered stairway -

Lebow: my point is simply that open land is being consumed by new construction, and that alters the
historic aspect of the site. That is to be avoided, that is clearly stated throughout the standard several times.
I see what we call the northwest elevation, which is the facade of the house, as becoming subservient to
both the Hendrie and the Dundee sides, because they are both so substantially larger and architecturally
present than as we see this house now. I think that if you made an overlay of the top drawing and placed it
upon the bottom drawing, the bottom drawing would be larger.

Ostrowski: You don’t see the addition from the front.

Lebow: This house has three fronts. This is how the city sees it. It has three fronts and a back. You read
that standard, right Mark?

Berry: Mr. Chairman, what I might suggest rather than having a debate back and forth, I might suggest that
we go ahead and take the comments from this and before any vote or anything is taken, I’d like to make a
comment. '

Behrmann: Chris, thank you for sharing as you walk around the house, what is going self-obscure some
of the elements. 1 do believe that the Dundee side as I have expressed already looks more like the front of
the house than the front of the house looks like the front of the house. I think that the addition has to be
more, minor and not overpower the front elevation of the front of the house. I still believe that it has way
too many design elements.

Vogelheim: The green space does indeed flow around the house, so I don’t feel that this necessarily does
- just a difference of opinion. A lot of the design features that are original to the house are maintained. I
think there are a lot of successful elements, and my comments about the garage still stand.

Berry: What I might suggest is because there’s been a lot of information that the HDC has offered Mr.
Ostrowski, and the Shore’s, what I might suggest is giving them the opportunity to ask for a table to have
a discussion between themselves and perhaps take a look at modifying some of the things that the HDC has
suggested. Procedurally, they would have to ask for a table in order to do that. Otherwise, the board would
have to vote tonight. That is my suggestion. It would allow the designers, and the Shore’s to take into
consideration what the HDC has suggested and said this evening, perhaps make some modifications that
may perhaps change some minds. Whatever they would like to do, but whatever it is, it would have to come
from them. They would have to ask for a postponement /table.



Lebow: 1 have a question. If this is not tabled, and it is voted upon, and it is rejected, do the applicants need
to pay a second fee to return to us?

Berry: They do.

Dave Shore: It appears that we don’t have the votes here, so I believe that it would be foolish of us to ask
for a vote this evening. One thing I am concerned about is a couple of you have expressed your objection
to the concept of an addition. If we’re going to get a no vote and we can’t add a master suite to the first
floor, something has to be behind that entrance, that entrance is simplified down and made to look more
secondary, but if this group is going to say no to the majority of the idea of an expansion at all then we’ve
wasted a bunch of time here. 1 didn’t believe that you had the right to say no we can’t add. 1 thought that
was based on square footage, and lot coverage. Can I get some clarification on that before I ask for a table?

Fink: We’re not opposed to additions per se. This commission has approved I don’t know how many
additions. That’s not the question here. It’s only the matter of the appropriateness of the proposed addition.

Lebow: F’d like to say one thing. There are ten standards that need to be met. All ten need to be met for a
project to be approved. As long as your plans meet those ten standards, you’re approved.

Dave Shore: If we were to come back with a garage that is less dominant than it is now, and with an
entrance way that is either more subtle than it is today, or a drawing that more accurately depicts what it is
- we had also introduced the idea of brick columns instead of wood columns, because the front is wood
column and the side is brick column, might further distinguish it as being a different period and add-on. It
sounds like the two major things we need to do is reduce the appearance of the size of the garage and then
if the entryway looked a little less dominant than it does today - would this group, are those the two things
that we ought to most think about when we come back?

Vogelheim: In my own crude way, I am going to make a quick summary of things that we think are
important without going into too much detail. I'm going to call it the appropriateness of scale of the addition,
so that could mean you lower the garage, that could mean how you treat the transition, there were some
specific concerns on the historic structure itself to be a little bit more meticulous about what’s proposed for
the interventions on that or if you’re truly restoring it to historic. Bring a little more research and
thoughtfulness to those. I think the prominence of the entry was a comment. It goes back to the standard
about a false sense of historicism so when you look at the design of the existing, how much is too literal
where it creates a false sense of historicism versus a differentiation of the addition.

Dave Shore: I would like to ask that somebody make a motion to table this. I understand by doing so I
waive my right to the 60 day codicil of the public act.

Vogelheim: There has been a request to table this, and I am just looking to see if the commission can
accommodate that request and if soméone can make a motion.

Lebow: I would make a different motion. I would make a motion to deny based upon not meeting standards
2,3, 5, and 9. The denial does not create any type of time restriction or reapplying and for this commission



to deal with it. If it is tabled, time restrictions start ticking immediately and it could force us to possibly into
a position of dealing with this in a manner in which it wouldn’t be beneficial to the district or to the
commission. [ think the, we’re always warned a tabled motion is the last motion a historic district
commission wants to make and should make. We are much better off as a commission and the applicants
are much better off, when we simply make a motion to deny and have them return with fresh plans.

Dave Shore: I understand that in asking for a table I forfeit my 60 days to default approval and am fine
with that.

Vogelheim: Robert does that alleviate any of your concerns or does your motion still stand?
Lebow: My motion still stands.

Vogelheim: is there a second for that motion? Hearing no second, that motion fails for a lack of a second.
We're still looking for a motion.

Abt: Motion to table to the next regular meeting.
Fink: Second.

Ayes: Mark Fink, Michael Burshtein, Chris Vogelheim, Steve Behrmann
Nays: Robert Lebow

Ostrowski: I’'m a little confused tonight on what 1 have heard about the standards, and meeting these
standards. We were never asked to, what we felt the standards were. We were never asked our opinion of,
that we had met all the standards. I was also under the impression that additions which are listed in the
Huntington Woods Historic Commission Guidelines are approved. However, some of the comments from
the commission stated that if we put an addition, we’ll be going into a green space which was emphatically
denied by one of the commissioners and ’'m just trving to get a feeling - why do we have then that an
addition is going to take up green space and it seems like it’s a foregone conclusion that that’s not going to
be approved. Am I under the wrong impression?

Berry: You are, and 1 will explain why. I think that what you’re looking at is that there’s a percentage of
green space, and perhaps what needs to be addressed the next time that we look at this is perhaps more
towards the fact that you’re allowed at 25% and even after your addition, you’re at 19.1%. So I think that
that’s the case that can be made for that. As far as whether or not they vote on that, because you and I don’t
get a vote, so I think that is one of the things that can be addressed as far as that goes. Also, where the green
space is. These are things that can again be discussed and talk about it and perhaps you may be able to
articulate some reasons that would be acceptable to the HDC. The other thing is that when you look at
whether the standards are met to your interpretation or whether you believe you met the standards obviously
you do, or you wouldn’t have designed it that way. However, how they interpret the standards is going to
be, and with all due respect, more important only from the standpoint that they’re the ones that are charged
with the interpretations of the standards. As a result, it’s kind of like when you bet on a horse race,
everybody may like a different horse but regardless of which, you still have the race. My suggestion is to



take a look at what they differed from on the standards than your opinion of what the standards do, and then
maybe address some of those things either through design elements or through some form of discussion as
to why it is, but clearly something has to be done and what the HDC did this evening was to give you an
opportunity to do so.

Ostrowski: The other question that [ have is fact of the somewhat of the ambiguity the fact that how to
address the fact of respecting the existing structure, the existing style, and keeping that in context with the
addition, and to a certain extent to where it is not looking as a continuation of the development and there
seems to be ambiguity on the commission’s part on what is and isn’t acceptable. It seems to be, 1 am trying
to get a feel of is this personal opinion or is this based on guidelines, or standards.

Berry: All of the above.
Ostrowski: Are there any points of the standards and guidelines that outweigh personal opinion?

Berry: If somebody has an opinion, that opinion is formed by their interpretations of the guidelines and the
standards. ‘

Fink: Historically, the commission has always tried to work with the applicants. We don’t want to just say
go away, denied. Which is why we granted your request to table. We want you to get something that you
want that we can live with,

Shore: We were hoping for a different outcome this evening so we could move on with the project. I really
do appreciate the amount of thought and energy that went into the discussion.

Matier of a review for a walkway addition and landscape for the O’ Dell Residence at 26857 York,

Alex O’Dell, 26857 York Rd: There’s an egress that is between the garage and the house. It is almost like
this giant hole that is a pretty old grate on top of the egress. It is about ten feet wide. It would be nice to be
able to have backyard access. It’s also a safety hazard with moving back there, I wasn’t 100% sure on how
to approach this. I guess there could be - I don’t plan to finish out the basement ever, or have a living space
down there. One thought was just puiting cinder block on the window and filling it up. I was curious of
what you all think of potential solutions on the table for that. The front yard hasn’t been redone in many
yeats. I was thinking of doing landscaping in the front, and was looking for general parameters there. I am
looking to do more of like natural grasses and something that feels a bit more natural.

Berry: I want to point out that the filling in, or the deck on top of it - the deck is actually above grade.
Filling it in and having a walkway with that it’s actually below grade.

A discussion was had as to what Mr. Odell is actually planning as his application was unclear and it was
determined that the actual scope of work did not require HDC approval.

Mr. Odell withdrew his application.



ADJOURNMENT:

Moved by Behrmann and seconded by Burshtein to adjourn the special meeting of the
Historic District Commission
Ayes: Ayes: Mark Fink, Michael Burshtein, Chris Vogelheim, Steve Behrmann,
Robert Lebow .
Nays: None

The Motion Carried, meeting adjourned at 10:29 pm.

Submitted
Amy Berry - Recorder



Consent Agenda #3b

CITY OF HUNTINGTON WOODS
REGULAR MEETING OF THE ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS
MINUTES
April 11, 2022
7:30 p.m.
in Person Meeting — Huntington Woods Commission Room — City Hall

Chairman Adam Wallace called the meeting to orderat 7:30 p.m.

PRESENT: Andy Doctoroff, Ben Falik, Michael Wright, Adam Wallace, Bree
Stocker Smart, Michael Brooks

CITY STAFF PRESENT: Hank Berry

ABSENT: Nick Fedorchak

APPROVAL OF AGENDA

Bree Stocker Smart motioned to approve the agenda with the removal of item 4b, as the
applicants have asked for postponement.

The motion was seconded by Michael Wright.

Ayes: Andy Doctoroff, Ben Falik, Michael Wright, Adam Wallace, Bree Stocker Smart,
Michael Brooks

Nays: None

Absent: Nick Fedorchak

The motion carried.

APPROVAL OF MINUTES

Chairman Adam Wallace asked for a motion to approve the March 14,, 2022 meeting
minutes,

Ben Falik motioned to approve minutes as presented. Michael Wright seconded the
motion.



Ayes: Andy Doctoroff, Ben Falik, Michael Wright, Adam Waliace, Bree Stocker Smart,
Michael Brooks '

Nays: None

Absent: Nick Fedorchak

The motion carried.

AGENDA ITEMS:

Principal Order of Business: Matter of an appeal from Michael Gordon on behalf of Chris
Gross for a variance from the maximum lot coverage by 1.4% over the aliowed 30% at
10464 Talbot.

Andy Doctoroff disclosed that he and his wife have a social relationship with the
applicant. He stated that he does not believe it will impact his ability to be impartial but
wanted to share on record that he does have a social relationship with Chris Gross.

Ben Falik motioned that Andy Doctoroff should be able to participate in the meeting.
Michael Wright seconded the motion.

Ayes: Andy Doctoroff, Ben Falik, Michael Wright, Adam Wallace, Bree Stocker Smart,
Michael Brooks

Nays: None

Absent: Nick Fedorchak

The motion carried.

Berry: What their appeal means is that they need some extra square footage to
complete the project they are working on. The square footage does not come on the
maximum house size, but on the maximum lot coverage.

Berry then showed pictures of what the house currently looks like, and what it will look
like when it is completed.

Berry: you'll notice that on the image to the right (the completed projection) there is a
porch that extends roughly from the middle of the house all the way to the right. That is
there for a couple of reasons. The first one being to keep the rain off the porch and off
of the house. The other thing is to balance the architectural design of the house. It was



originally noticed as 1.4% but that didn't take into consideration all of the conditions: the
house main floor is 1,430 sq. ft,, the garage (including set aside) is 440 sq. ft., proposed
porch is 98 sq. ft. minus the 62.5 sq. ft. front porch allowed by code. That's 1%. Leaving
35.5 sq. ft. + 440 sq. ft. + 1430 sq. ft. = 1906 sq. ft. > 1875 by 30.5 sq. ft. or % of 1%,
which is less than what was noticed, and is fine.

Berry then read the code section pertaining fo this variance.

Berry: Standard 1. Special or unique conditions and circumstances exist which are
peculiar to the land, structure, or building involved and which are not generally applicable
to other lands, structures, or buildings in the same district. The lot is a standard lot in R-
1D district. The garage is undersized, and the set aside guarantees a 2 car garage can
be built on the site. '

Standard 2: The variance will not be injurious to the neighborhood or otherwise
detrimental to the general welfare, There have been no adverse communications and
many favorable ones that are set before the commission. This comes with the approval
of the planning commission subject to ZBA approval.

Standard 3: The special conditions and circumstances do not result from the actions of
the applicant. The house, driveway, and configuration or location pre-existed the Gross
ownership. The only house modifications would be the chimney and porch on the first
floor. The second floor is over an existing foundation.

Standard 4: A literal interpretation of the provisions of this ordinance would deprive the
applicant of rights commonly enjoyed by other properties in the same district under the
terms of this ordinance; and that the variance is the minimum necessary. This is a
situation where the spirit of the ordinance can be interpreted. An issue here is the set
aside and its relationship to the lot. The house was maxed out but the porch is allowed
by code to exceed lot coverage leaving the chimney and set aside as the points of
contention. The lot is normal sized for the R-1D Zone District. If you approve the
variance you could find that the front porch meets the spirit of the ordinance by intent to
encourage front porches and the design makes this a reasonable and minimal ask. You
could also deny as these asks are insufficient ground for a dimensional variance.

Wallace: My question is the set aside for the garage is still there, they are 370 on the
garage and the set aside is 440.



Berry: The 1% is only applicable to the front porch. If you were o approve these tonight,
my suggestion would be to approve them according to the plan as submitted.

Wallace: The set aside allows for if they in the future, or future homeowners, if they
want a two car garage, they won't have to ask for the variance?

Berry: Yes. What you don't want to do is you don't want to grant a variance if it gives
them an automatic hardship or practical difficulty for the next variance,

Michael Gordon presented the board with a 3D picture of what the house will look like.
The meeting opened for public participation.

Terry Kutcher, at 10705 Talbot spoke in favor of the project.

Katie Kutcher, 10705 Talbot als;:) spoke in favor of the project.

Kimberly Rott, 10434 Talbot, also spoke in favor of the project and spoke to the fact that
a covered porch protects from sun/and other weathering processes as well that the
covered porch would remedy.

Seeing and hearing no more public participation, public participation was closed.

Doctoroff: | walk that street a lot, it’s a beautiful street, and 1 really do think that the
design that we see is more than consistent with the neighborhood. It will enhance that
side of the street. | think the exposed porch is not particularly appealing and | think that
the design we've seen tonight will make it fit more in with the neighborhood than it
already does.

Falik: Just to clarify, the garage was just sort of useful to understand holistically the lot
coverage but we shouldn't factor it into -

Berry: You should factor it in to the extent that your motion, should it be favorable,
should include that they be allowed the retain the set aside for the garage as well as the
coverage for the porch as shown on the plan

Brooks: I'm looking here at the front of the house, here it looks like the porch does
extend a little further out. The majority of the porch is actually in line, locking at the side
elevation, with the current front of the house.



Stocker Smart: And like they said, if it wasn't covered - it would be no issue.

Andy Doctoroff motioned to approve the plans as submitted on March 3rd, 2022, which
includes the porch and the variance for the set aside. Bree Stocker Smart seconded
the motion.

Ayes: Andy Doctoroff, Ben Falik, Michael Wright, Adam Wallace, Bree Stocker Smart,
Michael Brooks

Nays: None

Absent: Nick Fedorchak

The motion carried.
The meeting was opened again for public participation. Seeing none, it was closed.

ADJOURNMENT:

Andy Doctoroff motioned for adjournment. Ben Falik seconded the motion.

Ayes: Andy Doctoroff, Ben Falik, Michael Wright, Adam Wallace, Bree Stocker Smart,
Michael Brooks

Nays: None

Absent: Nick Fedorchak

The motion carried.

The Motion Carried, meeting adjourned at 7:58 pm.

Submitted
Amy Berry - Recorder



Consent Agenda #3c

CITY OF HUNTINGTON WOODS
REGULAR MEETING OF THE
ANTI-RACISM ADVISORY COMMITTEE
MINUTES
Wednesday, May 11, 2022
7:00 p.m.

Huntington Woods City Hall

Beaulieu called the Meeting to.order at 7:12 p.m.

PRESENT: Katie Beaulieu, Daniel Dena, Kia Essien, Mary Lal.onde,
Brandon Mar, in person; Elizabeth Zerwekh by Zoom

ABSENT:

City Staff Present: City Manager Chris Wilson, Deb Hemmye, Library
Director

APPROVAL OF AGENDA.

Moved by Essien and seconded by Dena to approve the May 11th agenda as
proposed.

Ayes: Dena, Beaulieu, Essten, Lal.onde
Nays: None
Absent: None

The Motion Carried.
APPROVAL OF LAST MEETINGS MINUTES

Moved by Lal.onde and seconded by Dena to approve the Aptil 13th
minutes.

Ayes: Dena, Essien, and Beaulieu, LaLonde
Nays: None
Absent: None



The Motion Carried.

PUBLIC PARTICIPATION

David Sloan and Claire Galed, alongside rest of ARAC committee, shared thoughts
about the social identity wheel provided with last week’s agenda.

ITEMS OF REVIEW

a. Juneteenth Plans

1

VIi.

xi.

Many vendors are booked or non—respénsive. Wilson suggests catering
for the event in lieu of vendors. Idea would be to purchase plates from
various black-owned vendors and sell plates to event goers.

1. Concerns: not having the representatives from the vendors means
having to know what’s in the food, how to propetly store it before
sale. May be too much information and too much work for any
small group of people

2. Residents can pay via cash ot by Venmo

Decision to make event from 2-5pm

Yard signs can be made under tight deadlines

Shaay can be available as a vendor

Jamal Jordan busy all weekend, still need for a speaker. Can reach out
Kyra Bolden, State House candidate for Southfield, or Marshall Bullock,
state senator.

Libtrary booked Btynne Batnes for book reading

Will also bring crafts for kids

As far as books, recommend against bags for environmental reasons.
Could lay out books for kids to grab, would resolve issue of redundant
books for households with multiple children

Expecting one to two books for children and about 50-60 children

D]J is available, will double check can be available from 2-5pm

Stll working on getting list of black-owned businesses to disttibute for
support 7

Presentation on plaque? Plaque may not be ready but presentation can
still happen.

Jane, Communications Officer has agreed to work on digital flier



xiv.  We will have to meet again at the location to scope out the area, make
sure we know where tables will go, where speaking will take place from,
and to prepare for possibility of rain.

b. What’s next?

1. Tabled for next meeting
c. Other Business

1. Tabled for next meeting

ADJOURNMENT :
Moved by Dena, and seconded by Beaulieu,

Ayes: Dena, Beaulieu, LalLonde and Lssien
Nays: None
Absent:

The Motion Cafried, meeting adjourned at 8:16PM.

Dani€l Dena, Sectetary

Kate Beaulieu, Chairperson



Consent Agenda #34

CITY OF HUNTINGTON WOODS
REGULAR MEETING OF THE PLANNING COMMISSION
MINUTES
May 23,2022
7:00 p.m.
In Person Meeting — Huntington Woods Commission Room

Chairman Michael Wright called the Meeting to order at 7:00 p.m

PRESENT: Bob Paul, Sheldon Kohn, Todd Sperl, Chris Golembiewski, Blake Moore, Gail
Linden, Rick Polan* arrived 7:04

ABSENT:  Jill Ingber
City Staff Present: Zoning Administrator, Hank Berry,

APPROVAL OF AGENDA

Moved by Gail Linden and seconded by Chris Golembiewski to approve the May 23, 2022,
agenda. :

Ayes: Paul, Kohn, Sperl, Wright, Golembiewski, Moore, Linden
Nays: None
Absent: Ingber, Polan

The Motion Carried.

APPROVAL OF MINUTES

Moved by Todd Sper] and seconded by Blake Moore to approve the April 25, 2022 minutes
as presented.

AGENDA ITEMS:

Matter of Site Plan Review for an addition to the Lopatin Residence at 13345 Victoria.



Berry: The project was not ready for viewing for this meeting, so they have asked for the
courtesy of a table to the following month, regularly scheduled meeting so that they can finish
their revisions to the project. They have made progress, I have had communications with them. It
is probably in the best interest if we could provide them with that courtesy at this point in time.

Sheldon Kohn motioned to table the Site Plan Review for the Lopatin Residence at 13345
Victoria to the following month’s regularly scheduled meeting. Gail Linden seconded the
motion.

Ayes: Paul, Polan, Kohn, Sperl, Wright, Golembiewski, Moore, Linden
Nays: None ‘
The Motion Carried.

Matter of discussion of the Master Plan Priority List

Berry: Last meeting, we had a reqﬁest to come up with a letter to the City Commission to
discuss the city campus project and express a willingness for the planning commission to a
leadership role in that. There are two copies of a letter for your viewing. In either case, you can
vote up one, vote up the other, or you can make additional modifications but I would like to get
this to the commission as soon as possible so they can at least understand the Planning
Commission request because they’re also going to need time to process the information and
decide amongst themselves what, if any, part they want the Planning Commission to play in this.

Kohn: T just wanted to push it a little bit harder, and express some urgency. The city commission
is going to do what the city commission is going to do, and we don’t know what all the pieces
are that have to go into this project, it’s pretty complex.

Linden: The bottom of the page has Amy Sullivan’s name still on it,

Berry: That will be fixed.

Sperl: I think Sheldon’s addition to it is strong verbiage and again, like he said, the commission
is going to do what the commission has to do but it at least puts us in the position that we

strongly suggested this.

Todd Sperl motioned to approve and send the revised letter. The motion was seconded by
Gail Linden.

Ayes: Paul, Polan, Kohn, Sperl, Wright, Golembiewski, Moore, Linden
Nays: None



The Motion Carried.

Berry: We’ve been working also on grant applications to fund the safe routes to school, so we
have a submission coming up that we’re going to be submitting for a SEMCOG grant. It might
help pay for the cost, or the anticipated cost of the safe routes to school study. We have also had
more communications with Qak Park and to that end, they are very anxious to get involved in
this with us. We are also looking for additional funding sources, additional grants, for things that
will further our priority list. If something comes up, I may ask the planning commission to
change the list around if I can get money that’s available for it. 'The other thing is just an update
that we’re going through what’s called the RRC Certification process. It’s a redevelopment ready
certification. We are about halfway through that right now. As the planning commission docket
has lightened up, we’ve been able to move a lot of things over columns. This whole thing is set
up on a trello board. My anticipation for this is that this summer we will be very close to having
our certification complete.

Seeing no public participation, Chairman Wright opened and then closed this portion of
the agenda.

ADJOURNMENT:

Moved by Jill Ingber and seconded by Golembiewski to adjourn the Planning
Commission meeting,
Ayes: Paul, Polan, Kohn, Sperl, Wright, Golembiewski, Moore, Linden
Nays: None
The Motion Carried.

The Motion Carried, meeting adjourned at 7:39 pm.

Submitted
Amy Berry - Recorder
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MIINUTES
Huntington Woods Library Advisory Board
Meeting Date: Monday, May 16, 2022

Meeting called to Order at 7:05 pm.

Present: Deb Hemmye, Marty Ferman, Nina Abrams, Beth Applebaum, Mia Ceaser, Stacey
Stutcher, Mary Foreman, Judy Schram

I.  Agenda for meeting with two added items approved.

II.  The minutes of the meeting held on April 18, 2022 were approved.

II.  Friends of the Library liaison report: Judy Schram and Marty Ferman

a. Book sale successfully took place on Saturday, May 14, 2022,
Total receipts: $1,410.00

b. Friends and Deb Hemmye are working together to buy new shelving and create an

area inside the library for Friends to display/ sell books.

c. Friends will host a party for Anne Hage at the home of Annmarie Sanderson on

Angust 1.

IV.  Librarian’s report

a,

Deb Hemmye gave a report on the plans for library participation in the
Huntingtonr Woods Juneteenth celebration which will take place on June
18%,

Deb Hemmye gave a summary of plans for a “meet and greet” for all staff,
volunteers, Library Advisory Board members and Friends members to
take place on August 4%,

There was a discussion about the digital lending statistics. Deb Hemmye
also provided background information about the process and policies
involved with e-book lending. This included information about publisher
platforms, pricing, cataloging, regulation, collections and cooperatives.
Internet Use Policy - updates to the draft policy were discussed. There
will be further updates to the draft and further discussion at the next
meeting.

Meeting Room Use Policy-Tabled to next meeting,

Study Room Updates-Deb Hemmye provided an update on the changes

and improvements.

LAB Minutes _Meeting May 16 20225 18.doex Page 1 of 2



g. Library Calendar (Added agenda item) -Deb Hemmye provided a
proposed Library calendar for holiday closings. There was a discussion
and Deb Hemmye will provide further information at the next meeting.

h. Smithsonian Museum SPARK! (Added agenda item) — Deb Hemmye
provided information about the SPARK! Program coming to Michigan in
2023.

V. Public Participation-none

VI.  Comments-none
Next meeting: June 20, 2022
Adjournment at 8:35 pm

Minutes prepared by Beth Applebaum

LAB Minutes Meeting May 16 2022 5 1R.doex Pape 7 of 2



Consent Agenda #3f

CITY OF HUNTINGTON WOODS
REGULAR MEETING OF THE ARTS & GARDEN BOARD

March 16, 2022
7:00 p.m.
In-Person Meeting — City Hall
Meeting was called to order at 7:07 pm
PRESENT: Elaine Horowitz, Pam Haxton, Marci Bykat, Deborah Hecht
ABSENT: Robert Smeltekop (excused), Susan Warrow

City Staff Present: Amy Hood (DPW)

APPROVAL OF AGENDA

Approved 4-0

PUBLIC PARTICIPATION:

None

ITEMS OF BUSINESS:

1. Approved November 2021 Minutes, 4-0
Public Spaces
a. Discussed support from the City to invest in greenspaces in the most
prominent locations, and maintaining parks generally
b. Discussed the Community Garden and its appearance from Eleven Mile.
It is not part of Adopt-A-Garden, so A-A-G rules do not apply. DPW can
provide some assistance, but park should be maintained at a higher level
by its participants
¢. Marci Bykat suggests renaming A-A-G something less stodgy, We’ll
vote on whether or not to change the name at a future meeting, and if
YES prevails, choose a name.
3. Arbor Day Celebration
a. Arbor Day Celebration will be held on Arbor Day, April 29 on LaSalle
Boulevard, with participation of Burton students. Arts & Garden Board
members are encouraged to attend.



4. Public Art Project
a. There is unanimous approval of the totem art posts. Timing, rules, and
placement are yet to be agreed upon.

OTHER BUSINESS

July 4% Parade

Marci Bykat would like to make sure that we are represented in the 4% of July
Parade. She is willing to make a float and drive the truck (or other means of
marching with a float. Amy will check with the city to get approval on the loan of
a truck. :

ADJOURNMENT:

The meeting was adjourned at 8:08 pm

The next meeting of the Board will be April 20, 2022
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Mayor Robert F. Paul Commissioner Joe Rozell
Mayor Pro-Tem Michelle Elder Commissioner Jeff Jenks
City Manager Chris Wilson Commissioner Jules B. Olsman

June 28, 2022

Megan Masson-Minock

interim Community Development Director
City of Berkley

Planning Department

3338 Coolidge

Berkley, Ml 48072

RE: Proposed Butter Provisioning Center
Ms. Masson-Minock:

Thank you for the opportunity to once again comment on the site plan approval
request for the proposed Butter Provisioning Center at 2222 W. Eleven Mile. On
behalf of the City Commissian, | offer the following comments for the
consideration of Planning Commission members:

» Per Section 138-528 (c) of the Berkley Code of Ordinances, marihuana
businesses “...must not be within 1,000 feet of a pre-existing public or private
school providing education in kindergarten of any of grades 1 through 12.”
Huntington Woods Lutheran Church, located at 12935 W. 11 Eleven Mile,
currently operates a Child Care Facility licensed to provide care and instruction to
pre-school and school-aged children.

« Huntington Woods Men’s Club Field is located within 1000 of the proposed
marihuana facility. This field is heavily used by children and adults for youth
sports leagues and general recreation. The City of Huntington Woods does not
believe the proposed use is compatible with an established and prominent area
of youth-based recreation for both communities.

* Val Jones Skate Park is located across 11 Mile and adjacent to the proposed
marihuana facility. This skate park is a heavily utilized recreational structure
designed intentionally for used by youth of Huntington Woods and surrounding
communities, including Berkley youth. The City of Huntington Woods does not

26815 Scotia Road Huntington Woods, Michigan 48070 Phone: (248) 541-4300  Fax: (248) 541-3412
E-mail cwilson@hwmi.org Direct line (248) 581-2632
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believe the proposed us is compatible with an existing recreational structure
established for and predominantly used by area youth.

* The City of Huntington Woods has concerns about the amount of on-site parking
in the proposed site plan and use of cross parking arrangements to meet
demand created by this use. Cross parking arrangements will need to be
maintained in perpetuity and may otherwise encumber commercial properties
within the corridor. Failure to maintain cross parking arrangements or failure of
customers to avail themselves to such off-site parking will result in stacking and
traffic flow interruptions along the Eleven Mile corridor.

* The City of Huntington Woods desires to increase pedestrian and non-motorized
access along the Eleven Mile corridor, including crosswalks across Eleven Mile
into the City of Berkley. Improved pedestrian access along this corridor would be
of benefit to residents of both communities due to the prominent location of many
commercial, recreational, and religious facilities along this corridor. This would
also allow much greater pedestrian access for Huntington Woods students to
Berkley High School. The City of Huntington Woods does not believe that the
proposed use is compatible with the goals of both community for increase
pedestrian use for youth and families.

+ The City of Huntington Woods does not object to the depicted elevations and
cosmetic appearance of the proposed building at this location. The appearance
of the building is in keeping with others in the area and an improvement over
existing conditions. However, the benefits of an improved appearance do not
outweigh the negative impact of an incompatible use that is inconsistent with
existing facilities along this corridor and in conflict with future intended best uses
of the corridor by both communities.

» The City of Huntington Woods has analyzed the site plan relative to other
educational facilities in the City of Berkley. Our analysis shows that the current
parcel for Rodgers Elementary School is within the 1000 foot boundary
established in Section 135-528 (c) of the Berkley Code of Ordinances. The City
Huntington Woods asked for clarification of this point in our previous letter of
February 11, The City of Huntington Woods respectfully requests clarification of
this fact.

26815 Scotia Road Huntington Woods, Michigan 48070  Phone: (248) 541-4300  Fax: (248) 541-3412
E-mail ewilson@hwmi.org Direct line (248) 581-2632
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The relationship between our two communities is a strong one based upon
decades of good faith cooperation. Considering our history of cooperation and
mutual benefit the City of Huntington Woods respectfully submits the above
comments for consideration. The location of the Church and Child Care Facility
at 12935 W. 11 Mile would disqualify this site for a marihuana dispensary were
that location to be under the jurisdiction of the City of Berkley. That it happens to
be across the street in Huntington Woods does not eliminate the need for spatial
separation of these two uses, a need the City of Berkley implicitly acknowledges
by inclusion of this standard in its ordinance.

The City of Huntington Woods requests that the Planning Commission
consistently apply the 1,000 ft separation requirement regardless of municipal
boundaries in keeping with the spirit of the ordinance. Consistent application of
Section 138-528 (c) and full consideration of the other recreational facilities in the
immediate area and traffic and pedestrian safety concerns along this corridor
should result in a denial of this site plan request.

Respectfully,
Chris D. Wilson

City Manager
City of Huntington Woods

26815 Scotia Road Huntington Woods, Michigan 48070  Phone: (248) 541-4300  Fax: (248) 541-3412
E-mail cwilson@hwmi,org Direct line (248) 581-2632




Agenda #1

MANAGER’S MEMO
To: Honorable Mayor Paul, City Commission; Ethan Haan, Interim City
Treasurer
From: Chris D. Wilson, City Manager
Date: June 30, 2022

Subject:  Server Upgrade

As part of integrating |.T. Right as our new IT Services provider the City needed
to make some upgrades to our existing server. These upgrades are for purposes
of security and upgrading our server capacity to meet current specifications for
our software programs. 1.T. Right has provided a quote for the necessary server
upgrades and labor costs. Total costs for these upgrades is $14,383.28. The
City allocated $18,000 for these upgrades in the budget for FY 2022-23.

Per Section 2-575 (a) of the City Charter, professional services are not subject to
the City’s procurement process. In discussion with the City Attorney | believe
these services, as they are either labor or upgrades to existing City property, and
are as recommended by our [T firm, qualify as a professional service. City
Administration has reviewed the quote which is also attached for the
Commission’s review.

RECOMMENDATION -- ...be it so resolved that the Commission approves and
authorizes the City Manager fo execute Quote VC3Q22459 from IT Right in an
amount not to exceed 314,383.28 for server upgrades and installation. Funds for
this purchase are available in Fund 402-400-970-171.



_Estimate For .

City of Huntington Woods, MI
Tim Rowland

26815 Scotia Rd

Huntington Woods, MI 48070 Number VC3(Q22459
United States

Date May 27, 2022

Phone (248} 541-4300
Fax

Here is the quote you requested.
| FromTheDeskOf |  Phone |  shipvia | = Terms
Monique Allen 517-318-0350 opt 5 _ Net 15
Line[Qty [

1 1 220516-15A SuperServer 110T-M $9,263.28 $9,263.28
- Supermicro SuperServer 110T-M - 1U - 8x 2.5" SATA {2x 2.5" NVMe
hybrid) - 1x M.2 ~ Dual 1GbE - 400W 1+1 Redundant
- Eight-Core Intel Xeon E-2378G Processor 2.8GHz 16MB Cache (80W)
- 4 x 32GB PC4-25600 3200MHz DDR4 ECC UDIMM
- 2 x 480GB Micron 5300 PRO Series 2.5" SATA 6.0Gb/s Solid State
Drive
=4 x 1.92TB Micron 5300 PRO Series 2.5" SATA 6.0Gb/s Solid State
Drive ‘
- Broadcom MegaRAID 9560-8i SAS3/SATA/NVMe 8-Port RAID
Controller - 4GB Cache - PCle 4.0 x8
- CacheVault Flash Cache Protection Module for
9460/9480/9560/9580 Series (CVPMO5)
- Broadcom NetXtreme 1-Gigabit Ethernet Network Adapter - PCle 2.0
x4 - 4x R145
~ Supermicro AOM-TPM-9670H - Trusted Platform Module - TPM 2.0 -
X11 MBs - Not Provisioned - Horizontal
- Supermicro Update Manager (SUM) {OOB Management Package)
- 2 x AC Power Cord {North America), C13, NEMA 5-15P, Z.1m CAB-AC
- Microsoft Windows Server 2022 Standard {16-core)
- 3 Year Depot Warranty (Return for Repair)

2 32 Labor $160.00 $5,120.00
3 Server Project Scope:

HWBSA (DC & BSA Server)

HWRecpro (Recpro)

HWSERVT (PDC, DHCP, File, Prinfers}
HW16HOSTT (Host for HWBSA & HWRecpro)

Scope: Move FSMO roels, dhcp, printers, and files to the main host. Move BSA,
rts, mmsvp to main host. Redirect mydocs and implement logon scrip. Create a
BDC and make it vim, move recpro fo this. hoyle/tidy.

*Quotes are Subject to Avallability. Prices may vary If substitutions become necessary.
Shipping charges included upon invoice.

5815 Clark Rd, Bath MI 48808

1.855.487.4448
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[Gne[Qty[ " Descripion | UnitPrica] Ext. Prica)

Please contact me if T can be of fUrthar assistance.
SubTotal $14,383.28

Tax $0.00
Shipping $0.00

*Quotes are Subject to Availability. Prices may vary if substifutions become necessary.
Shipping charges included upon invoice.

5815 Clark Rd, Bath ML 48808

05/27/22 12:40:18 1.855.487.4448 Pag;:ufzzof ?
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MANAGER’S MEMO
To: Honorable Mayor Paul, City Commission; Ethan Haan, Interim City
Treasurer
From: Chris D. Wilson, City Manager
Date: June 29, 2022

Subject: MERS Annual Actuariat Valuation as of 12/31/22

The Municipal Employees’ Retirement System of Michigan (MERS) has provided
the City with our Annual Actuarial Valuation (AAV) Report. This report is as of
December 31, 2021. The purpose of this report is to measure the City's current
assets for Defined Benefit (DB) programs, or traditional pension programs, and
gauge the current and long-term liabilities of these programs. These calculations
will determine our required annual contributions and project those same
contributions for future years.

On page six (6) of the report you will see that the City’'s funded ration as of
12/31/21 was 71%. This was a significant increase of the level of 64% as of
12/31/20. The primary reason for this increase in our funded ration was positive
market returns for the 2021 calendar year. That same performance is not likely
to be replicated in 2022. Page 20 of the report provides a historical analysis of
the City's funded ratio. While the City has remained it a relatively narrow bad for
our funded ration, 71% is our highest funded ration since at least 2007.

As of December 31, the City had just over $20 million in assets against just over
$28.5 million in liabilities. Our unfunded accrued liability (UAL) was around $8.4
million. This represented the City’s lowest UAL leve! since 2007. It should also
be noted that all the City's DB plans are currently closed to new employees.

The City’s annual contribution to the DB plan, inclusive of required employee
contributions, are projected at just over $1 million dollars. This assumes
immediate acceptance of recent changes in assumptions. The estimated rate of
return in all calculations is projected at 7.0%. This rate is lowered from previous



years. MERS also shows, on pages 11 and 12, how lower rates of assumed
returns of 5% and 6% would impact funded ratios and annual contribution
requirements.

There are many other numbers and calculations contained within the AAV. The
ones referenced above are, | believe, the most relevant in understanding the
City’s current funding situation and future contribution requirements. City
Administration has reviewed the document and believes the figures to be
accurate and would recommend that the City Commission receive and file the
MERS Annual Actuarial Valuation Repot as of December 31, 2021 as presented.
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Spring, 2022

Huntington Woods, City of

In care of:

Municipal Employees' Retirement System of Michigan
1134 Municipal Way

Lansing, Michigan 48917

This report presents the results of the Annual Actuarial Valuation, prepared for Huntington Woods, City of
(6303) as of December 31, 2021, The report includes the determination of liabilities and contribution rates
resulting from the participation in the Municipal Employees’ Retirement System of Michigan (“MERS”). This
report contains the minimum actuarially determined contribution requirement, in alignment with the MERS
Plan Document, Actuarial Policy, the Michigan Constitution, and governing statutes. Huntington Woods, City of
is responsible for the employer contributions needed to provide MERS benefits for its employees and former
employees.

The purposes of this valuation are to:

e Measure funding progress as of December 31, 2021,

s Establish contribution requirements for the fiscal year beginning July 1, 2023,

s Provide information regarding the identification and assessment of risk,

e Provide actuarial information in connection with applicable Governmental Accounting Standards Board
(GASB) statements, and

¢ Provide information to assist the local unit of government with state reporting requirements.

This valuation assumed the continuing ability of the plan sponsor to make the contributions necessary to fund
this plan. A determination regarding whether or not the plan sponsor is actually able to do so is outside our
scope of expertise and was not performed.

The findings in this report are based on data and other information through December 31, 2021. The valuation
was based upon information furnished by MERS concerning Retirement System benefits, financial transactions,
plan provisions and active members, terminated members, retirees and beneficiaries. We checked for internal
reasonability and year-to-year consistency, but did not audit the data. We are not responsible for the accuracy
or completeness of the information provided by MERS.

One Tawne Squsre | Suite 800 | Southfield, Michigan 480763723




Huntington Woods, City of
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The Municipal Employees’ Retirement Act, PA 427 of 1984 and the MERS’ Plan Document Article VI See, 71
(1)(d), provides the MERS Board with the authority to set actuarial assumptions and methods after
consultation with the actuary. As the fiduciary of the plan, the MERS Retirement Board sets certain
assumptions for funding and GASB purposes. These assumptions are reviewed regularly through a
comprehensive study, most recently in the Fall of 2021. The MERS Retirement Board adopted a Dedicated
Gains Policy at the February 17, 2022 Board meeting. The Dedicated Gains Policy will automatically reduce the
assumed rate of investment return in conjunction with recognizing excess investrment gains to mitigate the
impact on employer contributions the first year. The new policy is effective with this December 31, 2021
annual actuarial valuation, and is reflected in the funded status and fiscal year 2023 contributions as shown in
the Executive Summary.

The Michigan Department of Treasury provides required assumptions to be used for purposes of Public Act
202 reporting. These assumptions are for reporting purposes only and do not impact required contributions.
Please refer to the State Reporting page found at the end of this report for information for this filing.

For a full list of all the assumptions used, please refer to the division-specific assumptions described in table(s)
in this report, and to the Appendix on the MERS webhsite at:
https://www.mersofmich.com/Portals/0/Assets/Resources/AAV-Appendix/MERS-
2021AnnualActuarialValuation-Anpendix. pdf

The actuarial assumptions used for this valuation, including the assumed rate of investment return, are
reasonable for purposes of the measurement.

This report reflects the impact of COVID-19 experience through December 31, 2021. it does not reflect the
ongoing impact of COVID-19, which is likely to influence demographic and economic experience, at least in
the short term. We will continue to monitor these developments and their impact on the MERS Defined
Benefit and Hybrid plans. Actual future experience wiil be reflected in each subsequent annual valuation, as
experience emerges.

This report has been prepared by actuaries who have substantial experience valuing puhlic employee
retirement systems. To the best of our knowledge, the information contained in this report is accurate and
fairly presents the actuarial position of Huntington Woods, City of as of the valuation date. All calculations
have been made in conformity with generally accepted actuarial principles and practices, with the Actuarial
Standards of Practice issued by the Actuarial Standards Board, and with applicable statutes.

David T. Kausch, Rebecca L. Stouffer, and Mark Buis are members of the American Academy of Actuaries.
These actuaries meet the Academy’s Qualification Standards to render the actuarial opinions contained herein.
The signing actuaries are independent of the plan sponsor. GRS maintains independent consulting agreements
with certain local units of government for services unrelated to the actuarial consulting services provided in
this report.
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The Retirement Board of the Municipal Employees' Retirement System of Michigan confirms that the System
provides for payment of the required employer contribution as described in Section 20m of Act No. 314 of
1965 (MCL 38.1140m).

This information is purely actuarial in nature, It is not intended to serve as a substitute for legal, accounting, or
investment advice.

This report was prepared at the request of the MERS Retirement Board and may be provided only in its
entirety by the municipality to other interested parties (MERS customarily provides the full report on request
to associated third parties such as the auditor for the municipality). GRS is not responsible for the
consequences of any unauthorized use. This report should not be relied on for any purpose other than the
purposes described herein. Determinations of financial results, associated with the benefits described in this
report, for purposes other than those identified above may be significantly different.

If you have reason to believe that the plan provisions are incorrectly described, that important plan provisions
relevant to this valuation are not described, that conditions have changed since the calculations were made,
that the information provided in this report is inaccurate or is in anyway incomplete, or if you need further
information in order to make an informed decision on the subject matter in this report, please contact your
Regional Manager at 1.800.767.MERS {6377).

Sincerely,
Gabriel, Roeder, Smith & Company

Dt st

David T. Kausch, FSA, FCA, EA, MAAA

maﬂ SR'C ;

Rebecca L. Stouffer, ASA, FCA, MAAA

Wl B..:

Mark Buis, FSA, FCA, EA, MAAA
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Executive Summary

Funded Ratio

The funded ratio of a plan is the percentage of the doliar value of the actuarial accrued liability that is covered
by the actuarial value of assets. While the funded ratio may be a useful plan measurement, understanding a
plan’s funding trend may be more important than a particular point in time. Refer to Table 7 to find a history
of this information.

oo appear - | 12/31/2020
Funded Ratio* 71% 64%

* Reflects assets from Surplus divisions, if any.

Throughout this report are references to valuation results generated prior to the 2018 valuation date. Results
prior to 2018 were received directly from the prior actuary or extracted from the previous valuation system by
MERS's technology service provider.
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Required Employer Contributions

Your required employer contributions are shown in the following table. Employee contributions, if any, are in
addition to the employer contributions.

Effective for the December 31, 2021 valuation, the MERS Retirement Board has adopted a Dedicated Gains
Policy which allows for recognition of asset gains in excess of a set threshold in combination with lowering the
assumed rate of investment return (discussed below). Changes to these assumptions and methods are
effective for contributions beginning in 2023. Effective with the 2020 and 2019 valuations respectively, the
MERS Retirement Board adopted updated demographic and economic assumptions. The combined impact of
the prior demographic and economic assumption changes may be phased in. The remaining combined phase-
in period is three years for all assumption changes.

By default, MERS will invoice you based on the amount in the “No Phase-in” columns. This amount will be
considered the minimum required contribution unless you request to be billed the “Phase-in” rates. If you wish
to be billed using the phased-in rates, please contact MERS, at which point the alternate minimum required
contribution will be the amount in the “Phase-in” columns.

5 B | percentage of Payroll 17 " Manthly § ased on Projected Payroll -7 ]
3 Phasasin'i i[5 phasedn “Phase-in ] No Phase-In | Phasedn ]  No Phase-in:
2731 /2021 12/31/2 aayE1/2091 ] az31/0000 7] 12/31/3020
LR | T e e R ih
L {1 Figeal Year BeginningH - - 202 oy ] e ] e
Division o ST VT
012 Noin Lo 7 T “ B : R o) KR b RS L 7YY ERee P
02-Pblshy : - - 20,382 asg 8305 20631
105 Gl DPW . ] g e s, 087 § s e A S e
20-PsCmnd * - - » As3i0  ATTM 41,258 44,879
HIPSCmd A B n : S e e e | s
Total Municipafity -
Estimated Monthly Contribution 3 77,335 | & 84841} % 75117 & 86,376
Tota Municipality -
Estimated Annua) Contribution $  weo|$ 1018092]%  905404|5 1,036,512
Employee contribution rates:
SISO R Fmployes Contribution Rate:
e :Valuation Date!d - A2/38/202 0] /a1 2020
bBivislan . i A "
01 NonUnfos i e e e i ] s
02-Pblsfty . . 5.00% .
A0 Gnr DPW 5 0 T R e 00eh
20-pSCmnd . . 300} BooE
24P CmaR: s e e N i s

The employer may contribute more than the minimum required contributions, as these additional
contribrutions will earn investment income and may result in lower future contribution requirements.
Employers making contributions in excess of the minimum requirements may elect to apply the excess
contribution immediately to a particular division, or segregate the excess into one or more of what MERS calls
“Surplus” divisions. An election in the first case would immediately reduce any unfunded accrued liability and
fower the amortization payments throughout the remaining amortization period. An election to set up Surplus
divisions would not immediately lower future contributions, however the assets from the Surplus division
could be transferred to an unfunded division in the future to reduce the unfunded liability in future years, or to
be used to pay all or a portion of the minimum required contribution in a future year. For purposes of this
report, the assets in any Surplus division have been included in the municipality’s total assets, unfunded
accrued liability, and funded status; however, these assets are not used in calculating the minimum required
contribution.

Huntington Woods, City of (6303} - 2021 .




MERS strongly encourages employers to contribute more than the minimum contribution shown above.
With the implemented Dedicated Gains policy, market gains and losses will continue to be smoothed over
five years; however, since excess return are being used to lower the investment assumption, there wiil be
less gains to smooth in down markets. Having additionat funds in Surplus divisions will assist plans with
navigating any market volatility.

Assuming that experience of the plan meets actuarial assumptions:

® To accelerate to a 100% funding ratio in 10 years, estimated monthly employer contributions for
the fiscal year beginning in 2023 for the entire employer would be $107,058, instead of 584,841,

How and Why Do These Numbers Change?

In a defined benefit plan, contributions vary from one annual actuarial valuation to the next as a resuit of the
following:

& Changes in benefit provisions (see Table 2},
e Changes in actuarial assumptions and methods (see the Appendix), and

* Experience of the plan (investment experience and demographic experience); this is the difference
between actual experience of the plan and the actuarial assumptions.

These impacts are reflected in various tables in the report. For more information, please contact your Regional
Manager.

Comments on Investment Rate of Return Assumption

A defined benefit plan is funded by employer contributions, participant contributions, and investment
earnings. Investment earnings have historically provided a significant portion of the funding. The larger the
share of henefits being provided from investment returns, the smaller the required contributions, and vice
versa. Determining the contributions required to prefund the promised retirement benefits requires an
assumption of what investment earnings are expected to add to the fund over a long period of time. This is
called the Investment Return Assumption.

The MERS Investment Return Assumption is 7.00% per year. This, along with all of our other actuarial
assumptions, is reviewed at least every five years in an Experience Study that compares the assumptions used
against actual experience and recommends adjustments if necessary. If your municipality would like to explore
contributions at lower assumed investment return assumptions, please review the “What If” projection
scenarios later in this report.

Assumption and Method Change in 2021

Effective February 17, 2022, the MERS Retirement Board adopted a dedicated gains policy that automatically
adjusts the assumed rate of investment return by using excess asset gains to mitigate large increases in
required contributions to the Plan. Full details of this dedicated gains policy are available in the Actuarial
Policy found an the MERS website, Some goals of the dedicated gains policy are to:

s Provide a systematic approach to lower the assumed rate of Investment return between experience
studies, and

G R S Huntington Woods, City of {6303) - 2021 -8-




s Use excess gains to cover both the increase in normal cost and any increase in UAL payment the first
year after implementation (i.e., minimize the first-year impact (i.e., increase) in employer
contributions).

The dedicated gains policy has been implemented with the December 31, 2021 annual actuarial valuation.
After initial application of the smoothing methad, remaining market gains were used to fower the assumed
rate of investment return from 7.35% to 7.00%. The December 31, 2021 valuation liabilities were developed
using this new, lower assumption. Additionally, as a result of recognizing excess market gains, the valuation
assets used to fund these liabilities are 7.2% higher than if there were no dedicated gain policy. The combined
impact of these changes will minimize the first-year impact on employer contributions and may result in an
increase or a decrease in employer contributions.

Comments on Asset Smoothing

To avoid dramatic spikes and dips in annual contribution requirements due to short-term fluctuations in asset
markets, MERS applies a technique called asset smoothing. This spreads out each year's investment gains or
losses over the prior year and the following four years. After initial application of asset smoothing, remaining
excess market gains are used to buy down the assumed rate of investment return and increase the level of
valuation assets, to the extent allowed by the dedicated gains policy. This smoothing method is used to
determine your actuarial value of assets {valuation assets), which is then used to determine both your funded
ratio and your reguired contributions. The {smoothed) actuarial rate of return for 2021 was 17.08%, while -
the actual market rate of return was 13.97%. To see historical details of the market rate of return compared
to the smoothed actuarial rate of return, refer to this report’s Appendix or view the “How Smoothing Works”
video on the Defined Benefit resource page of the MERS website.

As of December 31, 2021, the actuarial value of assets is just below 100% of market value due to asset
smoothing and dedicated gains. This means that rate of return on the actuarial value of assets should exceed
the actuarial assumptian in the next few years provided that the annual market returns meet or exceed the
7.00% investment return assumption. When all assumptions are met, contribution rates are expected to stay
approximately level as a percent of payroll (dollar amounts are expected to increase with wage inflation of
3.0% each year).

As of December 31, 2021, the market value of assets and actuarial value of assets are very similar, resulting in
a funded percentage that is not materially different.

Alternate Scenarios to Estimate the Potential Volatility of Results
("What If Scenarios”)

The calculations in this report are based on assumptions about fong-term economic and demographic
behavior. These assumptions will never materialize in a given year, except by coincidence. Therefore, the
results will vary from one year to the next. The volatility of the results depends upon the characteristics of the
plan. For example:

& Open divisions that have substantial assets compared to their active employee payroll will have more
volatile employer contribution rates due to investment return fluctuations.

* Open divisions that have substantial accrued liability compared to their active employee payroli will
have more volatile employer contribution rates due to demographic experience fluctuations.

# Small divisions will have more volatile contribution patterns than larger divisions because statistical
fluctuations are relatively larger among small populations.

® Shorter amortization periods result in more volatile contribution patterns.

R S Huntington Woods, City of (6303} - 2021 -9-




Many assumptions are important in determining the required employer contributions. In the following table,
we show the impact of varying the Investment Return assumption. Lower investment returns would generally
result in higher required employer contributions, and vice versa. The three economic scenarios below provide
a quantitative risk assessment for the impact of investment returns on the plan’s future financial condition for
funding purposes.

The relative impact of the economic scenarios below will vary from year to year, as the participant
demographics change. The impact of each scenario should be analyzed for a given year, not from year to year.
The results in the table are based on the December 31, 2021 valuation and are for the municipality in total, not
by division. These results do not reflect a phase-in of the impact of the actuarial assumptions updated in the
2020 and 2019 valuations. There is no phase-in with dedicated gains.

it is important to note that calculations in this report are mathematical estimates based upon assumptions
regarding future events, which may or may not materialize. Actuarial calculations can and do vary from one
valuation to the next, sometimes significantly depending on the group’s size. Projections are not predictions.
Future valuations will be based on actual future experience.

12/31/2021 ValuationResults: | . AnnualReturns. | AnpualRetums | Assumptions
Investment Return Assumption 5.00% 6.00% 7.00%

Accrued Liability S 35,154,387 | & 31,572,115 { § 28,562,350
Valuation Assets’ 5 20,141,072 | & 20,141,072 | 5 20,141,072
Unfunded Accrued Liability S 15,013,315 | & 11,431,043 | & 8,421,318
Funded Ratio 57% 64% 71%
Monthly Narmal Cost 5 25953 | & 18,866 | S 13,507
Monthly Amortization Payment 5 111,500 | & 90,938 | & 71,334
Total Employer Contribution? $ 137,453 | & 109,804 | § 84,841

1 The Valuation Assets include assets from Surplus divisions, if any.

2 If assets exceed accrued liabilities for a division, the division may have an overfunding credit to reduce the division’s
employer contribution requirement. If the overfunding credit Is larger than the normal cost, the division’s full credit is
included in the municipality’s amortization payment above but the division’s total contribution requirement is zero. This
can cause the disptayed normal cost and amortization payment to not add up to the displayed total employer
contribution.

Projection Scenarios

The next two pages show projections of the plan's funded ratio and computed employer contributions under
the actuarial assumptions used in the valuation and alternate economic assumption scenarios. All three
projections take into account the past investment experience that will continue to affect the actuarial rate of
return in the short term.

The 7.00% scenario provides an estimate of computed employer contributions based on current actuarial
assumptions, and a projected 7.00% market return. The other two scenarios may be useful if the municipality
chooses to budget more conservatively and make contributions in addition to the minimum requirements. The
6.00% and 5.00% projection scenarios provide an indication of the potential required employer contribution if
these assumptions were met over the long term.

Your municipality includes one or more Surplus divisions. Extra contributions in a Surplus division may be used

Huntington Woods, City of (6303) - 2021 -10-



to reduce future employer contributions or to accelerate the date by which the municipality becomes 100%
funded. The timing and use of these Surplus assets is discretionary. Certain employers have special funding
arrangements that may differ from the Actuarial Policy.

The Funded Percentage graph shows projections of funded status under the 7.00% investment return

assumption, both including the Surplus assets {contributed as of the valuation date), and without the Surplus

assets. The graph including the Surplus assets assumes these Surplus assets grow with interest and are not

used to lower future employer contributions. We modeled the projections including the Surplus assets in this
fashion because the use of these assets is discretionary by the employer and we do not know when and how
the employer will use them. Once the employer uses these Surplus assets, any future employer contributions

are expected to be lower than those shown in the projections.

_ Valuation | Fiscal Year | oy Estimated Annual
VearEnding | Beginning |Actuarial Accrued|
o In " 'Liability. - | Valuation Assets?]  Percentage | ' Contribution.
7.00%" - NO PHASE-IN ‘
2021 2023 $  28562,390|$ 19,000,430 67% $ 1,018,092
2022 2024 $ 28700000 $ 19,300,000 67% 5 982,000
2023 2025 S 28,800,000 | 5 19,700,000 68% 5 995,000
2024 2026 $  28900,000]$ 20,100,000 69% $ 1,010,000
2025 2027 $  29,000000]$ 20,400,000 70% $ 1,020,000
2026 2028 $ 29000,000|$ 20,700,000 71% 5 1,060,000
6.00%" - NO PHASE-IN o
2021 2023 $ 31,572,115 |$ 19,000,430 60% $ 1,317,648
2022 2024 $  31,700,000]$ 19,200,000 61% 3 1,290,000
2023 2025 $ 31,800,000]$ 19,500,000 61% 3 1,310,000
2024 2026 $ 31,900,000} $ 20,000,000 63% 5 1,330,000
2025 2027 $ 31,800,000} S5 20,400,000 64% $ 1,340,000
2026 2028 5§ 31,800,000{% 20,800,000 65% 5 1,380,000
5.00%" - NO PHASE-IN
2021 2023 $ 35154387 |$ 19,000,430 54% $ 1,649,436
2022 2024 $  352000000|$ 19,000,000 54% $ 1,630,000
2023 2025 $  35300,000|% 19,300,000 55% $ 1,660,000 |.
2024 2026 $  35300,000|% 19,900,000 56% $ 1,670,000
2025 2007 $  35300,000]$ 20,500,000 58% 3 1,690,000
2026 2028 $  35100,000)$ 21,000,000 60% $ 1,730,000

1 Represents both the interest rate for discounting liabilities and the future investment return assumption on the Market

Value of assets.

2 valuation Assets do not include assets from Surpius divisions, if any.

Huntington Woaods, City of (6303) - 2021
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All projected funded percentages are shown with no phase-in.

Assumes assets from Surplus divisions will not be used to lower emplayer contributions during the projection period.
The green indicator lines have been added at 60% funded and 19 years following the valuation date for PA 202 purposes,

Estimated Annual Employer Contribution
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Notes:
All projected contributions are shown with no phase-in.
Projected employer contributions do not reflect the use of any assets from the Surplus divisions.
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01 - Non Unio: Closed tonew hires =~

Benefit Multiplier:
Normal Retirement Age;
Vesting:

Early Retirement {Unreduced):

Early Retirement {Reduced}:

Final Average Compensation:

Employee Contributions:
DC Plan for New Hires:
Act 88:

02 - PbiSfty: Closedtonewhires 0 o
2020 Valuation

Benefit Multiplier:
Normal Retirement Age:
Vesting:

Early Retirement (Unreduced):

Early Retirement (Reduced):

Final Average Compensation:

Empioyee Contributions:
DC Plan for New Hires:
Act 88:

10 - Gnrl DPW: Closed to new hires

Benefit Multiplier:
Normal Retirement Age:
Vesting:

Early Retirement (Unreduced):

Early Retirement {Reduced):

Final Average Compensation:

Employee Contributions:
DC Plan for New Hires:
Act 88:

Table 2: Benefit Provisions

2021 Valuation

2020 Valuation

2.50% Multiplier (80% max)
60

10vyears

50/25

55/15

3years

6.00%

7/1/1598

Yes {Adopted 2/16/1965)

2021 Valuation

2,50% Multiplier (80% max)
€0

10years

50/25

55/15

Jyears

6.00%

7/1/1998

Yes {Adopted 2/16/1965)

2.50% Multiplier (80% max)
60

10years

50/25

55/15

3years

5,00%

1/1/2019

Yes (Adopted 2/16/1965)

2021 Valuation

2.50% Multiplier {80% max)}
60

10 years

50/25

55/15

3years

5.00%

1/1/2018

Yes (Adopted 2/16/1965)

2020 Valuation

2,50% Multiplier {80% max)
80 '

10vyears

50/25

55/15

Svyears

6.00%

7/1/1598

Yes {Adopted 2/16/1965)

2.50% Multiplier {30% max)
60

10 years

50/25

55/15

Svyears

6.00%

7/1/1998

Yes (Adopted 2/16/1965}

Huntington Woods, City of (6303} - 2021
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Benefit Multiplier:
Normal Retirement Age:
Vesting:

Early Retirement (Unreduced):

Early Retirement (Reduced):

Final Average Compensation:

COLA for Current Retirees:
Employee Contributions:
DC Plan for New Hires:
Act 88:

2020 Valuation

Benefit Muitiplier:
Normal Retirement Age:
Vesting:

Early Retirement (Unreduced):

Early Retirement (Reduced):

Final Average Compensation:

Employee Contributions;
Act 88:

2021 Valuation

2020 Valuation

2.50% Multiplier (80% max)
60

10vyears

50/25

55/15

3years

2.00% (Compound)

5.00%

1/1/2019

Yes (Adopted 2/16/1965)

2021 Valuation

2.50% Multiplier {80% max)
60

10vyears

50/25

55/15

3years

2.00% {Compound)

5.00%

1/1/2019

Yes {Adopted 2/16/1965)

2.50% Multiplier {80% max)
60

10 vears

258 Out

55/15

Jyears

5.00%

Yes (Adopted 2/16/1965)

2.50% Multiplier {80% max)
60

10vyears

25 & Out

55/15

3years

5.00%

Yes (Adopted 2/16/1965)

Huntington Woods, City of {6303) - 2021

-15-



Table 3: Participant Summary

" porivalation | 2020Valuation. | 207ivahiation
L ™ — - § Auerag
n: Annual | Average| Benefit | Eligibility:
Division [ iioiini o) . Payrofl® “Payroll’ - |- Age ] Serice’ | Service?
(01 - Non thnio
Active Employees 1] 76,992 218 127,698 57.9 31.4 314
Vested Former Employees o 0 0 &) 0.0 0.0 0.0
Retirees and Beneficiaries 25 809,171 25 768,095 71.4
Pending Refunds 2 2
02 - Pbi Sfty
Active Employees 6ls 581,293 7158 663,534 45,2 14.6 15.3]
Vested Former Employees 1 23,079 1 23,679 43.5 11.3 22,6
Retirees and Beneficiaries 10 355,556 a 291,423 67.5
Pending Refunds 0 0
10 - Gnrl DPW
Active Employees 215 146,039 215 134,345 52.4 23.9 25.8
Vested Former Employees 1 8,510 1 8,510 53.7] 10.2 10.2
Retirees and Beneficiaries 6 138,486 6 138,486 73.8
Pending Refunds 0 0
20-P S Cmnd _
Active Employees 7|8 756,632 71s 715,772 47.5 17.2 17.5
Vested Former Employees 0 0 ¢ ] 0.0 0.0 0.0
Retirees and Beneficiaries 9 634,316 9 627,114 70.9
Pending Refunds 4] 0
21-P5CmdB
Active Employees ols 0 ol s 0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Vested Farmer Employees 4] 0 0 0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Retirees and Beneficiaries 2 106,664 2 106,664 68.0
Pending Refunds 0 0
Fotal Municipality
Active Employees 16| $ 1,560,956 18| § 1,641,349 47.9] 17.8 18.8;
Vested Former Employees 2 31,589 2 31,589 48.6 10.8 16.4]
Retirees and Beneficiaries 52 2,044,193 51 1,931,782 70.7 '
Pending Refunds 2 2
Total Participants 72 73

Annual payroll for active employees; annual deferred benefits payable for vested former employees; annual benefits
being paid for retirees and beneficiaries.

Descriptions can be found under Miscellaneous and Technical Assumptions in the Appendix.

Huntington Woods, City of (6303} - 2021 -16-




Table 4: Reported Assets (Market Value)

22021 Valuation 0 o nin e 2020 Valuation 20
Division o St petiree? | Employee?. | Retiree® | Emplovee?
01- Non Unio s 8,031,167 | $ 193,338 S 7,354,232 1 5 185,161
02 - Pbl Sfty 3,057,850 412,899 2,602,696 476,879
10- Gnrl DPW 2,040,179 161,275 1,842,946 151,920
20-PSCmnd 3,591,180 566,702 3,242,371 526,815
21-PSCmdB 973,946 0 861,950 0
51 - Surplus Unassaociated 1,142,329 ¢ 632,571 0
Municipality Total® $ 18,836,651 % 1,334,2141 $ 16,536,765 1 § 1,340,775
Combined Assets® $20,170,864 417,877,540

Reserve for Employer Contributions and Benefit Payments.
Reserve for Empioyee Contributions.

Totals may not add due to rounding.

The December 31, 2021 valuation assets (actuarial value of assets) are equal to 0.998523 times the reported
market value of assets {compared to 0.972357 as of December 31, 2020). Refer to the Appendix for a
description of the valuation asset derivation and a detailed calculation of valuation assets.

Assets in the Surplus division(s) are employer assets that have been reserved separately and may be used
within the plan at the employer’s discretion at some point in the future. These assets are not used in
calculating the employer contribution for the fiscal year beginning July 1, 2023.

Huntington Woods, City of (6303) - 2021
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Table 7: Actuarial Accrued Liabilities - Comparative Schedule

7| - Accrued tiability

ValuationAssets | Funde

| . Liakilities:

20,088,703

 aapns|

21,439,037

o onmeam|

| nerou
23,498,765

24,282,426

L paemaz0|

osds0ee)

25,518,019

©o0ooenessaal

o ’-';-':23 552 390

235534371 -
14,_1__82,990_ _ L
S 14791894 |

11752110 I
11,965,991 |

12,380,123

15,395,802

17 383 352

 bbeadgil) e
ae26e0202] 0 61%

Cwemss|
_11_,_500,642

 nosas| s

?fé7195;ﬁ f'_fﬁ.ﬁ'

8,588,061

8791873
='-_'1o 754 442

10,813,808
11,118,642

10,518,362
10,099,436
19,390,536

9735137

9,873,148

i 16,405 65
9,585,922
8 421; 318 :

valuations.

The Valuation Assets include assets from Surplus divisions, if any.

Years where historical information is not available will be displayed with zero values.

Notes Actuarlal assumptlons were revised for the 2008, 2009 2010 2011 2012, 2015, 2019, 2020 and 2022 actuarial

Throughout this report are references to valuation results generated prior to the 2018 valuation date.
Results prior to 2018 were received directly from the prior actuary or extracted from the previous
valuation system by MERS's technology service provider.

Huntington Woods, City of (6303} - 2021

-20-



Tables 8 and 9: Division-Based Comparative Schedules

Division 01 - Non Unio

Table 8-01: Actuarial Accrued Liabilities - Comparative Schedule

Unfunded
(Overfunded}

Actuanal i
Accrued Liability | Valuation ets
$8002,107 |8 127,547 T
.. B096,881 9708451
8113807 5952200
. .8206,577 6,036,620
8,604,756 | 6,263,037 |

S 1964560
2,126,036
2,161,198
. 2,169,957
2341719

2016 0| ess72s0| v edasTez| o 7s% | 21331
Ly ... 2,584,587 oeizlaay 7T ). A972463
2018 ] T 8,424,726 6,667,263 f 9% ] 1,757,463

L2013 ). BOGA9BOSE  GEBS7AL)  BO% o 764,064
0200 e o o8gieRI8] 7,330,981 v 3% T 485,837

Cooeno | omo7s0e3t o sd1a3sy]| o ietw il e 765,706
Netes: Actuarial assumptions were revised for the 2011 2012, 2015, 2018, 2020 and 2021 actua rla! valuatlons
The percent funded does not reflect valuation assets frem Surplus divisions, if any.

Table 9—01 Computeci Employer Contrlbutmns Comparatwe Schedule
. Active Em?loyees ik T

416,641 $26,829
i3e57680 o $32,780
391,803  $36520 _ %

So3e5991] 846909 | 6.00%

Cio3sazial i sasTer ) e00%

.. 254,246 552,263 6.00%
135,121 | _$ 10, 683

Caz7ees] ol id1ag12

76992 1 “g9283 ]

1 For open divisions, a percent of pay contribution is shown. For closed divisions, a monthly dollar contribution is shown.

2 far each vaiuation year, the computed employer coptribution is based an the employes rate. if the employee rate
changes during the applicable fiscal year, the computed employer contribution will be adjusted.
Note; The contributions shown in Table 8 reflect the employer contribution requirement without phase-in. if applicable,

the current phase-in contribution is shown in Table 1.

See the Benefit Provision History, later in this report, for past benefit provision changes.

Years where historical information is not available will be displayed with zero vaiues.

G R S Huntington Woods, City of (6303} - 2021 -21-




Division 02 - Pbl Sfty

Table 8-02: Actuarial Accrued Liabilities - Comparative Schedule

ccrued i.satuhty Valuation‘Assets. |
S 3 7sese | S 650,760 | T AA% 2,108, 686_
38003121 1642352} 43% | 2,157,960
337,088 vl e1e 220 {0 aee 301,067
L 404L7771 1,700,051 A42% _ 2,341,726
4,270,720 2,568,714 | 0% e 1,702,006

Cipotel i i ass3 7z 2703000 | sewe L i1 840864
217 | a798008| 2,889,403  60% 1,908,605
G018 e e B ATA266 L 3,003,666 sk | 2170600
L2018 5,779,704 3,137,207 54% | . 2642497
SU20200 0 b 05,396,908 1 2,994,448 | EE% ] 2400,462

: o e .-_-:::5 971 980 i :."3455 522 R ':'58%._._::' ':-:.'-2506 358-
Notes Actuarla% assumptions were revised for thezﬂll 2012, 2015, 2019, 2020 and 2021 actuarial valuations.

The percent funded does not reflect valuation assets from Surplus divisions, if any.

Table 9-02 Computed Employer Contnbutlons Comparatwe Schedule
5 : (:c_:mputed - e

! \Ia!uation Dat

: .Contributlon “Rate
L2880% | i5.00%
2012  3238% 5.00%
Porae13 gl eanaoe | i agaas e sl00%
2014 10 678, 991f  28.05% 5.00%
s ik 2104% S mow

Decemher 31
TN

coaast) o uge% ol so0%
_395_,319 22.03% 5.00%
965,95 19758 f so00%
_ 939:_21_.5 _ 523»507__ ]...500%
coree3s3alios20631 0 so0%

016
Y . .
ceaoag T i
2019 . led

01 581,293 ig21,912 )

1 For open divisions, & percent of pay contribution is shown. For closed divisions, a monthly dollar contribution is shown.

2 For each valuation year, the computed employer contribution is based on the employea rate. If the employee rate
changes during the appiicable fiscal year, the computed employer contribution will be adjusted.
Note: The contributions shown in Table 8 reflect the employer contribution requirement without phase-in. Ifapplicable,

the current phase-in contribution is shown in Table 1.

See the Benefit Provision History, later in this raport, for past benafit provision changes.

Years where historical information is not available will be displayed with zero values.

G R S Huntington Woods, City of (6303} - 2021 -22-




Division 10 ~ Gnrl DPW

o Accrued i.labllltv

Valuation Assets_ S

Table 8-10: Actuarial Accrued Liabilities - Comparative Schedule

" Unfunded .
"-(Overfunded};-:'_

01

4,791,032
1,826,038

1,768,539

1,920,707

Gline3zdas |

Sl amsoas |

1,924,485

ooggepart]

2,074,874

Cinizaesese]

“a3ap8ea |

S o

4,738,356

1,798,652

1,840,526

2198202

“1,540,421 1 '86%
45630707 B
e
16578261
1,688,102 |

1,804,909 18

11,939.722 1

Ciiigny

106692

L iade62.

.. 262,968
Si7156,140.
262,881
245323

125833

. 2_3_4:_3_43__
11258334

Notes: Actuarial assumptions were revised for the 2011, 2012, 2615, 2019, 2020 and 2021 actuarsal valuatmns

The percent funded does not reflect valuation assets from Surplus divisions, if any.

December 31

Valua 'n Date_- .

Table 9 10 Computed Emp!oyer Contrlbuttons Comparatwe Schedu[e
A twe Empiovees C :

i Employee

2012

2014

'-':'_::2011.. S e Ee
Coaes |
Lipp1s

B

Rt e

146,038

197,924

212,734

2736601 i $3,086

... w88l
Casen|

237,751 1

. .:__1_34’345__. e

45087

6.00%

1 For open divisions, a percent of pay contribution is shown. For closed divisions, a manthly dollar contribution is shown.

2 Far each vaiuation year, the computed employer contribution is based on the employee rate, [f the employee rate

changes during the applicabie fiscal year, the computed employer contribution will be adjusted,

Note: The contributions shown In Table 9 reflect the empleyer contribution requirement without phase-in. If applicable,

the current phase-in cantribution is shown in Tabie 1.

See the Benefit Provision History, later in this report, for past benefit provision changes.

Years where historical information is not available will be displayed with zero values,

RS
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Division 20- P S Cmnd

Table 8-20: Actuarial Accrued Liabilities - Comparative Schedule

Unfunded
: {Ouerfunded]

\la!uatlon Date o
DecemberSl : Accrued Llab ty. aluatianA ats |
01t ]S 7,482,933 8 02,003,774 7% ) 805,479,159
2002 7508320  2052880)  27% 5,455,440
2018 ] B 74, 751 2,350,803 | i 20w T 5,823,858

2014 | 788s250f 2537092 3% . 5347967
SE20180 ot 8,375,642 4 03,287,918 1 3es | 5,087,728

ciingede e seae072 i 3asees |l ansg ] T 586241
2017 .. . 87619251 ~  3,475308 L Ao% 5,286,017
o018 L og88s 104w 3308088 s ] L 557,146
2019 9,007,090 3,258,559 )  36% _ 5,748,531
Clgpae e 51842 3,664,995 30% b 5883407

Ceiiigoanl ol 8003 o Daasyar] i 6076282
Notes: Actuarial assumptions were revised for the 2011 3012, 2015, 2019, 2020 and 2021 actua rla% valuations.

The percent funded does not reflect valuation assets from Surplus divisions, if any.

Table 9-20 Computed Employer Contnbutions Comparatlve Schedule
Ac’sme Employees S Oomputed ' m]

i .avroli Contnbution
H 490, 829 IRTIE0%
... 364,116 97.88% I 5.00%
" asosen| i 7saawe | soow
400,515 85.87%
cossaze2| g% |

" December. 1 : Nijiriher- &
ST e R
2012
2013
e

S th s G

coaggade | i yas0% ] m00%
 soage| 75 500%
iB23BR14 837,183 | B00%
426,480} 539,661 |  500%
71577200 s aa,879 T 5.00%

Siaee
2017

756632 0 i samaa i s00%.

1 For open divisions, a percent of pay contribution is shown. For closed divisions, a monthly dollar contribution is shown,

2 For each valuation year, the computed employer contribution is based an the employee rate, If the employee rate
changes during the appiicable fiscal year, the computed employer contribution will be adjusted.
Note: The contributions shown in Table @ reflect the empioyer contribution requirement without phase-in, i applicabte,

the current phase-in contribution is shown in Table 1.

See the Benefit Provision History, later in this report, for past benefit provision changes.

Years where histarical information is not avallable will be displayed with zero values.

Huntington Woods, City of (6303} - 2021
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Division21-PSCmd B

Table 8-21: Actuarial Accrued Liabilities - Comparative Schedule

_Unfunded '

B d Li; Va!uatmn Assets.-
BT Yo R -'::-31-_'.1,1_1_5';525 § 7 7127,285
2012 .. 1,099,535 oo alassp
SU2013- i 1,082,477 170,585 ]
2014 1,065238 | 237,402 229
Sogoasti e 007,883 ) 0 i a7

_ _958:097
911,942
.. 827,836
722,659

Lp0de e 080257 aee 036 | asse 14,0
2017 . L061,934 5492431 52% . 512,601
2088 ,0434220 0 616,636 s 426,786

2019 1,054,371 706,837 67% {347,534

sii2020 00 ese070] 323 e Bl

iy e B o :_._12'1'1 043 450 _.;1_'.'3-:::"-'._:_1'.__972 508: S Y S ::::.: L G 79 952
Notes: Actuarial assumptions were revised for the 2011, 2012, 2015, 2019, 2020 and 2021 actuarial valuations.

The percent funded does not refiect valuation assets from Surplus divisions, if any.

Table 9-21: Computed Emnlover Contributions - Comparatwe Schedule
: Actn.re Employe o "

i '-Eh'i'_umbéf'

T%es0 |
L. 310913 | 0.
Cisa3ama |t ok
312784 1
Sz

oo s o

413,305
513924
i saaee7 |
$1,191 _
oosa30s

D o D oo

. 0 :.::.:. 5 835_-_:5-:;. S

1 For apen divisions, a percent of pay contribution is shown. For closed divisions, a monthly dellar contribution is shown.

2 For each valuatien year, the computed employer contribution is based on the employee rate. if the employee rate
changes during the applicatle fiscal year, the cemputed employer contribution will be adjusted,
Note: The contributions shown in Table 3 reflect the employer contribution requirement without phase-in. 1fapplicable,
the current phase-in contribution is shown in Tabie 1.

See the Benefit Provision History, later in this report, for past benefit provision changes.

Years where historical information is not available will be displayed with zero values,

G R S Huntington Woods, City of {6303) - 2021




Division S1 - Surplus Unassociated

Table 8-51: Actuarial Accrued Liabilities - Comparative Schadule

Unfunded -
(Gverfunded) _

I_ Va!uatl n Date Actuana! [
Decemher 31 Accrued Liabll:ty' Valuation Assets

_____ o s ols
..2.0.1.7-. N
2013

oo O o o|his
cosow

oo oo

g e e gy
0472y {70472}
244,389 bl o T 044.349)
4313321 ) 1431,332)

E15,085 4 . (615,085)

2017
2019

G0 oo

L Gioai1a0,642 L - {1,140,642)
Notes: Actuarial assumptions were revlsecl for the 2011, 2012, 2013, 2019, 2020 and 2021 actuarlal Uaiuatlons

Years where historical information is not available will be displayed with zero values,

Huntington Woods, City of (6303) - 2021
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Table 10: Division-Based Layered Amortization Schedule

Division 01 - Non Unio

Table 10-G1: Layered Amortization Schedule

i Amounts for Flscal Year Begmmng 7/1/2023
A S Remammg Annual
: : i ‘Date: . Amurtlzatlon 'Outstandmg ' Amortlzatton Amort:zétiun_
. Typeof UAL" | Established = ' ! period® | UALBalance®  Period’ " ‘Payment
{Gain}/Loss 12/31/2016 $ 15,860 10 § 11,525 5 $ 2,568
{Gain}/Loss 12/31/2017 168,160 14 138,922 6 26,280
{Gain)/Loss 12/31/2018 209,624 10 191,213 7 31,584
{Gain}/lLoss 12/31/2019 227,492 10 223,242 8 32,856
Assumption 12/31/2019 257,423 10 246,851 8 36,324
Experience 12/31/2020 253,798 10 266,785 9 35,532
Experience 12/31/2021 (421,128) 10 {466,112) 10 (56,880)
Total 5 612,427 5 108,264

! For each type of UAL {layer), this is tha original balance as of tha date the layer was established.
2 according to the MERS amartization policy, each type of UAL {layer) is amortized over a specific period {see Appendix on MERS website).
% This is the remaining balance as of the valuation date, projected to the beginning of the fiscal year shown above,

The unfunded accrued liability (UAL) as of December 31, 2021 (see Table 6} is projected to the beginning of the fiscal
year for which the contributions are being calculated. This allows the 2021 valuation to take into account the
expected future contributions that are based on past valuations. Each type of UAL {layer) is amortized over the
appropriate period. Please see the Appendix on the MERS website for a detailed description of the amortization policy.

Note: The original balance and originat amortization periods prior to 12/31/2018 were received from the prior actuary.

Huntington Woods, City of (6303) - 2021 -27-




Division 02 - Pbl Sfty

Tahle 10-02: Layered Amortization Schedule

. Remammg
LR “Original . -;_:".0utstandmg Amortlzat:on ; Amorttzatlon
Typeof UAL : | 'Establlshed__'f - Balance?. 2] UALBalance® - ‘Period® ' Payment
Initial 12/31/2015 S 1,702,006 23 $ 1,654,267 17 $ 134,148
{Gain)/Loss 12/31/2016 181,073 22 202,010 17 16,380
{Gain)/Loss 12/31/2017 63,626 21 70,525 17 5,724
{Gain)/Loss 12/31/2018 235,009 20 258,267 17 21,024
{Gain)/Loss 12/31/2019 280,725 i9 307,325 17 24,924
Assumption 12/31/2019 161,254 19 161,589 17 | 13,140
Experience 12/31/2020 {280,301} 18 (308,851} 17 (25,044}
Experience 12/31/2021 107,018 17 118,450 17 9,612
Total S 2,464,982 s 199,908

! For each type of UAL (layer), this is the original balance as of the date the layer was established,
% pccording to the MERS amortization policy, each type of UAL {layer) is amortized over a specific period (see Appendix on MERS website).

2 This is the remaining balance as of the valuation date, projected 1o the beginning of the fiscal year shown above.

The unfunded accrued liability (UAL} as of December 31, 2021 {see Table 6} is projected to the beginning of the fiscal
year for which the contributions are being calculated. This allows the 2021 valuation to take into account the
expected future contributions that are based on past valuations. Each type of UAL {layer] is amortized over the
appropriate period. Please see the Appendix on the MERS website for a detailed description of the amortization policy.

Note: The original batance and original amortization periods prior to 12/31/2018 were received from the prior actuary.
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Division 10 - Gnrl DPW

Table 10-10: Layered Amortization Schedule

~ooio]e  Amounts for Fiscal Year Beginning 7/1/2023

e Remaining = Annual

._ - Date Original. ortization|  Outstanding Amortization
" Type of UAL = | Established -~ Balance® .. =~ Period’" | ' .UALBalance® ' . " Payment
Initial 12/31/2015 S 245,323 ] S 50,253 1 S 51,972
{Gain)/Loss 12/31/2016 {136,726) 10 {99,453} 5 (22,164}
{Gain)/Loss 12/31/2017 41,000 10 33,880 6 6,408
{Gain)/Loss 12/31/2018 76,177 10 69,495 7 11,472
(Gainj/loss | 12/31/2015 (4,362) 10 (4,277) 8 (624)
Assumption  |12/31/2019 64,752 10 62,756 8 9,240
Experience 12/31/2020 45,525 10 47,853 9 6,372
Experience 12/31/2021 {85,642} 10 (94,790} 10 {11,568}
Total S 65,717 s 51,108

! For each type of UAL ([ayer}, this is the original balance as of the date the layer was established.

? pccording to the MERS amortization poiicy, each type of UAL {layer) is amortized over a specific period (see Appendix on MERS website),

¥ This is the remaining balance as of the valuation date, projected to the beginning of the fiscal year shown abaove,

The unfunded accrued liability (UAL) as of December 31, 2021 {see Table 6) is projected to the beginnhing of the fiscal
year for which the contributions are being calculated. This allows the 2021 valuation to take into account the

expected future contributions that are based on past valuations. Each type of UAL (layer) is amortized over the
appropriate period. Please see the Appendix on the MERS website for a detailed description of the amortization policy,

Note: The originai balance and original amortization periods prior to 12/31/2018 were received from the prior actuary.
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Division 20-P S Cmnd

Table 10-20: Layered Amortization Schedule

s Amounts for Fiscal Year Beginning
S original o " Remaining
Date . Original . Amortization| = Outstanding.  Amortization ton.
Initial 12/31/2015 $ 5,087,729 23 $ 5,111,800 17 $ 414,540
(Gainl/Loss | 12/31/2016 95,500 22 106,537 17 8,640
{Gainj/Loss | 12/31/2017 84,518 21 93,661 17 7,596
{Gainj/Loss | 12/31/2018 237,537 20 262,071 17 21,252
(Gain}fLoss | 12/31/2019 {151,223} 19 (165,559) 17 (13,428
Assumptiocn 12/31/2019 270,155 19 263,934 17 21,408
Experience | 12/31/2020 89,847 18 98,995 17 8,028
Experience | 12/31/2021 208,058 17 230,282 17 18,672
Total $ 6,001,721 $ 486,708

! For each type of UAL (layer), this is the original halance as of the date the [ayer was established.
? According to the MERS amartization policy, each type of UAL {laver) is amortized over a specific period {see Appendix’an MERS website}.

% This is the remaining balance as of the valuation data, projected to the beginning of the fiscal year shawn above,

The unfunded accrued liability (UAL) as of December 31, 2021 (see Table 6} is projected to the beginning of the fiscal
year for which the contributions are being calculated. This allows the 2021 valuation to take into account the
expected future contributions that are hased on past valuations. Each type of UAL {layer) is amortized over the
appropriate period. Please see the Appendix oh the MERS website for a detailed deseription of the amortization policy.

Note: The original balance and original amortization periods prior to 12/31/2018 were recelved from the prior actuary.
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Division 21-PSCmd B

Tahle 10-21: Layered Amortization Schedule

i Amounts’-for Fiscal Year: Begmn:ng 7/1/2023
: S g1 ' .-';.Rernainmg

I)ate il Orlgmal A p’i'ti_'_z"a:fipr__n Outstanding . mortlzatlon ~Amortization .
i Typeof UAL" Establlshed i Balancel riod” | UAL'Balance® ' P.e_rm_d_z-- o Payment
(Gainjfloss | 12/31/2016 & (2,110} 10 $ (1,533 5 S (348)
(Gain)/Loss 12/31/2017 10,507 10 8,685 6 1,644
(Gain)/Loss 12/31/2018 36,926 10 33,680 7 5,568
(Gain)/t.oss 12/31/201% 26,755 10 26,252 8 3,864
Assumption 12/31/2019 306,620 10 28,995 8 4,272
Experience 12/31/2020 6,750 10 7,080 9 948
Experience 12/31/2021 (43,922} 10 {48,614} 10 {5,928}
Total 5 54,555 s 10,020

! For each type of UAL {layer], this is the original balance as of the date the Jayer was established.
? According to the MERS amortization policy, each type of UAL {layer} is amortized over a specific period (see Appendix on MERS website).

* This is the remaining balance as of the vaiuation date, projected te the beginning of the fiscal year shown above,

The unfunded accrued liability (UAL) as of December 31, 2021 (see Table 6} is projected to the beginning of the fiscal
year for which the contributions are being calcutated. This allows the 2021 valuation to take into account the
expected future contributions that are based on past valuations, Each type of UAL (layer} is amortized over the
appropriate perfod. Please see the Appendix on the MERS website for a detailed description of the amertization policy.

Note: The original batance and original amortization periods prior to 12/31/2018 were received from the prior actuary.

Huntington Woods, City of (6303) - 2021 -31-



GASB Statement No. 68 Information

The following information has been prepared to provide some of the information necessary to complete GASB
Statement No. 68 disclosures. GASB Statement No. 68 is effective for fiscal years beginning after june 15, 2014.
Additional resources, including an Implementation Guide, are available at http://www.mersafmich.com/.

Actuarial Valuation Date: 12/31/2021

Measurement Date of the Total Pension Liability (TPL): 12/31/2021
At 12/31/2021, the following employees were covered by the benefit terms:

Inactive employees or beneficiaries currently receiving benefits: 52

Inactive employees entitled to but not yet receiving benefits {including refunds): 4

Active employees: 16

72

Total Pension Liability as of 12/31/2020 measurement date: S 26,339,239
Total Pension Liability as of 12/31/2021 measurement date: $ 27,885,415
Service Cost for the year ending on the 12/31/2021 measurement date: S 211,409
Change in the Total Pension Liability due to:

- Benefit changes™: 5 0

- Differences between expected and actual experience™ S 465,316

- Changes in assumptiunsz: ) 902,856
Average expected remaining service lives of all employees {active and inactive): 2

1A change in liabilitydue to benefit changes is immediately recognized when calculating pension expense for the year.

2 Changes in Habiiity due to differences between actuai and expected experience, and changes in assumptions, ara
recoghized In pension expense over the average remaining service lives of all employees.

Covered employee payroll {Needed for Required Supplementary Information): S 1,560,956
Note: Covered employee payroll may differ from the GASB Staterment No. 68 definition.

Sensitivity of the Net Pension Liability to changes in the discount rate:

1% Decrease Current Discount 1% Increase
{6.25%) Rate {7.25%) {8.25%)
Change in Net Pension Liability as of 12/31/2021: § 2,885,577 § 0 § [2,452,290)

" Note: The current discount rate shown for GASB Staternent No, 68 purposes is higher than the MERS assumed rate of return,
This is because for GASB Statement No. 68 purposes, the discount rate must be gross of administrative expenses, whereas

for funding purposes itis net of administrative expenses.
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Benefit Provision History

The following benefit provision history is provided by MERS. Any corrections to this history or discrepancies
between this information and information displayed elsewhere in the valuation report should be reported to
MERS. All provisions are listed by date of adoption.

01 - Non Unio
1/1/2021 Workers Compensation - Service Granted
1/1/2021 Service Credit Qualification - 80 hours
1/1/2021 Custom Wages
12/1/2020 Non-Accelerated Amortization
12/31/2018 Accelerated to 5-year Amortization
12/1/2016 Service Credit Purchase Estimates - N¢
7/1/2009 Member Contribution Rate 6.00%
7/15/2000 Temporary 24 Years & Qut (07/15/2000 - 10/15/2000)
1/1/2000 Benefit B-4 (80% max)
7/1/1998 DC Adoption Date 07-01-1998
7/1/1997 Member Contribution Rate 5.00%
6/3/1997 Benefit B-3 (80% max)
3/28/1997 2.66% Multiplier (80% max)
7/1/1996 Mamber Contribution Rate 4.00%
6/30/199 Member Contribution Rate 0.00%
1/1/1996 Member Cantribution Rate 3.00%
1/1/1993 Flexible E 2% COLA Adopted (01/01/1993)
1/1/1992 Flexible E 2% COLA Adopted (01/01/1992)
11/1/1991 Temporary Benefit B-4 (80% max) (11/01/199% - 02/03/1992)
1/1/1991 Flexible E 2% COLA Adopted (01/01/1991)
1/1/1990 Flexible E 2% COLA Adopted (01/01/1990)
1/1/1989 Flexible E 2% COLA Adopted (01/01/1989)
1/1/1988 Flexible E 2% COLA Adopted (01/01/1988}
7/1/1987 Benefit FAC-3 (3 Year Final Average Compensation}
7/1/1987 Benefit B-3 (80% max}
7/1/1987 Benefit FS0 {With 25 Years of Service)
1/1/1987 Flexible E 2% COLA Adopted {01/01/1987}
7/1/1985 Benefit C-2/Base B-1
1/1/1985 Flexible E 2% COLA Adopted {01/01/1985})
1/1/1984 Flexible E 2% COLA Adopted {01/01/1984)
7/1/1983 Benefit F55 {With 15 Years of Service)
1/1/1983 Flexible E 2% COLA Adopted {01/01/1983}
1/1/1879 Member Contribution Rate 0.00%
4/1/1975 Exclude Temporary Employees
7/1/1966 Benefit C-1{0ld)
2/16/1965 Covered by Act 88
2/1/1947 10Year Vesting
2/1/1947 Defined Benefit Normal Retirement Age - 60
2/1/1947 Benefit C{Old)
2/1/1847 Early Reduced {.5%) at Age 50 with 25 Years or Age 55 with 15 Years
2/1/1947 Member Contribution Rate 3.00% Under $4,200.00 - Then 5.00%

Benefit FAC-5 (5 Year Final Average Compensation)
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01 - Non Unio

02 - Pbl Sfty
1/1/2021
1/1/2021
1/1/2021
1/1/2021
1/1/2019
1/1/2019

12/1/2016
7/1/2015
7/1/2005
7/1/2004
7/1/2003
7/1/2002
7/1/2001
7/1/2001
7/1/2001
8/3/1997

3/28/1997
1/1/1994
1/1/1993
1/1/1992
1/1/1991
7/1/1990
7/1/1990
1/1/1990
1/1/1989
1/1/1988
1/1/1987
1/1/1985
1/1/1985
1/1/1984
1/1/1983
1/1/1977
4/1/1975
7/1/1966

2/16/1965
2/1/1947
2/1/1947
2/1/1047
2/1/1947

10 - Gnrl DPW
1/1/2021

2.25% Muitiplier (no max)
Fiscal Month - July

Public Safety Employees - Yes

Woarkers Compensation - Service Granted
Service Credit Qualification - 80 hours
Custom Wages

Non-Accelerated Amortization

BC Adoption Date 01-01-2019

Service Credit Purchase Estimates - No

Day of work defined as 8 Days a Day for Alf employees.
Member Contribution Rate 5.00%

Member Contribution Rate 4.00%

Member Contribution Rate 3.00%

Member Contribution Rate 2.00%

Benefit B-4 {(80% max)

Benefit F50 {With 25 Years of Service)
Member Contribution Rate 1.00%

Benefit B-3 {80% max)

2.66% Multiplier {80% max)

Flexible E 2% COLA Adopted (01/01/1994)
Flexible £ 2% COLA Adopted (01/01/1593)
Flexible E 2% COLA Adopted (01/01/1992)
Flexible E 2% COLA Adopted (01/01/1991)
Benefit FAC-3 (3 Year Final Average Compensation)
Benefit B-3 (80% max)

Flexible E 2% COLA Adogted (01/01/1990}
Flexible E 2% COLA Adopted {01/01/1989)
Flexible E 2% COLA Adopted (01/01/1988)
Flexible E 2% COLA Adopted (01/01/1987)
Member Contribution Rate 0.00%

Flexible E 2% COLA Adopted {01/01/1985)
Flexible E 2% COLA Adopted (01/01/1984)
Flexible E 2% COLA Adopted {01/01/1983)
Benefit F55 (With 25 Years of Service)
Exclude Temporary Employees

Benefit B-1

Covered by Act 88

Benefit FAC-5 {5 Year Final Average Compensation)
10 Year Vesting

Benefit B

Member Contribution Rate 5.00%

Defined Benefit Normal Retirement Age - 60
Early Reduced (.5%) at Age 50 with 25 Years or Age 55 with 15 Years
Fiscal Month - July

Workers Compensation - Service Granted
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10 - Gnrl DPW
1/1/2021
1/1/2021

12/1/2020
12/31/2018
12/1/2016
7/1/2010
7/1/2005
7/1/1998
7/1/1997
7/1/1996
6/30/1996
1/1/1995
1/1/1992
11/1/1991
1/1/1991
7/1/1990
1/1/1990
1/1/1989
1/1/1988
1/1/1987
7/1/1986
7/1/1986
7/1/1986
1/1/1985
1/1/1984
1/1/1983
1/1/1979
1/1/1979
4/1/1975
2/16/1965

20-PSCmnd
1/1/2021
1/1/2021
1/1/2021
1/1/2021
5/1/2020
1/1/2019
1/1/2019
12/1/2016
1/1/2012
1/1/2011
1/1/2010
1/1/2006
1/1/2005
1/1/2004

Service Credit Qualification - 80 hours
Custom Wages

Non-Accelerated Amortization
Accelerated to 5-year Amaortization
Service Credit Purchase Estimates - No
Member Contribution Rate 6.00%
Benefit B-4 (80% max)

DC Adoption Date 07-01-1998

Member Contribution Rate 5.00%
Member Contribution Rate 4.00%
Member Contribution Rate 0.00%
Member Contribution Rate 3.00%
Flexible E 2% COLA Adopted (01/01/1992)

Temporary Benefit B-4 (80% max} (11/01/1991 - 02/03/1992)

Flexible E 2% COLA Adopted (01/01/1991)
Benefit B-3 (80% max)

Flexible E 2% COLA Adopted (01/01/1990)
Flexible E 2% COLA Adopted (01/01/1989)
Flexible E 2% COLA Adopted (01/01/1988)
Flexible E 2% COLA Adopted (01/01/1987)
Beneflt F50 (With 25 Years of Service)
Benefit 55 {With 15 Years of Service)
Member Contribution Rate 0.00%
Fiexible £ 2% COLA Adopted {01/01/1985)
Flexible £ 2% COLA Adapted (01/01/1984)
Flexible E 2% COLA Adopted (01/01/1983)

Benefit FAC-5 (5 Year Final Average Compensation)

10 Year Vesting

Exclude Temporary Employees

Covered by Act 88

Defined Benefit Normal Retirement Age - 60

Earfy Reduced {.5%}) at Age 50 with 25 Years or Age 55 with 15 Years

Fiscal Month - July

Public Safety Employees - Yes

Waorkers Compensation - Service Granhted
Service Credit Qualification - 80 hours
Custom Wages

Non Standard Compensation Definition
Non-Accelerated Amortization

DC Adoption Date 01-01-2019

Service Credit Purchase Estimates - No
E1 2% Comp COLA for past retirees (12/31/2011)
E 2% COLA Adopted {01/01/2011)

Flexible E 2% COLA Adopted (01/01/2010)
£ 2% COLA Adopted {01/01/2006)

E 2% COLA Adopted (01/01/2005)

E 2% COLA Adopted {01/01/2004)

GRS
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20-PSCmnd

1/1/2003
1/1/2002
1/1/2001
1/1/2004
1/1/2001
1/1/2000
1/1/1959
1/1/1998
6/3/1997
3/28/1997
1/1/1897
1/1/1996
1/1/1995
1/1/1995
1/1/1995
1/1/1995
1/1/1994
11/24/1993
1/1/1993
1/1/1992
1/1/1991
1/1/1990
7/1/1989
7/1/1989
1/1/1989
1/1/1988
1/1/1987
1/1/1985
1/1/1985
7/1/1984
7/1/1984
7/1/1984
7/1/1984
1/1/1984
1/1/1983
4/1/1975
2/16/1965

21-PSCmdB

12/1/2020
12/31/2018
12/1/2016
1/1/2001
1/1/2001
1/1/2001
1/1/2001

E 2% COLA Adopted (01/01/2003)

E 2% COLA Adopted {01/01/2002}

Temporary 25 Years & Out {01/01/2001 - 04/01/2001)
E 2% COLA Adopted {01/02/2001)

E2 2.5% Window COLA for future retirees (04/01/2001) to (04/01/2001)
E 2% COLA Adopted (01/01/2000)

Flexible E 2% COLA Adopted {01/01/1999)

Flexible E 2% COLA Adopted {01/01/1998)

Benefit B-4 (80% max)

2.66% Multiplier (80% max}

E 2% COLA Adopted (01/01/1997)

E 2% COLA Adopted {01/01/1996)

Benefit B-4 {80% max)

Benefit F50 {With 25 Years of Service}

Member Contribution Rate 5.00%

E 2% COLA Adopted {01/01/1995)

E 2% COLA Adopted (01/01/1994)

Temporary 2.5% Multiplier {(no max) (12/24/1993 - 02/03/1994)
E 2% COLA Adopted (01/01/1993)

E 2% COLA Adopted (01/01/1992)

£ 2% COLA Adopted (01/01/1991)

E 2% COLA Adopted (01/01/1990)

Benefit FAC-3 (3 Year Final Average Compensation)
2.25% Mutltiplier {no max)

F 2% COLA Adopted {01/01/1583)

E 2% COLA Adopted (01/01/1988)

F 2% COLA Adopted [01/01/1987)

Member Contribution Rate 0.00%

E 2% COLA Adopted {01/01/1985)

Benefit FAC-5 (5 Year Final Average Compensation)
10 Year Vesting

Benefit B-2

Benefit F55 (With 25 Years of Service}

E 2% COLA Adopted (01/01/1584)

E 2% COLA Adopted {01/01/1983)

Exclude Temporary Employees

Covered by Act 88

Defined Benefit Normal Retirement Age - 60

Early Reduced [.5%) at Age 50 with 25 Years or Age 55 with 15 Years
Fiscal Month - July

Non-Accelerated Amortization

Accelerated to 5-year Amartization

Service Credit Purchase Estimates - No

25 Years & Out

Benefit FAC-3 {3 Year Final Average Compensation)
10Year Vesting

Benefit B-4 (0% max)

GRS
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21-PSCmdB
1/1/2001 Member Contribution Rate 5.00%
2/16/1965 Coverad by Act 88
Defined Benefit Normal Retirement Age - 60
Early Reduced {.5%] at Age 50 with 25 Years or Age 55 with 15 Years
Fiscal Month - July

$1 - Surplus Unassociated
Fiscal Month - July
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Plan Provisions, Actuarial Assumptions, and
Actuarial Funding Method

Details on MERS plan provisions, actuarial assumptions, and actuarial methodology can be found in the
Appendix. Some actuarial assumptions are specific to this municipality and its divisions. These are listed
below.

Increase in Final Average Compensation

FAC increase
Division . Assumption

Al Divisions 3.00%

Miscellaneous and Technical Assumptions

Loads — None.

Amortization Policy for Closed Not Linked Divisions: The default funding policy for closed not linked divisions,
including open divisions with zero active members, is to follow a non-accelerated amortization, where each
closed pericd decreases by one year each year untll the period is exhausted. In select instances, closed not
linked division(s) may follow an accelerated amortization policy.
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Risk Commentary

Determination of the accrued liability, the employer contribution, and the funded ratio requires the use of
assumptions regarding future economic and demographic experience. Risk measures, as iflustrated in this
report, are intended to aid in the understanding of the effects of future experience differing from the
assumptions used in the course of the actuarial valuation. Risk measures may also help with Hlustrating the
potential volatility in the accrued liability, the actuariaily determined contribution and the funded ratio that
result from the differences between actual experience and the actuarial assumptions.

Future actuarial measurements may differ significantly from the current measurements presented in this
report due to such factors as the following: plan experience differing from that anticipated by the economic or
demographic assumptions; changes in economic or demographic assumptions due ta changing conditions;
increases or decreases expected as part of the natural operation of the methodology used for these
measurements (such as the end of an amortization period, or additional cost or contribution requirements
based on the Plan’s funded status); and changes in plan provisions or applicable law. The scope of an actuarial
valuation does not include an analysis of the potential range of such future measurements.

Examples of risk that may reasonably be anticipated to significantly affect the plan’s future financial condition
inciude:

¢ Investment Risk — actual investment returns may differ from the expected returns;

» Asset/Liability Mismatch — changes in asset values may not match changes in liabilities, thereby altering
the gap between the accrued liability and assets and consequently altering the funded status and
contribution requirements;

» Salary and Payroli Risk —actual salaries and total payroll may differ from expected, resulting in actual
future accrued liability and contributions differing from expected;

¢ Longevity Risk — members may live longer or shorter than expected and receive pensions for a period of
time other than assumed; and

¢ Other Demographic Risks ~ members may terminate, retire or become disabled at times or with benefits
other than assumed resulting in actual future accrued fability and contributions differing from expected.

The efiects of certain trends in experience can generally be anticipated. For example, if the investment
return since the most recent actuarial valuation is fess {or more) than the assumed rate, the cost of the
pian can be expected to increase {or decrease). Likewise, if longevity is improving (or worsening),
increases (or decreases) in cost can be anticipated.
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PLAN MATURITY MEASURES

Risks facing a pension plan evolve over time. A young plan with virtually no investments and paying few
benefits may experience little investment risk. An older plan with a large number of members in pay status
and a significant trust may be much more exposed to investment risk. Generally accepted plan maturity
measures include the following:

12/31/2021  12/31/2020 12/31/2019  12/31/2018

1. Ratio of the market value of assets to total payroll 12.9 10.8 9.4 7.3
2, Ratio of actuariat accrued liability to payrol! 18.3 16.4 155 13.0
3. Ratio of actives to retirees and beneficiaries 0.3 04 0.4 0.4
4., Ratio of market value of assets to benefit payments 10.2 5.2 8.8 7.7
5. Ratio of net cash flow to market value of assets (hoy) -1.1% -1.2% -1.0% -2.1%

RATIO OF MARKET VALUE OF ASSETS TO TOTAL PAYROLL

The relationship between assets and payroll is a useful indicator of the potential valatility of contributions. For
example, If the market value of assets is 2.0 times the payroll, a return on assets 5% different than assumed
would equal 10% of payroll. A higher {lower} or increasing (decreasing} level of this maturity measure
generally indicates a higher {lower)} or increasing {decreasing) volatility in plan sponsor contributions as a
percentage of payroll.

RATIO OF ACTUARIAL ACCRUED LIABILITY TO PAYROLL

The relationship between actuarial accrued liability and payroll is a useful indicator of the potential volatility of
contributions for a fully funded plan. A funding policy that targets a funded ratio of 100% is expected to resuft
in the ratio of assets to payroll and the ratio of liability to payroll converging over time.

RATIO OF ACTIVES TO RETIREES AND BENEFICIARIES

A young plan with many active members and few retirees will have a high ratio of actives to retirees. A mature
open plan may have close to the same number of actives to retirees resulting in a ratio near 1.0. A super-
mature or closed plan may have significantly more retirees than actives resulting in a ratio below 1.0.

RATIO OF MARKET VALLUE OF ASSETS TO BENEFIT PAYMENTS

The MERS’ Actuarial Policy requires a total minimum contribution equal to the excess {if any)} of three times
the expected annual benefit payments over the projected market value of assets as of the participating
municlpality or court’s Fiscal Year for which the contribution applies. The ratio of market value of assets to
benefit payments as of the valuation date provides an indication of whether the division is at risk for triggering
the minimum contribution rule in the near term. If the division triggers this minimum contribution rule, the
required employer contributions could increase dramatically relative to previous valuations.

RATIO OF NET CASH FLOW TO MARKET VALUE OF ASSETS

A positive net cash flow means contributions exceed benefits and expenses. A negative cash flow means
existing funds are being used to make payments, A certain amount of negative net cash flow is generally
expected to occur when benefits are prefunded through a qualified trust. Large negative net cash flows as a
percent of assets may indicate a super-mature plan or a need for additional contributions,
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State Reporting

The following information has been prepared to provide some of the information necessary to complete
the Public Act 202 pension reporting requirements for the State of Michigan’s Local Government
Retirement System Annual Report (Form No. 5572). Additional resources are available at
www.mersofmich.com and on the State website.

Fortm 5572

Line Reference  Description Resuit

Membership as of December 31, 2021

“{Indicate number.of active members =
Indtcate number oflnar:tzue members (exnludlng pendm refunds)

{Enter actual rate of return - p yearperiod -

16 Enter actual rate of return prior 5-year period

S Enteractuai rate of retum priorm-year penoci
Actuarial Assumptlons

- Actuarial assiimed raté of invastment retar? 71 i S L 7005
Amortization methnd utlilzed for fundlng the system s unfunded actuarlal accrued Iiablhtv, if any Level Percent

HHERaL Y N |Amortizatian period utilized far funding the system's unfunded actuiarlal accrued frabllity, i any=. 5 i T L g
22 s each division within the system closed to new employees?* Yes
24 Enter retirement pensmn svstem s actuarlal value of assets using uniform assumptlons $18,645,079
285 |enter rebirement pansion systerm's actuarial accried labilities {ising uniformassumptions™ e ] T e gy gl
27 Actuarfally Determined Contribution {ADC} vsing uniform assumptions, Fiseal Year Ending June 30, 2022 51,249,836

1 The Municipal Empioyees’ Retirement System’s investmeant performance has been provided to GRS from MERS Investment Staff and
is inciuded here for reporting purposes. The investment performance figures reported are net of investment expenses on a rolfing
calendar year basis for the previous 1-, 5-, and 10-year periods as required under PA 530.

2 Net of administrative and investmant expenses,

3 Populated with the longest amortization period remaining in the amortization schedule, across alt divisions in the plan. This is when
each division and the plan in total is expected to reach 100% funded if all assumptions are met.

4 If all divisions within the employer are closed, “yes.” if at least one division is open {including shadow divisions), *

5 Line 25 actuarial accrued Hability is determined under PA 202 uniform assumptions which differ from the valuation assumptions. In
particular, the assumed rate of return for PA 202 purposes is 6.85%.
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Agenda #3 JOELLEN SHORTLEY

jshorttey@rsjalaw.com

£ecutive Drive, Suite 250
Farmington Hills, Michigan 48331
P 248.485.4100 [ F 248.489.1726 ROSAT! | 5CHULTZ
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MEMORANDUM
TO: Huntington Woods City Commission
CC: Carol Rosati, City Attorney

FROM: Joellen Shortley, Assistant City Attorney
DATE: June 30, 2022

SUBJECT: Wide Open West ("WOW") Uniform Video Service Local Franchise
Agreement Renewal ("Video Franchise Agreement”)

In a letter dated June 23, 2022, WOW requested the City approve a renewal of its Video
Franchise Agreement. The City entered into a Video Franchise Agreement with WOW in
June of 2012, which is about to expire. Video Franchise Agreements are standard form

agreements approved by the Michigan Public Services Commission pursuant to the
Uniform Video Services Local Franchlse Act, Public Act 480 of 2006, MCL 484.3301 et
seq., ("Act 4807).

Under Act 480, the agreements remain in effect for a period of 10 years and may be
renewed for an additional ten years at the request of the video provider. MCL 3302(7).
The standard form agreements leave little discretion for a municipality, The City is
required under Act 480 to approve a fully completed franchise agreement within 30 days
of the date it receives the franchise agreement from a video service provider. If the
municipality does not notify a provider that its agreement is incomplete, or fails to
approve an agreement within 30 days, the agreement is considered complete and
approved. MCL 484.3303(3)

A video service provider is required to pay an annual video service fee. MCL 484.3306(1).
At the expiration of an existing franchise agreement, the fee percentage that may be
charged by a municipality for granting a franchise may not exceed 5% of gross revenue
received by the provider. MCL 484.3306(1)(b). A municipality is prohibited from
demanding an additional fee. MCL 484.3306(3). In addition to the franchise fee, a video
provider is required to pay for the support of cost of pubic, educational and government



Video Service Local Franchise Agreement
June 30, 2022
Page 2

access facilities ("PEG ™) access fees, which may not exceed 2 percent of gross revenues
of the provider.

The current agreement contains a 5% franchise fee and a 1% PEG fee. You are not
permitted to increase the PEG fee; however it may continue at 1%. If the City would like
to continue charging a franchise fee of 5%, that should be indicated by filling in Section
VI.A.li of the agreement.

The agreement requires a description of the video service footprint. The 2012 agreement
included a map of the city with the locations of the WOW footprint noted. If WOW did
not provide a new map, I recommend you ask for verification that there have not been
any changes, or that they provide a new map if they have made changes to their footprint.

Since we have not identified any basis to deny this agreement for being incomplete under
Act 480, we recommend approval of the agreement during the July 5, 2022, City Council
meeting to keep within the required 30-day time frame for approval.
To follow those recommendations, your motion could be as follows:

Motion to approve the Wide Open West Uniform Video Service Local Franchise Agreement
Renewal with a 5% Franchise fee and a 1% PEG fee, for a 10-year term.



internet + tv + phone

32650 North Avis Dr.
Madison Heights, MI 48071

June 23, 2022

Bob Paul
Huntington Woods- Mayor

26815 Scotia
Huntington Woods, Mi 48070

RE: WideOpenWest Michigan, LLC; Active Uniform Video Service Local Franchise Agreement Expiring Soon
Dear Mr Paui,

We enclose for filing WideOpenWest Michigan, LLC renewal of the Uniform Video Service Local Franchise Agreement. If
you have any questions with regard to the renewal or require any further information, please feel free to contact the
undersigned.

I have listed the section of the Agreement that requires the Board's action and affixed a “sign here” tab at each section.
Section VI. Fees, (Franchise fees)
Section VIIl. PEG Fees (Public, Education & Governmental access fees)

Page 9 of the Agreement and page 2 of Attachment 1 are signhature pages. On page 9, Date submitted is the date
you received the Agreement from WOW! and Date completed and approved is the date of the Board's
action.

Please keep one copy of the Franchise agreements as the Cities original. Then send one of the completed Agreements to
my attention in the enclosed envelope as soon as it’s complete.

Regards,

} //1 s
Pt

4

Terrell Priester

Senior Director of Qperations
terrell. priester@wowinc.com
Phone {248) 677-3080




INSTRUCTIONS FOR
UNIFORM VIDEO SERVICE LOCAL FRANCHISE AGREEMENT

Pursuant to 2006 Public Act 480, MCI. 484.3301 ef seq, any Video Service Provider seeking to provide video service in
one or more service areas in the state of Michigan after January 30, 2007, shall file an application for a Uniform Video
Service Local Franchise Agreement with the Local Unit of Government (“Franchising Entity”) that the Provider wishes to
service. Pursuant to Section 2(2) of 2006 PA 480, “Except as otherwise provided by this Act, a person shall not provide
video services in any local unit of government without first obtaining a uniform video service local franchise as provided
under Section 3.” Procedures applicable to incumbent video service providers are set forth below.

As of the effective date (January 1, 2007) of the Act, no existing franchise agreement with a Franchising Entity shall be
renewed or extended upon the expiration date of the agreement. The incumbent video Provider, at its option, may
continue to provide video services to the Franchising Entity by electing to do one of the following:

1. Terminate the existing franchise agreement before the expiration date of the agreement and enter into a new
franchise under a uniform video service local franchise agreement.

2. Continue under the existing franchise agreement amended to include only those provisions required under a
uniform video service local franchise.

3, Continue to operate under the terms of an expired franchise until a uniform video service local franchise
agreement takes effect. An incumbent video Provider with an expired franchise on the effective date has 120
days after the effective date of the Act to file for a uniform video service local franchise agreement.

On the effective date (January 1, 2007) of the Act, any provisions of an existing Franchise that are inconsistent with or in
addition to the provisions of a uniform video service local Franchise Agreement are unreasonable and unenforceable by
the Franchising Entity.

If, at a subsequent date, the Provider would like to provide video service to an additional Local Unit of Government, the
Provider must file an additiona application with that Local Unit of Government.

The forms shall meet the following requirements:

* The Provider must complete both the “Uniform Video Service Local Franchise Agreement” and “Attachment 1 -
Unif ideo Service Logal Fr ise Agreement” forms if they are seeking a new/renewed Franchise

Agreement, and send the forms by mail (certified, registered, first-class, return receipt requested, or by a
nationally recognized overnight delivery service) to the appropriate Franchising Entity. Until otherwise officially
notified by the Franchising Entity, the forms shall be sent to the Clerk or any official with the responsibilities or
functions of the Clerk in the Franchising Entity. “Attachment 2 - Uniform Video Service Local Franchise
Agreement” is not required to be filed at this time unless it is being used regarding amendments,
terminations, or transfers pertaining to an existing Uniform Video Service Local Franchise Agreement.
(Refer to Sections X to XII of the Agreement, as well as Section 3(4-6) of the Act.)

¢ Pursuant to Section 11 of the Act: Except under the terms of a mandatory protective order, frade secrets and
commercial or financial information designated as such and submitted under the Act to the Franchising Entity or
Commission are exempt from the Freedom of Information Act, 1976 PA 442, MCL 15.231 to 15.246 and MUST
BE KEPT CONFIDENTIAL.

1. The Provider may specify which items of information should be deemed “confidential.” it is the
responsibility of the provider to clearly identify and segregate any confidential information submitted
to the franchising entity with the following information:

“linsert PROVIDER’'S NAME]
[CONFIDENTIAL INFORMATIONY"

UniForm VIDEC Sexvick L.ocaL FraNcHISE AGREEMENT




2. The Franchising Entity receiving the information so designated as confidential is required (a) to
protect such information from public disclosure, (b} exempt such information from any response to a
FOIA request, and (c) make the information available only to and for use only by such local officials
as are necessary to approve the franchise agreement or perform any other task for which the
information is submitted.

3. Any Franchising Entity which disputes whether certain information submitted to it by a provider is
entitted to confidential treatment under the Act may apply to the Commission for resolution of such a
dispute. Unless and until the Commission determines that part or ail of the information is not entitled
to confidential treatment under the Act, the Franchising Entity shall keep the information confidential.

* Responses to all questions must be provided and must be amended appropriately when changes occur.

» Aliresponses must be printed out, typed, signed/dated (where appropriate), and mailed (certified, registered, first
class, return receipt requested, or by a national recognized overnight delivery service) to the appropriate party.

» The Agreement and Attachments are templates. Tab through the documents and fill in as appropriate, use the
appropriate “dropdown box” (City/Village/Township) when indicated.

e For sections that need explanation, if the Provider runs out of space, the Provider should then submit the
application with typed attachments that are clearly identified.

s The Franchising Entity shall notify the Provider as to whether the submitted Franchise Agreement is complete as
required by this Act within 15 business days after the date that the Franchise Agreement is filed. If the Franchise
Agreement is not complete, the Franchising Entity shall state in its notice the reasons the franchise agreement is
incomplete. The Franchising Entity cannot declare an application to be incomplete because it may dispute
whether or not the applicant has properly classified certain material as “confidential.”

* AFranchising Entity shall have 30 days after the submission date of a complete Franchise Agreement to approve
the agreement. If the Franchising Entity does not notify the Provider regarding the completeness of the Franchise
Agreement or approve the Franchise Agreement within the time periods required under this subsection, the
franchise agreement shall be considered complete and the Franchise Agreement approved. The Provider shall
notify both the Franchising Entity and the Michigan Public Service Commission of such an approved and

completed Agreement by completing Attachment 3 - Uniform Video Service Local Franchise Agreement.

¢ For changes to an existing Uniform Video Service Local Franchise Agreement (amendments, transfers, or

terminations}, the Provider must complete the “Attachment 2 - Uniform Video Service Local Franchising

Entity” form, and send the form to the appropriate Franchising Entity.

® Forinformation that is to be submitted to the Michigan Public Service Commission, please use the following
address:

Michigan Public Service Commission
Attn: Video Franchising

6545 Mercantile Way

P.O. Box 30221

Lansing, M| 48909

Fax: (517) 241-2400

Questions should be directed to the Service Quality Division, Michigan Public Service Commission at {517) 2416100,

UniForM VIDEO SERVICE LOCAL FRANCHISE AGREEMENT




UniForm ViDEO SERVICE LoCAL FRANCHISE AGREEMENT

THIS UniForm Vipeo ServiCE LocaL FrancHisE AGREEMENT (“Agreement”) is made, pursuant to 2006 PA 480, MCL
484.3301 et seq, (the "Act”) by and between the City of Huntington Woods, a Michigan municipal corporation

{the “Franchising Entity”), and WideOpenWest Michigan, LLLC, a Delaware corporation doing business as
WOW Internet Cable Phone.

I. Definitions
For purposes of this Agreement, the following terms shall have the following meanings as defined in the Act:

“Cable Operator” means that terms as defined in 47 USC 522(5).

“Cable Service” means that terms as defined in 47 USC 522(6).

“Cable System” means that term as defined in 47 USC 522(7).

“Commission” means the Michigan Public Service Commission.

‘Franchising Entity” means the local unit of government in which a provider offers video services through a
franchise.

"ECC"” means the Federal Communications Commission.

‘Gross Revenue” means that term as described in Section 6(4) of the Act and in Section VI{D) of the
Agreement.

"Househeld” means a house, an apartment, a mobile home, or any other structure or part of a structure
intended for residential occupancy as separate living quarters.

“Incumbent video provider” means a cabie operator serving cable subscribers or a telecommunication
provider providing video services through the provider’s existing telephone exchange boundaries in a
particular franchise area within a Jocal unit of government on the effective date of this act.

“IPTV" means internet protocol television,

“Local unit of government” means a city, village, or township.

“Low-income household” means a household with an average annuat household income of less than
$35,000.00 as determined by the most recent decennial census.

METRO Act’ means the Metropolitan Extension Telecommunications Rights-of-Way Oversight Act, 2002 PA
48, MCL 484.3101 ef seq.

“Open video system” or “OVS” means that term as defined in 47 USC 573.

‘Person” means an individual, corporation, association, partnership, governmental entity, or any other legal
entity.

“Public rights-of-way" means the area on, below, or above a public roadway, highway, street, public sidewalk,
alley, waterway, or utility easements dedicated for compatible uses.

“Term” means the period of time provided for in Section V of this Agreement.

“Uniform video service local franchise agreement” or “franchise agreement” means the franchise agreement
required under the Act to be the operating agreement between each franchising entity and video provider in
this state.

“Video programming” means that term as defined in 47 USC 522(20).

“Video service" means video programming, cable services, IPTV, or OVS provided through facilities located at
least in part in the public rights-of-way without regard to delivery technology, including internet protocol
technology. This definition does not include any video programming provided by a commercial mobile service
provider defined in 47 USC 332(d) or provided solely as part of, and via, a service that enables users to
access content, information, electronic mail, or other services offered over the public internet.

U. "Video service provider or “Provider” means a person authorized under the Act to provide video service.

V. ‘“Video service provider fee” means the amount paid by a video service provider or incumbent video provider
under Section 6 of the Act and Section V| of this Agreement.
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Il. Requirements of the Provider

N.

An unfranchised Provider will not provide video services in any local unit of government without first obtaining
a uniform video service focal franchise agreement as provided under Section 3 of the Act (except as
otherwise provided by the Act).
The Provider shall file in a timely manner with the Federal Commumcatlons Commission all forms required by
that agency in advance of offering video service in Michigan.
The Provider agrees to comply with all valid and enforceable federal and state statutes and regulations.
The Provider agrees to comply with all valid and enforceable local regulations regarding the use and
occupation of public rights-of-way in the delivery of the video service, including the police powers of the
Franchising Entity.
The Provider shall comply with all Federal Communications Commission requirements involving the
distribution and notification of federal, state, and local emergency messages over the emergency alert system
applicable to cable operators.
The Provider shall comply with the public, education, and government programming requirements of Section
4 of the Act.
The Provider shall compiy with all customer service rules of the Federal Communications Commission under
47 CFR 76.309 (c) applicable to cable operators and applicable provisions of the Michigan Consumer
Protection Act, 1976 PA 331, MCL 445.901 to 445,922,

i.  Including but not limited to: MCL 445.902; MCL 445.903 (1)(a) through 445.903(1)(cc); MCL

445.903(1)(ff) through (jj); MCL 445.903(2); MCL 445.905; MCL. 445.906; MCL 445.907; MCL

445.908; MCL. 445.910; MCL 445.911; MCL 445.914; MCL 445.915; MCL 445.916; MCL

445918,
The Provider agrees to comply with in-home wiring and consumer premises wiring rules of the Federal
Communications Commission applicable to cable operators,
The Provider shall comply with the Consumer Privacy Requirements of 47 USC 551 applicable to cahle
operators.
if the Provider is an incumbent video provider, it shall comply with the terms which provide insurance for
right-of-way related activities that are contained in its last cable franchise or consent agreement from the
Franchising Entity entered before the effective date of the Act.
The Provider agrees that before offering video services within the boundaries of a local unit of government,
the video Provider shall enter into a Franchise Agreement with the local unit of government as required by the
Act.
The Provider understands that as the effective date of the Act, no existing Franchise Agreement with a
Franchising Entity shall be renewed or extended upon the expiration date of the Agreement.
The Provider provides an exact description of the video service area footprint to be served, pursuant to
Section 2(3})(e) of the Act. If the Provider is not an incumbent video Provider, the date on which the Provider
expects to provide video services in the area identified under Section 2(3)(e) of the Act must be noted. The
Provider will provide this information in Attachment 1 - Uniform Video Service Local Franchise Agreement.
The Provider is required to pay the Provider fees pursuant to Section 6 of the Act,

Hl. Provider Providing Access

A

B.

The Provider shall not deny access to service to any group of potential residential subscribers because of the
race or income of the residents in the local area in which the group resides.
It is a defense to an alleged violation of Paragraph A if the Provider has met either of the following conditions:
i.  Within 3 years of the date it began providing video service under the Act and the Agreement; at least
25% of households with access to the Provider's video service are low-income households.
ii.  Within 5 years of the date it began providing video service under the Act and Agreement and from
that point forward, at least 30% of the households with access to the Provider's video service are
low-income households,

C. [if the Provider is using telecommunication facilities] to provide video services and has more than

1,000,000 telecommunication access lines in Michigan, the Provider shafl provide access to its video service
to a number of households equal to at least 25% of the households in the provider's telecommunication
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service area in Michigan within 3 years of the date it began providing video service under the Act and

Agreement and to a number not less than 50% of these households within 6 years. The video service

Provider is not required to meet the 50% requirement in this paragraph until 2 years after at least 30% of

the households with access to the Provider’s video service subscribe to the service for _ 6 consecutive

months.

D. The Provider may apply to the Franchising Entity, and in the case of paragraph C, the Commission, for a
waiver of or for an extension of time to meet the requirements of this section if 1 or more of the following
apply:

i The inability to obtain access to public and private rights-of-way under reasonable terms and
conditions.

ii.  Developments or buildings not being subject to competition because of existing exclusive service
arrangements.

ii.  Developments or buildings being inaccessible using reasonable technical solutions under commercial
reasonable terms and conditions.

iv.  Natural disasters

v.  Factors beyond the control of the Provider

E. The Franchising Entity or Commission may grant the waiver or extension only if the Provider has made
substantial and continuous effort to mest the requirements of this section. If an extension is granted, the
Franchising Entity or Commission shall establish a new compliance deadline. If a waiver is granted, the
Franchising Entity or Commission shall specify the requirement or requirements waived.

F. The Provider shall file an annual report with the Franchising Entity and the Commission regarding the
progress that has been made toward compiiance with paragraphs B and C.

G. Except for satellite service, the provider may satisfy the requirements of this paragraph and Section 9 of the
Act through the use of alternative technology that offers service, functionality, and content, which is
demonstrably similar to that provided through the provider's video service system and may include a
technology that does not require the use of any public right-of-way. The technology utilized to comply with the
requirements of this section shall include local public, education, and government channels and messages
over the emergency alert system as required under Paragraph II{E) of this Agreement.

IV. Responsibility of the Franchising Entity

A. The Franchising Entity hereby grants authority to the Provider to provide Video Service in the Video Service
area footprint, as described in this Agreement and Attachments, as well as the Act.

B. The Franchising Entity hereby grants authority to the Provider to use and occupy the Public Rights-of-way in
the delivery of Video Service, subject to the laws of the state of Michigan and the police powers of the
Franchising Entity.

C. The Franchising Entity shall notify the Provider as to whether the submitted Franchise Agreement is complete
as required by the Act within 15 business days after the date that the Franchise Agreement is filed. If the
Franchise Agreement is not complete, the Franchising Entity shall state in its notice the reasons the
Franchise Agreement is incomplete. The Franchising Entity cannot declare an application to be incomplete
because it may dispute whether or not the applicant has properly classified certain material as “confidential.”

D. The Franchising Entity shalt have 30 days after the submission date of a complete Franchise Agreement to
approve the agreement. If the Franchising Entity does not notify the Provider regarding the completeness of
the Franchise Agreement or approve the Franchise Agreement within the time periods required under
Section 3(3) of the Act, the Franchise Agreement shall be considered complete and the Franchise
Agreement approved.

i.  If time has expired for the Franchising Entity to notify the Provider, The Provider shall send (via mait:
certified or registered, or by fax) notice to the Franchising Entity and the Commission, using
Attachment 3 of this Agreement.

E. The Franchising Entity shall allow a Provider to install, construct, and maintain a video service or
communications network within a public right-of-way and shall provide the provider with open, comparable,
nendiscriminatory, and competitively neutral access to the public right-of-way.

F. The Franchising Entity may not discriminate against a video service provider to provide video service for any
of the following:

I.  The authorization or placement of a video service or communications network in public right-of-way.
i.  Access to a building owned by a governmental entity.
iii. A municipal utility pole attachment.

G. The Franchising Entity may impose on a Provider a permit fee only to the extent it imposes such a fee on

incumbent video providers, and any fee shall not exceed the actual, direct costs incurred by the Franchising

3
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J.

V. Term

A,

Entity for issuing the relevant permit. A fee under this section shall not be levied if the Provider already has
paid a permit fee of any kind in connection with the same activity that would otherwise be covered by the
permit fee under this section or is otherwise authorized by law or contract to place the facilities used by the
Provider in the public right-of-way or for general revenue purposes.

The Franchising Entity shall not require the provider to obtain any other franchise, assess any other fee or
charge, or impose any other franchise requirement than is allowed under the Act and this Agreement. For
purposes of this Agreement, a franchise requirement includes but is not limited to, a provision regulating rates
charged by video service providers, requiring the video service providers to satisfy any build-out
requirements, or a requirement for the deployment of any facilities or equipment.

Notwithstanding any other provision of the Act, the Provider shall not be required to comply with, and the
Franchising Entity may not impose or enforce, any mandatory build-out or deployment provisions, schedules,
or requirements except as required by Section 9 of the Act.

The Franchising Entity is subject to the penalties provided for under Section 14 of the Act.

This Franchise Agreement shall be for a period of 10 years from the date it is issued. The date it is issued

shall be calculated either by (a) the date the Franchising Entity approved the Agreement, provided it did so
within 30 days after the submission of a complete franchise agreement, or (b) the date the Agreement is
deemed approved pursuant to Section 3(3) of the Act, if the Franchising Entity either fails to notify the
Provider regarding the completeness of the Agreement or approve the Agreement within the time periods
required under that subsection,

B.

VIi. Fees

A.

Before the expiration of the initial Franchise Agreement or any subsequent renewals, the Provider may apply
for an additional 10-year renewal under Section 3(7) of the Act.

A video service Provider shall calculate and pay an annual video service provider fee fo the Franchising
Entity. The fee shall be 1 of the following:

i. If there is an existing Franchise Agreement, an amount equal to the percentage of gross revenue paid
to the Franchising Entity by the incumbent video Provider with the largest number of subscribers in
the Franchising Entity.

ii.  Atthe expiration of an existing Franchise Agreement or if there is no existing Franchise Agresement,
an amount equal to the percentage of gross revenue as established by the Franchising Entity of

% (percentage amount to be inserted by Franchising Entity which shall not exceed 5%) and

shall be applicable to all providers

The fee shall be due on a guarterly basis and paid within 45 days after the close of
the quarter. Each payment shall include a statement explaining the basis for the calculation of the fee.
The Franchising Entity shall not demand any additional fees or charges from a
provider and shall not demand the use of any other calculation method other than allowed under the Act.
For purposes of this Section, “gross revenues” means all consideration of any kind or nature, including,
without limitation, cash, credits, property, and in-kind contributions received by the provider from subscribers
for the provision of video service by the videc service provider within the jurisdiction of the franchising entity.
1. Gross revenues shall include all of the following:

i All charges and fees paid by subscribers for the provision of video service, including equipment
rental, late fees, insufficient funds fees, fees attributable to video service when sold individually or as
part of a package or bundle, or functionally integrated, with services other than video service.

iil.  Any franchise fee imposed on the Provider that is passed on to subscribers.

ili.  Compensation received by the Provider for promotion or exhibition of any products or services over
the video service.

v, Revenue received by the Provider as compensation for carriage of video programming on that
Provider's video service.

v.  All revenue derived from compensation arrangements for advertising to the local franchise area.

vi.  Any advertising commissions paid to an affiliated third party for video service advertising.

2. Gross revenues do not include any of the following:
i. Any revenue not actually received, even if billed, such as bad debt net of any recoveries of
bad debt.
4
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ii. Refunds, rebates, credits, or discounts to subscribers or a municipality to the extent not already offset
by subdivision (D)(i) and to the extent the refund, rebate, credit, or discount is attributable to the video
service,

ii.  Any revenues received by the Provider or its affiliates from the provision of services or capabiities
other than video service, including telecommunications services, information services, and services,
capabilities, and applications that may be sold as part of a package or bundle, or functionality
integrated, with video service.

iv.  Any revenues received by the Provider or its affiliates for the provision of directory or internet
advertising, including yellow pages, white pages, banner advertisement, and electronic publishing.

v.  Any amounts atfributable to the provision of video service fo customers at no charge, including the
provision of such service to public institutions without charge.

vi.  Any tax, fee, or assessment of general applicability imposed on the customer or the transaction by a
federal, state, or local government or any other governmental entity, collected by the Provider, and
required to be remitted fo the taxing entity, including sales and use taxes.

vil.  Any forgone revenue from the provision of video service at no charge to any person, except that any
forgone revenue exchanged for trades, barters, services, or other items of value shall be included in
gross revenue.

viii,  Sales of capital assets or surplus equipment.

ix.  Reimbursement by programmers of marketing costs actually incurred by the Provider for the
introduction of new programming.

X.  The sale of video service for resale to the extent the purchaser certifies in writing that it will resell the
service and pay a franchise fee with respect to the service.

In the case of a video service that is bundied or integrated functionally with other services, capabilities, or
applications, the portion of the video Provider’s revenue attributable to the other services, capabilities, or
applications shall be inciuded in gross revenue uniess the Provider can reasonably identify the division or
exclusion of the revenue from its books and records that are kept in the regular course of business.

Revenue of an affiliate shall be included in the calculation of gross revenues to the extent the treatment of the
revenue as revenue of the affiliate has the effect of evading the payment of franchise fees which would
otherwise be paid for video service,

The Provider is entitled to a credit applied toward the fees due under Section 6(1) of the Act for all funds
allocated to the Franchising Entity from annual maintenance fees paid by the provider for use of public
rights-of-way, minus any property tax credit allowed under Section 8 of the Metropolitan Extension
Telecommunications Rights-of-Way Oversight Act (METRO Act), 2002 PA 48, MCL 484.3108. The
credits shalf be applied on a monthly pro rata basis beginning in the first month of each calendar year in which
the Franchising Entity receives its allocation of funds. The credit allowed under this subsection shall be
calculated by multiplying the number of linear feet occupied by the Provider in the public rights-of-way of the
Franchising Entity by the lesser of 5 cents or the amount assessed under the METRO Act. The Provider is
not eligible for a credit under this section unless the provider has taken all property tax credits allowed under
the METRO Act.

All determinations and computations made under this section shall be pursuant to generally accepted
accounting principles.

Any claims by a Franchising Entity that fees have not been paid as required under Section 6 of the Act, and
any claims for refunds or other corrections to the remittance of the Provider shall be made within 3 years from
the date the compensation is remitted.

The Provider may identify and collect as a separate line item on the regular monthly bill of each subscriber an
armount equal to the percentage established under Section 6(1) of the Act, applied against the amount of the
subscriber's monthly bill.

The Franchising Entity shall not demand any additional fees or charges from a Provider and shall not demand
the use of any other calculation method other than allowed under the Act,

VIl. Public, Education, and Government (PEG) Channels

A. The video service Provider shall designate a sufficient amount of capacity on its network to provide for the

B.

same number of public, education, and government access channels that are in actual use on the incumbent
video provider system on the effective date of the Act or as provided under Section 4(14) of the Act.

Any public, education, or government channel provided under this section that is not utilized by the
Franchising Entity for at least 8 hours per day for 3 consecutive months may no longer be made available to
the Franchising Entity and may be programmed at the Provider’s discretion. At such a time as the
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Franchising Entity can certify a schedule for at least 8 hours of daily programming for a period of 3
consecutive months, the Provider shal! restore the previously reallocated channel.

C. The Franchising Entity shall ensure that all transmissions, content, or programming to be retransmitted by a
video service Provider is provided in a manner or form that is capable of being accepted and retransmitted by
a Provider, without requirement for additicnal alteration or change in the content by the Provider, over the
particular network of the Provider, which is compatible with the technology or protocoi utilized by the Provider
to deliver services.

D. The person producing the broadcast is solely responsible for all content provided over designated public,
education, or government channels. The video service Provider shafl nof exercise any editorial control over
any programming on any channel! designed for public, education, or government use.

E. The video service Provider is not subject to any civil or criminal liability for any program carried on any
channel designated for public, education, or government use.

F. If a Franchising Entity seeks to utilize capacity pursuant to Section 4(1) of the Act or an agreement under
Section 13 of the Act to provide access to video programming over one or more PEG channels, the
Franchising Entity shall give the Provider a written request specifying the number of channels in actual use on
the incumbent video provider's system or specified in the agreement entered into under Section 13 of the
Act. The video service Provider shall have 90 days to begin providing access as requested by the
Franchising Entity. The number and designation of PEG access channels shall be set forth in an addendum
to this agreement effective 90 days after the request is submitted by the Franchising Entity.

G. A PEG channel shall only be used for noncommercial purposes.

VHI. PEG Fees

A. The video service Provider shall also pay to the Franchising Entity as support for the cost of PEG access
facilities and services an annual fee equal to one of the following options:

1. If there is an existing Franchise on the effective date of the Act, the fee (enter the fee amount

) paid to the Franchising Entity by the incumbent video Provider with the largest

number of cable service subscribers in the Franchising Entity as determined by the existing Franchise
Agreement;

2. Atthe expiration of the existing Franchise Agreement, the amount required under (1) above, which is

% of gross revenues. (The amount under (1) above is not to exceed 2% of gross revenues);

3. Ifthere is no existing Franchise Agreement, a percentage of gross revenues as established by the
Franchising Entity and to be determined by a community need assessment, is % of gross
revenues. (The percentage that is established by the Franchising Entity is not to exceed 2% of gross
revenues.}; and

4. An amount agreed to by the Franchising Entity and the video service Provider.

The fee required by this section shali be applicable to al! providers, pursuant to Section 6(9) of the Act,

The fee shall be due on a guarterly basis and paid within 45 days after the close of the quarter. Each

payment shall include a statement explaining the basis for the calculation of the fee.

All determinations and computations made under this section shall be pursuant to generally accepted

accounting principles.

Any claims by a Franchising Entity that fees have not been paid as required under Section 6 of the Act, and

any claims for refunds or other corrections to the remittance of the Provider shall be made within 3 years from

the date the compensation is remitted.

F. The Provider may identify and collect as a separate line item on the regular monthly bill of each subscriber an
amount equal to the percentage established under Section 6(8) of the Act, applied against the amount of the
subscriber’'s monthly bill.

G. The Franchising Entity shall not demand any additional fees or charges from a Provider and shall not demand
the use of any other calculation method other than aliowad under the Act.

m o ow

IX. Audits

A. No more than every 24 months, a Franchising Entity may perform reasonable audits of the video service
Provider’s calculation of the fees paid under Section 6 of the Act to the Franchising Entity during the
preceding 24-month period only. All records reasonably necessary for the audits shall be made available by
the Provider at the focation where the records are kept in the ordinary course of business. The Franchising
Entity and the video service Provider shall each be responsible for their respective costs of the audit. Any
additional amount due verified by the Franchising Entity shall be paid by the Provider within 30 days of the
Franchising Entity's submission of invoice for the sum. If the sum exceeds 5% of the total fees which the

6
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audit determines should have been paid for the 24-month period, the Provider shall pay the Franchising

Entity’s reascnable costs of the audit.
. Any claims by a Franchising Entity that fees have not been paid as required under Section 6 of the Act, and
any claims for refunds or other corrections to the remittance of the provider shall be made within 3 years from

the date the compensation is remitted.
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X. Termination and Modification

This Franchise Agreement issued by a Franchising Entity may be terminated or the video service area footprint may be
modified, except as provided under Section 9 of the Act, by the Provider by submitting notice to the Franchising Entity.
The Provider will use Attachment 2, when notifying the Franchising Entity.

XI. Transferability

This Franchise Agreement issued by a Franchising Entity or an existing franchise of an incumbent video service Provider
is fully transferable to any successor in interest to the Provider to which it is initially granted. A notice of transfer shall be
filed with the Franchising Entity within 15 days of the completion of the transfer. The Provider will use Attachment 2, when
notifying the Franchising Entity. The successor in interest will assume the rights and responsibilities of the original
provider and will also be required to complete their portion of the Transfer Agreement located within Attachment 2.

Xll. Change of Information

If any of the information contained in the Franchise Agreement changes, the Provider shall timely notify the Franchising
Entity. The Provider will use Attachment 2, when notifying the Franchising Entity.

XHI. Confidentiality

Pursuant to Section 11 of the Act: Except under the terms of a mandatory protective order, trade secrets and commercial
or financial information designated as such and submitted under the Act to the Franchising Entity or Commission are
exempt from the Freedom of Information Act, 1976 PA 442, MCL 15.231 fo 15.246 and MUST BE KEPT CONFIDENTIAL.

A, The Provider may specify which items of information should be deemed “confidential.” It is the
responsibility of the provider to clearly identify and segregate any confidential information submitted to the
franchising entity with the following information:

“linsert PROVIDER'S NAME]

[CONFIDENTIAL INFORMATIONT"

B, The Franchising Entity receiving the information so designated as confidential is required (a) to protect
such information from public disclosure, (b) exempt such information from any response to a FOIA
request, and (c) make the information available only to and for use only by such local officials as are
necessary to approve the franchise agreement or perform any other task for which the information is
submitted.

C. Any Franchising Entity which disputes whether certain information submitted to it by a provider is entitled
to confidential treatment under the Act may apply to the Commission for resolution of such a dispute.
Unless and until the Commission determines that part or all of the information is not entitled to confidential
treatment under the Act, the Franchising Entity shall keep the information confidential.

XIV. Complaints/Customer Service

A. The Provider shall establish a dispute resolution process for its customers. Provider shall maintain a local or
toll-free telephone number for customer service contact.

B. The Provider shall be subjected to the penalties, as described under Section 14 of the Act, and the
Franchising Entity and Provider may be subjected to the dispute process as described in Section 10 of the
Act.

C. Each Provider shall annually notify its customers of the dispute resolution process required under Section 10
of the Act. Each Provider shall include the dispute resolution process on its website,

D. Before a customer may file a complaint with the Commission under Section 10(5) of the Act, the customer
shall first attempt to resolve the dispute through the dispute resolution process established by the Provider in
Section 10(2) of the Act.

E. A complaint between a customer and a Provider shall be handled by the Commission pursuant to the process
as described in Section 10(5) of the Act.

F. A complaint between a Provider and a franchising entity or between two or more Providers shall be handled
by the Commission pursuant to the process described in Section 10{6) of the Act.

G. In connection with providing video services to the subscribers, a provider shall not do any act prohibited by
Section 10(1)(a-f) of the Act. The Commission may enforce compliance to the extent that the activities are
not covered by Section 2(3)(l) in the Act.

8
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XV. Notices

Any notices to be given under this Franchise Agreement shall be in writing and delivered to a Party personally, by
facsimile or by certified, registered, or first-class mail, with postage prepaid and return receipt requested, or by a nationally
recognized overnight delivery service, addressed as follows:

If to the Franchising Entity: If to the Provider:
(must provide street address) {must provide street address)

City of Huntington Woods:

City of Huntington Woods WideOpenWest Michigan, L1.C
26815 Scotia 32650 North Avis Dr.
Huntington Woods, MI 48070 Madison Heights, MI 48071
Attn: Bob Paul Attn: Terrell Priester

Fax No.: Fax No.: 248-677-9021

Or such other addresses or facsimile numbers as the Parties may designate by written notice from time to time.
XVL. Miscelilaneous

A. Goveming Law. This Franchise Agreement shall be governed by, and construed in accordance with,
applicable Federal laws and laws of the State of Michigan.

The parties to this Franchise Agreement are subject to all valid and enforceable provisions of the Act.
Counterparts. This Agreement may be signed in one or more counterparts, each of which shall be deemed
an original and all of which together shall constitute on and the same agreement.

Power to Enter. Each Party hereby warrants to the other Party that it has the requisite power and authority to
enter into this Franchise Agreement and to perform according to the terms hereof.

The Provider and Franchising Entity are subject to the provisions of 2006 Public Act 480.

m o om
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the Parties, by their duly authorized representatives, have executed this Franchise Agreement.

City of Huntington Woods, a Michigan Municipal

Corporation

By
Bob Paul

Print Name

Mayor

Title

26815 Scotia

Address
Huntington Woods, M1 48070

City, State, Zip
248-541-4300

Phone

Fax

bpaul.org

FRANCHISE AGREEMENT (Franchising Entity to Complete)

Date submitted:

Date completed and approved.:

10

WideOpenWest Michigan, LI.C, a Delaware
corporation doing business as WOW! Cable
Internet Phone

. \-/(M r/)’e\ "

Terrell Priester

Print Name
Senior Director of Operations

Titie
32650 North Avis Dr.

Address

Madison Heights, M 48071

City, State, Zip
248-677-9080

Phone

248-677-9021

Fax
terrell. priester@wowinc.com

Emait
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ATTACHMENT 1

UniForm ViDEo SERVICE LocaL FRANCHISE AGREEMENT

{Pursuant To 2006 Public Act 480)
{Form must be typed)

Date: June 21, 2022

Applicant'’s Name: WideOpenWest Michigan, LL.C d/b/a WOW! Internet Cable Phone

Address 1: 32650 North Avis Dr.

Address 2: Phone: 248-677-92080

City: Madison Heights | State: MI Zip: 48071

Federai I.D. No. (FEIN): 04-3561701

Company executive officers:

Name(s): Teresa Elder, Henry Hryckiewicz, Shannon Campain, Don Schena, Bill Case, David
Burnick & John Rego

Title(s): CEQ,CTO, CCO, CXO, CIQ,CHRO & CFO

Person(s) authorized to represent the company before the Franchising Entity and the Commission:

Name: Terrell Priester

Title: Senior Director of Operations

Address: 32650 North Avis Dr.; Madison Heights, MI 48071

Phone: 248-677-9080 lFax: 248-677-9021 ]Emaél: terrell.priester@wowinc.com

Describe the video service area footprint as set forth in Section 2(3e) of the Act. (An exact description
of the video service area footprint to be served, as identified by a geographic information system
digital boundary meeting or exceeding national map accuracy standards.)

Refer to the set of area system prints provided in this package.
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[Option A: for Providers that Options B and C are not applicable, a description based on a geographic
information system digital boundary meeting or exceeding national map accuracy standards]

[Option B: for Providers with 1,000,000 or more access lines in Michigan using telecommunication facilities to
provide Video Service, a description based on entire wire centers or exchanges located in the Franchising
Entity]

[Option C: for an Incumbent Video Service Provider, it satisfies this requirement by allowing the Franchising
Entity to seek right-of-way information comparable to that required by a permit under the METRO Act as set
forth in its last cable franchise or consent agreement from the Franchising Entity entered into before the
effective date of the Act]

Pursuant to Section 2(3)(d) of the Act, if the Provider is not an incumbent video Provider, provide the
date on which the Provider expects to provide video services in the area identified under Section
2(3)(e} (the Video Service Area Footprint),

Date:

For All Applications:
Verification
{Provider)

I, Terrell Priester, of lawful age, and being first duly sworn, now states: As an officer of the Provider, | am
authorized to do and hereby make the above commitments. 1 further affirm that all statements made above are
true and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief.

Name and Title (printeg): Terrell Priester, Senior Director of Operations J

Signature: \4\/ JM ) 9 /ﬁJ Date:  (, /23 / 729

{Franchising Entity)

City of Huntington Woods, a Michigan municipal corporation

By

Bob Paul

Print Name

Mayor

Title

26815 Scotia

Address

Huntington Woods, MI 48070
City, State, Zip

248-541-4300
Phone

Fax
bpaul.org

Emait

Date
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ATTACHMENT 3

UniIForm ViDEO SERVICE LocAL FRANCHISE AGREEMENT
(Form must be typed)

THE UNIFORM VIDEO SERVICE LOCAL FRANCHISE AGREEMENT (“Agreement”) is considered completed and
approved on this date July 21, 2022, pursuant to 2006 PA 480, Section 3(3) between City of Huntington
Woods, a Michigan municipal corporation (the “Franchising Entity”), and WideOpenWest Michigan, LLC, a
Delaware corporation doing business as WOW! Internet Cable Phone.

Pursuant to Section 3(3) of the Act, “A Franchising Entity shall have 30 days after the submission date of a complete
franchise agreement to approve the agreement. If the Franchising Entity does not notify the Provider regarding the
completeness of the franchise agreement or approve the franchise agreement within the time periods required under this
subsection, the franchise agreement shall be considered complete and the franchise agreement approved.”

The Uniform Video Service Local Franchise Agreement was first filed on June 21, 2022, and has exceeded the 30 day
submission date (pursuant to Section 3(3) of the Act) on July 21, 2022. Attachment 3 is being sent as a notification of a

Franchise Agreement that is considered completed and approved to both City of Huntington woods, a Michigan
municipal corporation (the “Franchising Entity”), as well as the Michigan Public Service Commission.

(Provider)

I, Terrell Priester, of lawful age, and being first duly sworn, now states: As an officer of the Provider, | am
authorized to do and hereby make the above commitments. 1 further affirm that all statements made above are
frue and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief.

Name and Title (printeg)): Terrell Priester, Senior Director of Operations

Signature: \_/( &_M /j /é:\, Date: (‘) / .Zg /‘Z 7
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Agenda #4

Manager’s Memo

To: Honorable Mayor and City Commission; Carol Rosati, City Attorney;
Hank Berry, Zoning Administrator

From: Chris D. Wilson, City Manager
Date: June 3, 2022

Subject:  City of Huntington Woods Solar Ordinance.

As the Commission is aware, the Environmental Sustainability Advisory
Committee (ESAC) has been working, in conjunction with the Planning
Commission, on revisions to the City’s Solar Ordinance. The Solar Ordinance
can be found in Chapter 40, Section 9.03 of the Zoning Code.

This matter has been under review by the ESAC for quite some time. It came
before the Commission in 2021 for review and discussion. Upon my arrival 1
reviewed the work done on the ordinance to date and reviewed the feedback
from the City Commission. In recent meetings with the ESAC was able to
propose modifications that met, in my belief, the concerns expressed by the City
Commission to previous versions of the revised ordinance.

Specifically, the ESAC was agreeable to language change that would aillow by
right solar panels to be installed on residential property in the rear yard or side
yard of existing structures. Front yard solar installations would require a variance
approval by the Zoning Board of Appeais (ZBA). As a non-use variance,
applicants seeking to have solar panels, as defined in the ordinance, would need
to establish a practical difficulty that would prevent the installation and use of
these devices on other parts of the property.

The revised language has been reviewed by our law firm. [ believe that as
drafted this ordinance streamlines the approval process for our residents while
addressing the City Commissions concerns and improves and updates our



definitions and terms. Accordingly, | would recommend proceeding with the
following schedule:

Public Hearing: June 7, 2022
First Reading: June 7, 2022
Second Reading and Adoption: July 5, 2022.

RECOMMENDATION: ...be it so resolved that the City Commission for the City
of Huntington Woods sets a Public Hearing for Tuesday, June 7, 2022 for the
purpose of taking comments on proposed changes to Chapter 40, Section 9.03
of the Municipal Code; Solar Structures and Easements.



CITY OF HUNTINGTON WOODS
OAKLAND COUNTY, MICHIGAN

ORDINANCE NO.

AN ORDINANCE TO AMEND CHAPTER 40, ZONING, ARTICLE 9, SUSTAINABLE
DESIGN AND ENVIRONMENTAL STANDARDS, TO REPLACE IN ITS ENTIRETY
SECTION 9.03, SOLAR STRUCTURES AND EASEMENTS; AND TO PROVIDE
PENALTIES FOR VIOLATIONS THEREOE.

THE. CITY OF HUNTINGTON WOODS ORDAINS:

Section 1 of Ordingance. Ordinance Amendment.

Chapter 40, Zoning, Article 9, Sustainable Design and Environmental Standards, Section 9.03,
Solar Structures and Easements, is hereby replaced in its entirety to read as follows:

Section 9.03 - Solar Structures and Easements

A.

Purpose and Intent. It is the general purpose and intent of the City to balance the need for
clean, renewable and abundant energy resources that may reduce dependence upon scarce
and nonrenewable fossil fuels, with the necessity to protect the public health, safety and
welfare of the City, as well as to preserve the integrity, character, property valoes and
aesthetic quality of the community at large.

Definitions.

Building-integrated solar energy device: A solar energy device that integrates solar panels
into the building envelope, where the solar panels themselves act as a building material -
such as roof shingles.

Facade mounted solar energy device: A solar energy device where an array is affixed to
the side of a building.

Ground mounted solar energy device: A solar energy device where an array is mounted
onto the ground.

Roof mounted solar energy device: A solar energy device that is mounted on a roof. Roof
mounted solar energy devices shall include roof mounted building-integrated solar energy
devices.

Solar energy device: A system or series of mechanisms designed primarily to provide
heating or cooling or to produce electrical or mechanical power by collecting and
transferring solar-generational energy. The term includes a mechanical or chemical device
that has the ability to store solar-generating energy for use in heating or cooling in the
production of power.



Standards

M
)

()

(4)

()

(6)

(7
()
*

(10)

(1)

Solar energy devices are permitted in all zoning districts.

Solar energy devices shall be permifted on principal and accessory buildings in
accordance with applicable zoning regulations.

Roof mounted solar energy devices shall not project vertically above the peak of
the roof to which it is attached, or project vertically more than three (3) feet above
a flat roof installation.

Roof mounied solar energy devices shall be located on a rear or side facing roof,
which does not front any street.

Frames shall be the same color as the collector surface. All panels shall have an
anti-reflective coating.

A setback from all roof edges as defined by the 2012 International Fire Code or any
code adopted thereafter, shall be provided to ensure that firefighters may access the
roof in a quick and safe manner and may penetrate the roof to create ventilation if
necessary.

Ground mounted solar energy devices shall be prohibited.
Fagade-mounted solar energy devices shall be prohibited.

Solar energy devices in historic districts are subject to Historic District Commission
review.

Solar storage batteries. When solar storage batteries are included as part of the
solar energy system, they must be placed in a secure container or enclosure when
in use, and when no longer used shall be disposed of in accordance with applicable
laws and regulations.

Installation and Maintenance: Solar energy systems shall be installed, maintained
and used only in accordance with the manufacturer’s specifications. The
installation manuals and specifications must be submitted with the permit
application. The installation of solar energy systems shall comply with the Building
code, the Electrical Code and any other applicable federal, state and local codes and
all requirements of the Federal Aviation Administration. Installation of a solar
energy system shall not commence until all necessary permits have been issued.
Building rails must be inspected before panels are installed.



Section 2 of Ordinance. Repealer.

All ordinances, parts of ordinances, or sections of the City Code in conflict with this Ordinance
are repealed only to the extent necessary to give this Ordinance full force and effect.

Section 3 of Ordinance. Severability.

Should any section, subdivision, clause, or phrase of this Ordinance be declared by the courts to
be invalid, the validity of the Ordinance as a whole, or in part, shall not be affected other than the
part invalidated.

Section 4 of Ordinance, Savings.

All proceedings pending and all rights and liabilities existing, acquired or incutred at the time this
Ordinance takes effect, are saved and may be consummated according to the law in force when
they were commenced.

Section 5 of Ordinance. Effective Date,

This Ordinance shall be effective on the 8th day after publication, or a later date as provided in the
Michigan Zoning Enabling Act for when a petition for voter referendum on this ordinance and/or
anotice of intent to submit such a petition is timely filed with the City Clerk

Section 6 of Ordinance. Enaciment.

This Ordinance is declared to have been enacted by the City Commission of the City of Huntington
Woods at a meeting called and held on the __ day of , 2022, and ordered to be
given publication in the manner prescribed by law.

Ayes:

Nays:
Abstentions:
Absent;

STATE OF MICHIGAN )
) ss.
COUNTY OF CAXLAND )

I, the undersigned, the qualified and acting City Clerk of the City of Huntington Woods, Oakland
County, Michigan, do certify that the foregoing is a true and complete copy of the Ordinance
adopted by the City Commission of the City of Huntington Woods at a meeting held onthe
day of , 2022, the original of which is on file in my office.

HEIDI BARCKHOLTZ, City Clerk
City of Huntington Woods



CITY OF HUNTINGTON WOODS
OAKLAND COUNTY, MICHIGAN

ORBINANCE NO.
AN ORDINANCE TO AMEND CHAPTER 40, ZONING, ARTICLE 9, SUSTAINABLE
DESIGN AND ENVIRONMENTAL STANDARDS, TO REPLACE IN ITS ENTIRETY
SECTION 9.03, SOLAR STRUCTURES AND EASEMENTS; AND TO PROVIDE
PENALTIES FOR VIOLATIONS THEREOF.
THE CITY OF HUNTINGTON WOODS ORDAINS:

Section 1 of Ordinance. Ordinance Amendment.

Chapter 40, Zoning, Article 9, Sustainable Design and Environmental Standards, Section 9.03,
Solar Structures and Easements, is hereby replaced in its entirety to read as follows:

Section 9.03 - Solar Structures and Fasements

A, Purpose and Intent. It is the general purpose and intent of the City to balance the need for
clean. renewable and abundant energy resources that may reduce dependence upon scarce
and nonrenewable fossil fuels, with the necessity to protect the public health, safety and
welfare of the City, as well as to preserve the inteprity. character, property values and
acsthetic quality of the commmunity at large.

B. Pefinitions,

Building-integrated solar energy device: A solar energy device that integrates solar panels

into the building envelope, where the solar panels themselves act as a building material
such ag roof shingles,




Facade mounted solar energy device: A solar energy device where an array is affixed to
the side of a bualding.

Ground mounted solar eneroy device: A solar enerey device where an array is mounted
onto the ground.

Roof mounied solar enerey device: A solar energy device that is mounted on a roof. Roof
mounted solar enerey devices shall include roof mounted building-integrated solar energy
devices. ‘

Solar energy device: A system or series of mechanisms designed primarily to provide
heating or cooling or to produce electrical or mechanical power by collecting and
transferring solar-generational energy. The term includes a mechanical or chemical device
that has the ability to store solar-generating energy for use in heating or cooling in the
production of power.

Standards

(1) Solar energy devices are permitted in all zoning districts.

() Solar energy devices shall be permitted on principal and accessory buildings in
accordance with applicable zoning regulations.

(3) Roof mounted solar energy devices shall not project vertically above the peak of
the roof to which it is attached, or project vertically more than three (3) feet above
a flat roof installation.

(4) Roof mounted solar energy devices shall be located on a rear or side facing roof,
which does not front any street.

(5} Frames shall be the same color as the collector surface. All panels shall have an
anti-reflective coafing.

{6) A sethack from all roof edoes as defined by the 2012 International Fire Code or any
code adopted thereafter, shall be provided to ensure that firefighters mayv access the
roof in a gquick and safe manner and may penetrate the roof to create ventilation if

BECessary.

(1) Ground mounted solar enerov devices shall be prohibited.

(&) Facade-mounted solar energy devices shall be prohibited.

(% Solar enerev devices in historic districts are subject to Historic District Commission
Teview.




(10)  Solar storage batteries. When solar storage batteries are included as part of the
solar enerpy system, they must be placed in a secure container or enclosure when
in use, and when no longer used shall be disposed of in accordance with applicable
laws and regulations.

(11) __ Installation and Maintenance: Solar energy systems shall be installed. maintained
and used only in accordance with the manufacturer’s specifications. The
installation manuals and specifications must be submitted with the permit
application. The installation of solar energy systems shall comply with the Building
code, the Electrical Code and any other applicable federal, state and local codes and
all requirements of the Federal Aviation Administration. Installation of a solar
energy system shall not commence until all necessary permits have been issued.
Building rails must be inspected before panels are installed.

Section 2 of Ordinance. Repealer,

All ordinances, parts of ordinances, or sections of the City Code in conflict with this Ordinance
are repealed only to the extent necessary to give this Ordinance full force and effect.

Section 3 of Ordinance. Severability.

Should any section, subdivision, clause, or phrase of this Ordinance be declared by the courts to
be invalid, the validity of the Ordinance as a whole, or in part, shall not be affected other than the
part invalidated.

Section 4 of Ordinance. 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 according to the law in force when
they were commenced.

Section 3 of Ordinance. Effective Date,

This Ordinance shall be effective on the 8th day after publication, or a later date as provided in the
Michigan Zoning Enabling Act for when a petition for voter referendum on this ordinance and/or
a notice of infent to submit such a petition is timely filed with the City Clerk

Section 6 of Ordinance. Enactment.

This Ordinance is declared to have been enacted by the City Commission of the City of Huntington
Woods at a meeting called and held on the  day of , 2022, and ordered to be
given publication in the manner prescribed by Iaw.

Ayes:
Nays:
Abstentions:



Absent;

STATE OF MICHIGAN )
) ss.
COUNTY OF OAKLAND )

I, the undersigned, the qualified and acting City Clerk of the City of Huntington Woods, Ozakland
County, Michigan, do certify that the foregoing is a true and complete copy of the Ordinance
adopted by the City Commission of the City of Huntington Woods at a meeting held onthe
day of , 2022, the original of which is on file in my office.

HEIDI BARCKHOLTZ, City Clerk
City of Huntington Woods



