City of the Village of Clarkston
375 Depot Rd
Clarkston, Michigan 48346
City Council Regular Meeting
06 14 2021

This meeting is being held pursuant to Public Act 254, which
was adopted by the leqgislature on December 22, 2020, allowing
virtual meetings to continue upon a local Declaration of Emergency, which was adopted
by the Clarkston City Council on March 30, 2021 to continue virtual meetings until June
30, 2021.

You may join the meeting from your computer, tablet or smartphone using the

following link: https://global.gotomeeting.com/join/650621253 Or you may call-

in using the following phone number and access code: (571) 317-3122 , Access
Code: 650-621-253

1. Call To Order
2. Pledge Of Allegiance

3. Roll Call
Mayor Haven, Avery, Bonser, Casey, Kneisc, Luginski, Wylie

4. Approval Of Agenda - Motion

5. Public Comments:
Individuals have the opportunity to address the City Council on subjects not on the
Agenda, limiting their comments to three minutes. Alternatively, public comments may
be emailed to City Manager Jonathan Smith @ smithj@villageofclarkston.org or City
Clerk Jennifer Speagle @ speaglej@villageofclarkston.org and they will be read out loud
during this time. If preferred, comments may be stated or submitted anonymously.

6. FYL

6.a. Vaccine Clinics
Vaccine Clinics available @ Groveland Fire Dept. June 15th form 9am-1pm and
Springfield Fire Station 2 on June 17th from 3pm-7pm

Documents:
FYI VACCINE CLINICS 06 14 2021.PDF

6.b. 41st Annual Concerts In The Park
Concerts in the Park dates, headliners and sponsorship opportunities.



Documents:
FYI CONCERTS IN THE PARK 2021 06 04 2021.PDF
7. Sheriff Report For May 2021
Documents:
SHERIFF REPORT MAY 2021.PDF
8. City Manager Report
Documents:
CITY MGR REPORT 06 14 2021.PDF

9. Motion Acceptance Of The Consent Agenda As Presented
Minutes and Treasurer's Report
Minutes
Final 05 10 2021
Draft 05 24 2021
Treasurer's Report 06 14 2021

Documents:
06 14 2021 CONSENT AGENDA.PDF

10. Old Business
10.a. RPDD Proposal
Planning Commission Recommendation to Council - Align the RPDD Ordinance
Language, Scope and Standards with the Master Plan

Documents:
RESOLUTION RPDD 06 14 2021.PDF

10.b. Short Term Rentals
Planning Commission Reply to Short Term Rental Regulations.

Documents:
DISCUSSION SHORT TERM RENTAL 06 14 2021.PDF

10.c. Discussion: Mains Street Speed Data

Documents:

DISCUSSION SOUTHBOUND M15 SPEED DATA_07JUN2021_FINAL 06 14
2021.PDF

10.d. Discussion In Person Meetings

Documents:

DISCUSSION IN PERSON MEETINGS 06 14 2021.PDF



10.e. Resolution: Paid Parking And Parking Enforcement

Documents:

RESOLUTION PAID PARKING AND PARKING ENFORCEMENT 06 14
2021.PDF

11. New Business
11.a. Resolution: Millage Rate

A Resolution to establish the Millage Rate for the City of the Village of Clarkston for
FY 21-22.

Documents:
RESOLUTION MILLAGE RATE 06 14 2021.PDF

11.b. Discussion: November 2nd, 2021 Election Updates

Documents:

DISCUSSION ELECTION UPDATES FOR NOVEMEBER 2ND 2021 06 14
2021.PDF

11.c. Resolution: Budget Amendment

Documents:
RESOLUTION BUDGET AMENDMENT 06 14 2021.PDF

12. Adjourn

Only those matters that are on the agenda are to be considered for action.


http://mi-villageofclarkston.civicplus.com/4e3cbc4f-685c-4dc4-99ca-40c5b32b375e

One by one...
we get stronger.

VACCINE CLINICS

are coming to YOUR area!

Save Your Spot online or walk-in to receive a vaccine.
Everyone age 12 and older is eligible to receive a COVID-19 vaccine.

June 15 June 17

9am—1pm 3pm-—7pm
Groveland Fire Department Springfield Fire Station #2
14645 Dixie Highway e Holly 10280 Rattaless Lake Rd.  Davishurg

Gome Prepared for Your Appointment

e Wear a mask and bring a valid photo 1D

e Wear clothing that allows your arm to be easily accessible

» A parent or legal guardian must attend the appointment of
anyone under age 18 to provide consent for the vaccination.

a.
OAKIAND

EQLJIIVGI‘NY To register for an appointment or learn more about the COVID-19

vaccine, scan the QR Code with your smartphone camera or visit: :.' "
Zj?————— DaklandGountyVaccine.com me«:




?CLARKSTON

Area Chamber of Commerce

41st ANNUAL

CONCERTS IN
THE PARK

Presented by:

7 _sMclaren
CLARKSTON
JOIN US IN DEPOT PARK FOR 6 WEEKS OF FREE CONCERTS

LAST 3 FRIDAYS IN JUNE & FIRST 3 FRIDAYS IN JULY
LOCAL TALENT 6-7PM -- HEADLINERS 7-9PM
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?CLARKSTON

Area Chamber of Commerce

41st ANNUAL

CONCERTS IN
THE PARK

Presented by:

7 sMclaren

CLARKSTON

SPONSORSHIP OPPORTUNITIES

____Corporate Sponsor $1500

o Quarter-page color ad in event program, printed weekly
e Logo included in all promotional materials

e 6 weeks advertising in local print

o Online promotion on Chamber website and social media
e Logo onh gazebo and fence banner at each concert

e Display space at event

___Titanium Sponsor $500 |

e Quarter-page color ad in event program, printed
weekly
o Name on Chamber website

____Platinum Sponsor $250

e Colored company logo in event program, printed
weekly
P: 248-625-8055 | F: 248-625-8041 | E: KENDAL@CLARKSTON.ORG | 5856 S MAIN ST. CLARKSTON, Ml 48346
COMPANY
CONTACT PERSON PHONE
EMAIL

SOCIAL MEDIA




OAKLAND COUNTY SHERIFF DEPARTMENT

INDEPENDENCE SUBSTATION

TO: John Smith, City Manager
FROM: Lieutenant Todd Hill, Substation Commander
SUBJECT: City of the Village of Clarkston Monthly Report

2021 2021 [ 2020
ARRESTS JAN | FEB [ MAR [ APR | MAY | JUN | JUL | AUG | SEP | OCT [ NOV [ DEC | YTD YTD
Felony (CLR-059) 2 0 1 2 1 6 13
Misdemeanors (CLR-059) 3 2 7 5 1 18 46
MICR:
Violent Crimes (CLR-004) 1 0 0 1 0 2 12
Property Crimes (CLR-004) 1 0 0 2 1 4 20
TRAFFIC:
Monthly Warnings - Citation Report 1 2 4 7 1 15 57
Monthly Citations - Citation Report 3 1 1 7 7 19 64
Crashes - Crash Report 1 0 1 3 2 7 22
LIQUOR INSPECTION ACTIVITY:
Alcohol Compliance Checks (AE) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Violations (CLR-065) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
COMMUNITY LIAISON:
Community Meetings L3535 1 2 2 1 2 8 0
Community Other L3539 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
STATION STATISTICS:
Calls for Service (CLR-065) 74 56 144 | 133 | 178 585 975




New Statistical Line



City of the Village of Clarkston
City Manager Report
June 14, 2021

Response Regarding Donation

After receiving a request from the Clarkston News to address negative comments regarding a $10,008
contribution to Howard & Howard to reduce the City’s legal fees in the Bisio Lawsuit, the following
response was provided by the Michigan Municipal League:

In an effort to lessen the financial impact of the Bisio lawsuit, the City requested of its insurer MMLLPP, in
addition to paying a portion of the negotiated settlement amount with Susan Bisio’s retained law

firm, contribution towards the legal fees of Howard & Howard for work Mark Peyser did to bring the Bisio
matter to a conclusion. As a good will gesture, the MMLLPP agreed to contribute towards the Howard &

Howard legal bills because the MMLLPP believed that the efforts of Mr. Peyser went above and beyond in
bringing the Bisio matter to a conclusion. After the facilitation, Mr. Peyser, continued conversations with
all the parties, including Ms. Bisio and her counsel Richard Bisio, and negotiated the terms and conditions
of the final settlement agreement consistent with the facilitator’s recommended settlement amount.

Cybersecurity

In light of several high-profile new stories recently about cybersecurity attacks, | contacted our IT service
provider this week to verify that daily file server backups are still being performed. The answer is yes,
full file backups to an offsite location - the best protection against cyberattacks - are being performed
daily.

Title VI Non-Discrimination Plan

The City’s “Title VI Non-Discrimination Plan” was updated and filed last week, as required by the State of
Michigan. The purpose of the Title VI Plan is to assure that services, programs, and activities of the City
are offered, conducted and administered fairly, without regards to race, color, national origin, sex, age,
or disability of the participants. The full 36-page plan may be found under City Documents on the City’s
website.

COVID Vaccine

Oakland County is encouraging anyone 12 or older that hasn’t already been vaccinated to visit the
Groveland Fire Department on Tuesday June 15" between 9AM and 1PM or the Springfield Fire Station
#2 on Thursday, June 17™ between 3PM and 7PM to obtain a free shot. No appointment required. See
the flyer under the FYI section of this packet for more information.

City Hall Public Restroom

The new electronic lock on the City Hall public restroom is fully installed and operational, allowing us to
lock or unlock the restroom remotely as required. After recent vandalism in the park and in the
restroom, we are monitoring the hours of operation to mitigate further damage.

Respectfully submitted, Jonathan Smith, City Manager, June 10, 2021



City of the Village of Clarkston
Artemus M. Pappas Village Hall
375 Depot Road
Clarkston, Michigan 48346
City Council Regular Meeting Minutes

05 10 2021 Final Minutes

5/10/2021 - Minutes

1. Call To Order
@ 7:01pm by Mayor Haven

2. Pledge Of Allegiance

3. Roll Call
Haven, Avery, Bonser, Casey, Kneisc, Luginski, Wylie - Present (all calling in from Clarkston Mi)

4, Approval Of Agenda - Motion
Motion by Wylie Second by Casey to approve the Agenda as presented. Haven, Avery, Bonser, Casey,
Kneisc, Luginski, Wylie - Yes. Motion Carries.

5. Public Comments:
By Chet Pardee. Joe Luginski. Gary Casey.

6. FYI: Public Notices
Planning Commission Public Hearing on 05 17 2021
Proposed 2021/22 Budget Public Hearing on 05 24 2021

7. Sheriff Report For April 2021
8. City Manager Report
9. Motion Acceptance Of The Consent Agenda As Presented

Motion by Avery Second by Luginski to approve the Consent Agenda as presented. Haven, Avery, Bonser,
Casey, Kneisc, Luginski, Wylie - Yes. Motion Carries.

10. Old Business
11. New Business

11.a. Discussion: Disabled Veteran Tax Exemption Annual Filing
Permanently disabled Veterans who receive tax exemption must now file annually.

11.b. Discussion: 2021/2022 FY Budget Proposed Salary Changes
Preliminary discussion on proposed salary changes for the 2021/2022 budget proposal.

11.c. Motion: HDC Nomination
Discussion on replacement for John Nantau.

12, Adjourn
Motion by Avery Second by Wylie to adjourn @ 8:07pm. Haven, Avery, Bonser, Casey, Kneisc, Luginski,
Wylie - Yes. Motion Carries.



Respectfully Submitted by Jennifer Speagle, City Clerk.



City of the Village of Clarkston
Artemus M. Pappas Village Hall
375 Depot Road
Clarkston, Michigan 48346
City Council Regular Meeting Minutes

05 24 2021 Draft Minutes

5/24/2021 - Minutes

1. Call To Order
@ 7:00 PM By Mayor Haven

2. Pledge Of Allegiance

3. Roll Call
Haven, Bonser, Casey, Kneisc, Luginski and Wylie - Present all calling in from Clarkston Mi. Avery -

Absent.

4. Approval Of Agenda - Motion
Motion by Wylie Second by Casey to approve the Agenda as presented. Haven, Bonser, Casey, Kneisc,

Luginski, Wylie - Yes Motion Carries.

5. Public Comments:
by Chet Pardee

6. FYI. Class Of 2021 Commencement Cruise

7. FYI: Public Notices
ZBA hearing for 29 S Holcomb on 06 03 2021

8. City Manager Report
Jonathan Smith discussed the recent issues with groups of kids in Depot Park.

9. Motion Acceptance Of The Consent Agenda As Presented
Motion by Wylie Second by Bonser to approve the Consent Agenda as presented. Haven, Bonser, Casey,
Kneisc, Luginski, Wylie - Yes Motion Carries.

10. Old Business

10.a. Discussion/Motion Access To Middle Lake From White Lk Rd
Jonathan Smith to bring proposals with pricing on fencing and signage to future Council meeting.

10.b. Motion: HDC Nomination
Motion by Haven Second by Bonser to nominate Rob Hauxwell to the HDC finishing out John Nantau's
term ending June 30th 2021 and continuing on through June 30th of 2023. Haven, Bonser, Casey,
Kneisc, Luginski, Wylie - Yes Motion Carries.

11. New Business

11.a. Resolution: Category B Road Grant FY 23
Motion by Wylie Second by Kneisc to authorize Jonathan Smith to apply for $54,8450.00 in funding
through MDOT from the Transportation Economic Development Category B Program to resurface Miller
Rd from Holcomb to Glenburnie. Haven, Bonser, Casey, Kneisc, Luginski, Wylie - Yes. Motion
Carried.




11.b. Resolution: Budget Amendment
Motion by Wylie Second by Bonser to authorize the City Treasurer to complete a Budget Amendment
in the amount of $4,700.00. $3,000.00 Realigning Construction Loan Payment budget from New Lease
Space (construction loan payment) budget to the City Hall Interest Expense budget. $1,600.00
Realigning excess DPW Leave & Holiday Pay budget to DPW Labor - Dump Truck budget. $100.00
Realigning excess DPW Winter Maintenanace Salary budget to DPW Unemployment Insurance
(S8UTA) budget. Haven, Bonser, Casey, Kneisc, Luginski, Wylie - Yes Motion Carries.

12. 21/22 FY Budget Public Hearing

12.a. Public Hearing Call To Order
By Mayor Haven @ 8:13pm

12.b. Presentation Of The Draft 21/22 FY Budget And CIP
By City Manager Jonathan Smith.

12.c. Public Comments:
By Chet Pardee

12.d. Close Of Public Hearing
@ 9:30

13. Adjourn

Motion by Bonser Second by Wylie to Adjourn at 9:31 pm. Haven, Bonser, Casey, Kneisc, Luginski, Wylie
- Yes Motion Carries.

Respectfully Submitted by Jennifer Speagle, City Clerk.



TREASURER'S REPORT FOR CITY COUNCIL MEETING: 6/14/2021

Treasurer’s Report:

I. Disbursements from 05/01/2021 -5/31/2021

101 General Fund S 20,921.82
202 Major Streets S 858.67
231 Parking Meter Fund S 9.50
236 Friends of Depot Park S 801.98
295 Mill Pond Lake S 250.00
401 Capital Projects Fund S 19,946.28
590 Sewer Fund S 68,204.10
Total S 110,992.35
. Invoices for review and payment approval
Carlisle Wortman - Master Plan, Bldg Adm, Planner & Other S 472.50
Carlisle Wortman - Master Plan, Bldg Adm, Planner & Other = 1,500.00
Tom Ryan - Proffesional Services (May Invoice) S 1,235.00
Tom Ryan - Clarkston Court Prosecution (May Invoice) S 190.00
Total S 3,397.50
11l. Other Checks for Review
$ -
5 -
Total $ -
GRAND TOTAL S 114,389.85

Prepared by Gregory Cote' 6/10/2021




06/02/2021 CHECK DISBURSEMENT REPORT FOR CITY OF THE VILLAGE OF CLARKSTON
CITECK DATE FROM 05/01/2021 - 05/31/2021
Check Date Check # Payee Description Account Dept Amount
05/02/2021 10222 DOUG WEAVER BLDG INSPECTORS' SALARIES T03.004 371 260.00
05/02/2021 10223 JEFEF SHAFER BLDG INSPECTORS' SALARIES 703.004 371 260.00
05/02/2021 10224 MERLE WEST BLDG INSPECTORS' SALARIES 703.004 371 195.00
05/02/2021 10225 CHARTER TOWNSHIP OF INDEPEND SEWER & WATER-VH 921,000 265 30.80
05/05/2021 10226 INDEPENDENCE TOWN. PARKS, REC CDBG DISBURSEMENTS 957.000 265 7,000.00
05/05/2021 10227 CITY OF THE VILLAGE OF CLARKST SEWER & WATER-VH 92.1.000 265 177.37
05/03/2021 10228 COMCAST TELEPHONE EXPENSE 850.000 264 568.24
05/05/2021 10229 DTE ENERGY DLETROIT EDISON-VH 920.000 265 166.54
05/05/2021 10229 DTE ENERGY DETROIT EDISON-VH 920.000 265 1246
05/05/2021 10229 ’ DETROIT EDISON-VH 920,000 265 22.21
05/05/2021 10229 DTE UPPER PARKING LOT 923.000 265 118.36
05/05/2021 10229 DTE UPPER PARKING LOT 923.000 263 2221
05/05/2021 10229 DTE UPPER PARKING LOT 923.000 265 15.44
05/03/2021 10229 DTE UPPER PARKING LOT 923.000 265 14.95
CHECK GEN 10229 TOTAL FOR FUND 101: 37217
05/05/2021 102304 SHERMAN PUBLICATIONS, INC PUBLICATIONS 901.000 215 696.90
03/05/2021 10230 SHERMAN PUBLICATIONS, INC PLANNING COMMISSION 717.000 721 103.50
CHECK GEN 10230 TOTAL FOR FUND 101: 80040
05/05/2021 10231 STAPLES OFFICE SUPPLIES 727.000 264 57.40
05/05/2021 10232 THOMAS ] RYAN PC LEGAL FEES 803.000 266 1,163.75
05/05/2021 10232 THOMAS ] RYAN PC LEGAL FEES 803.000 266 190.00
CHECK GEN 10232 TOTAL FOR FUND 101: 1,333.75
05/12/2021 10233+ CARDMEMBER SERVICE DUES & CONFERENCES 938.000 101 280.12
05/12/2021 10233 CARDMIEMBER SERVICE TECHNOLOGY/INTERNET EXPENSE 852.000 261 15.89
05/12/2021 10233 CARDMIENMBER SERVICE SUPPLIES-VH BUILDING 726,004 265 49.38
05/12/2021 10233 CARDMEMBER SERVICE PARK MATERIALS 728.000 265 72229
CHECK GEN 10233 TOTAL FOR FUND 101: 1,067.68
05/12/2021 10234 BEDROCK EXPRESS LTD PARK MATERIALS 728.000 265 118.65
05/12/2021 10234 BEDROCK EXPRESS LTD PARK MATERIALS T728.000 265 67.80
05/12/2021 10234 BEDROCK EXPRESS LTD PARK MATERIALS 728.000 265 67.80
05/12/2021 10234 BEDROCK EXPRESS LTD PARK MATERIALS 728.000 265 67.80
05/12/2021 10234 BEDROCK EXPRESS LTD PARK MATERIALS 728.000 265 67.80
CHECK GEN 10234 TOTAL FOR FUNID 101: 380.85
05/12/2021 10235 CONSUMERS ENERGY VH - UTILITIES CONSUMERS 921.000 265 76.88
053/12/2021 10236 DTE ENERGY DTE STREET LIGIITING 926.000 448 1,234.61
05/12/2021 10237 [MTOME DEPOT CREDI'T SERVICES PARK MATERIALS 728.000 265 537.87
05/12/2021 10238 RICOIT USA, INC OFFICE SUPPLIES 727000 264 136.95
05/12/2021 10239 CITARTER TOWNSHIP OF INDEPEND VEIICLES - GAS & OIL 862.000 446 113.86
05/12/2021 10240 CARLISLE/WORTMAN ASSOCIATLES, 1 BLDG DEPT PROFESSIONAL FEES 809.000 371 1,500.00
05/19/2021 10242 JOE LUGINSKI HISTORIC DIST COMMISSION EXP 936.003 723 152.00




05/19/2021

05/19/2021

05/19/2021

05/26/2021
05/26/2021
05/26/2021
05/26/2021
05/26/2021
05/26/2021

03/26/2021

05/26/2021

05/26/2021

03/26/2021

05/12/2021

05/12/2021

03/12/2021

05/05/2021

05/26/2021

05/12/2021

05/12/2021

05/12/2021

05/19/2021
05/19/2021

05/19/2021

05/19/2021

HLUINDICATES CHECK DISTRIBUTED TO MORE THAN ONE FUND

10243

1024

10245

10246
10246
10246
10246
10246
10246

10247

10248

10249

10250

102334

1118

1016

258

259

10233%#

10241

2071

2078
2078

2079

2080

CARLISLE/WORTMAN ASSOCIATES, 1 PLANNING COMMISSION

BLUE CARE NETWORK

HOWARD & IIOWARD

BEDROCK EXPRESS LTD
BEDROCK EXPRESS LTD
BEDROCK EXPRESS LTD
BEDROCK EXPRESS LTD
BEDROCK EXPRESS LTD
BEDROCK EXPRESS LTD

TTEALTII INSURANCE

LEGAL FEES

PARK MATERIALS
PARK MATERIALS
PARK MATERIALS
PARK MATERIALS
PARK MATERIALS
PARK MATERIALS

CIECK GEN 10246 TOTAL FOR FUND 101:

PETTY CASIH - CITY OF CLARKSTON PETTY CASH

RICOII USA INC

JOIN MCDONALD

JENNIFER [IERRAMANN

CARDMEMBER SERVICE

PASSPORT LABS, INC

RAY WIEGAND'S NURSERY

STATE OF MICIIGAN

GOOSE BUSTERS!

CARDMEMBER SERVICE

ASI SINAGE INNOVATIONS

CARDMEMBER SERVICE

RICOH COPIER LEASE

PARK MATERIALS

IISTORIC DIST COMMISSION XTI
Total for fund 101 GENERAL

TRAFFIC SERVICES
Total for fund 202 MAJOR STREET

MISC EXPENSE
Total for fund 231 PARKING METER FUND

TREE MEMORIAL
Total for fund 236 FRIENDS OF DEPOT PARK

GOOSE ROUNDUP

GOOSE ROUNDUP
Total for fund 295 MILL POND LAKE IMPROVEMENT FUND

PROFESSIONAL & CONTRACTUAL SERVICES

STREET SIGNS & POSTS
Total for fund 401 CAPITAL PROJECT FUND

POSTAGE

CITARTER TOWNSHIP OF INDEPEND CLINTON/OAKLAND SEWER QTRLY
CHARTER TOWNSHIP QF INDEPEND QTLY VILLAGE SEWER CHARGES
CHECK SEWER 2078 TOTAL FOR FUND 590:

GREAT LAKES WATER AUTHORITY

ROB HAUXWELL

TOTAL - ALL FUNDS

IWC CHARGES IND 'TWP

DUE TO RESIDENT
Total for fund 590 SEWER

HAINDICATES CHECK DISTRIBUTED TO MORE THAN ONE DEPARTMENT

TLrr.on0

709.000

803.000

728.000
728.000
728.000
728.000
728.000
728.000

004000

941.000

728.000

956.003

777000

757.000

752,000

812.000

812.000

805.001

819.000

727.001

814000
814001

814002

276.000

721

441

266

265
265
265

265
265

oo

264

265

723

452

204

264

901

446

536

536
536

536

000

810.00

332

1,835.00

192,75
19275
67.80
67.80
67.80
250,00
838.90

103.20

202.65

5292

400,00
20,921,82

838.67
858.07

9.50
9.50

801.98
801.98

200,00

50.00
250.00

32028

19,620.00
19,946.28

110.00

45,246.56
22,609.18
67,855.74

67.45

170.91
68,204.10
110,992.35



0

Carlisle | Wortman

ASSOCIATES, INC.

117 NORTH FIRST 5TREET  SUITE 70  ANN ARBOR, M| 48104  734.662.2200 734.662.1935 pax

- INVOICE

Jonathan Smith, City Mgr. Invoice No. 2161103
The City of the Village of Clarkston Client No.: 273
375 Depot Road ]
Clarkston, MI 48346 Lt U603l
Period End: 5/31/2021
Planning Consultation
5/17/2021 BC  Planning Commission attendance and
preparation: 3.00 @ 105.00/hr = 315.00
1. RPDD revisions
2. Short Term Rental
5/18/2021 BC 29 Holcomb zoning review
1.50 @ 105.00/hr = - 157.50

IR

-~ £
AMOUNT DUE THIS INVOICE: K\\—/)

$472.50
s
\OV=721-T717 0

Page |




0
Carlisle | Wortman

H550CIATES, INC.

117 NORTH FIRST 5TREET  SUITE70 ANN ARBOR, MI 48104  734.462.2200 734.642.1935 eax

Code Enforcement Services Division

TIN# 38-298-9393 INVOICE

Jonathan Smith, City Mgr. Invoice No. 2160955

City of the Village of Clarkston Client No.: 1035

375 Depot Street o

Clarkston, MI 48346 Dat.e. Jortz]
Period End: 5/31/2021

Building Administration

5/3/2021 SW  Monthly Retainer
Monthly Retainer = $1,500

(*New rate for 2018)

SUBTOTAL DUE THIS INVOICE

$1,500.00

==

Page |




Thomas J. Ryan, P.C.

2055 Orchard Lake Road
Sylvan Lake, Ml 48320

Invoice submitted to:
Jonathan Smith

City Manager
City of the Village of Clarkston O@

375 Depot Road
Clarkston, M 48346 . O

June 01, 2021

Invoice #10968 \Q

Professional Services

5/3/2021 Review correspondence from City Manager re; Short Term Rentals and
House Bill #4722; Correspondence to City Manager and Mr. Carlisle re: Short

Term Rental issue
5/5/2021 Phone call from Jim Meloche re: HDC issues re: 177 N. Main
5/6/2021 Review correspondence from Mr. Meloche re; 177 N. Main Street and draft
agenda for 6/11/21 HDC meeting
5/10/2021 Attend City Council Meeting

Review Council Meeting Packet for 5/10/21 meeting
5/11/2021 Review correspondence from Mrs. McLean re: HDC 5/11 Meeting.
Phone call to Mr. Meloche re: 177 N. Main and HDC meeting tonight

5/12/2021 Review correspondence from Mr. Litile re: Planning Commission
Agenda/Meeting 5/17.

Phone call to Mr. Meloche re: HDC 5/11 Meeting, 177 N. Main front porch
issue.

5/13/2021 Phone call from City Manager re: miscellaneous/HDC issue on main street.

Hrs/Rate

0.50
95.00/hr

0.50
95.00/hr

0.50
95.00/hr

1.00
95.00/hr

0.50
95.00/hr

0.50
95.00/hr

0.50
95.00/hr

0.50
95.00/hr

0.50
95.00/hr

0.50
95.00/hr

e e e e ==

248-334-9938

Amount

47.50

47.50

47.50

95.00

47.50

NO CHARGE

4750 _

47.50 ~

47.50

47.507

\/"



Jonathan Smith

5/19/2021

5/20/2021

512412021

5/25/2021

5/28/2021

Review Appellant's Motion to Set Aside Dismissal and Reinstate Claim of
Appeal, Brief in Support of Motion; Preparation of Answer to Appellant's
Motion to Set Aside Dismissal and Reinstate Claim of Appeal; Efile with

Circuit Court
Correspondence fo Mr. Smith and Mr. Meloche re: forwarded copy of
Appellant's Motion to Set Aside Dismissal and Reinstate Claim of Appeal;

Appelles's Answer to Motion to Set Aside Dismissal and Reinstate Claim of
Appeal; court hearing on 5/26/21 re: 42 W. Washington

FPhone call with Mr. Mulvihill re: appeal of HDC/Circuit Court.

Attend City Council Meeting (7:00 - 9:30)
Review Council Packet for 5/24/21 Council Meeting

Review correspondence from Judge Grant's chambers re: oral arguments
waived for Lehman motion/Judge to issue written opinion.

Phone call from building official, Craig Strong, re: apartments at 35 Madison
Court Issue.

Correspondence to Mr. Smith and Mr. Little re; Senate Bill 446 regarding
Short Term Rentals

Review correspondence from Building Official Strong re: 35 Madison Court
violation notice

Phone call from Building Official Strong re: using International Property
Maintenance Code re: 35 Madison Court

For professional services rendered
Previous balance

Accounts receivable fransactions

5/10/2021 Payment - Thank YouNo. 10232

Total payments and adjustments

Balance due

Page 2

Hrs/Rate Amount

1.50 142.50 -

95.00/hr

0.50 47.50

95.00/hr

0.50 47.50

95.00/hr

2.50 237.50 -

95.00/hr

0.50 47.50

95.00/hr

0.50 47.50

95.00/hr

0.50 47.50

95.00/hr

0.50 47.50

95.00/hr

0.50 47.50

95.00/hr

0.50 47.50

95.00/hr ﬂfﬁ:q_&qiﬁ_\_

13.50 (\M,zss.oo f
Se— = /__;;;,1
$1,163.75

($1,163.75)
($1,163.75)

$1,235.00




Thomas J. Ryan, P.C.

2055 Orchard Lake Road
Sylvan Lake, Ml 48320

Invoice submitted to:
Jonathan Smith

City Manager
375 Depot Road
Clarkston, Ml 48346

June 01, 2021

In Reference To:Clarkston Court/Prosecution
Invoice #10967

Professional Services

Hrs/Rate Amount
5/3/2021 Phone call to 52/2 District Court re: status of 5/5/21 docket 0.50 47.50
95.00/hr
5/6/2021 Phone call from 52/2 District Court re: availability for court hearing on 5/12/21 0.50 47.50
95.00/hr
5/7/2021 Review correspondence from 52/2 District Court re:court hearing on 5/12/21 0.50 47.50
before Judge Kostin 95.00/hr
6M2/2021 Appear for Pretrial at 52-2 District Court before Judge Kostin re; Clarkston v 0.50 47.50
Alexander esoobr
e )
For professional services rendered 2.06\ $190.00 P
Previous balance é"?éﬁﬁbf s
v
Accounts receivable transactions
5/10/2021 Payment - Thank YouNo. 10232 ($120.00)
Total payments and adjustments ($190.00)
$190.00

Balance due



Planning Commission Recommendation to
Council — Align the RPDD Ordinance Language,
Scope and Standards With The Master Plan

1. Background

In 2019, the Planning Commission prepared a new Master Plan
for adoption and approval by City Council. That plan contained
a Future Land Use map which recommended Residential Mixed
Use (RMU) for certain parcels. It went on to describe possible
densities of 6 to 8 units per acre for new developments.

More recently, it was determined that the City’s Residential
Planned Development District zoning designation was out of
date and not compatible with the future vision.

In response, City Council gave the Planning Commission the
green light to research other communities and recommend
Ordinance changes to improve development potential and
provide clear standards for new construction. The new
Ordinance language will align the Master Plan with the Zoning
Ordinance.

2. The Public Hearing

On May 17, 2021, the PC held a Public Hearing to review the
new RPDD language and explain the link between the Master
Plan and Article 8 of the Ordinance.



3. The New Ordinance Language

Attached are 3 documents to help explain the new changes as
we prepare for Council approval:

A. A Carlisle/Wortman memo explaining the scope and
intent of the changes (previously reviewed by
Council).

B. A clean copy of the Article 8 RPDD language.

C. A marked-up copy of the Article 8 RPDD language.

4. Recommendation

The PC recommends that you accept the Ordinance changes
and authorize the PC to move forward to implement them.

Submitted to Council for the PC on 10June 2021.

Rich Little Chair — Planning Commission
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Carlisle | Wortman

ASSOCIATES, INC,

117 NORTH FIRST STREET SUITE70 ANN ARBOR, M1 48104 734.662.2200 734.662.1935 FAX

TO: City Council, The City of the Village of Clarkston
Jonathon Smith, City Manager
Rich Little, Planning Commission Chair

FROM: Richard K. Carlisle, FAICP
Ben Carlisle, AICP

DATE: February 3, 2021
RE: Residential Planned Development District (RPDD) Ordinance Review and Recommended
Amendments

Recently the Planning Commission and Historic District Commission considered a concept plan for a
Residential Planned Development District (RPDD) multiple family development at the southeast corner of
Waldon Road and Main Street. The RPDD is an existing valuable zoning tool in the zoning ordinance that
permits flexibility in zoning regulations to permit for more creative and innovative development. While
the Planning Commission acknowledged that the proposed density for the development was too intense,
it was noted that the current RPDD allowed for limited zoning flexibility and offered few incentives for its
use to allow for more creative development.

With that recognition, Carlisle|Wortman Associates was asked to review the RPDD regulations and
suggest amendments for Planning Commission consideration. The Planning Commission considered the
recommended amendments at three separate meetings. At their February 1, 2021 meeting, the Planning
Commission voted 5-0 to forward the following amendments to the City Council for their consideration.
Please note that the Planning Commission has not drafted revised ordinance language but will do so once
they receive direction from the City Council.

Many of the recommended amendments are procedural; however, the Planning Commission
recommends three substantial amendments:

1. Allowance for mixed use;

2. Increased allowable height; and

3. Increased allowable density.

Existing Regulations:

There are three different districts that permit multiple family residential, all with varying density
allowances:

District Density
RM, Multiple Family | Efficiency/1 Bedroom | 2-Bedroom (8000 | 3-Bedroom (10000 sq/ft per
Residential (6000 sq/ft per unit) = | sq/ft per unit) = | unit) = 4.4 units/acre
7.3 units/acre 5.5 units/acre

Richard K. Carlisle, President Douglas J. Lewan, Executive Vice President John L. Enos, Principal
David Scurto, Principal Benjamin R. Carlisle, Principal Sally M. Elmiger, Principal  Craig Strong, Principal R. Donald Wortman, Principal
Laura K. Kreps, Senior Associate  Paul Montagno, Associate




RE: RPDD Ordinance Review and Recommended Amendments
February 3, 2021

VC, Village Commercial No set cap in the ordinance. Density would be limited by height, setback,
and parking requirements.

RPDD, Residential Planned | Based on underlying zoning district.
Development District

Please note that density is also controlled through other various zoning regulations including parking,
height, and setbacks. These in combination with set density restrictions also limit density. For example,
both the VC-Village Commercial and RM-Multiple Family Residential is capped at 2.5 stories. In addition,
RM, Multiple Family Residential has a variety of setbacks from property lines and building-to-building
setbacks that may also greatly restrict density. Although the VC, Village Commercial does not have a set
cap, density is regulated through other zoning regulations.

As for RPDD-Residential Planned Development District, the maximum density shall comply with the
dimensional standards of the underlying zoning district. For sites such as the corner of Waldon and Main
which is zoned R-1-Low Density Single Family, the maximum density is 2.7 units per acre. Furthermore,
the PUD Ordinance permits very limited discretionary authority for the Planning Commission to
recommend and for the City Council to permit greater density through the PUD process. In other words,
the City would have to have a strong basis for deviating from Ordinance requirements. Thus, the PUD has
little incentive as written because it does not allow density increases and offers very little deviations to
the underlying zoning with regards to setbacks, lot areas, and widths.

Like Communities:

As part of our analysis we reviewed similar communities in southeast Michigan for comparison. Similar
to Clarkston, many of the “Downtown” or “Mixed Use” districts do not have a set cap regarding density
with regards to units per acre; however they have an artificial cap through the height restrictions, setback
restrictions, or parking requirements that in essence restrict density.

Most communities cap density in multiple family residential districts by a unit per acre factor. The range
varies from 4.4 units / per acre to 24 units per acre.

Municipalities | District Density

Plymouth B2, Downtown No set cap in the ordinance
RM-2, High Density Residential 16.1 to 24.2 units/acre (based
on bedroom type)

Northville CBD, Central Business District No set cap in the ordinance
R4, High Density Residential 4.4 units / per acre

Saline C-1, Central Area District No set cap in the ordinance
R3, Multiple Family residential 5.6 units / per acre

Howell MXD, Mixed Use District No set cap in the ordinance
R-M, Multiple Family Residential | 6 to 10 units / per acre (based
District on bedroom type)

Rochester CBD, Central Business District No set cap in the ordinance
RM-1, Multiple Family | 11.6 to 19.4 units / per acre
Residential District (based on bedroom type)

Holly CBD, Central Business District No set cap in ordinance




RE: RPDD Ordinance Review and Recommended Amendments

February 3, 2021

RM, Moderate Density

7.3 to 10.9 units/acre (based on
bedroom type)

Looking at like communities, we find that Clarkston’s density provisions for multiple family are consistent.
However, a cap of 4.4 units per acre for 3-bedrooms and 5.5 units per acre for 2-bedrooms are lower than

comparable communities.

Proposed Regulatory Consideration:

The details to these recommendations are listed below in the table. The left column is the identified issue
to be addressed. The middle column in the existing ordinance language (actual language in italics). The
right column is the suggested amendment.

Issue to be addressed:

Existing Ordinance (section)

Proposed Revisions

The only uses allowed in
RPDD are residential

Detached single-family dwelling units:
open space or cluster housing projects
with one or more types of residential
uses. (8.03)

Consider allowing for mixed-use
development which may include
office or commercial and residential.

To establish a parameter, add
language that states for site that are
master planned as residential or
mixed use residential, non-
residential uses may only account for
10% of the overall floor area.

Height in a RPDD is
limited to 2.5 stories and
35-feet

The maximum height of buildings in
the RPDD district shall not exceed a
height of two and one-half (2}4) stories
or thirty-five (35) feet. (8.18.D)

Consider allowing up to 3 stories and
40-feet if contextually appropriate.
Contextually appropriate can
included consideration of:

1. Height of adjacent structures

2. Topography

3. Architectural style

4, Public benefit achieved as a

result of increased height

The increase in height is purely
discretionary and reviewed on a
case-by-case bhasis by both the
Planning Commission and the City
Council.

Deviations for density
and bulk regulations are
very limited with current
regulations

Maximum density, minimum floor
area and maximum height shall
comply with the dimensional
standards of the underlying zoning
district, but the lot area, setback and
width requirements may be reduced

Amend Section 8.03:

1. Allow density consistent
with future land use plan (for
mixed use residential that
would between 6 to 8 units
and acre) and permit a




RE: RPDD Ordinance Review and Recommended Amendments

February 3, 2021

by up to twenty percent (20%) with the
resultant area preserved as open
space. (8.03)

density increase to that of up
to 25%.

2. Allow greater flexibility to
reduce lot area, setback, and
width requirements.

A density of 6 to & units would be in-
line with like communities.

The allowable density increase is
purely discretionary and reviewed on
a case-by-case basis by both the
Planning Commission and the City
Council.

The application process
requires the
“contractual

agreement” to occur
after the rezoning and
the preliminary site plan
is approved. Most
ordinances require the
“contractual

agreement” as part of
the initial rezoning

A. The application process for a
RPDD  involves: Request for
rezoning to appropriate RPDD
designation and a conceptual
(preliminary) site plan.

B. A Final Site Plan(s). City of the
Village of Clarkston VIlI-3 Article
VIl Zoning Ordinance Residential
Planned Development District

€ A Contractual Agreement
between the applicant and the

Make contractual agreement as part
of Step A and rename it “RPDD
Agreement.”

approval. City.
D. A Final Site Plan review for each

building or project phase, where

appropriate. (8.04)
Application process | D. The petition shall be filed with the | Once filed with City Clerk, allow Clerk
seems superfluous. | City Clerk who shall transmit the | to forward to the Planning
Unsure of the purpose of | petition and the area plan to the City | Commission.
having the Clerk forward | Council. The City Council shall forward
to City Council, who then | the petition to the Planning
forwards to the Planning | Commission. (8.05.D)
Commission.
Unnecessary  timeline | Multiple sections of the ordinance | Overall we  recommend on

review requirements

(8.05.E, 8.05.F, 8.05.H, 8.16.A) put
time requirements on when the
Planning Commission or City Council
must consider an application.

eliminating any requirement that the
Planning Commission or City Council
must review the application within a
certain timeframe. Due process is
important and necessary, but we find
no legitimate purpose on putting an
unnecessary “shot clock” on the
Planning Commission or City Council.




RE: RPDD Ordinance Review and Recommended Amendments

February 3, 2021

The application process

requires the
“contractual
agreement” to occur

after the rezoning and
the preliminary site plan
is  approved. Most
ordinances require the
“contractual
agreement” as part of
the initial rezoning
approval. Same issue as
noted in Section 8.04

Upon approval of the Final RPDD Site
Plan, the applicant shall submit a
written agreement setting forth the
conditions upon which the RPDD
approval was based, as specified,
including a specific list of any
approved  deviations  from  the
standards of this Ordinance. The
Planning Commission shall review the
agreement, with assistance from the
City Attorney. The agreement City of
the Village of Clarkston VIII-5 Article
Vill  Zoning Ordinance Residential
Planned Development District shall be
recorded in the office of Oakland
County, Register of Deeds at the
expense of the applicant. (8.08)

Amend Section 8.08 to make
Contractual Agreement to be
reviewed and approved by the City
Council as part of the RPDD and
Conceptual Site Plan approval.

RPDD review standards

There are seven standards for
Planning Commission and City Council
to consider when reviewing a RPDD
(8.11)

Amend Section 8.11 (Standards for
Approval of Conceptual RPDD Site
Plan) to strengthen standards for the
Planning Commission and City
Council to apply when considering a
RPDD.

There is no provision in
the existing ordinance
that sets forth the
procedure if an applicant
desires or is required
(often due to
engineering issues) to
amend the RPDD after
preliminary site plan
approval and prior to
final site plan approval

Upon approval of the Conceptual
RPDD Site Plan by the City Council, the
property shall be rezoned to an
appropriate  Residential ~ Planned
Development District Zoning District,
with the underlying zoning district
noted on the Official Zoning Map for a
Residential  Planned Development
District. (8.12)

Amend Section 8.12 (Approval of
Conceptual RPDD Site Plan) to give
authority to the Planning
Commission to determine if a
requested change is major or minor.

Add provision that any major change
to the approved RPDD will require a
resubmittal and public hearing with
the Planning Commission and
approval by the City Council.

How to measure
elevation changes

Minor Changes to approved RPDD:

Horizontal and/or vertical elevations
may be altered by up to five percent
(5%). (8.16.B.4)

Not sure to measure percent change
in elevations. Amend language to
use “consistency” as a standard for
elevation change.

There is no requirement
of a performance
guarantee in existing

Not Applicable

Add provision to the RPDD that notes
that a performance guarantee may




RE: RPDD Ordinance Review and Recommended Amendments

February 3, 2021

anuage. Performance
guarantee is a financial
commitment from the
developer to ensure the
project will be
completed as approved.

be required in accordance with
Section 15.20.

The purpose of these amendments is to (1) protect Clarkston’s historic character, (2) ensure high quality
development standards, and (3) encourage creative development that is complementary to the single-
family fabric of the community. Please note that the Planning Commission has not drafted revised
ordinance language but will do so once they receive direction from the City Council.

| look forward to discussing these options at an upcoming meeting. Please let me know if you have further

questions.

Yours Truly,

W Deas K Quwg Bt cets

CARLISLE/WORTMAN ASSOC.,

Richard K. Carlisle, AICP
President

CARLISLE/WORTMAN ASSOC,, INC.
Benjamin R. Carlisle, LEED AP, AICP




ARTICLE YIII

RPDD, RESIDENTIAL PLANNED DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT

SECTION 8.00 PURPOSE

Residential Planned Development District (RPDD) standards are provided as a design option to
permit flexibility in the regulation of land development; lo encourage innovation in land use, form
of ownership and variety in design, layout, and type of sfructures constructed; fo preserve
significant natural features and open space; to promote cfficient provision of public services and
utilities; to minimize adverse tralfic impacts; to provide adequate housing and employment; to
encourage development of convenient recreational facilities; and to encourage the use and
improvement of existing sites when the uniform regulations contained in other zoning districts
alone do not provide adequate protection and safeguards for the site or its surrounding areas. The
RPDD standards are not intended to avoid the imposition of standards and requirements of other
zoning classifications rather than to achieve the stated purposes herein set forth.

For properties approved for RPDD designation, these RPDD standards provide the residential
developer with flexibility in design and permit variation of the specific bulk, area, and in some
specified situations the density requirements of this Ordinance on the basis of the total RPDD plan,
subject to the approval of the RPDD plan by the Planning Commission and City Council in
accordance with the requirements as herein set forth.

SECTION 8.01 QUALIFYING CONDITIONS

The following provisions shall apply to all Residential Planned Development Districts:

A. The RPDD site shall be under the control of one owner or group of owners and shall be
capable of being planned and developed as one integral unit.

B. A RPDD zoning classification may be initiated only by a petition.

@, A minimum size of one (1) acre of contiguous land is required.

D. The site shall have significant natural or historic features which will be preserved through
development under the RPDD standards, as determined by the Planning Commission, or
the RPDD will provide a complementary mixture of uses, a variety of housing types or a
design that preserves common open space, which is not possible under the standards of
another zoning district.

E. The site shall be served by a sanitary sewer system.

E The RPDD will create a more desirable environment than would be possible through the
application of strict zoning requirements applied in other sections of this Ordinance.

City of the Village of Clarkston VIII-1 Article VIII
Zoning Ordinance Residential Planned Development District



SECTION 8.02 RESIDENTIAL RPDD ZONING DESIGNATION

A property meeting the qualifying conditions may be rezoned to a Residential RPDD District,
based on the standards shown in the following table and appropriate standards contained elsewhere
in this Zoning Ordinance. The rezoning shall be concurrent with the approval of a RPDD
Conceptual Plan. The RPDD designation shall be noted in the application, and on the Official
Zoning Map upon approval.

SECTION 8.03 CITY OF THE VILLAGE OF CLARKSTON RESIDENTIAL
PLANNED DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT

District Type of Permitted Speeial
Name District Uses Land Uses el ebitional-Provisiony
Residential Overlay of a | Detached Same as
Planned residential single-family underlying Masimunrdensitr—minimun-Hoor
Development | district dwelling units: | residential sica-didbmmdinn - heiuahihall
District open space or district comply-with-the-dimensional
(RPDD) cluster housing standarde-o e urderbvineroning
projects with distriet
one or more
types of ~but the lotarea setbaclcand
residential uses . width requirements-may-he
redueed-by-up-to-twenty—percent
For sites that 0% it the resubantaren
are identified in presepvedis-open-spaee—Wetland
the Future Land setbacks may-not-be redueed:
Use Plan of Wetlands-and-land-witheut
Master Plan as perlable sotbsshall-he-credited-as
Village bt eepereen-23tn o Ftheir
Commercial or area-tor-purpeses-elealedlating
Residential overal-density:
Mixed Use,
non-residential
uses mav only
of the overall
loor area.

A, Common Property in the Planned Development. Common properly in the RPDD
District consists of a parcel or parcels of land, together with the improvements thereon, the
use and enjoyment of which are shared by the owners and occupants of the planned
development, When common properly exists, the ownership of such common property may
be either public or private. When common property exists in private ownership, satisfactory
arrangements must be made for the improvement, operation, and maintenance of such

City of the Village of Clarkston VIII-2 Article VIII
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common property and facilities, including private streets, drives, service and parking areas,
and areas for recreation and open space.

SECTION 8.04 APPLICATION AND REVIEW PROCEDURE

The application process for a RPDD involves:

A:———Requesl for rezoning to appropriate RPDD designation and a conceptual (preliminary) site
plan.
A.

B——A Final Site Plan(s). with a RPDD -

&B. A-Contractual Agreement between the applicant and the City.

B.C. A Final Site Plan review for each building or project phase, where appropriate.

SECTION 8.05 APPLICATION PROCEDURE AND ZONING APPROVAL
PROCESS

Process for rezoning to appropriate RPDD designation and Conceptual RPDD Plan.

A. General. Whenever any Planned Development District or an area plan for such District is
proposed, before any building permit for the erection of a permanent building in such
district shall be granted, and before any subdivision of any point thereof may be filed in
the office of the City Clerk, the developer or his authorized agent shall apply for and secure
approval of such RPDD District and the area plan for such District in accordance with the
following procedures.

B. An optional preapplication workshop with the Planning Commission may be requested by
the applicant to discuss the appropriateness of a RPDD concept, solicit feedback and
receive requests for additional materials supporting the proposal. An applicant desiring
such a workshop shall request placement on the Planning Commission agenda.

C. A petition for a RPDD district classification for a parcel of land may be made by the
owner(s) of record or by any person(s) acting on behalf of the owner(s) of record of the
subject parcel.

D. The complete petition shall be filed with the City Clerk. Once determined that the petition
is complete as sel [orth in Section 8.10. the City Clerk ~whe-shall transmit the petition and
the area plan to the CityCouneth—The-City Ceuneil-shall-forward-the—petition—to-the
Planning Commission.

E. The applicant shall prepare and submit to the City Clerk a request for rezoning to the
appropriate RPDD designation, including twelve (12) copies of a Conceptual RPDD Site

City of the Village of Clarkston VIII-3 Article VIII
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Plan meeting the submittal requirements of Article XVII. The Conceptual RPDD Site Plan
shall illustrate uses within each component lots, road layout, parking areas and open space.
Materials shall be submitted at least thirty (30) days prior to the meeting at which the
Planning Commission shall first review the request; al least fourteen (14) days for an
applicant who has had a preapplication workshop session on the proposal within one
hundred twenty (120) days of the Conceptual RPDD Site Plan submittal.

F. The Planning Commission shall, at the meeting at which it receives the petition and area
plan from the Clerk, establish a public hearing on the petition and area plan, said-hearing
to-be-held-within-thite—twe-B2)-days-of-thereeeipt-by-the Planning Commission-of-the
information—required-in-subparageaph-8-10(D)-belov:| The Planning Commission shall
give notice of the public hearing as required by P.A. 110 of 2006, as amended.

G. The Planning Commission shall review the rezoning request, and the Conceptual RPDD
Site Plan, conduct a public hearing, and make a recommendation to the City Council based
on the review standards of this Article.

H. Withinninet—(90)-daystolewingAlter receipt of a recommendation from the Planning
Commission, the City Council shall conduct a public hearing on the requested RPDD
rezoning and the Conceptual RPDD Site Plan and either approve, deny or approve with a
list of conditions made part of the approval. The City Council may require submittal of the
Conceptual RPDD Site Plan reflecting the conditions for approval by the Code Officer
(prior to submittal of a RPDD Final Site Plan).

SECTION 8.06 EXPIRATION

Approval of the Conceptual RPDD Site Plan by the City Council shall confer upon the owner the
right to proceed through the subsequent planning phase [or a period not to exceed two (2) years
from date of approval. If application for Final RPDD Site Plan approval is not requested within
this time period, resubmittal of the application shall be required. The City Council may extend the
period up to an additional two (2) years, if requested in writing by the applicant prior to the
expiration date.

SECTION 8.07 PROCESS FOR FINAL RPDD SITE PLAN(S)

A. The applicant shall submit twelve (12) copies of a detailed Final Site Plan for the entire
approved Conceptual RPDD Site Plan to the City Clerk at least thirly (30) days prior to the
Planning Commission meeting at which the Planning Commission shall first review the
request.

B. Upon submission of all fees as established by the City Council and required materials
required by Article XVIL, the Planning Commission shall hold such hearings as may be
required by law, and shall approve, deny, or approve with conditions in accordance with
the standards and regulations of Article XVIL, Site Plan Review,

City of the Village of Clarkston Vii-4 Article VIII
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C. If the Final RPDD Site Plan was approved with conditions, the applicant shall submit a
revised site plan to the City Clerk for approval prior to the issuance of any building permilts.

SECTION 8.08 CONTRACTUAL-RPDD AGREEMENT

UpenapprovaleftheAs part of the Final Final RPDD Site Plan, the applicant shall submit a written
agreement selting forth the conditions upon which the RPDD approval was based, as specified,
including a specific list of any approved deviations from the standards of this Ordinance. The
Planning Commission shall review the agreement, with assistance from the City Attorney. The
RPDD Agreement shall be approved as part of the Final RPDD Site Plan as set forth in Section
8.13. Once approved Fhe—agreement_the RPDD Agreement shall be recorded in the office of
Oakland County, Register of Deeds at the expense of the applicant.

SECTION 8.09 FINAL SITE PLANS

A Final Site Plan review for each building or project phase shall be submitted according to the
procedures and standards contained within this Ordinance.

SECTION 8.10 CONCEPTUAL SUBMITTAL REQUIREMENTS

The purpose of the conceptual review is to provide a mechanism whereby the applicant can obtain
a substantial review of the proposed project in order to prepare final site engineering and
architecture plans, and to execute necessary agreements between the applicant and the City.
Submittal requirements are listed below.

A. Current proof of ownership of the land to be utilized or evidence of a contractual ability to
acquire such land, such as an option or purchase agreement.

B. A completed application form, supplied by the City Clerk and an application fee. A
separate escrow deposit may be required for administrative charges to review the RPDD
submittal.

C. Sheet size of submitted drawings shall be twenty-four (24) inches by thirty-six (36) inches,
with graphics at an engineer's scale.

D. Cover Sheet providing:

1, The applicant's name, address, telephone/fax number(s);
2. The name of the development;
City of the Village of Clarkston VIII-5 Article VIIL
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10.

1.

The preparer's name and professional seal of architect, engineer, surveyor or
landscape architect, indicating license in the State of Michigan;

Date of preparation and any revisions:

North arrow;

Property lines and dimensions;

Complete and current legal description and size of property in acres;

Small location sketch of the subject site and area within one-half mile; and scale;

Zoning and current land use of applicant’s property and all abutting properties and
of properties across any public or private street from the RPDD site;

Lot lines and all structures on the property and within one hundred (100) feet of the
RPDD property lines;

Location of any access points on both sides of the street within one hundred (100)
feet of the RPDD site along streels where access to the RPDD is proposed.

F. A Plan Sheet(s) labeled "Existing Site Conditions," including the location of existing
buildings and structures, rights-of-way and easements, significant natural and historical
features, existing drainage patterns (by arrow), surface water bodies, floodplain areas,
wetlands, the limits of major stands of trees and a tree survey indicating the location,
species and caliper of all trees with a caliper over eight (8) inches, measured four feet above
grade. This sheet shall also illustrate existing topography of the entire site at two (2) foot
contour intervals and a general description of grades within one hundred (100) feet of the
site.

G. A Conceptual RPDD Site Plan Sheet including:

L. Conceptual layout of proposed land use, acreage allotted to each use, residential
density overall and by underlying zoning district (calculations shall be provided for
both overall and usecable acreage), building footprints, structures, roadways,
parking areas, drives, driveways, pedestrian paths and identification signs.

Note: Useable area is total arca less public road rights-of-way, year-round surface
water bodies, and MDIEQ regulated wetlands.

2 Building setbacks and spacing.

3. General location and type of landscaping proposed (evergreen, deciduous, berm,
etc.) noting existing trees over eight (8) inches in caliper to be retained, and any
woodlands that will be designated as "arcas not to be disturbed" in development of
the RPDD.

City of the Village of Clarkston VIII-6 Article VIII
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4. A preliminary layout of contemplated stormwater drainage, detention pond
location, water supply and wastewater disposal systems, any public or private
easements, and a note of any utility lines to be removed.

8 A list of any requested deviations from the dimensional standards of the Zoning
Ordinance that otherwise would apply (permitted deviations include: minimum lot
width, area or setbacks; private road standards; and sign standards).

6. If a mulli-phase Residential Planncd Development District is proposed,
identification of the areas included in each phase. For residential uses identify the
number, type, and density proposed by phase.

SECTION 8.11 STANDARDS FOR APPROVAL OF CONCEPTUAL RPDD SITE
PLAN

Based upon the following standards, the Planning Commission may recommend denial, approval,
or approval with conditions, and the City Council may deny, approve, or approve with conditions
the proposed Residential Planned Development District.

A, The proposed development shall conform to the intent and all regulations and standards
of the Residential Planned Development District. Fhe-planned-development-distriet-meets
the-qualifieation-requirements:

A-B. The uses proposed will have a beneficial effect, in terms of public health, safety, welfare,
or convenience, on present and future potential surrounding land uses. The uses proposed
will not adversely affect the public utility and circulation system, surrounding properties,
or the environment. The public benefit shall be one which could not be achieved under the
regulations of the underlying district alone, or that of any other zoning district.

54 The proposed development is consistent to the adopted Master Plan. or represents land
use policy which. in the Planning Commission’s opinion. is a logical and aceceptable change
in the adopted Master Plan. The-planned-development-distrietissenerath—consistent-with
the-goals—objectives-and-tand-use-map-oF the futuretand-use-plan:

B:D. _Judicious efforl has been used to preserve significant natural and historical features, surface
and underground water bodies and the integrity of the land.

&E.  Sewer facilities are available or shall be provided for by the developer as part of the site
development,

B.F. The proposed development shall be located and designed in a manner which will minimize
the impact of traffic. taking into consideration: pedestrian access and safety: vehicle trip
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generation (i.e. volumes): tvpes of traffic. access location. and design. circulation. and
parkine design: street capacity: and traffic operations al nearby intersections and access
points. Efforts shall be made to ensure that multiple transportation modes are safely and
effectively accommodated in an effort to provide alternate modes of access and alleviate
vehicular traffic congestion. Safe—eenvenient—tneongested—and-well-defined—vehieular
and-pedestrian-eireulation—within-and-to-the-site—is-provided—Drives—sireets—and-other
elementsshal-be- desicned-o-discourage throush-traffiewhile- promoting sate-and-effieient
traffic-operationswithin-the-site-and-at-is-aceess-points—Review and approval by the Fire
Chief is required.

G. Any deviations from the applicable zoning regulations are reasonable and meet the intent
of this Article.

H. The mix of housing unit types and densities. and the mix of residential and non-residential
uses. shall be acceptable in terms of convenience. privacy. compatibility and similar
measures.

El  Noise. odor. light. or other external effects which are connected with the proposed uses. will
not adversely affect adjacent and neighboring lands and uses.

The City Council may impose additional reasonable conditions, 1) to ensure that public services
and facilities affected by a Residential Planned Development District will be capable of
accommodating increased service and facility loads caused by the Residential Planned
Development District, 2) to protect the natural environment and conserve natural resources and
energy, 3) to ensure compatibility with adjacent uses of land, and 4) to promote the use of land in
a socially and economically desirable manner.

SECTION 8.12 APPROVAL OF CONCEPTUAL RPDD SITE PLAN

Upon approval of the Conceptual RPDD Site Plan by the City Council, the property shall be
rezoned to an appropriate Residential Planned Development District Zoning District, with the
underlying zoning district noted on the Official Zoning Map for a Residential Planned
Development District.

SECTION 8.13 FINAL, RPDD SITE PLAN SUBMITTAL PROCEDURES AND
APPROVAL

The purpose of the RPDD final review is to consider the Final Site Plan for the entire RPDD which
is consistent with the approved Conceptual RPDD Site Plan. Receipt of a building permit shall
require final approval by the City Council.

The final submittal shall include the materials required by Article XVII, Site Plan Review, and the
following:
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A. A proposed written agreement specifying all the terms and understanding of the RPDD
development. in compliance with Section 8.08-

B. The Planning Commission may determine that a hydrologic impact assessment is needed
describing the existing ground and surface water resources including, but not limited to, a
description of the water table, direction of groundwater flow, recharge and discharge areas,
lake levels, surface drainage, floodplains, and water quality as well as the projected impact
of the proposed development on such resources, in particular impacts associated with water
supply development, wastewater disposal, and storm water management.

For projects over ten (10) acres, the applicant may submit a schematic site plan illustrating
general building footprints, parking lot areas, road alignments, open space and general
landscaping; with more detailed site plans submitted for the first building or project phase.
Each detailed site plan shall be reviewed according to the procedures and standards of
Article XVII, Site Plan Review.

The final sitc plan shall be reviewed by the Planning Commission, which shall make
recommendations to City Council, according to the procedures outlined in Article XVII,
Site Plan Review and Impact Assessment. The impact assessment for an individual phase
or site may consist of minor modifications to the material submitted for the overall RPDD
if the proposed uses are consistent with the approved RPDD Plan,

SECTION 8.14 CONDOMINIUM PROJECTS

For any condominium section of a RPDD, the applicant shall provide a copy of the Master Deed
and Condominium Association Bylaws for approval by the City Council. The condominium
documents shall provide limits on use of common areas or open space for accessory structures,
such as swimming pools, decks, playground equipment and buildings. A plan shall be provided
indicating the limits of such accessory structures within a defined envelope.

Following approval of the Final RPDD Site Plan, the applicant shall submit a wrillen agreement
to the City Attorney for review and approval by the City Council. The agreement shall:

A. Set forth the conditions upon which the approval is based, with reference to the approved
Final RPDD Site Plan.

B. When open space or common areas are indicated in the RPDD plan for use by the residents,
the open space or common areas shall be conveyed in fee or otherwise committed by
dedication to an association of the residents, and the use shall be irrevocably dedicated for
the useful life of the residences, and retained as open space for park, recreation or other
common uses.

G, Set forth a program and financing for maintaining common arcas and features, such as
walkways, signs, lighting and landscaping.
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D. Assure that trees and woodlands will be preserved as shown on the site plan, or replaced
on a caliper-for-caliper basis.

E. Assure the construction and maintenance of all streets and necessary utilities (including
public water, wastewater collection and treatment) through bonds or other satisfactory
means, for any and all phases of the RPDD. In the case of phased RPDDs this requirement
shall be reviewed at the time of any final site plan approval.

F. Address any other concerns of the City regarding construction and maintenance.

SECTION 8.15 SCHEDULE OF CONSTRUCTION

Final site plan approval of a RPDD, RPDD phase, or a building within a RPDD shall be effective
for a period of three (3) years. Further submittals under the RPDD procedures shall be accepted
for review upon a showing of substantial progress in development of previously approved phases,
or upon a showing of good cause for not having made such progress.

Tn the development of a RPDD, the percentage of one-family dwelling units under construction,
or lots sold, shall be at least in the same proportion to the percentage of multiple-family dwelling
units under construction at any one time, provided that this Section shall be applied only if one-
family dwelling units comprise twenty-five percent (25%) or more of the total housing stock
proposed for the RPDD. Non-residential structures designed to serve the RPDD residents shall not
be built until the RPDD has enough dwelling units built to support such non-residential use. The
Planning Commission may modify this requirement in their conceptual or final submittal review
process.

SECTION 8.16 AMENDMENTS AND DEVIATIONS FROM __APPROVED
CONCEPTUAL AND FINAL RPDD SITE PLAN

Deviations from the approved Conceptual or Final RPDD Site Plan may occur only when an
applicant or property owner who was granted Conceplual or Final RPDD Site Plan approval
notifies the Code Officer of the proposed amendment to such approved site plan in writing,
accompanied by a site plan illustrating the proposed change. The request shall be received prior
to initiation of any construction in conflict with the approved Final RPDD Site Plan.

A. Procedure. Withintourteen—(1h—days—etUpon receipt of a request to amend the
Coneeptual or Final RPDD Site Plan, the Code Officer shall determine whether the change
is major, warranting review by the Planning Commission, and City Council or minor,
allowing administrative approval, as noted below.

B. Minor Changes. The Code Officer may approve the proposed revision upon finding the
change would not alter the basic design nor any conditions imposed upon the original plan
approval by the Planning Commission. The Code Officer shall inform the Planning
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Commission of such approval in writing. The Code Officer shall consider the following
when determining a change to be minor,

1.

12.

For residential buildings, the size of structures may be reduced or increased by five
percent (5%), provided the overall density of units does not increase and the
minimum square footage requirements are met.

Gross floor area of non-residential buildings may be decreased or increased by up
lo five percent (5%) or ten thousand (10,000) square feet, whichever is smaller.

Floor plans may be changed if consistent with the character of the use.

Minor alterations to Hhorizontal and/or vertical elevations way-be-altered-by—up-to
five-pereent3%)_that are consistent with approved elevations.: Minor alterations
cannot include anv changes in material of lesser quality. architectural style. roof
pitches. reduction in fenestration. or significant revisions as deemed by the Code
Officer.

Relocation of a building by up to five (5) feet, if consistent with required setbacks
and other standards.

Designated "areas not to be disturbed" may be increased.

Plantings approved in the Final RPDD Landscape Plan may be replaced by similar
types of landscaping on a one-to-onc or greater basis. Any trees to be preserved
which are lost during construction must be replaced by at least two (2) trees of the

same or similar species.

Improvements or slight relocation of site access or circulation, such as inclusion of
deceleration lanes, boulevards, curbing, pedestrian/bicycle paths, etc.

Changes of building materials to another of higher quality, as determined by the
Code Officer.

Slight modification of sign placement or reduction of size.

Internal rearrangement of parking lot which does not affect the number of parking
spaces or alter access locations or design.

Changes required or requested by the City, County or State for safety reasons,

E: Major Changes. Where the Code Officer determines the requested amendment to the
approved_Conceptual or Final RPDD Site Plan is major, resubmittal to the Planning
Commission and City Council with applicable fees shall be required. Should the Planning
Commission determine that the modifications to the Conceptual or Final RPDD Site Plan
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significantly alter the intent of the Conceptual RPDD Site Plan, a revised conceptual RPDD
Site Plan shall be submitted.

SECTION 8.17 APPEALS AND VIOLATIONS

The Board of Zoning Appeals shall have the authority to hear and decide appeal requests by
property owners for variances from the City Zoning Ordinance. However, the Board of Zoning
Appeals shall not have the authority to change conditions or make interpretations to the RPDD site
plan or written agreement,

Violations of any RPDD plan or agreement approved under this Section, or failure to comply with
any requirements of this Section, including any agreements and conditions attached to any
approved plan, shall be considered a violation of this Ordinance as provided in Section 15.09.

SECTION 8.18 REGULATIONS AND STANDARDS

Al General. All uses, structures, and propertics shall comply with all regulations and
requirements of this Zoning Ordinance, and other City specilications and standards, except
as provided in this Article. :

B. Density:
I, The maximum permitted residential density for a Residential Planned Development
District shall not exceed the average residential density for the area included in the
Residential Planned Development District as shown on the adopted Master Plan.

il The Planning Commission may erant an increase in average lot densitv up to
twenty-five (25%) percent. Such increase in density shall be commensurate with
public benefit provided. Such public benefit may include. but is not limited to.
preservation. restoration and enhancement of natural resources: increased open

space: public dedication of land: or sustainable building and site design,

B:C. Lot Area and Width, and Setbacks.

1 Minimum Lot Area and Lot Width. There shall be no minimum lot area or lot width for a
RPDD provided, however. the Planning Commission shall lind that the lot area and width
for any proposed development is consistent with the district that is most similar to the
proposed development. Such [inding shall take into account the lot size required for
similar developments in other districts and compliance with the City’s Master Plan.

2. Setbacks:
a, The required setbacks shall not exceed that which is allowed in the zoning
district that is most similar Lo the proposed development,
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b, Setback requirements may be reduced or waived when approved by the City
Council upon recommendation ol the Planning Commission,
Thesetbacks-ofthe RPDD shall be
c. Wetland setbacks mav not be reduced. Wetlands and land without perkable
soils shall be credited as twenty-five percent (23%) of their area lor
pmposex of L<1|(.Ll|ﬂlfi'|" over r1]| density.
hhtened Lb&h&d@ﬁﬂﬂdﬁeem—ﬁmpe%&ﬂd—mﬁmundmmﬂ%bemeedﬁ%t

wsed-as-ben epriatesetbacks:
FMW%%HMFE&HHG%F&&—&HQ—M&]&M nd-permanenthy-maintained by
the property-ownerien respensiblefomaintaining-eommon areas as provided
Lereins

&D. Distances Between Buildings.

1. The distance between residential dwelling structures shall be determined on a case-
by-case basis by the Planning Commission.

2, The location of buildings and uses, and the distances between buildings shall be
clearly shown on the area plan and shall control the development and continued use
of the property.

3. Distances between buildings shall comply with all federal, state, and local building
codes.

P—Ieight. The maximum-base height of buildings in the RPDD district shalnetexeeed-isa
height-of two and one-half (2!4) stories or thirty-five (35) feet._ The City Council based
on a recommendation from the Planning Commission may permit up to three (3)
stories_and 40-feet i’ contextually appropriate.  Contextually appropriate _includes

consideration of},

il Height of adjacent structures

2, Topography

3 Architectural style

4, Public benefit achieved as a result of increased height.

The increase in height is purely discretionary and reviewed on a case-bv-case basis by both
the Planning Commission and the Citv Council.

E. Circulation and Access.

L Each lot or principal building in a RPDD district shall have vehicular access from
a public street or from a private street.

2. Each lot or principal building in a RPDD district shall have pedestrian access from
a public or private sidewalk where deemed necessary by the City Council, All parts
and phases of the RPDD shall be interconnccted by a sidewalk system which will
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provide the necessary, safe and convenient movement of pedestrians. A bicycle
path system shall also be provided in the RPDD and may be part of the sidewalk
system, where approved by the City Council. Said system shall be connected to the
public sidewalk system.

Public and private streets shall be designed and constructed according to standards
established for public streets. If, in the future, private streets in a RPDD are to be
dedicated to a public agency, the owners shall first fully agree to bear the full
expense of construction or any other action required to make streets suitable for
public acceptance.

An individual dwelling unit in any single-family, two-family townhouse, or similar
residential structure shall not have direct access to a collector or arlerial street.

I Utilities.

3

Each principal building in a RPDD district shall be individually connected to a
sanitary sewer line.

Each site in a RPDD district shall be provided with adequate storm drainage. Open
drainage courses and storm water retention ponds may be permitted by the City
Council under special circumstances. The standard shall be to provide an enclosed
drainage system.

Electrical, telephone, and cable television lines shall be underground.

G. Open Space Regulations,

I;

Section 8.19

Buildings, parking lots, driveways, and similar improvements may be permitted in
open space areas if related and necessary,

Open space areas shall be conveniently and equitably located through the RPDD in
relation to the location of dwelling units and natural features.

Open space areas shall have minimum dimensions which, in the Planning
Commission's opinion, are usable for the functions intended and which will be
maintainable.

The City Council may require that natural amenities such as ravines, rock outerops,
wooded arcas, trece or shrub specimens, unique wildlife habitats, ponds, streams,
and marshes be preserved as part of the open space system of the RPDD

The City Council may require dedication for road rights-of-way, schools and/or
parks, but it is under no obligation to do so.

EXTENSION OF TIME LIMITS
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Time limits set forth in this article may be extended upon showing of good cause. and by writien

agreement between the applicant and the Planning Commission or Citv Council. whichever is

applicable. in the case of arca plans. and between the applicant and the Planning Commission. in

the case of Conceptual and Final Site Plans.

Section 8.20 PERFORMANCE GUARANTEE

A performance guarantee may be required in accordance with Section 15.20,
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Planning Commission Reply to Council — Short
Term Rental Regulations

1. This Recommendation:

City Council recently approved a motion to restrict Short Term Rentals (STR’s) to
the Village Commercial (VC) zoning district. This would require new zoning
language and administrative processes. The Council asked the Planning
Commission (PC) to prepare the proper language and regulations. The PC
investigated how to:

A. Define a Short-Term Rental.

B. Establish regulations for identifying, advertising, inspecting and
controlling STR’s.

C. Recommend administrative procedures to regulate STR’s.

D. Advise on a time period for phase-out of current STR’s in

R1 and R2 districts.

2. Attached Memo from Carlisle/Wortman Re:
STR Regulations:

The PC, in conjunction with Carlisle/Wortman researched how other communities
handle STR regulations. In multiple meetings, the PC drafted a set of regulations
that would accomplish the Council request while minimizing additional work for

the small City staff.

Attached is a Carlisle/Wortman memo summarizing the recommendations to

Council.

Submitted to Council for the Planning Commission on June 10,
2021, by Rich Little — PC Chair



N
Carlisle | Wortman

ASSOCIATES, INC.

117 NORTH FIRST STREET  SUITE 70 ANN ARBOR, M| 48104  734.662.2200 734.662.1935 Fax

TO:

FROM:

DATE:

RE:

City Council, The City of the Village of Clarkston
Jonathon Smith, City Manager

Tom Ryan, City Attorney

Benjamin R. Carlisle, AICP

May 25, 2021

Short Term Rentals

On May 16, 2021, the Planning Commission, based on the direction from the City Council,
discussed short-term rental zoning ordinance and licensing regulations. After discussion, the
Planning Commission voted 5-0 to forward the following draft regulation language to the City
Council for the Council’s consideration:

Zoning Regulations

Short-Term Rental are a permitted use in the VC, Village Commercial. Short-Term Rental
would not be a permitted use in any other zoning district.

Definition of Short-Term Rental:

a. Short-Term Rental means any dwelling that is rented wholly or partly for
compensation, for periods of 60 consecutive days or less, by persons other than
the permanent resident or owner. Any property rented for greater than 61
consecutive days would not be considered a Short-Term Rental property and not
subject to these regulations.

Any Short-Term Rental advertisement both on site and via online platform (Airbnb or
other) must contain the City’s assigned Short-Term Rental permit registration number for

that property.

Short-Term Rental occupancy is limited to two (2) times the number of bedrooms
(Example: athree-bedroom house may host 6 guests).

All Short-Term Rental properties must have a Building Department “safety” inspection
prior to obtaining a short-term rental license or renewal.

A Short-Term Rental property is limited to a total of 90 rental nights per calendar year
(collective). The minimum stay is 2 nights.

Richard K, Carlisle, President Douglas ). Lewan, Executive Vice President John L. Enos, Principal

David Scurto, Principal Benjamin R. Carlisle, Principal Sally M. Elmiger, Principal Craig Strong, Principal  R. Donald Wortman, Principal

Laura K. Kreps, Senior Associate  Paul Montagno, Associate




RE: Short Term Rentals

May 25, 2021

7.

All Short-Term Rental properties must be registered annually with the City to obtain an
annual permit. Each property owner must pay an annual fee to the City to operate a
Short-Term Rental. This fee will be collected during the permit application process.

Short-Term Rental owners who do not adhere to these regulations are subject to loss of
City Short-Term Rental License.

Any existing rentals in the City that are defined as a Short-Term Rentals must be cease
operations within twelve months. If the existing Short-Term Rental is located in VC,
Village Commercial the property owner of the Short-Term Rental may apply for a Short-
Term Rental License.

Based on direction from the City Council, we will put this into Zoning Ordinance language.

License

In addition to zoning regulations, we are recommending that the City establish a Short-Term
Rental License. The license shall include:

A.

The City shall only issue a Short-Term Rental License for a Short-Term Rental to the owner
or Permanent Resident of the property.

The City shall issue only one Short-Term Rental License per dwelling unit.

The application for a Short-Term Rental License shall at a minimum include the following:
a. Property owner information
b. Address of the Short-Term Rental unit
c. Type of dwelling unit (e.g. single-family home, apartment, condominium).
d. The names, telephone numbers, and email addresses of two contact persons
responsible for the Short-Term Rental.
e. Contact information shall be updated with the City as necessary.

The applicant of the property shall be responsible for payment of a nonrefundable license
fee, with the license fee amount to be determined by annual resolution of City Council.

The Short-Term Rental License shall not be transferred or assigned to another person or
address, nor shall the license authorize any person, other than the person named therein,
to operate a Short-Term Rental unit on the property.

The Permanent Resident of the Short-Term Rental shall submit a sworn statement
affirming that they agree to all Short-Term Rental regulations. Any violations of said
regulations may be grounds to revoke Short-Term Rental License.




RE: Short Term Rentals

May 25, 2021

| look forward to discussing this language at an upcoming meeting. Please let me know if you
have further questions.

Yours Truly,

CARLISLE/WORTMAN ASSOC., INC.
Benjamin R. Carlisle, LEED AP, AICP




Southbound M15
Speed Data

For Period 4/01/2021 to 5/31/2021

Clarkston Planning Commission Meeting (June 7, 2021)



M15 Southbound (303146)

* Reporting period: April 1 —May 31, 2021 (61 days)
* VVehicle count during period: 172,713 (Average 2,831 per day)
* Violator count during period: 113,738 (65.9%)
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Average Violator Count per Half-hour Interval
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Violator Percent

M15 Southbound
% Violators in Half-Hour and Daily Intervals Sorted by Day of Week
(4/1/21-5/31/21)
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% of Speeders (=30 mph)
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% of Speeders (=30 mph)
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% of Speeders (=30 mph)
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Average Speed (mph)
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M15 Southbound
#Average Speed in Half-Hour and Daily Intervals Sorted by Day of Week
(4/1/21-5/31/21)

Daily)

|

Thursday — Monday have 9 days of data for each time interval and Tuesday & Wednesday have 8 days of data for each time interval.
Missing data from Monday/Tuesday May 24t/25t% from 8:00PM through 1:30 PM (18 hours).
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Average Speed (mph)
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M15 Southbound
Average Speed by Day of Week Sorted in 3-hour Time Intervals
(4/1/21-5/31/21)
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Thursday — Monday have 9 days of data for each time interval and Tuesday & Wednesday have 8 days of data for each time interval.
Missing data from Monday/Tuesday May 24t/25% from 8:00PM through 1:30 PM (18 hours).
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Percent Violators in 3-hour Intervals

M15 Southbound
% Violators in 3-hour Intervals Sorted by Day of Week
(4/1/21-4/30/21)

100%
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HW5at WSun WMMon W Tue MWed EThu MFri

Thursday — Monday have 9 days of data for each time interval and Tuesday & Wednesday have 8 days of data for each time interval.
Missing data from Monday/Tuesday May 24t/25% from 8:00PM through 1:30 PM (18 hours).
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Does average speed vary by day of the week?

Average Speed (mph) for 3-hour Time Intervals
M15 Southbound (303148)
April 1-May 31, 2021 (61 days)

Time Interval| Sat Sun Mon Tue Wed Thu Fri H vehicled
12AM-3AM || 36.0 36.1 35.9 36.3 36.4 355 325 3,668
3AM-6AM 36.8 365 364 364 36.4 36.0 33.7 8,919
BAM-9AM 34.0 35.7 321 32.0 321 321 321 25,771
9AM-12PM | 31.0 334 31.0 304 304 30.7 30.6 30,039
12PM-3PM || 30.9 321 30.6 304 289 304 209 31,297
3PM-E6PM 31.9 32.6 31.0 30.6 304 30.9 31.3 32,046
G6PM-8PM 32.7 33.7 33.0 32.8 327 325 32.7 26,898
OPM-12AM | 340 351 343 346 34 4 341 342 14,075

Sort data into 8 time-intervals for each day:
* Average speed for each time-interval is one
observation for that day.

* Average speed for each observation is the sum of all
vehicle speeds in each time-interval averaged across
each day within the specified period.

Run a probability plot of each day’s observations:
* Plot of each observation against each day’s estimated
cumulative probability.

Test each day’s distribution for normality:
* If P20.05, the day’s average speed likely follows a
normal distribution at 0.05 significance level.

* Each day distribution is likely normally distributed.

M15 Southbound Average Speed
Normal
Period: April 1 - May 31, 2021 (61 days)

99
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30

20

Percent

10

25.0 27.5 30.0 325 35.0 375 40.0
Average Speed

Average Speed for Each 3-hour Time Interval (8 data points)
Device 303146

—_— "'. -
Mean
33.41
34.41
33.04
32.94
32.82

32.78
32.14

Variable

sat
sun
Mon
Tue
Wed
Thu
Fri

StDev
2.184
1.669
2.284
2.526
2.653

2.21
1.476

Co 0o 0O 0000 00 00

0.261
0.284
0.367
0.439
0.390
0.354
0.167

0.598
0.532
0.335
0.214
0.292
0.364
0.9M




Does average speed vary from by day of the week? (continued)

Determine if there is any difference between the mean of any One-Way ANOVA fgzmasﬂe":gg- Tue, Wed, Thu, Fri
day’s average speed distribution from the other days for this
data set: Do the means differ? Which means differ?
. . 0 005 01 > 0.5 # Sample Differs from
* Run an ANOVA (analysis of variance). T
ves I No 2 Thu
* The ANOVA provides an estimated range (interval) for the Sirences smong the mears s ot pg[’f”t o o5 P A None Identified
. . . . e 5 Wed
mean of each day’s average speed distribution (shown in 6 sa
the Means Comparison Chart).
e indi tI’\."Ietar:"ls Cc'mpari;cn*!f-cha;'tdl]Cf
. . . . B .
* Since there is no clear separation between the estimated e neleates There et no mgniicant FErenees
means of each day’s average speed distribution, the data Fri .
set does not provide evidence that any one day has a Th . Comments
d|ﬂ:erent mean fOr ItS average SpGEd dIStrIbU'L'IOH + Test: There is not enough evidence to conclude that there are
. . Mon - differences among the means at the 0.05 level of significance.
compared to any other day, at 0.05 level of significance. ayeormparison chart: lue interals indicate that the means do not
Tue -
Wed L
Sat -
Sun »
30.0 315 33.0 345 36.0

Average Speed (mph)



Does average speed vary from by 3-hour time-interval?

Average Speed (mph) for 3-hour Time Intervals
M15 Southbound (303148)
April 1- May 31, 2021 (61 days)

DOW [[12AM-3AM| 3AM-6AM | BAM-9AM |9AM-12PM|12PM-3PM | 3PM-6PM | 6PM-9PM |9PM-12AM N # vehicles
Sat 36.0 36.8 340 31.0 309 31.8 327 340 [#] 24,620
Sun 36.1 365 357 334 321 326 337 351 4] 21,805
Mon 35.9 36.4 321 31.0 306 31.0 33.0 343 [#] 24,498
Tue 36.3 364 320 304 304 306 328 348 8 22 467
Wed 36.4 36.4 321 304 209 304 327 344 8 24,377
Thu 365 36.0 321 30.7 304 30.9 325 341 g 27,133
Fri 325 33.7 321 30.6 209 31.3 327 342 [#] 27,813

Sort data into 7 days for each time interval:

. . . .F

* Average speed for days of the week within a time- e

. . . . . U

interval is one observation for that time-interval. E

* Average speed for each observation is the sum of all
vehicle speeds in each time-interval averaged across
each day within the specified period.

Run a probability plot of each time-interval’s observation:

* Plot of each observation against each time-interval’s
estimated cumulative probability.

Test each time-interval’s distribution for normality:
* If P20.05, the time-interval’s average speed likely

follows a normal distribution at 0.05 significance level.

* Only time-intervals 12PM-3PM, 3PM-6PM, and 9PM-
12AM are likely normally distributed.

]
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M15 Southbound Average Speed

Normal

Period: April 1 - May 31, 2021 (61 days)

Average Speed (mph)

Average speed for each day (¥ data points}

Device 303146

40

Variable
12AM-3AM
JAM-B6AM
6AM-9AM
9AM-12PM
12PM-3PM
IPM-6PM
6PM-9PM
aPM-12AM

Sthev N AD
1345 7 1181
1.042 7 1192
1439 1135
1.046 1.041

0.7668 0.513

0.7919 0.294

0.3941 0.761

0.3656 0.357

e e M B B

=0.005
=0.005
=0.005
<0.005
0123
0.502
0.025
0.339




Does average speed vary from by 3-hour time-interval? (continued)

Determine if there is any difference between the mean of any
time-interval’s average speed distribution from the other time-
intervals for this data set:

* Run an ANOVA (analysis of variance).

* The ANOVA provides an estimated range (interval) for the
mean of each time-interval’s average speed distribution
(shown in the Means Comparison Chart).

* Thereis clear separation between some of the estimated
mean intervals (ranges) for each time-interval’s average
speed distribution at 0.05 level of significance:

* Interval 1: 12PM-3PM and 3PM-6PM
* |Interval 2: 9PM-12AM

* Other data that shows separation between estimated mean
intervals may not be normally distributed, so ANOVA results
may not be valid at 0.05 level of significance (the P-value may
not be reliable):

* |nterval 3: 6PM-9PM
* |nterval 4: 3AM-6AM

* The other time-intervals do not have separation between
estimated mean intervals and are not normally distributed so
ANOVA results may not be valid at 0.5 level of significance.

One-Way ANOVA for 12AM-3AM, 3AM-6AM, 6AM-9AM, 9AM-12PM, 12PM-3PM,...
Summary Report

Do the means differ? Which means differ?
0 005 01 > 0.5 # Sample Differs from
1 12PM-3PM 4 6 7 8
ves [l No 2 3PM-6PM 4678
P < 0.001 3 9AM-12PM 4 6 7 8
. P 4 6PM-9PM 12 3 6 7 8
Differences among the means are significant (p < 0.05). 5 6AM-9AM 8
6  9PM-12AM 12 3 48
7 12AM-3AM 12 3 4
8 3AM-6AM 123 456
Means Comparison Chart
Red intervals that do not overlap differ.
12PM-3PM
Interval 1
3PM-6PM
Comments
9AM-12PM . + Test: You can conclude that .there are differences among the
N means at the 0.05 level of significance.
l’ \ + Comparison Chart: Look for red comparison intervals that do not
6PM-9PM \ — I Interval 3 overlap to identify means that differ from each other. Consider the
Seo L’ size of the differences to determine if they have practical
implications.
6AM-9AM _
9PM-12AM @ Interval 2
12AM-3AM B
e T ~ \
3AM-6AM Interval4 [ o
S o _- 4
30 32 34 36 38

Average Speed (mph)



Do % Violator vary from by day of the week?

% Violators for 3-hour Time Intervals
M15 Southbound (303146)
April 1-May 31, 2021 (61 days)

Time Intervall Sat Sun Mon Tue Wed Thu Fri F vehicleg
12AM-3AM || 84% 84% 81% 85% 83% 82% 74% 3,668
3AM-6AM 85% 84% 89% 90% 90% 89% 81% 8,919
GAM-GAM 76% 4% 65% §5% 65% 70% 66% 25,771
9AM-12PM | 59% 76% 58% 54% 53% 61% 57% 30,038
12PM-3PM || 56% 66% 540 53% 499 58% 50% 31,207
3PM-6PM 66% 71% 60% 57% 54% 62% 60% 32,046
6PM-9PM 71% 77% 73% 71% 70% 74% 70% 26,898
aPM-12AM | 76% 81% 76% 78% 78% 79% 76% 14,075

Sort data into 8 time-intervals for each day:
* % Violators for each time-interval is one observation
for that day.

* % Violators for each observation is the sum of all %
Violators in each time-interval averaged across each
day within the specified period.

Run a probability plot of each day’s observations:
* Plot of each observation against each day’s estimated
cumulative probability.

Test each day’s distribution for normality:
* If P20.05, the day’s % violators likely follows a normal
distribution at 0.05 significance level.

* Each day distribution is likely normally distributed.

M15 Southbound % Violators
Normal

Period: April 1 - May 31, 2021 (61 days)

Percent

0.m

0.00M

30% 60%  70%  80%  90%  100%
% Violators

% Violators for each 3-hour time interval (8 data points)
Device 303146

Variable
—a— Sat
— B - 5un
——#-- Mon
— - Tue
—p - Wed

Thu
—w - Fri

Mean StDev
0.7164 0.1073
0.7780 0.06617
0.6947 0.1225
0.6895 0.1410
0.6784 0.1482
07179 011
0.6676 0.1035

N AD
8 0.234
8 035
8 0.190
8 0.280
8 0.243
8 0.21
8 0173

0.696
0.369
0.849
0.540
0.662
0.783
0.8M




Do % Violators vary from by day of the week? (continued)

Determine if there is any difference between the mean of any
day’s % Violators distribution from the other days for this data
set:

* Run an ANOVA (analysis of variance).

* The ANOVA provides an estimated range (interval) for the
mean of each day’s % Violators distribution (shown in the
Means Comparison Chart).

* Since there is no clear separation between the estimated
means of each day’s % violators distribution, the data set
does not provide evidence that any one day has a different
mean for its % violators distribution compared to any
other day, at 0.05 level of significance.

One-Way ANOVA for Sat, Sun, Mon, Tue, Wed, Thu, Fri
Summary Report

Do the means differ? Which means differ?
0 005 01 > 0.5 # Sample Differs from
1 Fri
ves No 2 Mon
P=0273 3 Sat
Differences among the means are not significant (p > 0.05). ;’ }l'_'\:]id None Identified
6 Tue
7 sun
Means Comparison Chart
Blue indicates there are no significant differences.
Fri -
Mon - Comments
= Test: There is not enough evidence to conclude that there are
sat . differences among the means at the 0.05 level of significance.
+ Comparison Chart: Blue intervals indicate that the means do not
differ significantly.
Wed *
Thu +
Tue *
Sun L
60% 70% 80%

% Violators



Do % violators vary from by 3-hour time-intervals?

% Violators for 3-hour Time Intervals
M15 Southbound (303146)
April 1-May 31, 2021 (61 days)

DOW (12AM-3AM| 3AM-6AM | BAM-8AM |9AM-12PM| 12PM-3PM | 3PM-6PM | 6PM-9PM |9PM-12AM N # vehicles
Sat 84% 85% 76% 59% 56% 66% 71% 76% 9 24 620
Sun 84% 84% 84% 76% 66% 71% 77% 81% 9 21,805
Mon 81% 89% 65% 58% 54% G60% 73% 76% 9 24 493
Tue 85% 90% 65% 54% 53% 57% 71% 78% 8 22,467
Wed 83% 90% 65% 53% 49% 54% 70% 78% 8 24,377
Thu 82% 89% 70% 61% 58% 62% 74% 79% 9 27,133
Fri T4% 81% 66% 57% 50% G60% 70% 76% 9 27,813
Sort data into 7 days for each time-interval:
* % violators for all days of the week within a time- -
interval is one observation for that time-interval. §
=
. . . L
* % violators for each observation is the sum of all % o
violators in each time-interval averaged across each
day within the specified period.

Run a probability plot of each time-interval’s observations:

Plot of each observation against each time-interval’s

estimated cumulative probability.

Test each time-interval’s distribution for normality:

If P=0.05, the time-interval’s % violators likely follows

a normal distribution at 0.05 significance level.

Only 3AM-6AM, 12PM-3PM, 3PM-6PM, 6PM-9PM,

and 9PM-12AM are likely normally distributed.

99
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60% 70% 80% 90%
% Violators

M15 Southbound % Violators
Normal
Period: April 1 - May 31, 2021 (61 days)

Variable
—a— 12AM-3AM
— ® - IAM-6AM
——#-- GAM-9AM
—d - 9AM-12PM
—p - 12PM-3PM

IPM-6PM
— ¥ - 6PM-9PM
--#-- 9PM-12AM

Mean StDev
0.8174 0.03628
0.8666 0.03551
0.7023 0.07432
0.5982 0.07541
0.5523 0.05684
0.6142 0.05585
0.7218 0.02382
100% | 0.7759 0.01751

=

e B B B B B B I |

% Violators for each day (7 data points)

Device 303146

AD
0.680
0.504
0.701
0.724
0.347
0.227
0.385
0.335

0.042
013
0.036
0.031
0.362
0.707
0.286
0.3M




Do % violators vary from by 3-hour time-intervals? (continued)

Determine if there is any difference between the mean of any
time-interval’s % violators distribution from the other time
intervals for this data set:

Run an ANOVA (analysis of variance).

The ANOVA provides an estimated range (interval) for the
mean of each time-interval’s % violators distribution
(shown in the Means Comparison Chart).

There is clear separation between some of the estimated
mean intervals (ranges) for each time-interval’s % violators
distribution at 0.05 level of significance:

* Interval 1: 12PM-3PM and 3PM-6PM
* Interval 2: 6PM-9PM

* Interval 3: 9PM-12AM

* Interval 4: 3AM-6AM

The other intervals do not show separation between
estimated mean intervals (ranges) for each time-interval’s
% violators distribution. Data for these may not be
normally distributed. ANOVA results may not be valid at
0.05 level of significance (the P-value may not be reliable)
for these intervals: 9AM-12PM, 6AM-9AM, and 12AM-
3AM.

One-Way ANOVA for 12AM-3AM, 3AM-6AM, 6AM-9AM, 9AM-12PM, 12PM-3PM,...
Summary Report

Do the means differ?

0 0.05 01 > 0.5
ves [ No
P < 0.001

Differences among the means are significant (p < 0.05).

Means Comparison Chart
Red intervals that do not overlap differ.

12PM-3PM

Interval 1

3PM-6PM

9AM-12PM S S

6PM-9PM Interval 2
6AM-9AM -

9PM-12AM Interval 3 @
12AM-3AM e
3AM-6AM Interval 4

50% 60% 70% 80% 20%

% Violators

Sample

12PM-3PM
3PM-6PM
9AM-12PM
6PM-9PM
6AM-9AM
9PM-12AM
12AM-3AM
3AM-6AM

coO~NOUTA WN = H*

Which means differ?

Differs from
7 8

w~N N o
~ ®© ®©

8

w

4
4
4
1
1
1
1
1

NN NN

w
» b~ oo

Comments

« Test: You can conclude that there are differences among the
means at the 0.05 level of significance.
» Comparison Chart: Look for red comparison intervals that do not

overlap to identify means that differ from each other. Consider the
size of the differences to determine if they have practical

implications.



CITY OF THE VILLAGE OF CLARKSTON

DISCUSSION: IN-PERSON MEETINGS DURING COVID STATE OF EMERGENCY

In a special meeting of the City Council on Tuesday, March 30", a resolution (attached) was passed
to declare a Local State of Emergency due to COVID-19 from April 1, 2021 through June 30, 2021,
during which time all City Council, Board and Commission meetings would be held virtually.

With COVID rates declining and vaccine rates increasing and the State of Michigan fully relaxing
COVID restrictions, it is felt that the State of Emergency can be allowed to expire on June 30" with
no extensions.

Therefore, starting July 1%, all City Council, Board and Commission meetings will return to in-person
meetings. As allowed by the State of Michigan, Council, Board and Commission members may
continue to participate electronically using virtual meeting software (GoToMeeting) through
December 31, 2021 provided they are (1.) deployed in the military or (2.) ill with COVID. Meeting
guests may also continue to call in to meetings, but for audio only, video will not be shared in the
city conference room.

To facilitate audio connectivity in the City Conference Room, a proposal to purchase a microphone
/speaker pod system will be brought to the June 28 City Council meeting. Independence
Television will also be contacted about resuming the recording of all Council meetings.




CITY OF THE VILLAGE OF CLARKSTON

RESOLUTION CONTINUING A STATE OF EMERGENCY
TO ADDRESS THE OUTBREAK OF COVID-19 VIRUS IN
THE CITY OF THE VILLGAE OF CLARKSTON

At a special meeting held virtually of the of the City of the Village of Clarkston,
City Council, Oakland County, Michigan, held at the City Offices in the City of the
Village of Clarkston, on Tuesday, March 30, 2021, at 7:00 p.m.

’

PRESENT: HA\U r L
Wyhe,
ABSENT: 60!"18@(_

The following Resolution was offered by l}OI (QM
with support from e ] to continlue a state of emergency to
address the outbreak of COVIDL19 virus in the City of the Village of Clarkston.

WHEREAS, COVID-19, and the possible exposure to persons afflicted
with it, constitute a clear and present danger to the health, safety, and welfare of City
personnel and persons doing business with or residing in the City. Federal, state, and
county orders, directives, guidelines, and recommendations, including from the
Michigan Department of Health and Human Services (MDHHS) and the Center for
Disease Control (CDC), have been issued in an effort to control the COVID-19
Coronavirus pandemic declared by the World Health Organization (WHO); and

WHEREAS, these federal, state, and county orders, directives, guidelines, and
recommendations include closing and restricting business establishments; cancelling,
postponing, and limiting the numbers at gatherings of people; postponing or limiting the
number of persons required to physically attend public meetings; and calling for
appropriate steps to be taken by local governments in an effort to control the spread of
COVID-19; and

WHEREAS, these federal, state, and county orders, directives, guidelines, and
recommendations have been changed or updated on a frequent basis, and further changes
or updates are expected. Most recently, the Michigan Department of Health and Human
Services issued an Emergency Order on March 2, 2021, which includes limiting the
number of persons permitted to attend indoor gatherings, and requiring the
implementation of social distancing protocols and the wearing of face masks. The
MDHHS Order directly impacts the City’s ability to conduct indoor gatherings, including
public meetings of City Officials, City Administration, City Staff and Employees and
members of the general public due to space constraints; and




WHEREAS, COVID-19 and the possible exposure to persons afflicted with it,
the emergence of dangerous new COVID variants, the current upward trend of COVID
cases, and the gradual and systematic program for vaccinating the general public
constitute a clear and present danger to the health, safety, and welfare of City residents,
personnel, and persons doing business the City; and

WHEREAS, In accordance with the Emergency Management Act, Public Act
390 of 1976, the City’s Emergency Preparedness Ordinance, section 3a(1)(b) of the
Michigan Open Meetings Act, and pursuant to federal, state, and county orders,
directives, guidelines, and recommendations, the City of the Village of Clarkston City
Manager, Mayor and City Council have determined and declare a continuing Local State
of Emergency due to COVID-19 and authorize the City Manager, or Mayor, in
conjunction with City Staff and Police and Fire Services, to act in accordance to ensure
that indoor gatherings are conducted safely and in accordance with applicable federal,
state, and county orders, directives, guidelines, and recommendations relating to COVID-
19,

THEREFORE, IT IS RESOLVED AND DECLARED by the City Manager,
Mayor and City Council of the City of the Village of Clarkston, Oakland County,
Michigan, that there is a continuing Local State of Emergency in the City due to
COVID-19, and MDHHS orders the City of the Village of Clarkston Emergency
Preparedness Plan be implemented to ensure that local resources are to be used as
needed and to the fullest extent possible.

IT IS FURTHER RESOLVED AND DECLARED THAT:

1. The City Council authorizes the City Manager or Mayor to take
appropriate measures, in their discretion, to respond to or protect City
residents, businesses, and personnel from the declared Local State of
Emergency by adopting and enforcing all appropriate measures, including
but not limited to:

A. Taking actions necessary to comply with federal, state, and
county orders and directives that are binding on the City.

B. Limiting, cancelling, or postponing City meetings and functions
to those required by law.

. Cancelling, postponing, or continuing emergency rules for any
public meeting of a City Council, board, commission, or
committee, and providing public notice and conducting City
Council, board, commission, and committee meetings
electronically with remote attendance, in accordance with the
Open Meetings Act, as amended, and the electronic meetings rules
previously adopted by Council.

2. This Declaration shall remain in effect until the earlier of June 30, 2021 or
the City Council determines the Local State of Emergency no longer exists
and terminates this Declaration.

2



3. To the extent the previous emergency declaration, adopted by City
Council on April 13, 2020, remains in effect; this Declaration terminates
and supersedes that prior Declaration.

AYES: PAdeN 3
NAYS: Lusmsk.i
ABSENT: BHonsey”

RESOLUTION DECLARED ADOPTED.

Eric Haven, Mayor

CERTIFICATION

I, Jennifer Speagle, being the duly appointed and qualified Clerk of the City of the
Village of Clarkston, Oakland County, Michigan, do hereby certify and declare that the
foregoing is a true and correct copy of a Resolution adopted by the City Council of the

City of the Village of Clarkston at a special meeting held virtually on March 30, 2021.




Beginning June 1.

» There will no longer be capacity  « Social gatherings will now be
limits outdoors. regulated only by the venue.

* For example, guidelines or rules for an

* There will no |0nger be capacity indoor wedding or conference would be set

limits at residential gatherings. by the establishment in which it is hosted.
» Indoor establishments will be at « Face masks continue to be required
50% capacity. for non-vaccinated individuals indoors.

Beginning July 1, all broad ﬂ" |
epidemic orders will be lifted. ‘DHH

Michigan Deparirae o Mealth b Mursgn Servoes




City of the Village of Clarkston

375 Depot Road
Clarkston, Michigan 48346

Resolution - Paid Parking and Parking Enforcement

WHEREAS, in the May 11, 2020 City Council meeting, a resolution was passed to temporarily suspend paid parking and parking
enforcement through December 31, 2020 to assist our local businesses struggling from the impact of the COVID-19 pandemic,
and;

WHEREAS, in subsequent Council meetings, the suspension was extended to February 15th, April 12th and July 13th, and;

WHEREAS, effective June 1st, the MDHHS will allow outdoor dining at full capacity and indoor dining at 50% of capacity;
effective July 1st, all restrictions are lifted (see attached), and;

WHEREAS, with COVID vaccination rates gradually increasing, there has been a noticeable increase in restaurant and business
patronage, with parking on Main Street, in the Washington & Main lot and in the Depot Road lot at or near full capacity on
Thursday through Saturday evenings, and;

WHEREAS, to allow time to restart the Paid Parking and Parking Enforcement processes, it is proposed that Paid Parking
resume July 1, 2021 and Parking Enforcement July 15, 2021, and;

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that Paid Parking in the Washington and Main parking lot will resume July 1, 2021 and
Parking Enforcement throughout the City will resume July 15, 2021.

| Avery I Bonser || Casey || Haven [ Kneisc || Luginski_ || Wylie || Totals

I:IYes I:[Yes DYes DYes DYes DYes DYes DYes
DNO E[No DNO DNo DNO DNO DNO DNO
I:lAbstain DAbstain I:lAbstain DAbstain I:lAbstain I:]Abstain EIAbstain DAhstain
DAbsent DAbsent DAbsent DAbsent I:lAbsent DAbsent I:IAbsent DAhsent

D Resolution is Adopted

D Resolution is Defeated

June 14, 2021
Jennifer Speagle, City Clerk Date




CITY OF THE VILLAGE OF CLARKSTON
RESOLUTION NO. | ]

A RESOLUTION TO ESTABLISH THE MILLAGE RATE FOR THE CITY OF THE VILLAGE
OF CLARKSTON FOR THE 21-22 FISCAL YEAR.

Minutes of a regular meeting of the Council of the City of the Village of Clarkston, Oakland County,
Michigan, held online via a virtual meeting, in said City, on June 14, 2021 at 7:00 PM.

PRESENT: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

The following preamble and resolution were offered by Councilmember and supported
by Councilmember

WHERAS, the City Manager of the City of the Village of Clarkston presented a draft budget for the
21/22 Fiscal Year in a Public Hearing in the May 24, 2021 City Council meeting. Final approval of
the draft budget is expected in the June 28, 2021 City Council meeting.

WHEREAS, because the City Treasurer must request the printing of the July Tax bills no later than
June 20, 2021, it is necessary to approve the Millage Rate in advance of the June 28™ Council
meeting.

WHEREAS, the draft budget included a proposal to levy the Maximum Allowable Millage of
12.1141, but reduced by the Library Millage rate of 0.691, for a net Millage Rate of 11.4231.

WHEREAS, the net Millage Rate of 11.4231 would be split between the July and December tax bills
as follows: 5.7115 mills in July 2021 and 5.7116 mills in December 2021. (These rates represent a
reduction from 5.8107 mills in the 20/21 FY tax bills.) An additional 4.9766 mills would be levied
in July 2021 for debt payments.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED THAT, the City Council authorizes City Treasurer
Gregory Cote’ to proceed with the printing of the July 2021 tax bills, assuming a Millage Rate of
5.7115 plus 4.9766 mills for debt retirement.

PRESENT: Councilmembers:

NAYS: Councilmembers:
ABSENT: Councilmembers:
RESOLUTION DECLARED ADOPOPTED.,

Jennifer Speagle, City Clerk

CERTIFICATION

The forgoing resolution was certified at a regular meeting of the Council of the City of the Village of
Clarkston held on June 14, 2021.

Jennifer Speagle, City Clerk



ORIGINAL TO: County Clerk(s)
COPY TO: Equalization Department(s)
COPY TO: Each township or city clerk

Michigan Department of Treasury
814 (Rev. 1/21)

2021 Tax Rate Request (This form must be completed and submitted on or before September 30, 2021)
MILLAGE REQUEST REPORT TO COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS

This form is issued under authority of MCL Sections 211.24e, 211.34 and 211.34d. Filing is mandatory; Penally applies.
County(ies) Where the Local Government Unit Levies Taxes

OAKLAND
Local Government Unit Requesting Millage Levy

CITY OF CLARKSTON

L-4029

Carefully read the instructions on page 2.

2021 Taxable Value of ALL Properties in the Unit as of 5-24-2021,

48,628,870

For LOCAL School Districts: 2021 Taxable Value excluding Principal Residence, Qualified Agricultural, Qualified Forest, Industrial
Personal and Commercial Personal Properties if a millage is levied against them.

You must complete this form for each unit of government for which a property tax is levied. Penalty for non-filing is provided under MCL Sec 211.119.
The following tax rates have been authorized for levy on the 2021 tax roll.

O}

oooog

(5™ (6) ) Sec 211.34
(4) 2020 2021 2021 Truth in (10) (11)
Original Milage Rate Current Year Millage Rate Assessing or (9) Millage Millage (12)
Milage Permanently "Headleg" Permanently Equalization Maximum Requested Requested Expiration
(2) 3) Authorized Reduced by Milage Reduced by Millage Allowable o be to be Date of
(1) Purpose of Date of by Election, MCL 211.34d Reduction MCL 211.34d Rollback Millage Levied Levied Millage
Source Millage Election Charter, efc. "Headles" Fraction "Head|ee" Fraction Levy” July 1 Dec. 1 Authorized
¥ /,
Charter Operating February 4, 1992 15.0000 12.3124 0.9839 12.1141 1.0000 12,1141 5, 7//5 5 7/,/é n/a
Election |Debt May 9, 2000 na na 1.0000 nla 1.0000 nia £ G700 2023

i . P | o e
Prepared Y /f' : 7 /V "i/"'-: : Telephore }mbgj . p—— Title of Pre_E?re’ y e N
oA e s 5 (B0 CRE)N OS5~ f5757 SN 0
CERTIFICATION: A5 thie sépresentatives for the local government unit iamed above, we certify that these requested tax Tevy rates have been
reduced, if necessary to comply with the state constitution (Article 9, Section 31), and that the requested levy rates have also been reduced, if

necessary, to comply with MCL Sections 211.24e, 211.34 and, for LOCAL school districts which levy a Supplemental (Hold Harmless) Millage,
380.1211(3).

E feino ihis e
Total School District Operating

Clerk Signature Print Name Date Rates to be Levied (HH/Supp

Secretary and NH Oper ONLY) Rate
Chairperson Signature Print Name Date For Principal Residence, Qualified

President Ag, Qualified Forest and Industrial

Personal

*Under Truth in Taxation, MCL Section 211.24e, the governing body may decide fo levy a rate which will not exceed the maximum authorized

rate allowed in column 9. The requirements of MCL 211.24e must be met prior to levying an operating levy which is larger than the base tax rate
but not larger than the rate in column 9.

For Commercial Personal

For all Other

** IMPORTANT: See instructions on page 2 regarding where to find the millage rate used in column (5).



November 2, 2021, Election

Three Seats up for election.
Ed Bonser
Gary Casey
Jason Kneisc

July 20t by 4:00pm - Candidates file nominating petitions and Affidavits of Identity.

(Please see the Clerk for Nominating Petitions and Affidavits of Identity forms)
July 23" by 4:00pm - Withdrawal deadline for nominating petitions and Affidavits of Identity
elapses.
July 27t by 5:00pm - Petitions to place proposals on ballot filed with county and local clerks.

August 10t by 4:00pm - Ballot wording of proposals qualified to appear on ballot certified to
county and local clerks.

October 22nd — Write-in candidates file Declaration of Intent forms for election.



City of the Village of Clarkston

375 Depot Road
Clarkston, Michigan 48346

Resolution - Budget Amendment

WHEREAS, budget amendments are needed from time to time to resolve any department-level accounts where the costs to
date exceed the budgeted amount, especially as the City approaches the Fiscal-Year end, and;

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the City of the Village of Clarkston hereby authorizes the City Treasurer to complete a
Budget Amendment in the amount of $1,800.00, as detailed in the attached schedule.

| Avery Il Bonser ||  cCasey || Haven I Kneisc || Luginski || Wylie (| Totals

DYes DYes DYes DYes DYes DYES DYes DYes
DNO I:,No DNO DNo I:an DNO ]:]No DNO
DAbstain DAbstain DAbstain DAbstain DAbstain DAbstain DAbstain I:IAbsta'rn
DAbsent DAbsent DAbsent I:]Absent [:IAbsent DAbsent DAbsent DAbsent

D Resolution is Adopted

D Resolution is Defeated

June 14, 2021
Jennifer Speagle, City Clerk Date




City of the Village of Clarkston

20/21 FY Budget Amendment Request - June 14, 2021

From Account #

To Account #

Reason for Change

Realign excess Workman's Compensation budget to

1 1 .00 101-871-722.000 101-215-901.000
213000 the Clerk Publications budget
Realign excess Technology & Internet Expense budget
2 $500.00 101-264-852.000 | 101-448-926.000 8 gy & I P g
to DTE Street Lighting budget
Total $1,800.00
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