Ann Arbor City Council Regular Session: January 07, 2019
Email Redactions List Pursuant to Council Resolution R-09-386

A B C | D | E | F G
Recelved
1| SentTime Time TO From CC Redactions Reason for Redaction
Howard Lazarus,
Jacqueline Beaudry,
Stephen Postema,
City Council, Jacqueline Abigail Elias, Betsy
2 7:10 PM Beaudry Jane Lumm Blake
3 7:13 PM Ryan Stanton Jane Lumm
4 7:16 PM City Council Jane Lumm
5 7:22 PM Ryan Stanton Jane Lumm
Scott Newell, Anne
Bannister, Lester
Wyborny, Jeff Hayner,
Susan Presswood
Wright, Everett
Armstrong, Andrea
Tom, Jean Arnold,
Libby Brooks, Amy Email addresses and phone
6 7:34 PM Chuck Marshall Tom Stulberg Chavasse number Privacy
7 7:42 PM Jacqueline Beaudry Ramlawi Ali
Tom Stulberg, Anne
Bannister, Lester
Wyborny, Jeff Hayner,
Susan Presswood
Wright, Everett
Armstrong, Andrea
Tom, Jean Arnold,
Libby Brooks, Chuck Email addresses and phone
8 8:03 PM Scott Newell Amy Chavasse Marshall number Privacy
Howard Lazarus, Tom
9 8:50 PM Crawford Jeff Hayner
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8:52 PM

Amy Chavasse

Andrea Tom

Anne Bannister, Chuck
Marshall, Jeff Hayner,
Lester Wyborny, Scott
Newell, Susan
Presswood Wright,
Everett Armstrong,
Andrea Tom, Jean
Arnold, Libby Brooks

Email addresses and phone
number

Privacy

11

9:33 PM

Andrea Tom

Lester Wyborny

Amy Chavasse, Anne
Bannister, Chuck
Marshall, Jeff Hayner,
Jean Arnold, Libby
Brooks, Scott Newell,
Susan Presswood
Wright, Tom Stulberg,
Everett Armstrong

Email addresses and phone
number

Privacy

12

9:37 PM

Lester Wyborny

Tom Stulberg

Andrea Tom, Amy
Chavasse, Anne
Bannister, Chuck
Marshall, Jeff Hayner,
Jean Arnold, Libby
Brooks, Scott Newell,
Susan Presswood
Wright, Everett
Armstrong

Email addresses and phone
number

Privacy

13

10:10 PM

Anne Bannister, Jeff
Hayner

Jean Arnold

Email address

Privacy
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10:25 PM

Anne Bannister, Jeff
Hayner

Jean Arnold

Email address

Privacy

15

10:36 PM

Jeff Hayner

Sarah Byers

Email address

Privacy

16

10:52 PM

Lester Wyborny, Andrea
Tom

Tom Stulberg

Amy Chavasse, Anne
Bannister, Chuck
Marshall, Jeff Hayner,
Jean Arnold, Libby
Brooks, Scott Newell,
Susan Presswood
Wright, Everett
Armstrong

Email addresses and phone
number

Privacy

17

11:04PM

Mayor Christopher Taylor

Sarah Byers

Email address

Privacy

18

11:07 PM

Tom Stulberg

Lester Wyborny

Andrea Tom, Amy
Chavasse, Anne
Bannister, Chuck
Marshall, Jeff Hayner,
Jean Arnold, Libby
Brooks, Scott Newell,
Susan Presswood
Wright, Everett
Armstrong

Email addresses and phone
number

Privacy
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19

11:09 PM

Lester Wyborny

Tom Stulberg

Andrea Tom, Amy
Chavasse, Anne
Bannister, Chuck
Marshall, Jeff Hayner,
Jean Arnold, Libby
Brooks, Scott Newell,
Susan Presswood
Wright, Everett
Armstrong

Email addresses and phone
number

Privacy
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From: Lumm, Jane

Sent: Monday, January 07, 2019 7:10 PM

To: *City Council Members (All); Beaudry, Jacqueline

Cc: Lazarus, Howard; Beaudry, Jacqueline; Postema, Stephen; Elias, Abigail; Blake, Betsy
Subject: Resolution DC-3

Thank you for forwarding to council, Ms. Beaudry.
Council, I will also copy you on the state statute.
Thank you for adding this title to the agenda.

Jane

Whereas, The City has an agreement with White Buffalo, Inc. (“White Buffalo”) to provide wildlife
management services, which includes deer culling services, to the City related to a research permit from
the Michigan Department of Natural Resources;

Whereas, White Buffalo has attempted in recent days to provide such services, including killing and
attempting to kill deer at certain approved sites, but the actions of individuals around the work sites
have obstructed and interfered with such attempts;

Whereas, It is unlawful pursuant to MCL 324.40112 (“Lawful Taking Statute”) for an individual to
obstruct or interfere with the lawful taking of an animal as further outlined in that statute;

Whereas, The individuals’ actions may be otherwise unlawful; and

Whereas, Section three of the Lawful Taking Statute provides that, “[u]pon petition of an aggrieved
person or an individual who reasonably may be aggrieved by a violation of this section, a court of
competent jurisdiction, upon a showing that an individual was engaged in and threatens to continue to
engage in illegal conduct under this section, may enjoin that conduct.”

RESOLVED, That the City Council hereby directs the City Attorney to immediately review the Lawful
Taking Statute and other applicable law;

RESOLVED, That the City Attorney promptly determine whether the actions of the individuals who
engage or threaten to engage in interfering with White Buffalo’s services are unlawful; and

RESOLVED, That if the City Attorney determines that such actions are unlawful, that the City
Administrator and City Attorney take any and all appropriate responsive actions, including issuance of

citations and the filing of lawsuits seeking an injunction or such other relief that the City Attorney
determines appropriate.
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From: Lumm, Jane

Sent: Monday, January 07, 2019 7:13 PM
To: Ryan Stanton

Subject: FW: Resolution DC-3

FYi

From: Beaudry, Jacqueline <JBeaudry@a2gov.org>

Sent: Monday, January 7, 2019 7:12 PM

To: *City Council Members (All) <CityCouncilMembersAll@a2gov.org>

Cc: Lazarus, Howard <HLazarus@a2gov.org>; Elias, Abigail <AElias@a2gov.org>
Subject: FW: Resolution DC-3

From: Lumm, Jane <JLumm@a2gov.org>

Sent: Monday, January 7, 2019 7:10 PM

To: *City Council Members (All) <CityCouncilMembersAll@a2gov.org>; Beaudry, Jacqueline <JBeaudry@a2gov.org>
Cc: Lazarus, Howard <HLazarus@a2gov.org>; Beaudry, Jacqueline <JBeaudry@a2gov.org>; Postema, Stephen
<SPostema@a2gov.org>; Elias, Abigail <AElias@a2gov.org>; Blake, Betsy <BBlake@a2gov.org>

Subject: Resolution DC-3

Thank you for forwarding to council, Ms. Beaudry.
Council, I will also copy you on the state statute.
Thank you for adding this title to the agenda.

Jane

Whereas, The City has an agreement with White Buffalo, inc. {“White Buffalo”) to provide wildlife
management services, which includes deer culling services, to the City related to a research permit from
the Michigan Department of Natural Resources;

Whereas, White Buffalo has attempted in recent days to provide such services, including killing and
attempting to kill deer at certain approved sites, but the actions of individuals around the work sites

have obstructed and interfered with such attempts;

Whereas, It is unlawful pursuant to MCL 324.40112 (“Lawful Taking Statute”) for an individual to
obstruct or interfere with the lawful taking of an animal as further outlined in that statute;

Whereas, The individuals’ actions may be otherwise unlawful; and



Whereas, Section three of the Lawful Taking Statute provides that, “[u]pon petition of an aggrieved
person or an individual who reasonably may be aggrieved by a violation of this section, a court of
competent jurisdiction, upon a showing that an individual was engaged in and threatens to continue to
engage in illegal conduct under this section, may enjoin that conduct.”

RESOLVED, That the City Council hereby directs the City Attorney to immediately review the Lawful
Taking Statute and other applicable law;

RESOLVED, That the City Attorney promptly determine whether the actions of the individuals who
engage or threaten to engage in interfering with White Buffalo’s services are unlawful; and

RESOLVED, That if the City Attorney determines that such actions are unlawful, that the City
Administrator and City Attorney take any and all appropriate responsive actions, including issuance of
citations and the filing of lawsuits seeking an injunction or such other relief that the City Attorney
determines appropriate.
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From:

Sent:

To:

C&

Subject:
Attachments:

FYt -lane

Lumm, Jane

Monday, January 07, 2019 7:16 PM

CityCouncil

Beaudry, Jacqueline; Lazarus, Howard; Elias, Abigail; Blake, Betsy

State Statute re: DC-3

32440112 Obstruction or interference in lawful taking of animals or fish by anot.pdf



324.40112. Obstruction or interference in lawful taking of animals..., Ml ST 324.40112

KeyCite Yellow Flag - Negative Treatment
Proposed Legislation

Michigan Compiled Laws Annotated
Chapter 324. Natural Resources and Environmental Protection
Natural Resources and Environmental Protection Act (Refs & Annos)
Article II1. Natural Resources Management
Chapter 2. Management of Renewable Resources
Subchapter 1. Wildlife
Wildlife Conservation
Part 401. Wildlife Conservation

M.C.L.A. 324.40112

324.40112. Obstruction or interference in lawful taking of animals
or fish by another; violations; injunction; penalties; applicability

Effective: July 13, 2015
Currentness

Sec. 40112. (1) An individual shall not obstruct or interfere in the lawful taking of animals or fish by another individual.

(2) An individual violates this section when the individual intentionally or knowingly does any of the following:

(2) Drives or disturbs animals or fish for the purpose of disrupting a lawful taking.

(b) Blocks, impedes, or harasses another individual who is engaged in the process of lawfully taking an animal or fish.

(c) Uses a natural or artificial visual, aural, olfactory, gustatory, or physical stimulus or an unmanned vehicle or
unmanned device that uses aerodynamic forces to achieve flight or that operates on the surface of the water or
underwater, to affect animal or fish behavior in order to hinder or prevent the lawful taking of an animal or a fish.

(d) Erects barriers to deny ingress or egress to areas where the lawful taking of animals or fish may occur. This subdivision
does not apply to an individual who erects barriers to prevent trespassing on his or her property.

(e) Interjects himself or herself into the line of fire of an individual lawfully taking wildlife.

(f) Affects the condition or placement of personal or public property intended for use in the lawful taking of an animal
or a fish in order to impair the usefulness of the property or prevent the use of the property.

(g) Enters or remains upon private lands without the permission of the owner or the owner's agent, for the purpose of
violating this section.

© 2018 Thomson Reuters. No clal eTel int Works.,



324.40112. Obstruction or interference in lawful taking of animals..., Ml 8T 324.40112

(h) Engages in any other act or behavior for the purpose of violating this section.

(3) Upon petition of an aggrieved person or an individual who reasonably may be aggrieved by a violation of this section,
a court of competent jurisdiction, upon a showing that an individual was engaged in and threatens to continue to engage
in illegal conduct under this section, may enjoin that conduct.

(4) An individual who violates this section is guilty of a misdemeanor punishable by imprisonment for not more than
93 days or a fine of not less than $500.00 or more than $1,000.00, or both, and the costs of prosecution. An individual
who violates this section a second or subsequent time is guilty of a misdemeanor punishable by imprisonment for not
more than 1 year or a fine of not less than $1,000.00 or more than $2,500.00, or both, and the costs of prosecution. In
addition to the penalties provided for in this subsection, any permit or license issued by the department authorizing the
individual to take animals or fish shall be revoked. A prosecution under this section does not preclude prosecution or
other action under any other criminal or civil statute.

(5) This section does not apply to a peace officer while the peace officer performs his or her lawful duties.

Credits

P.A.1994, No. 451, § 40112, added by P.A.1995, No. 57, § 1, Imd. Eff. May 24, 1995. Amended by P.A.1996, No. 316,
§ 1, Eff. July 1, 1996; P.A.2015, No. 12, Eff. July 13, 2015.

M. C. L. A. 324.40112, MI ST 324.40112

The statutes are current through P.A.2018, No. 382, also 386-388, 395-399, 403-417, 421, 426, 430, 449, and 456, of the
2018 Regular Session, 99th Michigan Legislature.

End of Document € 2019 Thomson Reuters. No claim to original U.S. Government Works.

© 2018 Thomson Reuters. No claim {o original U8, Government Works,
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From: Microsoft Outlook on behalf of Lumm, Jane
Sent: Monday, January 07, 2019 7:22 PM

To: Ryan Stanton

Subject: FW: State Statute re: DC-3

Attachments: FW: State Statute re: DC-3

Sender: JLumm@a2gov.org
Subject: FW: State Statute re: DC-3

Message-Id: <D8B4E2A42E5C7D4AAF328A355CDCE4E30535D80E@EXxchMBX2.CITY.A2>
To: stant1rji@gmail.com
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From: Lumm, Jane

Sent: Monday, January 07, 2019 7:22 PM

To: Ryan Stanton

Subject: FW: State Statute re: DC-3

Attachments: 32440112 Obstruction or interference in lawful taking of animals or fish by anot.pdf

From: Lumm, Jane

Sent: Monday, January 7, 2019 7:16 PM

To: CityCouncil <CityCouncil@a2gov.org>

Cc: Beaudry, Jacqueline <JBeaudry@a2gov.org>; Lazarus, Howard <HLazarus@a2gov.org>; Elias, Abigail
<AElias@a2gov.org>; Blake, Betsy <BBlake @a2gov.org>

Subject: State Statute re: DC-3

FYi{ -lane



324.40112. Obstruction or interference in lawful taking of animals..., Ml ST 324.40112

KeyCite Yellow Flag - Negative Treatment
Proposed Legislation

Michigan Compiled Laws Annotated
Chapter 324. Natural Resources and Environmental Protection
Natural Resources and Environmental Protection Act (Refs & Annos)
Article IT1. Natural Resources Management
Chapter 2. Management of Renewable Resources
Subchapter 1. Wildlife
Wildlife Conservation
Part 401. Wildlife Conservation

M.C.L.A. 324.40112

324.40112. Obstruction or interference in lawful taking of animals
or fish by another; violations; injunction; penalties; applicability

Effective: July 13, 2015
Currentness

Sec. 40112. (1) An individual shall not obstruct or interfere in the lawful taking of animals or fish by another individual.
(2) An individual violates this section when the individual intentionally or knowingly does any of the following:

(a) Drives or disturbs animals or fish for the purpose of disrupting a lawful taking.

(b) Blocks, impedes, or harasses another individual who is engaged in the process of lawfully taking an animal or fish.

(c) Uses a natural or artificial visual, aural, olfactory, gustatory, or physical stimulus or an unmanned vehicle or
unmanned device that uses aerodynamic forces to achieve flight or that operates on the surface of the water or
underwater, to affect animal or fish behavior in order to hinder or prevent the lawful taking of an animal or a fish.

(d) Erects barriers to deny ingress or egress to areas where the lawful taking of animals or fish may occur. This subdivision
does not apply to an individual who erects barriers to prevent trespassing on his or her property.

() Interjects himself or herself into the line of fire of an individual lawfully taking wildlife.

(f) Affects the condition or placement of personal or public property intended for use in the lawful taking of an animal
or a fish in order to impair the usefulness of the property or prevent the use of the property.

(g) Enters or remains upon private lands without the permission of the owner or the owner's agent, for the purpose of
violating this section.

son Reulers. No claim 1o oniginal ULS. Govemnmmend Works,



324.40112. Obstruction or interference in lawful taking of animals..., Ml ST 324.40112
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(h) Engages in any other act or behavior for the purpose of violating this section.

(3) Upon petition of an aggrieved person or an individual who reasonably may be aggrieved by a violation of this section,
a court of competent jurisdiction, upon a showing that an individual was engaged in and threatens to continue to engage
in illegal conduct under this section, may enjoin that conduct.

(4) An individual who violates this section is guilty of a misdemeanor punishable by imprisonment for not more than
93 days or a fine of not less than $500.00 or more than $1,000.00, or both, and the costs of prosecution. An individual
who violates this section a second or subsequent time is guilty of a misdemeanor punishable by imprisonment for not
more than 1 year or a fine of not less than $1,000.00 or more than $2,500.00, or both, and the costs of prosecution. In
addition to the penalties provided for in this subsection, any permit or license issued by the department authorizing the
individual to take animals or fish shall be revoked. A prosecution under this section does not preclude prosecution or
other action under any other criminal or civil statute.

(5) This section does not apply to a peace officer while the peace officer performs his or her lawful duties.

Credits

P.A.1994, No. 451, § 40112, added by P.A.1995, No. 57, § 1, Imd. Eff. May 24, 1995. Amended by P.A.1996, No. 316,
§ 1, Eff. July 1, 1996; P.A.2015, No. 12, Eff. July 13, 2015.

M. C. L. A. 32440112, MI ST 324.40112

The statutes are current through P.A.2018, No. 382, also 386-388, 395-399, 403-417, 421, 426, 430, 449, and 456, of the
2018 Regular Session, 99th Michigan Legislature.

Ead of Bocument i 19 Thomson Reuters. No claim to caipinal U8, Goevernment Works.

© 2018 Thomson Rauters. No claim to original U.S. Government Works.
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From: Tom stulberg |

Sent: Monday, January 07, 2019 7:34 PM

To: Chuck Marshall

Cc: Scott Newell; Bannister, Anne; Lester Wyborny; Hayner, Jeff; Susan Presswood Wright;
everett w armstrong; Andrea Tom; Jean Arnold; Libby Brooks; Amy Chavasse

Subject: Great job speakers

Watching from home. You all were great!
Absolom Traver would be proud!

Sent from my iPhone

On Jan 7, 2019, at 6:23 PM, Chuck Marshall || || G ot

Hello Neighbors...
Good luck tonight. We can't make it, but are with you in spirit.

In case anyone needs it; here is the reference to city code which would allow the council to
address the assessment on homeowners (contrary to statements by city admin and the mayor):

Chapter 12 - FINANCING LOCAL PUBLIC IMPROVEMENTS - 1:274. - Division of costs -
item 3

"(3) In any case where the city council determines that the division of costs under subsection (2)
does not accurately reflect the benefit to the city at large and the private benefit, such other
division as shall be equitable may be adopted by the city council.”

Thanks

Chuck

On Mon, Jan 7, 2019 at 5:39 PM Scott Newell_ wrote:

Hi everyone,

Thank you so much for your time on this issue. I feel very grateful to have such fantastic
neighbors and council reps. I reget that Im out of town until 15 Jan. Thanks again.
Scott Newell

On Mon, Jan 7, 2019, 3:27 PM Tom Stulberg 'erote:
Additional thoughts. Speakers can mention them or not. Anne and Jeff FYI.
Rachael Toon at 1643 Traver (house and vacant lot) would like sidewalks and has spoken and
written to that effect. Since the existing sidewalk on school property on Traver Street dead

ends at her property, she can have sidewalks anytime she wants, with or without this
program. Her cost is estimated at $5,000, which she is not happy about. It might be less

1



expensive for her to install her own sidewalks on her own property WITHOUT being included
in the program and without the grant money. Being included in this program forces her to
share in the higher average cost because of the expenses of the two solutions that have been
proposed so far.

AAPS closes their drop off loops to commuters and directs commuters to use Traver Street as
a drop off "loop" instead, as well as the two churches. statements have been made that
neighborhood schools expect some parking on neighborhood streets. But AAPS is going far
beyond that generalization and asking the residents of Traver Street to provide an extra-
ordinary service for Northside STEAM's drop off and pick up, at no expense to AAPS and at
great expense to the neighbors. This is not the incidental use implied by neighborhood
schools expecting some parking on neighborhood streets.

The response from the city regarding the vacant lot at 1600 Traver that will have a shared
drive for four new homes was dismissive and inadequate. The approved common drive is
right at the intersection of Traver and John A. Woods, already a problematic intersection for
pedestrians and cyclists. The city is forgoing an opportunity to make this intersection safer by
ignoring the possibility of working with the builder/developer. Rather he will be assessed
over $7,000 for sidewalks that will be destroyed during construction and the city's response
indicated that he would then have to pay for their reconstruction. This is unfortunately
indicative of the attitude towards those bearing the burden of this project from the city and
AAPS.

| presume you all have thought out what you are going to say. Do with the above as you
wish,

From: Bannister, Anne <ABannister@a2gov.org>

Sent: Monday, January 7, 2019 4:24 PM

To: Tom Stulberg; Lester Wyborny; Hayner, Jeff

Cc: Susan Presswood Wright; EVERETT LAST_NAME; Andrea Tom; Jean Arnold; Libby Brooks; Chuck
Marshall; Chavasse, Amy; Scott Newell

Subject: Re: List of speakers

Are we on aroll?!! I’'m feeling optimistic!! You guys r gonna do great with your 3 minutes.

Get Qutlook for 10S

On Mon, Jan 7, 2019 at 3:59 PM -0500, "Tom Stulberg" _wrote:

Tonight's list: 5,6,7,8 are 1600 block of Traver. Good luck!

1. Mozhgan Savabieasfahani - The Gelman Dioxane Clean Up (AC-2)

2. Will Hathaway - Resolution Directing City Attorney to Settle Ann Arbor Central Park Ballot
Committee Case (DC-2)

3. Alan Haber - Resolution Directing City Attorney to Settle Ann Arbor Central Park Ballot
Committee Case (DC-2)



4. Robert Gordon - Resolution Directing City Attorney to Settle Ann Arbor Central Park Ballot
Committee Case (DC-2)

5. Everett Armstrong - Safe Routes - Sidewalks

6. Lester Wyborny - Safe Routes to School

7. Jean Arnold - Safe Routes to School

8. Elizabeth Brooks - Safe Routes to School

9. Lorraine Shapiro - City Priorities

10. Lefiest Galimore - Prison Reform

Alternates: 1. Lisa Abrams - Ann Arbor Deer Cull

e SRS —— N— e RRRT_—- - p—

From: Bannister, Anne <ABannister@a2gov.org>

Sent: Monday, January 7, 2019 12:41 AM

To: Tom Stulberg; Lester Wyborny; Hayner, Jeff

Cc: Susan Presswood Wright; EVERETT LAST_NAME; Andrea Tom; Jean Arnold; Libby Brooks; Chuck
Marshall; Chavasse, Amy; Scott Newell

Subject: RE: transportation commission contact

Okay, wow, great work! I'll add this to my "concise email," which is over 2 pages... I'd like to get it
down to half a page, but we have so many strong objections that need to be included. -- Anne

Messages are subject to disclosure under the Michigan Freedom of Information Act (FOIA).

From: Tom Stulberg

Sent: Monday, January 07, 2019 12:30 AM

To: Lester Wyborny; Bannister, Anne; Hayner, Jeff

Cc: Susan Presswood Wright; EVERETT LAST_NAME; Andrea Tom; Jean Arnold; Libby Brooks; Chuck
Marshall; Chavasse, Amy; Scott Newell

Subject: Re: transportation commission contact

Lester, I'll see your code citation and raise you!
Ann Arbor, Ml Code of Ordinances. Chapter 13 Special Assessments
1:290 - Objections to roll.

Any person aggrieved by the special assessment roll or the necessity of the improvement
may file objections to the roll in writing with the Clerk prior to the close of the hearing. The
written objections shall specify in what respect the person believes him or herself
aggrieved. No original assessment roll shall be confirmed except by the affirmative vote of 8
members of the Council if prior to the confirmation written objections to the proposed
improvement have been filed by the owners of the property which will be required to bear
over 50% of the amount of the special assessment.

A A 5 KT ART— — B T ——

From: Lester Wyborny
Sent: Monday, January 7, 2019 12:27 AM
To: Bannister, Anne; Hayner, Jeff



Cc: Susan Presswood Wright; EVERETT LAST_NAME; Andrea Tom; Jean Arnold; Libby Brooks; Chuck
Marshall; Chavasse, Amy; Scott Newell; Tom Stulberg
Subject: Re: transportation commission contact

Anne, after reading the City Charter, | don't agree with Jack's assessments about
when a supermajority applies. According to 4.4. G of the City Charter:

The affirmative vote of at least six members of the Council, or of such greater number
as may be required by this charter, or other provisions of law, Ann Arbor, Michigan
City Charter 16 shall be required for the adoption or passage of any resolution or
ordinance, or the taking of any official Council action. No office may be created or
abolished, nor any street, alley, or public ground vacated, nor private property
taken for public use, unless by a concurring vote of at least eight members of
the Council.

The City is proposing to vacate a portion of the City street, which is used by City
residents parking, for other purposes. | am not an attorney, nor am | a judge, but |
have been involved in writing regulations for the last 30 years, and | think that we
have a pretty strong case that when the City proposes to vacate a portion of the City
street, that a super-majority would be required.

Lester

On Sun, Jan 6, 2019 at 7:51 PM Bannister, Anne <ABannister@a2gov.org> wrote:
I’m just leaving Jack Eaton’s house now. We met with Ali, Kathy, and Elizabeth. Ali and
Elizabeth remain unconvinced of the need to vote NO. But I’m going to proceed to email
all of Council and the neighbors tonight anyway, or tomorrow at the latest, with my urgent
request for a NO vote, just in case anything changes tomorrow with Ali and Elizabeth.

Right now we do not have the 6 votes needed, but let’s continue to try and convince
Council. We’ve got nothing to lose by doing so.

The neighborhood petition showing a lack of public support is still useful. I confirmed with
Jack, however, that the 8 vote super majority only works for issues like budget amendments
and rezoning requests (Kroger Lot), not this SRTS resolution.

Thanks,
Anne

Get QOutlook for i0S

On Sun, Jan 6, 2019 at 6:52 PM -0500, "Susan Presswood Wright" _

wrote:



Thanks for this informative message! Could not agree more strongly about
restoring community participation in processes affecting

communities. We really had that in 2004 when the Broadway Bridges
were replaced. Without the active community participation that we had
then--with great support from Sabra Briere and others on the Council--we
would be using a freeway-style bridge--with no pedestrian barrier today.
(Yours truly did some work on precedents for pedestrian protection on
Michigan bridges...). Plan to send a brief message on need for community
participation this evening.

On Sun, Jan 6, 2019 at 3:06 PM EVERETT LAST_NAME (|

wrote:
Anne -

I talked with Linda Feldt for a short minute. She likes Howard and his value set - kids, the
environment, etc. So...

She put me in contact with Brad Parsons on the Transportation Commission. He is aware
of our situation. I told him that most (90%+)

of the homeowners in the 1600 block of Traver are opposed to sidewalks on both sides of
the street, and that we want to confirm who it is that mandates dual sidewalks for the
project. He said he had the same conversation with Nick Hutchinson in engineering, who
could not unequivocally say two sidewalks are required or who requires them.

Brad did not have much time to talk, but he did say that our unpublished article is still
useful. If not already included, we should add quotes and photos. Then the plan would be
for a supportive city councilperson to release it. He's convinced it would not be
overlooked if presented this way.

I forgot to ask if he knows of any surveys done by the city of homeowners post-sidewalk
renovation.

His second quick thought was more long-term. He feels the story of our difficult relations
with the city could be useful and instructive to get other city commissions to join together
to get the city to engage in more inclusive and comprehensive planning. Depends on how
engaged we want to be, and for how long, I guess.

That's what I know.

Best -

Everett
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From: Ramlawi, Al

Sent: Monday, January 07, 2019 7:42 PM
To: Beaudry, Jacqueline

Subject: DC-2

Please include CM Ramlawi as a sponsor on DC-2.

Thank you,
Ramlawi
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From: Amy Chavasse

Sent: Monday, January 07, 2019 5:55 PM

To: Scott Newell

Cc: Tom Stulberg; Bannister, Anne; Lester Wyborny; Hayner, Jeff; Susan Presswood Wright;
everett w armstrong; Andrea Tom; Jean Arnold; Libby Brooks; Chuck Marshall

Subject: Re: Additional thoughts for speakers

Echoing Scott..... I am grateful for your efforts and time . And also regret that I'll miss the meeting this evening.
Go get 'em!
Amy

On Mon, Jan 7, 2019, 17:39 Scott Newell_wrote:

Hi everyone,

Thank you so much for your time on this issue. I feel very grateful to have such fantastic neighbors and council
reps. [ reget that Im out of town until 15 Jan. Thanks again.
Scott Newell

On Mon, Jan 7, 2019, 3:27 PM Tom Stulberg || ||| o
Additional thoughts. Speakers can mention them or not. Anne and Jeff FYI.

Rachael Toon at 1643 Traver (house and vacant lot) would like sidewalks and has spoken and written to that
effect. Since the existing sidewalk on school property on Traver Street dead ends at her property, she can
have sidewalks anytime she wants, with or without this program. Her cost is estimated at $5,000, which she
is not happy about. It might be less expensive for her to install her own sidewalks on her own property
WITHOUT being included in the program and without the grant money. Being included in this program

forces her to share in the higher average cost because of the expenses of the two solutions that have been
proposed so far.

AAPS closes their drop off loops to commuters and directs commuters to use Traver Street as a drop off
"loop" instead, as well as the two churches. statements have been made that neighborhood schools expect
some parking on neighborhood streets. But AAPS is going far beyond that generalization and asking the
residents of Traver Street to provide an extra-ordinary service for Northside STEAM's drop off and pick up, at
no expense to AAPS and at great expense to the neighbors. This is not the incidental use implied by
neighborhood schools expecting some parking on neighborhood streets.

The response from the city regarding the vacant lot at 1600 Traver that will have a shared drive for four new
homes was dismissive and inadequate. The approved common drive is right at the intersection of Traver
and John A. Woods, already a problematic intersection for pedestrians and cyclists. The city is forgoing an
opportunity to make this intersection safer by ignoring the possibility of working with the
builder/developer. Rather he will be assessed over $7,000 for sidewalks that will be destroyed during
construction and the city's response indicated that he would then have to pay for their reconstruction. This

is unfortunately indicative of the attitude towards those bearing the burden of this project from the city and
AAPS.

| presume you all have thought out what you are going to say. Do with the above as you wish.

1



From: Bannister, Anne <ABannister@a2gov.org>

Sent: Monday, January 7, 2019 4:24 PM

To: Tom Stulberg; Lester Wyborny; Hayner, Jeff

Cc: Susan Presswood Wright; EVERETT LAST_NAME; Andrea Tom; Jean Arnold; Libby Brooks; Chuck Marshall;
Chavasse, Amy; Scott Newell

Subject: Re: List of speakers

Are we on aroll?!! I’'m feeling optimistic!! You guys r gonna do great with your 3 minutes.

Get Qutlook for i0S

On Mon, Jan 7, 2019 at 3:59 PM -0500, "Tom Stulberg” || | T o'

Tonight's list: 5,6,7,8 are 1600 block of Traver. Good luck!

1. Mozhgan Savabieasfahani - The Gelman Dioxane Clean Up (AC-2)

2. Will Hathaway - Resolution Directing City Attorney to Settle Ann Arbor Central Park Ballot Committee
Case (DC-2)

3. Alan Haber - Resolution Directing City Attorney to Settle Ann Arbor Central Park Ballot Committee Case
(DC-2)

4. Robert Gordon - Resolution Directing City Attorney to Settle Ann Arbor Central Park Ballot Committee
Case (DC-2)

5. Everett Armstrong - Safe Routes - Sidewalks

6. Lester Wyborny - Safe Routes to School

7. Jean Arnold - Safe Routes to School

8. Elizabeth Brooks - Safe Routes to School

9. Lorraine Shapiro - City Priorities

10. Lefiest Galimore - Prison Reform

Alternates: 1. Lisa Abrams - Ann Arbor Deer Cull

R o B O . O O 1 O3-S T OO ST

From: Bannister, Anne <ABannister@a2gov.org>

Sent: Monday, January 7, 2019 12:41 AM

To: Tom Stulberg; Lester Wyborny; Hayner, Jeff

Cc: Susan Presswood Wright; EVERETT LAST_NAME; Andrea Tom; Jean Arnold; Libby Brooks; Chuck Marshall;
Chavasse, Amy; Scott Newell

Subject: RE: transportation commission contact

Okay, wow, great work! [I'll add this to my "concise email,” which is over 2 pages... I'd like to get it down to half a
page, but we have so many strong objections that need to be included. -- Anne

Messages are subject to disclosure under the Michigan Freedom of Information Act (FOIA).

From: Tom Stulberg
Sent: Monday, January 07, 2019 12:30 AM
To: Lester Wyborny; Bannister, Anne; Hayner, Jeff

Cc: Susan Presswood Wright; EVERETT LAST_NAME; Andrea Tom; Jean Arnold; Libby Brooks; Chuck Marshall;

2



Chavasse, Amy; Scott Newell
Subject: Re: transportation commission contact

Lester, I'll see your code citation and raise you!
Ann Arbor, Ml Code of Ordinances. Chapter 13 Special Assessments
1:290 - Objections to roll.

Any person aggrieved by the special assessment roll or the necessity of the improvement may file
objections to the roll in writing with the Clerk prior to the close of the hearing. The written objections shall
specify in what respect the person believes him or herself aggrieved. No original assessment roll shall be
confirmed except by the affirmative vote of 8 members of the Council if prior to the confirmation written
objections to the proposed improvement have been filed by the owners of the property which will be
required to bear over 50% of the amount of the special assessment.

From: Lester Wyborny _

Sent: Monday, January 7, 2019 12:27 AM

To: Bannister, Anne; Hayner, Jeff

Cc: Susan Presswood Wright; EVERETT LAST_NAME; Andrea Tom; Jean Arnold; Libby Brooks; Chuck Marshall;
Chavasse, Amy; Scott Newell; Tom Stulberg

Subject: Re: transportation commission contact

Anne, after reading the City Charter, | don't agree with Jack's assessments about when a
supermajority applies. According to 4.4. G of the City Charter:

The affirmative vote of at least six members of the Council, or of such greater number as may be
required by this charter, or other provisions of law, Ann Arbor, Michigan City Charter 16 shall be
required for the adoption or passage of any resolution or ordinance, or the taking of any official
Council action. No office may be created or abolished, nor any street, alley, or public ground

vacated, nor private property taken for public use, unless by a concurring vote of at least eight
members of the Council.

The City is proposing to vacate a portion of the City street, which is used by City residents parking,
for other purposes. | am not an attorney, nor am | a judge, but | have been involved in writing
regulations for the last 30 years, and | think that we have a pretty strong case that when the City
proposes to vacate a portion of the City street, that a super-majority would be required.

Lester

On Sun, Jan 6, 2019 at 7:51 PM Bannister, Anne <ABannister(@a2gov.org> wrote:
I’m just leaving Jack Eaton’s house now. We met with Ali, Kathy, and Elizabeth. Ali and Elizabeth
remain unconvinced of the need to vote NO. But I’m going to proceed to email all of Council and the




neighbors tonight anyway, or tomorrow at the latest, with my urgent request for a NO vote, just in case
anything changes tomorrow with Ali and Elizabeth.

Right now we do not have the 6 votes needed, but let’s continue to try and convince Council. We’ve got
nothing to lose by doing so.

The neighborhood petition showing a lack of public support is still useful. I confirmed with Jack, however,
that the 8 vote super majority only works for issues like budget amendments and rezoning requests (Kroger
Lot), not this SRTS resolution.

Thanks,
Anne

Get Qutlook for i0S

On Sun, Jan 6, 2019 at 6:52 PM -0500, "Susan Presswood Wright" _wrote:

Thanks for this informative message! Could not agree more strongly about restoring
community participation in processes affecting communities. We really had that in
2004 when the Broadway Bridges were replaced. Without the active community
participation that we had then--with great support from Sabra Briere and others on
the Council--we would be using a freeway-style bridge--with no pedestrian barrier
today. (Yours truly did some work on precedents for pedestrian protection on
Michigan bridges...). Plan to send a brief message on need for community
participation this evening.

On Sun, Jan 6, 2019 at 3:06 PM EVERETT LAST NAME |G o

Anne -

I talked with Linda Feldt for a short minute. She likes Howard and his value set - kids, the environment,
etc. So...

She put me in contact with Brad Parsons on the Transportation Commission. He is aware of our
situation. I told him that most (90%+)

of the homeowners in the 1600 block of Traver are opposed to sidewalks on both sides of the street, and
that we want to confirm who it is that mandates dual sidewalks for the project. He said he had the same
conversation with Nick Hutchinson in engineering, who could not unequivocally say two sidewalks are
required or who requires them.

Brad did not have much time to talk, but he did say that our unpublished article is still useful. If not
already included, we should add quotes and photos. Then the plan would be for a supportive city
councilperson to release it. He's convinced it would not be overlooked if presented this way.

I forgot to ask if he knows of any surveys done by the city of homeowners post-sidewalk renovation.
His second quick thought was more long-term. He feels the story of our difficult relations with the city
could be useful and instructive to get other city commissions to join together to get the city to engage in

more inclusive and comprehensive planning. Depends on how engaged we want to be, and for how long,
[ guess.

That's what I know.

Best -



Everett
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From: Hayner, Jeff

Sent: Monday, January 07, 2019 8:50 PM
To: Lazarus, Howard; Crawford, Tom
Subject: Funding Water projects

Dear Sirs;

Please clarify a budget and funding question for me, are capital improvements to water infrastructure only allowed to
be paid for with revenue derived from the water system, or bonding against {or by) those service area funds? Can we
use general fund dollars or other fungible funds for investments in our water system?

Thank you for your consideration of this question,

Jeff Hayner
Ward 1 City Council
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From: Andrea Tom

Sent: Monday, January 07, 2019 8:52 PM

To: Amy Chavasse

Cc: Bannister, Anne; Chuck Marshall; Hayner, Jeff, Jean Arnold; Lester Wyborny; Libby
Brooks; Scott Newell; Susan Presswood Wright; Tom Stulberg; everett w armstrong

Subject: Re: Additional thoughts for speakers

Yes...thank you!! Andrea

On Mon, Jan 7, 2019 at 8:02 PM Amy Chavasse _wrote:
Echoing Scott..... I am grateful for your efforts and time . And also regret that I'll miss the meeting this
evening. Go get 'em!
Amy

On Mon, Jan 7, 2019, 17:39 Scott Newell _wrote:

Hi everyone,

Thank you so much for your time on this issue. I feel very grateful to have such fantastic neighbors and
council reps. I reget that Im out of town until 15 Jan. Thanks again.

Scott Newell

On Mon, Jan 7, 2019, 3:27 PM Tom Stulberg _Wrote:
Additional thoughts. Speakers can mention them or not. Anne and Jeff FYI.

Rachael Toon at 1643 Traver (house and vacant lot) would like sidewalks and has spoken and written to
that effect. Since the existing sidewalk on school property on Traver Street dead ends at her property, she
can have sidewalks anytime she wants, with or without this program. Her cost is estimated at $5,000,
which she is not happy about. It might be less expensive for her to install her own sidewalks on her own
property WITHOUT being included in the program and without the grant money. Being included in this
program forces her to share in the higher average cost because of the expenses of the two solutions that
have been proposed so far.

AAPS closes their drop off loops to commuters and directs commuters to use Traver Street as a drop off
"loop" instead, as well as the two churches. statements have been made that neighborhood schools expect
some parking on neighborhood streets. But AAPS is going far beyond that generalization and asking the
residents of Traver Street to provide an extra-ordinary service for Northside STEAM's drop off and pick up,
at no expense to AAPS and at great expense to the neighbors. This is not the incidental use implied by
neighborhood schools expecting some parking on neighborhood streets.

The response from the city regarding the vacant lot at 1600 Traver that will have a shared drive for four
new homes was dismissive and inadequate. The approved common drive is right at the intersection of
Traver and John A. Woods, already a problematic intersection for pedestrians and cyclists. The city is
forgoing an opportunity to make this intersection safer by ignoring the possibility of working with the
builder/developer. Rather he will be assessed over $7,000 for sidewalks that will be destroyed during
construction and the city's response indicated that he would then have to pay for their reconstruction. This

is unfortunately indicative of the attitude towards those bearing the burden of this project from the city
and AAPS.



| presume you all have thought out what you are going to say. Do with the above as you wish.
From: Bannister, Anne <ABannister@a2gov.org>

Sent: Monday, January 7, 2019 4:24 PM

To: Tom Stulberg; Lester Wyborny; Hayner, Jeff

Cc: Susan Presswood Wright; EVERETT LAST_NAME; Andrea Tom; Jean Arnold; Libby Brooks; Chuck Marshall;
Chavasse, Amy; Scott Newell

Subject: Re: List of speakers

Are we on aroll?!! I’'m feeling optimistic!! You guys r gonna do great with your 3 minutes.

Get Outlook for 10S

On Mon, Jan 7, 2019 at 3:59 PM -0500, "Tom Stulberg" ||| GGG

Tonight's list: 5,6,7,8 are 1600 block of Traver. Good luck!

1. Mozhgan Savabieasfahani - The Gelman Dioxane Clean Up (AC-2)

2. Will Hathaway - Resolution Directing City Attorney to Settle Ann Arbor Central Park Ballot Committee
Case (DC-2)

3. Alan Haber - Resolution Directing City Attorney to Settle Ann Arbor Central Park Ballot Committee Case
(DC-2)

4. Robert Gordon - Resolution Directing City Attorney to Settle Ann Arbor Central Park Ballot Committee
Case (DC-2)

5. Everett Armstrong - Safe Routes - Sidewalks

6. Lester Wyborny - Safe Routes to School

7. Jean Arnold - Safe Routes to School

8. Elizabeth Brooks - Safe Routes to School

9. Lorraine Shapiro - City Priorities

10. Lefiest Galimore - Prison Reform

Alternates: 1. Lisa Abrams - Ann Arbor Deer Cull

From: Bannister, Anne <ABannister@a2gov.org>

Sent: Monday, January 7, 2019 12:41 AM

To: Tom Stulberg; Lester Wyborny; Hayner, Jeff

Cc: Susan Presswood Wright; EVERETT LAST_NAME; Andrea Tom; Jean Arnold; Libby Brooks; Chuck Marshall;
Chavasse, Amy; Scott Newell

Subject: RE: transportation commission contact

Okay, wow, great work! ['ll add this to my "concise email,” which is over 2 pages... I'd like to get it down to half a
page, but we have so many strong objections that need fo be included. -- Anne

Messages are subject to disclosure under the Michigan Freedom of Information Act (FOIA).



From: Tom Stulberg

Sent: Monday, January 07, 2019 12:30 AM

To: Lester Wyborny; Bannister, Anne; Hayner, Jeff

Cc: Susan Presswood Wright; EVERETT LAST_NAME; Andrea Tom; Jean Arnold; Libby Brooks; Chuck Marshall;
Chavasse, Amy; Scott Newell

Subject: Re: transportation commission contact

Lester, I'll see your code citation and raise you!
Ann Arbor, MI Code of Ordinances. Chapter 13 Special Assessments

1:290 - Objections to roll.

Any person aggrieved by the special assessment roll or the necessity of the improvement may file
objections to the roll in writing with the Clerk prior to the close of the hearing. The written objections
shall specify in what respect the person believes him or herself aggrieved. No original assessment roll shall
be confirmed except by the affirmative vote of 8 members of the Council if prior to the confirmation
written objections to the proposed improvement have been filed by the owners of the property which will
be required to bear over 50% of the amount of the special assessment.

from: Lester wyborny |

Sent: Monday, January 7, 2019 12:27 AM

To: Bannister, Anne; Hayner, Jeff

Cc: Susan Presswood Wright; EVERETT LAST_NAME; Andrea Tom; Jean Arnold; Libby Brooks; Chuck Marshall;
Chavasse, Amy; Scott Newell; Tom Stulberg

Subject: Re: transportation commission contact

Anne, after reading the City Charter, | don't agree with Jack's assessments about when a
supermajority applies. According to 4.4. G of the City Charter:

The affirmative vote of at least six members of the Council, or of such greater number as may be
required by this charter, or other provisions of law, Ann Arbor, Michigan City Charter 16 shall be
required for the adoption or passage of any resolution or ordinance, or the taking of any official
Council action. No office may be created or abolished, nor any street, alley, or public ground

vacated, nor private property taken for public use, unless by a concurring vote of at least eight
members of the Council.

The City is proposing to vacate a portion of the City street, which is used by City residents

parking, for other purposes. | am not an attorney, nor am | a judge, but | have been involved in
writing regulations for the last 30 years, and | think that we have a pretty strong case that when
the City proposes to vacate a portion of the City street, that a super-majority would be required.

Lester

On Sun, Jan 6, 2019 at 7:51 PM Bannister, Anne <ABannister@a2gov.org> wrote:
3




I’m just leaving Jack Eaton’s house now. We met with Ali, Kathy, and Elizabeth. Ali and Elizabeth
remain unconvinced of the need to vote NO. But I'm going to proceed to email all of Council and the
neighbors tonight anyway, or tomorrow at the latest, with my urgent request for a NO vote, just in case
anything changes tomorrow with Ali and Elizabeth.

Right now we do not have the 6 votes needed, but let’s continue to try and convince Council. We’ve got
nothing to lose by doing so.

The neighborhood petition showing a lack of public support is still useful. I confirmed with Jack,
however, that the 8 vote super majority only works for issues like budget amendments and rezoning
requests (Kroger Lot), not this SRTS resolution.

Thanks,
Anne

Get Qutlook for i0OS

On Sun, Jan 6, 2019 at 6:52 PM -0500, "Susan Presswood Wright" _wrote:

Thanks for this informative message! Could not agree more strongly about restoring
community participation in processes affecting communities. We really had that in
2004 when the Broadway Bridges were replaced. Without the active community
participation that we had then--with great support from Sabra Briere and others on
the Council--we would be using a freeway-style bridge--with no pedestrian barrier
today. (Yours truly did some work on precedents for pedestrian protection on
Michigan bridges...). Plan to send a brief message on need for community
participation this evening.

On Sun, Jan 6, 2019 at 3:06 PM EVERETT LAST NAME _ wrote:
Anne -

I talked with Linda Feldt for a short minute. She likes Howard and his value set - kids, the environment,
ete. So...

She put me in contact with Brad Parsons on the Transportation Commission. He is aware of our
situation. I told him that most (90%+)

of the homeowners in the 1600 block of Traver are opposed to sidewalks on both sides of the street, and
that we want to confirm who it is that mandates dual sidewalks for the project. He said he had the same
conversation with Nick Hutchinson in engineering, who could not unequivocally say two sidewalks are
required or who requires them.

Brad did not have much time to talk, but he did say that our unpublished article is still useful. If not
already included, we should add quotes and photos. Then the plan would be for a supportive city
councilperson to release it. He's convinced it would not be overlooked if presented this way.

I forgot to ask if he knows of any surveys done by the city of homeowners post-sidewalk renovation.
His second quick thought was more long-term. He feels the story of our difficult relations with the city
could be useful and instructive to get other city commissions to join together to get the city to engage in

more inclusive and comprehensive planning. Depends on how engaged we want to be, and for how long,
I guess.

That's what I know.



Best -

Bverett



Journal Archive

From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:

Subject:

Lester wyborny [

Monday, January 07, 2019 9:33 PM

Andrea Tom

Amy Chavasse; Bannister, Anne; Chuck Marshall; Hayner, Jeff; Jean Arnold; Libby Brooks;
Scott Newell; Susan Presswood Wright; Tom Stulberg; everett w armstrong

Re: Additional thoughts for speakers

At the break, Jack Eaton said that he would move to bring up the SRTS sidewalks up for a revote!

I suggested to Anne that she indicate, and ask other council members to indicate, whether they intend to vote no
for the special assessments down the line. Since the Traver folks are overwhelming against this, thus 8 votes
are needed to pass this later on, or only 4 votes are needed to kill it. If all the council members knew this now,
they could choose to vote to kill this now rather than go through design and bidding, only to seeing it killed later
on - placing the grant § at much greater risk.

Lester

On Mon, Jan 7, 2019 at 8:51 PM Andrea Tom _wrote:

Yes...thank you!! Andrea

On Mon, Jan 7, 2019 at 8:02 PM Amy Chavasse _wrote:

Echoing Scott..... I am grateful for your efforts and time . And also regret that I'll miss the meeting this

evening. Go get 'em!

Amy

On Mon, Jan 7, 2019, 17:39 Scott Newell _wrote:

Hi everyone,

Thank you so much for your time on this issue. I feel very grateful to have such fantastic neighbors and
council reps. I reget that Im out of town until 15 Jan. Thanks again.

Scott Newell

On Mon, Jan 7, 2019, 3:27 PM Tom Stulberg |||t

Additional thoughts. Speakers can mention them or not. Anne and Jeft FYI.

Rachael Toon at 1643 Traver (house and vacant lot) would like sidewalks and has spoken and written to
that effect. Since the existing sidewalk on school property on Traver Street dead ends at her property, she
can have sidewalks anytime she wants, with or without this program. Her cost is estimated at $5,000,
which she is not happy about. It might be less expensive for her to install her own sidewalks on her own
property WITHOUT being included in the program and without the grant money. Being included in this
program forces her to share in the higher average cost because of the expenses of the two solutions that

have been proposed so far.

AAPS closes their drop off loops to commuters and directs commuters to use Traver Street as a drop off
"loop" instead, as well as the two churches. statements have been made that neighborhood schools
expect some parking on neighborhood streets. But AAPS is going far beyond that generalization and
asking the residents of Traver Street to provide an extra-ordinary service for Northside STEAM's drop off

1



and pick up, at no expense to AAPS and at great expense to the neighbors. This is not the incidental use
implied by neighborhood schools expecting some parking on neighborhood streets.

The response from the city regarding the vacant lot at 1600 Traver that will have a shared drive for four
new homes was dismissive and inadequate. The approved common drive is right at the intersection of
Traver and John A. Woods, already a problematic intersection for pedestrians and cyclists. The city is
forgoing an opportunity to make this intersection safer by ignoring the possibility of working with the
builder/developer. Rather he will be assessed over $7,000 for sidewalks that will be destroyed during
construction and the city's response indicated that he would then have to pay for their

reconstruction. This is unfortunately indicative of the attitude towards those bearing the burden of this
project from the city and AAPS.

| presume you all have thought out what you are going to say. Do with the above as you wish.
From: Bannister, Anne <ABannister@a2gov.org>

Sent: Monday, January 7, 2019 4:24 PM

To: Tom Stulberg; Lester Wyborny; Hayner, Jeff

Cc: Susan Presswood Wright; EVERETT LAST_NAME; Andrea Tom; Jean Arnold; Libby Brooks; Chuck Marshall;
Chavasse, Amy; Scott Newell

Subject: Re: List of speakers

Are we on aroll?!! I’m feeling optimistic!! You guys r gonna do great with your 3 minutes.

Get Outlook for i0S

On Mon, Jan 7, 2019 at 3:59 PM -0500, "Tom Stulberg" _Wrote:

Tonight's list: 5,6,7,8 are 1600 block of Traver. Good luck!

1. Mozhgan Savabieasfahani - The Gelman Dioxane Clean Up (AC-2)

2. Will Hathaway - Resolution Directing City Attorney to Settle Ann Arbor Central Park Ballot Committee
Case (DC-2)

3. Alan Haber - Resolution Directing City Attorney to Settle Ann Arbor Central Park Ballot Committee Case
(DC-2)

4. Robert Gordon - Resolution Directing City Attorney to Settle Ann Arbor Central Park Ballot Committee
Case (DC-2)

5. Everett Armstrong - Safe Routes - Sidewalks

6. Lester Wyborny - Safe Routes to School

7. Jean Arnold - Safe Routes to School

8. Elizabeth Brooks - Safe Routes to School

9. Lorraine Shapiro - City Priorities

10. Lefiest Galimore - Prison Reform

Alternates: 1. Lisa Abrams - Ann Arbor Deer Cull

From: Bannister, Anne <ABannister@a2gov.org>
Sent: Monday, January 7, 2019 12:41 AM
To: Tom Stulberg; Lester Wyborny; Hayner, Jeff




Cc: Susan Presswood Wright; EVERETT LAST_NAME; Andrea Tom; Jean Arnold; Libby Brooks; Chuck Marshall;
Chavasse, Amy; Scott Newell
Subject: RE: transportation commission contact

Okay, wow, great work! I'll add this to my "concise email," which is over 2 pages... I'd like to get it down to half a
page, but we have so many strong objections that need to be included. -- Anne

Messages are subject to disclosure under the Michigan Freedom of Information Act (FOIA).

From: Tom Stulberg
Sent: Monday, January 07, 2019 12:30 AM
To: Lester Wyborny; Bannister, Anne; Hayner, Jeff

Cc: Susan Presswood Wright; EVERETT LAST_NAME; Andrea Tom; Jean Arnold; Libby Brooks; Chuck Marshall;
Chavasse, Amy; Scott Newell

Subject: Re: transportation commission contact

Lester, I'll see your code citation and raise you!
Ann Arbor, Ml Code of Ordinances. Chapter 13 Special Assessments
1:290 - Objections to roll.

Any person aggrieved by the special assessment roll or the necessity of the improvement may file
objections to the roll in writing with the Clerk prior to the close of the hearing. The written objections
shall specify in what respect the person believes him or herself aggrieved. No original assessment roll
shall be confirmed except by the affirmative vote of 8 members of the Council if prior to the confirmation
written objections to the proposed improvement have been filed by the owners of the property which
will be required to bear over 50% of the amount of the special assessment.

From: Lester Wyborny [

Sent: Monday, January 7, 2019 12:27 AM

To: Bannister, Anne; Hayner, Jeff

Cc: Susan Presswood Wright; EVERETT LAST_NAME; Andrea Tom; Jean Arnold; Libby Brooks; Chuck Marshall;
Chavasse, Amy; Scott Newell; Tom Stulberg

Subject: Re: transportation commission contact

Anne, after reading the City Charter, | don't agree with Jack's assessments about when a
supermajority applies. According to 4.4. G of the City Charter:

The affirmative vote of at least six members of the Council, or of such greater number as may be
required by this charter, or other provisions of law, Ann Arbor, Michigan City Charter 16 shall be
required for the adoption or passage of any resolution or ordinance, or the taking of any official
Council action. No office may be created or abolished, nor any street, alley, or public ground

vacated, nor private property taken for public use, unless by a concurring vote of at least
eight members of the Council.

The City is proposing to vacate a portion of the City street, which is used by City residents
parking, for other purposes. | am not an attorney, nor am | a judge, but | have been involved in
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writing regulations for the last 30 years, and | think that we have a pretty strong case that when
the City proposes to vacate a portion of the City street, that a super-majority would be required.

Lester

On Sun, Jan 6, 2019 at 7:51 PM Bannister, Anne <ABannister@a2gov.org> wrote:
I’m just leaving Jack Eaton’s house now. We met with Ali, Kathy, and Elizabeth. Ali and Elizabeth
remain unconvinced of the need to vote NO. But I'm going to proceed to email all of Council and the
neighbors tonight anyway, or tomorrow at the latest, with my urgent request for a NO vote, just in case
anything changes tomorrow with Ali and Elizabeth.

Right now we do not have the 6 votes needed, but let’s continue to try and convince Council. We’ve got
nothing to lose by doing so.

The neighborhood petition showing a lack of public support is still useful. I confirmed with Jack,
however, that the 8 vote super majority only works for issues like budget amendments and rezoning
requests (Kroger Lot), not this SRTS resolution.

Thanks,
Anne

Get Qutlook for i0S

On Sun, Jan 6, 2019 at 6:52 PM -0500, "Susan Presswood Wright"_wrote:

Thanks for this informative message! Could not agree more strongly about restoring
community participation in processes affecting communities. We really had that in
2004 when the Broadway Bridges were replaced. Without the active community
participation that we had then--with great support from Sabra Briere and others on
the Council--we would be using a freeway-style bridge--with no pedestrian barrier
today. (Yours truly did some work on precedents for pedestrian protection on
Michigan bridges...). Plan to send a brief message on need for community
participation this evening.

On Sun, Jan 6, 2019 at 3:06 PM EVERETT LAST NAME _wrote:

Anne -

I talked with Linda Feldt for a short minute. She likes Howard and his value set - kids, the
environment, etc. So...

She put me in contact with Brad Parsons on the Transportation Commission. He is aware of our
situation. I told him that most (90%)

of the homeowners in the 1600 block of Traver are opposed to sidewalks on both sides of the street, and
that we want to confirm who it is that mandates dual sidewalks for the project. He said he had the same



conversation with Nick Hutchinson in engineering, who could not unequivocally say two sidewalks are
required or who requires them.

Brad did not have much time to talk, but he did say that our unpublished article is still useful. If not
already included, we should add quotes and photos. Then the plan would be for a supportive city
councilperson to release it. He's convinced it would not be overlooked if presented this way.

I forgot to ask if he knows of any surveys done by the city of homeowners post-sidewalk renovation.
His second quick thought was more long-term. He feels the story of our difficult relations with the city
could be useful and instructive to get other city commissions to join together to get the city to engage in
more inclusive and comprehensive planning. Depends on how engaged we want to be, and for how
long, I guess.

That's what I know.

Best -

Everett
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From: Tom Stulberg

Sent: Monday, January 07, 2019 9:37 PM

To: Lester Wyborny

Ce: Andrea Tom; Amy Chavasse; Bannister, Anne; Chuck Marshall; Hayner, Jeff, Jean Arnold;
Libby Brooks; Scott Newell; Susan Presswood Wright; everett w armstrong

Subject: Re: Additional thoughts for speakers

Discussion now!

Smith and Grand voted no to reconsider but were outvoted so it is being reconsidered! Discussion starting with
Jeff Hayner

Sent from my iPhone

On Jan 7, 2019, at 9:33 PM, Lester Wyborny _wrote:

At the break, Jack Eaton said that he would move to bring up the SRTS sidewalks up for a
revote!

I suggested to Anne that she indicate, and ask other council members to indicate, whether they
intend to vote no for the special assessments down the line. Since the Traver folks are
overwhelming against this, thus 8 votes are needed to pass this later on, or only 4 votes are
needed to kill it. If all the council members knew this now, they could choose to vote to kill this
now rather than go through design and bidding, only to seeing it killed later on - placing the
grant $ at much greater risk.

Lester

On Mon, Jan 7, 2019 at 8:51 PM Andrea Tom _wrote:

Yes...thank you!! Andrea

On Mon, Jan 7, 2019 at 8:02 PM Amy Chavasse _wrote:

Echoing Scott..... I am grateful for your efforts and time . And also regret that I'll miss the
meeting this evening. Go get 'em!
Amy

On Mon, Jan 7, 2019, 17:39 Scott Newell _wrote:

Hi everyone,

Thank you so much for your time on this issue. I feel very grateful to have such fantastic

neighbors and council reps. I reget that Im out of town until 15 Jan. Thanks again.
Scott Newell

On Mon, Jan 7, 2019, 3:27 PM Tom Stulbers || | T <t

Additional thoughts. Speakers can mention them or not. Anne and Jeff FYI.

Rachael Toon at 1643 Traver (house and vacant lot) would like sidewalks and has spoken
and written to that effect. Since the existing sidewalk on school property on Traver Street
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dead ends at her property, she can have sidewalks anytime she wants, with or without this
program. Her cost is estimated at $5,000, which she is not happy about. It might be less
expensive for her to install her own sidewalks on her own property WITHOUT being
included in the program and without the grant money. Being included in this program
forces her to share in the higher average cost because of the expenses of the two solutions
that have been proposed so far.

AAPS closes their drop off loops to commuters and directs commuters to use Traver Street
as a drop off "loop" instead, as well as the two churches. statements have been made that
neighborhood schools expect some parking on neighborhood streets. But AAPS is going far
beyond that generalization and asking the residents of Traver Street to provide an extra-
ordinary service for Northside STEAM's drop off and pick up, at no expense to AAPS and at
great expense to the neighbors. This is not the incidental use implied by neighborhood
schools expecting some parking on neighborhood streets.

The response from the city regarding the vacant lot at 1600 Traver that will have a shared
drive for four new homes was dismissive and inadequate. The approved common drive is
right at the intersection of Traver and John A. Woods, already a problematic intersection for
pedestrians and cyclists. The city is forgoing an opportunity to make this intersection safer
by ignoring the possibility of working with the builder/developer. Rather he will be
assessed over $7,000 for sidewalks that will be destroyed during construction and the city's
response indicated that he would then have to pay for their reconstruction. This is
unfortunately indicative of the attitude towards those bearing the burden of this project
from the city and AAPS.

| presume you all have thought out what you are going to say. Do with the above as you
wish.

From: Bannister, Anne <ABannister@a2gov.org>
Sent: Monday, January 7, 2019 4:24 PM

To: Tom Stulberg; Lester Wyborny; Hayner, Jeff
Cc: Susan Presswood Wright; EVERETT LAST_NAME; Andrea Tom; Jean Arnold; Libby Brooks; Chuck
Marshall; Chavasse, Amy; Scott Newell

Subject: Re: List of speakers

Are we on aroll?!! I'm feeling optimistic!! You guys r gonna do great with your 3
minutes.

Get Qutlook for i0S

On Mon, Jan 7, 2019 at 3:59 PM -0500, "Tom Stulberg" ||| G

wrote:

Tonight's list: 5,6,7,8 are 1600 block of Traver. Good luck!

1. Mozhgan Savabieasfahani - The Gelman Dioxane Clean Up (AC-2)



2. Will Hathaway - Resolution Directing City Attorney to Settle Ann Arbor Central Park
Ballot Committee Case (DC-2)

3. Alan Haber - Resolution Directing City Attorney to Settle Ann Arbor Central Park Ballot
Committee Case (DC-2)

4. Robert Gordon - Resolution Directing City Attorney to Settle Ann Arbor Central Park
Ballot Committee Case (DC-2)

5. Everett Armstrong - Safe Routes - Sidewalks

6. Lester Wyborny - Safe Routes to School

7. Jean Arnold - Safe Routes to School

8. Elizabeth Brooks - Safe Routes to School

9. Lorraine Shapiro - City Priorities

10. Lefiest Galimore - Prison Reform

Alternates: 1. Lisa Abrams - Ann Arbor Deer Cull

From: Bannister, Anne <ABannister@a2gov.org>
Sent: Monday, January 7, 2019 12:41 AM

To: Tom Stulberg; Lester Wyborny; Hayner, Jeff
Cc: Susan Presswood Wright; EVERETT LAST_NAME; Andrea Tom; Jean Arnold; Libby Brooks; Chuck
Marshall; Chavasse, Amy; Scott Newell

Subject: RE: transportation commission contact

Okay, wow, great work! [I'll add this to my "concise email," which is over 2 pages... I'd like to get it
down to half a page, but we have so many strong objections that need to be included. -- Anne

Messages are subject to disclosure under the Michigan Freedom of Information Act (FOIA).
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From: Tom Stulberg

Sent: Monday, January 07, 2019 12:30 AM

To: Lester Wyborny; Bannister, Anne; Hayner, Jeff

Cc: Susan Presswood Wright; EVERETT LAST_NAME; Andrea Tom; Jean Arnold; Libby Brooks;
Chuck Marshall; Chavasse, Amy; Scott Newell

Subject: Re: transportation commission contact

Lester, I'll see your code citation and raise you!
Ann Arbor, Ml Code of Ordinances. Chapter 13 Special Assessments

1:290 - Objections to roll.

Any person aggrieved by the special assessment roll or the necessity of the improvement
may file objections to the roll in writing with the Clerk prior to the close of the

hearing. The written objections shall specify in what respect the person believes him or
herself aggrieved. No original assessment roll shall be confirmed except by the affirmative
vote of 8 members of the Council if prior to the confirmation written objections to the
proposed improvement have been filed by the owners of the property which will be
required to bear over 50% of the amount of the special assessment.
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From: Lester Wyborny _

Sent: Monday, January 7, 2019 12:27 AM

To: Bannister, Anne; Hayner, Jeff

Cc: Susan Presswood Wright; EVERETT LAST_NAME; Andrea Tom; Jean Arnold; Libby Brooks; Chuck
Marshall; Chavasse, Amy; Scott Newell; Tom Stulberg

Subject: Re: transportation commission contact

Anne, after reading the City Charter, | don't agree with Jack's assessments about
when a supermajority applies. According to 4.4. G of the City Charter:

The affirmative vote of at least six members of the Council, or of such greater
number as may be required by this charter, or other provisions of law, Ann Arbor,
Michigan City Charter 16 shall be required for the adoption or passage of any
resolution or ordinance, or the taking of any official Council action. No office may be
created or abolished, nor any street, alley, or public ground vacated, nor private
property taken for public use, unless by a concurring vote of at least eight
members of the Council.

The City is proposing to vacate a portion of the City street, which is used by City
residents parking, for other purposes. | am not an attorney, nor am | a judge, but |
have been involved in writing regulations for the last 30 years, and | think that we
have a pretty strong case that when the City proposes to vacate a portion of the
City street, that a super-majority would be required.

Lester

On Sun, Jan 6, 2019 at 7:51 PM Bannister, Anne <ABannister@a2gov.org> wrote:
I’m just leaving Jack Eaton’s house now. We met with Ali, Kathy, and Elizabeth. Ali and
Elizabeth remain unconvinced of the need to vote NO. But I’'m going to proceed to email
all of Council and the neighbors tonight anyway, or tomorrow at the latest, with my urgent
request for a NO vote, just in case anything changes tomorrow with Ali and Elizabeth.

Right now we do not have the 6 votes needed, but let’s continue to try and convince
Council. We’ve got nothing to lose by doing so.

The neighborhood petition showing a lack of public support is still useful. I confirmed
with Jack, however, that the 8 vote super majority only works for issues like budget
amendments and rezoning requests (Kroger Lot), not this SRTS resolution.

Thanks,
Anne
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On Sun, Jan 6, 2019 at 6:52 PM -0500, "Susan Presswood Wright"
wrote:

Thanks for this informative message! Could not agree more strongly
about restoring community participation in processes affecting
communities. We really had that in 2004 when the Broadway Bridges
were replaced. Without the active community participation that we had
then--with great support from Sabra Briere and others on the Council--
we would be using a freeway-style bridge--with no pedestrian barrier
today. (Yours truly did some work on precedents for pedestrian
protection on Michigan bridges...). Plan to send a brief message on need
for community participation this evening.

On Sun, Jan 6, 2019 at 3:06 PM EVERETT LAST NAME _

wrote:
Anne -

I talked with Linda Feldt for a short minute. She likes Howard and his value set - kids,
the environment, etc. So...

She put me in contact with Brad Parsons on the Transportation Commission. He is
aware of our situation. I told him that most (90%+)

of the homeowners in the 1600 block of Traver are opposed to sidewalks on both sides of
the street, and that we want to confirm who it is that mandates dual sidewalks for the
project. He said he had the same conversation with Nick Hutchinson in engineering,
who could not unequivocally say two sidewalks are required or who requires them.

Brad did not have much time to talk, but he did say that our unpublished article is still
useful. If not already included, we should add quotes and photos. Then the plan would
be for a supportive city councilperson to release it. He's convinced it would not be
overlooked if presented this way.

I forgot to ask if he knows of any surveys done by the city of homeowners post-sidewalk
renovation.

His second quick thought was more long-term. He feels the story of our difficult
relations with the city could be useful and instructive to get other city commissions to
join together to get the city to engage in more inclusive and comprehensive

planning. Depends on how engaged we want to be, and for how long, I guess.

That's what I know.

Best -

Everett
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From: Jean Arnold

Sent: Monday, January 07, 2019 10:10 PM
To: Bannister, Anne; Hayner, Jeff
Subject: City council meeting

I'm listening to the meeting. You should be aware that the question on the two sidewalk requirement
was answered from the Michigan Fitness requirements point of view - not based on the MDot
requirements as the question was asked. This was deceptive in how people understood the answer.

Jean

Sent from my iPhone
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From: Jean Arnold

Sent: Monday, January 07, 2019 10:25 PM
To: Bannister, Anne; Hayner, Jeff
Subject: Re: City council meeting

You made a great effort that we really appreciate. Thank you.
Onward.

Jean

Sent from my iPhone

> OnJan 7, 2019, at 10:10 PM, Jean Arnold _wrote:

>

> I'm listening to the meeting. You should be aware that the question on the two sidewalk requirement
was answered from the Michigan Fitness requirements point of view - not based on the MDot

requirements as the question was asked. This was deceptive in how people understood the answer.
>

> Jean
>

> Sent from my iPhone
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From: sarah eyers [

Sent: Monday, January 07, 2019 10:36 PM
To: Hayner, Jeff
Subject: Thank you

Jeff, you are amazing. Finally a council member other than the Mayor, who is willing to speak out against the
deer cull.

Am watching the council meeting as I write this.

Regards,
Sarah Byers
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From: Tom Stulberg

Sent: Monday, January 07, 2019 10:52 PM

To: Lester Wyborny; Andrea Tom

ce: Amy Chavasse; Bannister, Anne; Chuck Marshall; Hayner, Jeff; Jean Arnold; Libby Brooks;
Scott Newell; Susan Presswood Wright; everett w armstrong

Subject: Bad news good news

It passed again. Boo. Lots of misinformation and misunderstanding of the facts.
Vote was 7-4. If the four hold fast, it fails in the spring when a super majority is needed.

Dos and don'ts: Do thank council members who voted our way and even those who might have if the facts
were more clear (Nelson and maybe Lumm). Don't blast anyone with hate mail. It doesn't help, and this is not
over. We want to be perceived as reasonable people who are willing to work towards a real solution to school
pedestrian safety. | know we were inaccurately colored as anti-any-change by one or more council members,
but let that go. We never were going to have their vote anyhow, and they aren't going to change their stripes.

rrom: ester wyborny [ R ERAA

Sent: Monday, January 7, 2019 9:32 PM
To: Andrea Tom

Cc: Amy Chavasse; Bannister, Anne; Chuck Marshall; Hayner, Jeff; Jean Arnold; Libby Brooks; Scott Newell; Susan
Presswood Wright; Tom Stulberg; everett w armstrong
Subject: Re: Additional thoughts for speakers

At the break, Jack Eaton said that he would move to bring up the SRTS sidewalks up for a revote!

I suggested to Anne that she indicate, and ask other council members to indicate, whether they intend to vote no
for the special assessments down the line. Since the Traver folks are overwhelming against this, thus 8 votes
are needed to pass this later on, or only 4 votes are needed to kill it. If all the council members knew this now,
they could choose to vote to kill this now rather than go through design and bidding, only to seeing it killed later
on - placing the grant $ at much greater risk.

Lester
On Mon, Jan 7, 2019 at 8:51 PM Andrea Tom _wrote:
Yes...thank you!! Andrea

On Mon, Jan 7, 2019 at 8:02 PM Amy Chavasse -_Wrote:

Echoing Scott..... I am grateful for your efforts and time . And also regret that I'll miss the meeting this
evening. Go get 'em!
Amy

On Mon, Jan 7, 2019, 17:39 Scott Newell _wrote:
Hi everyone,
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Thank you so much for your time on this issue. I feel very grateful to have such fantastic neighbors and
council reps. I reget that Im out of town until 15 Jan. Thanks again.
Scott Newell

On Mon, Jan 7, 2019, 3:27 PM Tom Stulberg _wrote:
Additional thoughts. Speakers can mention them or not. Anne and Jeff FYI.

Rachael Toon at 1643 Traver (house and vacant lot) would like sidewalks and has spoken and written to
that effect. Since the existing sidewalk on school property on Traver Street dead ends at her property, she
can have sidewalks anytime she wants, with or without this program. Her cost is estimated at $5,000,
which she is not happy about. It might be less expensive for her to install her own sidewalks on her own
property WITHOUT being included in the program and without the grant money. Being included in this
program forces her to share in the higher average cost because of the expenses of the two solutions that
have been proposed so far.

AAPS closes their drop off loops to commuters and directs commuters to use Traver Street as a drop off
“loop" instead, as well as the two churches. statements have been made that neighborhood schools
expect some parking on neighborhood streets. But AAPS is going far beyond that generalization and
asking the residents of Traver Street to provide an extra-ordinary service for Northside STEAM's drop off
and pick up, at no expense to AAPS and at great expense to the neighbors. This is not the incidental use
implied by neighborhood schools expecting some parking on neighborhood streets.

The response from the city regarding the vacant lot at 1600 Traver that will have a shared drive for four
new homes was dismissive and inadequate. The approved common drive is right at the intersection of
Traver and John A. Woods, already a problematic intersection for pedestrians and cyclists. The city is
forgoing an opportunity to make this intersection safer by ignoring the possibility of working with the
builder/developer. Rather he will be assessed over $7,000 for sidewalks that will be destroyed during
construction and the city's response indicated that he would then have to pay for their

reconstruction. This is unfortunately indicative of the attitude towards those bearing the burden of this
project from the city and AAPS.

I presume you all have thought out what you are going to say. Do with the above as you wish.
From: Bannister, Anne <ABannister@a2gov.org>

Sent: Monday, January 7, 2019 4:24 PM

To: Tom Stulberg; Lester Wyborny; Hayner, Jeff

Cc: Susan Presswood Wright; EVERETT LAST_NAME; Andrea Tom; Jean Arnold; Libby Brooks; Chuck Marshali;
Chavasse, Amy; Scott Newell

Subject: Re: List of speakers

Are we on aroll?!! I’m feeling optimistic!! You guys r gonna do great with your 3 minutes.

Get Outlook for 108

On Mon, Jan 7, 2019 at 3:59 PM -0500, "Tom Stulberg" _wrote:

Tonight's list: 5,6,7,8 are 1600 block of Traver. Good luck!



1. Mozhgan Savabieasfahani - The Gelman Dioxane Clean Up (AC-2)

2. Will Hathaway - Resolution Directing City Attorney to Settle Ann Arbor Central Park Ballot Committee
Case (DC-2)

3. Alan Haber - Resolution Directing City Attorney to Settle Ann Arbor Central Park Ballot Committee Case
(DC-2)

4. Robert Gordon - Resolution Directing City Attorney to Settle Ann Arbor Central Park Ballot Committee
Case (DC-2)

5. Everett Armstrong - Safe Routes - Sidewalks

6. Lester Wyborny - Safe Routes to School

7. Jean Arnold - Safe Routes to School

8. Elizabeth Brooks - Safe Routes to School

9. Lorraine Shapiro - City Priorities

10. Lefiest Galimore - Prison Reform

Alternates: 1. Lisa Abrams - Ann Arbor Deer Cull

From: Bannister, Anne <ABannister@a2gov.org>
Sent: Monday, January 7, 2019 12:41 AM

To: Tom Stulberg; Lester Wyborny; Hayner, Jeff
Cc: Susan Presswood Wright; EVERETT LAST_NAME; Andrea Tom; Jean Arnold; Libby Brooks; Chuck Marshall;
Chavasse, Amy; Scott Newell

Subject: RE: transportation commission contact

Okay, wow, great work! [I'll add this to my "concise email," which is over 2 pages... I'd like to get it down to half a
page, but we have so many strong objections that need to be included. -- Anne

Messages are subject to disclosure under the Michigan Freedom of Information Act (FOIA).

From: Tom Stulberg

Sent: Monday, January 07, 2019 12:30 AM

To: Lester Wyborny; Bannister, Anne; Hayner, Jeff

Cc: Susan Presswood Wright; EVERETT LAST_NAME; Andrea Tom; Jean Arnold; Libby Brooks; Chuck Marshall;
Chavasse, Amy; Scott Newell

Subject: Re: transportation commission contact

Lester, I'll see your code citation and raise you!
Ann Arbor, Ml Code of Ordinances. Chapter 13 Special Assessments

1:290 - Objections to roll.

Any person aggrieved by the special assessment roll or the necessity of the improvement may file
objections to the roll in writing with the Clerk prior to the close of the hearing. The written objections
shall specify in what respect the person believes him or herself aggrieved. No original assessment roll
shall be confirmed except by the affirmative vote of 8 members of the Council if prior to the confirmation
written objections to the proposed improvement have been filed by the owners of the property which
will be required to bear over 50% of the amount of the special assessment.



From: Lester Wyborny

Sent: Monday, January 7, 2019 12:27 AM
To: Bannister, Anne; Hayner, Jeff

Cc: Susan Presswood Wright; EVERETT LAST_NAME; Andrea Tom; Jean Arnold; Libby Brooks; Chuck Marshall;
Chavasse, Amy; Scott Newell; Tom Stulberg

Subject: Re: transportation commission contact

Anne, after reading the City Charter, | don't agree with Jack's assessments about when a
supermajority applies. According to 4.4. G of the City Charter:

The affirmative vote of at least six members of the Council, or of such greater number as may be
required by this charter, or other provisions of law, Ann Arbor, Michigan City Charter 16 shall be
required for the adoption or passage of any resolution or ordinance, or the taking of any official
Council action. No office may be created or abolished, nor any street, alley, or public ground

vacated, nor private property taken for public use, unless by a concurring vote of at least
eight members of the Council. '

The City is proposing to vacate a portion of the City street, which is used by City residents

parking, for other purposes. | am not an attorney, nor am | a judge, but | have been involved in
writing regulations for the last 30 years, and | think that we have a pretty strong case that when
the City proposes to vacate a portion of the City street, that a super-majority would be required.

Lester

On Sun, Jan 6, 2019 at 7:51 PM Bannister, Anne <ABannister@a2gov.org> wrote:
[’m just leaving Jack Eaton’s house now. We met with Ali, Kathy, and Elizabeth. Ali and Elizabeth
remain unconvinced of the need to vote NO. But I’'m going to proceed to email all of Council and the
neighbors tonight anyway, or tomorrow at the latest, with my urgent request for a NO vote, just in case
anything changes tomorrow with Ali and Elizabeth.

Right now we do not have the 6 votes needed, but let’s continue to try and convince Council. We’ve got
nothing to lose by doing so.

The neighborhood petition showing a lack of public support is still useful. I confirmed with Jack,
however, that the 8 vote super majority only works for issues like budget amendments and rezoning
requests (Kroger Lot), not this SRTS resolution.

Thanks,
Anne

Get Qutlook for 10S

On Sun, Jan 6, 2019 at 6:52 PM -0500, "Susan Presswood Wright" _ wrote:
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Thanks for this informative message! Could not agree more strongly about restoring
community participation in processes affecting communities. We really had that in
2004 when the Broadway Bridges were replaced. Without the active community
participation that we had then--with great support from Sabra Briere and others on
the Council--we would be using a freeway-style bridge--with no pedestrian barrier
today. (Yours truly did some work on precedents for pedestrian protection on
Michigan bridges...). Plan to send a brief message on need for community
participation this evening.

On Sun, Jan 6, 2019 at 3:06 PM EVERETT LAST NAME ||| -

Anne -

[ talked with Linda Feldt for a short minute. She likes Howard and his value set - kids, the
environment, etc. So...

She put me in contact with Brad Parsons on the Transportation Commission. He is aware of our
situation. I told him that most (90%+)

of the homeowners in the 1600 block of Traver are opposed to sidewalks on both sides of the street, and
that we want to confirm who it is that mandates dual sidewalks for the project. He said he had the same
conversation with Nick Hutchinson in engineering, who could not unequivocally say two sidewalks are
required or who requires them.

Brad did not have much time to talk, but he did say that our unpublished article is still useful. If not
already included, we should add quotes and photos. Then the plan would be for a supportive city
councilperson to release it. He's convinced it would not be overlooked if presented this way.

[ forgot to ask if he knows of any surveys done by the city of homeowners post-sidewalk renovation.
His second quick thought was more long-term. He feels the story of our difficult relations with the city
could be useful and instructive to get other city commissions to join together to get the city to engage in

more inclusive and comprehensive planning. Depends on how engaged we want to be, and for how
long, 1 guess.
That's what I know.

Best -

Everett




Journal Archive

From: saran eyers [

Sent: Monday, January 07, 2019 11:04 PM
To: Taylor, Christopher (Mayor)
Subject: Thank you

Dear Mayor Taylort,

Thank you so much for standing by your long belief that the deer cull is unnecessary.

I am watching the council meeting as I write this and have joined in several of the protests at the sites where the
sharpshooters have been in past years and protests in other locations not during cull hours. The most recent
being January 2, the first evening of the cull. All of those I have attended have been quiet and there has been no

disrupting the sharpshooters other than just being there. I have to wonder if this could be exaggerated
somewhat.

I have also thanked my Ward 1 council person Jeff Hayner for his support of those of us who are against this
dangerous and expensive process.

Regards,
Sarah Byers



Journal Archive

From: Lester Wyborny

Sent: Monday, January 07, 2019 11:07 PM

To: Tom Stulberg

Cc: Andrea Tom; Amy Chavasse; Bannister, Anne; Chuck Marshall; Hayner, Jeff; Jean Arnold;
Libby Brooks; Scott Newell; Susan Presswood Wright; everett w armstrong

Subject: Re: Bad news good news

Thanks for watching Tom.

I suggest we discuss with Joe Lloyd (attorney) whether the removal of street parking is considered vacating a
street, or really a portion of a street. The reason why this is important is that if we are successful in having the
court defining this as vacating, then a supermajority is needed to move the sidewalk project forward. Since
there currently are 4 no votes, this would kill the project now and not allow it to go forward where all council
members would be pressured to vote for it when the final design is done.

Lester

On Mon, Jan 7, 2019 at 10:52 PM Tom Stulberg_ wrote:

It passed again. Boo. Lots of misinformation and misunderstanding of the facts.
Vote was 7-4. If the four hold fast, it fails in the spring when a super majority is needed.

Dos and don'ts: Do thank council members who voted our way and even those who might have if the facts
were more clear {Nelson and maybe Lumm). Don't blast anyone with hate mail. It doesn't help, and this is
not over. We want to be perceived as reasonable people who are willing to work towards a real solution to
school pedestrian safety. | know we were inaccurately colored as anti-any-change by one or more council
members, but let that go. We never were going to have their vote anyhow, and they aren't going to change
their stripes.

o wsrcstns e Sn— - S S — ————

From: Lester Wyborny

Sent: Monday, January 7, 2019 9:32 PM

To: Andrea Tom

Cc: Amy Chavasse; Bannister, Anne; Chuck Marshall; Hayner, Jeff; Jean Arnold; Libby Brooks; Scott Newell; Susan
Presswood Wright; Tom Stulberg; everett w armstrong

Subject: Re: Additional thoughts for speakers

At the break, Jack Eaton said that he would move to bring up the SRTS sidewalks up for a revote!

I suggested to Anne that she indicate, and ask other council members to indicate, whether they intend to vote
no for the special assessments down the line. Since the Traver folks are overwhelming against this, thus 8
votes are needed to pass this later on, or only 4 votes are needed to kill it. If all the council members knew this
now, they could choose to vote to kill this now rather than go through design and bidding, only to seeing it
killed later on - placing the grant § at much greater risk.
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Lester

On Mon, Jan 7, 2019 at 8:51 PM Andrea Tom _Wrote:

Yes...thank you!! Andrea

On Mon, Jan 7, 2019 at 8:02 PM Amy Chavasse ||| G ot

Echoing Scott..... I am grateful for your efforts and time . And also regret that I'll miss the meeting this
evening. Go get 'em!
Amy

On Mon, Jan 7, 2019, 17:39 Scott Newell _wrote:

Hi everyone,

Thank you so much for your time on this issue. I feel very grateful to have such fantastic neighbors and
council reps. I reget that Im out of town until 15 Jan. Thanks again.

Scott Newell

On Mon, Jan 7, 2019, 3:27 PM Tom Stulberg _wrote:

Additional thoughts. Speakers can mention them or not. Anne and Jeff FYI.

Rachael Toon at 1643 Traver (house and vacant lot) would like sidewalks and has spoken and written to
that effect. Since the existing sidewalk on school property on Traver Street dead ends at her property,
she can have sidewalks anytime she wants, with or without this program. Her cost is estimated at
$5,000, which she is not happy about. It might be less expensive for her to install her own sidewalks on
her own property WITHOUT being included in the program and without the grant money. Beingincluded
in this program forces her to share in the higher average cost because of the expenses of the two
solutions that have been proposed so far.

AAPS closes their drop off loops to commuters and directs commuters to use Traver Street as a drop off
"loop" instead, as well as the two churches. statements have been made that neighborhood schools
expect some parking on neighborhood streets. But AAPS is going far beyond that generalization and
asking the residents of Traver Street to provide an extra-ordinary service for Northside STEAM's drop off
and pick up, at no expense to AAPS and at great expense to the neighbors. This is not the incidental use
implied by neighborhood schools expecting some parking on neighborhood streets.

The response from the city regarding the vacant lot at 1600 Traver that will have a shared drive for four
new homes was dismissive and inadequate. The approved common drive is right at the intersection of
Traver and John A. Woods, already a problematic intersection for pedestrians and cyclists. The city is
forgoing an opportunity to make this intersection safer by ignoring the possibility of working with the
builder/developer. Rather he will be assessed over $7,000 for sidewalks that will be destroyed during
construction and the city's response indicated that he would then have to pay for their

reconstruction. This is unfortunately indicative of the attitude towards those bearing the burden of this
project from the city and AAPS.

| presume you all have thought out what you are going to say. Do with the above as you wish.

-

From: Bannister, Anne <ABannister@az2gov.org>

Sent: Monday, January 7, 2019 4:24 PM

To: Tom Stulberg; Lester Wyborny; Hayner, Jeff

Cc: Susan Presswood Wright; EVERETT LAST_NAME; Andrea Tom; Jean Arnold; Libby Brooks; Chuck Marshall;
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Chavasse, Amy; Scott Newell
Subject: Re: List of speakers

Are we on aroll?!! I’m feeling optimistic!! You guys r gonna do great with your 3 minutes.

Get Qutlook for 10S

On Mon, Jan 7, 2019 at 3:59 PM -0500, "Tom Stulberg” _wrote:

Tonight's list: 5,6,7,8 are 1600 block of Traver. Good luck!

1. Mozhgan Savabieasfahani - The Gelman Dioxane Clean Up (AC-2)

2. Will Hathaway - Resolution Directing City Attorney to Settle Ann Arbor Central Park Ballot Committee
Case (DC-2)

3. Alan Haber - Resolution Directing City Attorney to Settle Ann Arbor Central Park Ballot Committee
Case (DC-2)

4. Robert Gordon - Resolution Directing City Attorney to Settle Ann Arbor Central Park Ballot Committee
Case (DC-2)

5. Everett Armstrong - Safe Routes - Sidewalks

6. Lester Wyborny - Safe Routes to School

7. Jean Arnold - Safe Routes to School

8. Elizabeth Brooks - Safe Routes to School

9. Lorraine Shapiro - City Priorities

10. Lefiest Galimore - Prison Reform

Alternates: 1. Lisa Abrams - Ann Arbor Deer Cull

A A A . SIS e o - ” " e e —————

From: Bannister, Anne <ABannister@aZ2gov.org>

Sent: Monday, January 7, 2019 12:41 AM

To: Tom Stulberg; Lester Wyborny; Hayner, Jeff

Cc: Susan Presswood Wright; EVERETT LAST_NAME; Andrea Tom; Jean Arnold; Libby Brooks; Chuck Marshall;
Chavasse, Amy; Scott Newell

Subject: RE: transportation commission contact

Okay, wow, great work! I'll add this to my "concise email," which is over 2 pages... I'd like to get it down to half a
page, but we have so many strong objections that need to be included. -- Anne

Messages are subject to disclosure under the Michigan Freedom of Information Act (FOIA).

-

From: Tom Stulberg
Sent: Monday, January 07, 2019 12:30 AM
To: Lester Wyborny; Bannister, Anne; Hayner, Jeff

Cc: Susan Presswood Wright; EVERETT LAST_NAME; Andrea Tom; Jean Arnold; Libby Brooks; Chuck Marshall;
Chavasse, Amy; Scott Newell

Subject: Re: transportation commission contact

Lester, I'll see your code citation and raise you!



Ann Arbor, Ml Code of Ordinances. Chapter 13 Special Assessments
1:290 - Objections to roll.

Any person aggrieved by the special assessment roll or the necessity of the improvement may file
objections to the roll in writing with the Clerk prior to the close of the hearing. The written objections
shall specify in what respect the person believes him or herself aggrieved. No original assessment roll
shall be confirmed except by the affirmative vote of 8 members of the Council if prior to the
confirmation written objections to the proposed improvement have been filed by the owners of the
property which will be required to bear over 50% of the amount of the special assessment.

From: Lester Wyborny
Sent: Monday, January 7, 2019 12:27 AM
To: Bannister, Anne; Hayner, Jeff

Cc: Susan Presswood Wright; EVERETT LAST_NAME; Andrea Tom; Jean Arnold; Libby Brooks; Chuck Marshall;
Chavasse, Amy; Scott Newell; Tom Stulberg

Subject: Re: transportation commission contact

Anne, after reading the City Charter, | don't agree with Jack's assessments about when a
supermajority applies. According to 4.4. G of the City Charter:

The affirmative vote of at least six members of the Council, or of such greater number as may
be required by this charter, or other provisions of law, Ann Arbor, Michigan City Charter 16 shall
be required for the adoption or passage of any resolution or ordinance, or the taking of any
official Council action. No office may be created or abolished, nor any street, alley, or public
ground vacated, nor private property taken for public use, unless by a concurring vote of at
least eight members of the Council.

The City is proposing to vacate a portion of the City street, which is used by City residents

parking, for other purposes. | am not an attorney, nor am | a judge, but | have been involved in
writing regulations for the last 30 years, and | think that we have a pretty strong case that when
the City proposes to vacate a portion of the City street, that a super-majority would be required.

Lester

On Sun, Jan 6, 2019 at 7:51 PM Bannister, Anne <ABannister@a2gov.org> wrote:
I’m just leaving Jack Eaton’s house now. We met with Ali, Kathy, and Elizabeth. Ali and Elizabeth
remain unconvinced of the need to vote NO. But I’m going to proceed to email all of Council and the

neighbors tonight anyway, or tomorrow at the latest, with my urgent request for a NO vote, just in case
anything changes tomorrow with Ali and Elizabeth.

Right now we do not have the 6 votes needed, but let’s continue to try and convince Council. We’ve got
nothing to lose by doing so.



The neighborhood petition showing a lack of public support is still useful. I confirmed with Jack,
however, that the 8 vote super majority only works for issues like budget amendments and rezoning
requests (Kroger Lot), not this SRTS resolution.

Thanks,
Anne

Get Outlook for 10S

On Sun, Jan 6, 2019 at 6:52 PM -0500, "Susan Presswood Wright" _wrote:

Thanks for this informative message! Could not agree more strongly about restoring
community participation in processes affecting communities. We really had that in
2004 when the Broadway Bridges were replaced. Without the active community
participation that we had then--with great support from Sabra Briere and others on
the Council--we would be using a freeway-style bridge--with no pedestrian barrier
today. (Yours truly did some work on precedents for pedestrian protection on
Michigan bridges...). Plan to send a brief message on need for community
participation this evening.

On Sun, Jan 6, 2019 at 3:06 PM EVERETT LAST NAME _wrote:

Anne -

I talked with Linda Feldt for a short minute. She likes Howard and his value set - kids, the
environment, etc. So...

She put me in contact with Brad Parsons on the Transportation Commission. He is aware of our
situation. I told him that most (90%+)

of the homeowners in the 1600 block of Traver are opposed to sidewalks on both sides of the street,
and that we want to confirm who it is that mandates dual sidewalks for the project. He said he had the
same conversation with Nick Hutchinson in engineering, who could not unequivocally say two
sidewalks are required or who requires them.

Brad did not have much time to talk, but he did say that our unpublished article is still useful. If not
already included, we should add quotes and photos. Then the plan would be for a supportive city
councilperson to release it. He's convinced it would not be overlooked if presented this way.

I forgot to ask if he knows of any surveys done by the city of homeowners post-sidewalk renovation.
His second quick thought was more long-term. He feels the story of our difficult relations with the city
could be useful and instructive to get other city commissions to join together to get the city to engage
in more inclusive and comprehensive planning. Depends on how engaged we want to be, and for how
long, I guess.

That's what I know.

Best -



Journal Archive

From: Tom Stulberg

Sent: Monday, January 0/, 2019 11:09 PM

To: Lester Wyborny

Cc: Andrea Tom; Amy Chavasse; Bannister, Anne; Chuck Marshall; Hayner, Jeff; Jean Arnold;
Libby Brooks; Scott Newell; Susan Presswood Wright; everett w armstrong

Subject: Re: Bad news good news

Yes, good point. would be good to get that advice.

trom: ester wyborn [ R

Sent: Monday, January 7, 2019 11:06 PM

To: Tom Stulberg

Cc: Andrea Tom; Amy Chavasse; Bannister, Anne; Chuck Marshall; Hayner, Jeff; Jean Arnold; Libby Brooks; Scott Newell;
Susan Presswood Wright; everett w armstrong

Subject: Re: Bad news good news

Thanks for watching Tom.

I suggest we discuss with Joe Lloyd (attorney) whether the removal of street parking is considered vacating a
street, or really a portion of a street. The reason why this is important is that if we are successful in having the
court defining this as vacating, then a supermajority is needed to move the sidewalk project forward. Since
there currently are 4 no votes, this would kill the project now and not allow it to go forward where all council
members would be pressured to vote for it when the final design is done.

Lester

On Mon, Jan 7, 2019 at 10:52 PM Tom Stulberg wrote:
It passed again. Boo. Lots of misinformation and misunderstanding of the facts.

Vote was 7-4. If the four hold fast, it fails in the spring when a super majority is needed.

Dos and don'ts: Do thank council members who voted our way and even those who might have if the facts
were more clear (Nelson and maybe Lumm). Don't blast anyone with hate mail. It doesn't help, and this is
not over. We want to be perceived as reasonable people who are willing to work towards a real solution to
school pedestrian safety. | know we were inaccurately colored as anti-any-change by one or more council
members, but let that go. We never were going to have their vote anyhow, and they aren't going to change
their stripes.

From: Lester Wyborny

Sent: Monday, January 7, 2019 9:32 PM
To: Andrea Tom

Cc: Amy Chavasse; Bannister, Anne; Chuck Marshall; Hayner, Jeff; Jean Arnold; Libby Brooks; Scott Newell; Susan
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Presswood Wright; Tom Stulberg; everett w armstrong
Subject: Re: Additional thoughts for speakers

At the break, Jack Eaton said that he would move to bring up the SRTS sidewalks up for a revote!

I suggested to Anne that she indicate, and ask other council members to indicate, whether they intend to vote
no for the special assessments down the line. Since the Traver folks are overwhelming against this, thus 8
votes are needed to pass this later on, or only 4 votes are needed to kill it. If all the council members knew this
now, they could choose to vote to kill this now rather than go through design and bidding, only to seeing it
killed later on - placing the grant $ at much greater risk.
On Mon, Jan 7, 2019 at 8:51 PM Andrea Tom_ wrote:

Yes...thank you!! Andrea

On Mon, Jan 7, 2019 at 8:02 PM Amy Chavasse_wrote:

Echoing Scott..... I am grateful for your efforts and time . And also regret that I'll miss the meeting this
evening. Go get 'em!
Amy

On Mon, Jan 7, 2019, 17:39 Scott Newell -ote:

Hi everyone,
Thank you so much for your time on this issue. I feel very grateful to have such fantastic neighbors and
council reps. I reget that Im out of town until 15 Jan. Thanks again.

Scott Newell

On Mon, Jan 7, 2019, 3:27 PM Tom Stulberg _Wrote:

Additional thoughts. Speakers can mention them or not. Anne and Jeff FYL.

Lester

Rachael Toon at 1643 Traver (house and vacant lot) would like sidewalks and has spoken and written to
that effect. Since the existing sidewalk on school property on Traver Street dead ends at her property,
she can have sidewalks anytime she wants, with or without this program. Her cost is estimated at
$5,000, which she is not happy about. It might be less expensive for her to install her own sidewalks on
her own property WITHOUT being included in the program and without the grant money. Being included
in this program forces her to share in the higher average cost because of the expenses of the two
solutions that have been proposed so far.

AAPS closes their drop off loops to commuters and directs commuters to use Traver Street as a drop off
"loop" instead, as well as the two churches. statements have been made that neighborhood schools
expect some parking on neighborhood streets. But AAPS is going far beyond that generalization and
asking the residents of Traver Street to provide an extra-ordinary service for Northside STEAM's drop off
and pick up, at no expense to AAPS and at great expense to the neighbors. This is not the incidental use
implied by neighborhood schools expecting some parking on neighborhood streets.

The response from the city regarding the vacant lot at 1600 Traver that will have a shared drive for four
new homes was dismissive and inadequate. The approved common drive is right at the intersection of
Traver and John A. Woods, already a problematic intersection for pedestrians and cyclists. The city is
forgoing an opportunity to make this intersection safer by ignoring the possibility of working with the
builder/developer. Rather he will be assessed over $7,000 for sidewalks that will be destroyed during
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construction and the city's response indicated that he would then have to pay for their
reconstruction. This is unfortunately indicative of the attitude towards those bearing the burden of this
project from the city and AAPS.

| presume you all have thought out what you are going to say. Do with the above as you wish.
From: Bannister, Anne <ABannister@a2gov.org>

Sent: Monday, January 7, 2019 4:24 PM

To: Tom Stulberg; Lester Wyborny; Hayner, Jeff

Cc: Susan Presswood Wright; EVERETT LAST_NAME; Andrea Tom; Jean Arnold; Libby Brooks; Chuck Marshall;
Chavasse, Amy; Scott Newell

Subject: Re: List of speakers

Are we on aroll?!! I’'m feeling optimistic!! You guys r gonna do great with your 3 minutes.

Get Qutlook for i0S

On Mon, Jan 7, 2019 at 3:59 PM -0500, "Tom Stulberg" _wrote:

Tonight's list: 5,6,7,8 are 1600 block of Traver. Good luck!

1. Mozhgan Savabieasfahani - The Gelman Dioxane Clean Up (AC-2)

2. Will Hathaway - Resolution Directing City Attorney to Settle Ann Arbor Central Park Ballot Committee
Case:(DC-2)

3. Alan Haber - Resolution Directing City Attorney to Settle Ann Arbor Central Park Ballot Committee
Case (DC-2)

4. Robert Gordon - Resolution Directing City Attorney to Settle Ann Arbor Central Park Ballot Committee
Case (DC-2)

5. Everett Armstrong - Safe Routes - Sidewalks

6. Lester Wyborny - Safe Routes to School

7. Jean Arnold - Safe Routes to School

8. Elizabeth Brooks - Safe Routes to School

9. Lorraine Shapiro - City Priorities

10. Lefiest Galimore - Prison Reform

Alternates: 1. Lisa Abrams - Ann Arbor Deer Cull

From: Bannister, Anne <ABannister@a2gov.org>

Sent: Monday, January 7, 2019 12:41 AM

To: Tom Stulberg; Lester Wyborny; Hayner, Jeff

Cc: Susan Presswood Wright; EVERETT LAST_NAME; Andrea Tom; Jean Arnold; Libby Brooks; Chuck Marshall;
Chavasse, Amy; Scott Newell

Subject: RE: transportation commission contact

Okay, wow, great work! ['ll add this to my "concise email," which is over 2 pages... I'd like to get it down to half a
page, but we have so many strong objections that need to be included. -- Anne

Messages are subject to disclosure under the Michigan Freedom of Information Act (FOIA).
3



From: Tom Stulberg

Sent: Monday, January 07, 2019 12:30 AM

To: Lester Wyborny; Bannister, Anne; Hayner, Jeff
Cc: Susan Presswood Wright; EVERETT LAST_NAME; Andrea Tom; Jean Arnold; Libby Brooks; Chuck Marshall;
Chavasse, Amy; Scott Newell

Subject: Re: transportation commission contact

Lester, I'll see your code citation and raise you!
Ann Arbor, Ml Code of Ordinances. Chapter 13 Special Assessments

1:290 - Objections to roll.

Any person aggrieved by the special assessment roll or the necessity of the improvement may file
objections to the roll in writing with the Clerk prior to the close of the hearing. The written objections
shall specify in what respect the person believes him or herself aggrieved. No original assessment roll
shall be confirmed except by the affirmative vote of 8 members of the Council if prior to the
confirmation written objections to the proposed improvement have been filed by the owners of the
property which will be required to bear over 50% of the amount of the special assessment.

From: Lester Wyborny -

Sent: Monday, January 7, 2019 12:27 AM
To: Bannister, Anne; Hayner, Jeff

Cc: Susan Presswood Wright; EVERETT LAST_NAME; Andrea Tom; Jean Arnold; Libby Brooks; Chuck Marshall;
Chavasse, Amy; Scott Newell; Tom Stulberg

Subject: Re: transportation commission contact

Anne, after reading the City Charter, | don't agree with Jack's assessments about when a
supermajority applies. According to 4.4. G of the City Charter:

The affirmative vote of at least six members of the Council, or of such greater number as may
be required by this charter, or other provisions of law, Ann Arbor, Michigan City Charter 16 shall
be required for the adoption or passage of any resolution or ordinance, or the taking of any
official Council action. No office may be created or abolished, nor any street, alley, or public

ground vacated, nor private property taken for public use, unless by a concurring vote of at
least eight members of the Council.

The City is proposing to vacate a portion of the City street, which is used by City residents

parking, for other purposes. | am not an attorney, nor am | a judge, but | have been involved in
writing regulations for the last 30 years, and | think that we have a pretty strong case that when
the City proposes to vacate a portion of the City street, that a super-majority would be required.

Lester



On Sun, Jan 6, 2019 at 7:51 PM Bannister, Anne <ABannister@a2gov.org> wrote:
I’m just leaving Jack Eaton’s house now. We met with Ali, Kathy, and Elizabeth. Ali and Elizabeth
remain unconvinced of the need to vote NO. But I’m going to proceed to email all of Council and the
neighbors tonight anyway, or tomorrow at the latest, with my urgent request for a NO vote, just in case
anything changes tomorrow with Ali and Elizabeth.

Right now we do not have the 6 votes needed, but let’s continue to try and convince Council. We’ve got
nothing to lose by doing so.

The neighborhood petition showing a lack of public support is still useful. I confirmed with Jack,
however, that the 8 vote super majority only works for issues like budget amendments and rezoning
requests (Kroger Lot), not this SRTS resolution.

Thanks,
Anne

Get QOutlook for 10S

On Sun, Jan 6, 2019 at 6:52 PM -0500, "Susan Presswood Wright" _wrote:

Thanks for this informative message! Could not agree more strongly about restoring
community participation in processes affecting communities. We really had that in
2004 when the Broadway Bridges were replaced. Without the active community
participation that we had then--with great support from Sabra Briere and others on
the Council--we would be using a freeway-style bridge--with no pedestrian barrier
today. (Yours truly did some work on precedents for pedestrian protection on
Michigan bridges...). Plan to send a brief message on need for community
participation this evening.

On Sun, Jan 6, 2019 at 3:06 PM EVERETT LAST_NAME ||| G

Anne -

[ talked with Linda Feldt for a short minute. She likes Howard and his value set - kids, the
environment, etc. So...

She put me in contact with Brad Parsons on the Transportation Commission. He is aware of our
situation. I told him that most (90%+)

of the homeowners in the 1600 block of Traver are opposed to sidewalks on both sides of the street,
and that we want to confirm who it is that mandates dual sidewalks for the project. He said he had the
same conversation with Nick Hutchinson in engineering, who could not unequivocally say two
sidewalks are required or who requires them.

Brad did not have much time to talk, but he did say that our unpublished article is still useful. If not
already included, we should add quotes and photos. Then the plan would be for a supportive city
councilperson to release it. He's convinced it would not be overlooked if presented this way.

I forgot to ask if he knows of any surveys done by the city of homeowners post-sidewalk renovation.
His second quick thought was more long-term. He feels the story of our difficult relations with the city
could be useful and instructive to get other city commissions to join together to get the city to engage



in more inclusive and comprehensive planning. Depends on how engaged we want to be, and for how
long, I guess.
That's what I know.

Best -
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