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>> Mayor Taylor: Good evening, everyone. 

Welcome to the November 15 meeting of the Ann Arbor city council. 

If you are able, please rise and join us for a moment of silence, followed by the 

Pledge of Allegiance. 

[ Moment of silence ] 

>> I pledge allegiance to the flag of the United States of America, and to the 

republic for which it stands:  One nation indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.  

>> Mayor Taylor: Would our clerk please call the roll of council? 

>> Clerk Beaudry:  Councilmember Hayner.  

Here in Ann Arbor, Michigan. 

>> Clerk Beaudry: Councilmember Disch. 

>> Councilmember Disch: Here. 

In Ann Arbor. 

>> Clerk Beaudry: Councilmember Griswold. 

>> Councilmember Griswold: Here. 

Ann Arbor. 

>> Clerk Beaudry: Councilmember Song. 

>> Councilmember Song: Here. 

Ann Arbor. 

>> Clerk Beaudry: Councilmember Grand. 

>> Councilmember Grand: Here. 



In Ann Arbor. 

>> Clerk Beaudry: Councilmember Radina. 

>> Councilmember Radina: Here. 

In Ann Arbor. 

>> Clerk Beaudry: Mayor Taylor. 

>> Mayor Taylor: Here. 

In Ann Arbor. 

>> Clerk Beaudry:  Councilmember Eyer. 

>> Councilmember Eyer: Here. 

Ann Arbor. 

>> Clerk Beaudry: Councilmember Nelson. 

>> Councilmember Nelson: Here. 

In Ann Arbor. 

>> Clerk Beaudry: Councilmember Briggs. 

>> Councilmember Briggs:  Here. 

In Ann Arbor. 

>> Clerk Beaudry: Councilmember Ramlawi. 

>> Councilmember Ramlawi:  Present. 

Ann Arbor.  

>> Clerk Beaudry: We have a quorum. 

>> Mayor Taylor: Thank you. 

May I have a motion to approve the agenda. 

Moved by Councilmember Hayner, seconded by Councilmember Briggs. 

Discussion of the agenda. 

All in favor? 

Opposed? 

The agenda is proved. 

Are there communications today from our city administrator? 

>> Int. City Admin. Dohoney: No, mayor, there are not. 

>> Mayor Taylor: We have no introductions and we move directly into public 

comment reserve time. 

It's an opportunity for members of the public to speak to council and members of 

the community about matters of public interest. 

You need have signed up in advance. 

Please enter the number on your screen, 877-853-5247. 

877-853-5247. 

Once you are connected, please enter meeting I.D. 94212732148. 

94212732148. 

Once you are connected further, it will be your turn to speak. 

When it is your turn to speak, you will have three minutes in which to speak. 

So please pay close attention to our time. 

Our clerk will notify you when 30 seconds are remaining and when your time has 

expired. 

When your time has expired, please conclude your remarks and cede the floor. 

Our first speaker is Dave DeVarti. 



>> Clerk Beaudry: Mr. DeVarti, phone number 132. 

Press star six to unmute your phone. 

Mr. DeVarti, go ahead. 

>> Can you hear me? 

>> Mayor Taylor: Yes, we can. 

>> Okay. 

Thank you. 

Well, thank you. 

Good evening. 

Thank you, members of the council and Mayor Taylor for the opportunity to 

speak. 

My name is Dave DeVarti, I live at 1231 Baldwin in Ann Arbor. 

I have been involved in Ann Arbor public planning for several years having 

serves on the planning commission, and downtown development administration, 

and currently serving the city on the zoning board of appeals and the county as 

an elected member of the Washtenaw County board of trustee. 

I come tonight to speak in favor of passing a first reading, the proposed minor 

text change in the PUD for Dominick's restaurant on Monroe Street. 

Dominick was my father. 

I started working there in junior high school. 

That's my brother's restaurant. 

I no longer have any financial interest. 

Several generations of law school students, alumni, community members from all 

walks of life have met and enjoyed each other's conversation and company over 

the past 60 years in the restaurant and on its patios, balcony and in its garden. 

I want to emphasize a couple of points in favor of this proposal. 

First, my brother rich and the owner of the green planet business on the corner of 

Monroe and Tappan have agreed to add a rain garden in the northeast corner of 

the parcel to assist the city in reducing one of its goals, reducing rain water flow 

in the stormwater system. 

This is a positive benefit for the entire community. 

Second, the curb cut in question at the moment, directly serves an apartment 

that's been a part of the Dominick's -- of Dominick's since it became one first 

PUDs in the city. 

I'm not sure if it was the first or second when the PUD ordinance was first 

allowed. 

Up with the reasons that my dad -- 

>> Clerk Beaudry: 30 seconds. 

>> Okay. 

One the reasons my dad undertook to do a PUD was to keep the housing there. 

So there's affordable housing that this driveway serves. 

Please vote yes to move this proposal to a public hearing a second reading. 

Thank you for your consideration and I hope you all have a good Thanksgiving. 

>> Mayor Taylor: Thank you. 

Our next speaker is Scott Munzel. 



>> Mr. Munzel, phone number 310 go ahead. 

>> Thank you very much, mayor and city councilmembers. 

Good evening. 

This is Scott Munzel speaking from 9 Jefferson court Ann Arbor, Michigan. 

I'm the attorney representing the green planet which is the tenant at 700 Tappan 

street and the licensee operating from that location for many years. 

Thanks for the opportunity to make a couple of brief comments about your 

agenda item c-2. 

Basically, we are asking that you schedule a second reading and hold a public 

hearing on this proposal to slightly revise the text of PUD supplemental 

regulations. 

At that public hearing, we can explain the proposal, and explain the public 

benefits being offered and explain, in fact, why the proposed text amendment 

actually returns the PUD to its original intent related to the timing of the removal 

of those curb cuts or the timing of the removal of that curb cut. 

And so we're requesting that the city council schedule the second reading, and 

the public hearing to more fully explain to council those issues and thanks again 

for the time, and I can answer any questions when you get to the item c-2 on the 

agenda. 

Thanks very much. 

>> Mayor Taylor: Thank you. 

Our next speaker is Blaine Coleman. 

>> Mr. Coleman, phone number 941, please press star six to unmute your 

phone. 

Go ahead. 

>> This is Blaine Coleman. 

All human rights movements of the 1960s and '70s came out of the black 

freedom movement which was thousands of completely defenseless people, 

putting their lives on the line against the brute force of American city councils, 

state governments and the federal government so it's especially sickening for 

Ann Arbor city council to pretend -- to pretend that it supports human rights while 

throwing up a Stonewall against any proposal -- any proposal for Palestinian 

human rights. 

You, the city council, stood like a stone wall against black Civil Rights. 

Basic, most basic black Civil Rights. 

Physically, you stood against fair housing laws until demonstrators outside your 

council building forced you to finally break down that wall in 1983. 

You the city council still stand like a stone wall against the thousands who 

demonstrated for Palestinian human rights, right outside your building last 

summer. 

While Israel had just finished murdering Palestinians. 

Those demonstrates loudly demanded that you approve at resolution against 

military aid to Israel. 

Pretty simple, wouldn't you say? 

But, no, you still stand like a stone wall against the thousands of people who are 



petitioning you to approve the resolution against military aid to Israel. 

And for 20 years, you have been a stone wall against even the slightest 

resolution for Palestinian human rights. 

It seems like you have no shame. 

No shame at all. 

Are you even human? 

What do you have to offer those thousands of people who were demanding the 

most basic human rights against your guns, your money, your military aid to 

Israel what do you have to offer to people who care about human rights? 

Here's what you have to offer, you approve resolutions to give the whole 

population psychedelic drug without medical supervision. 

Yeah, you approved that. 

>> Clerk Beaudry: 30 seconds. 

>> You approve resolutions to give the whole population marijuana consumption 

lounges. 

Yeah, you approved that too. 

That's what you are passionate about, not basic human rights. 

Certainly not Palestinian human rights, not jobs, not affordable housing, not any 

meaningful down of the 50-year toxic Gelman plume. 

>> Clerk Beaudry: Time. 

>> Mayor Taylor: Thank you. 

Our next speaker is Mozhgan Savabieasfahani. 

>> I have to say star 6? 

>> Clerk Beaudry: Phone number 941, go ahead. 

>> Can you hear me? 

>> Mayor Taylor: Yes, we can. 

My name is Mozhgan Savabieasfahani. 

Ann Arbor city council wants you to believe that they care about our health and 

our environment. 

Do they really? 

Is that why for 50 years, maybe 60, they have allowed the Gelman dioxane 

contamination to grow and become the largest in the world, yes, you heard it 

right, the largest in the world. 

Your so-called concern for our environment is so deep, that PFAS is oozing out 

for several years with you doing virtually nothing to stop it. 

Northern city council wants us to believe that they care about our quality of life. 

What big worlds! 

Is that why not one of them has ever proposed $15 minimum wage for people of 

Ann Arbor, for workers of Ann Arbor? 

Is that why you have never, none of you, proposed a $15 minimum wage for Ann 

Arbor workers? 

Is that why they bend over backwards to please developers, developers who use 

city support and approval and throw a pittance to the city in the form of affordable 

houses. 

They house the ultra rich in their luxury apartments and leave the rest of us on 



the affordable housing waiting list. 

Affordable housing waiting list that's growing by leaps and bounds, what bullshit, 

you expect us to believe you? 

Ann Arbor city council wants to you believe that they are progressive and chair 

about humanity and human rights. 

Nothing could be more laughable. 

Let's see now, is that why for 20 years you bluffed any resolution to boycott 

Israel? 

Is that why you have turned a blind eye and a deaf ear to cries of thousands of 

protesters throughout the years, demanding that at the very least ow should stop 

military aid to Israel? 

At least say that you are against military aid to Israel. 

Have you? 

None of you have! 

How do you want us to believe you are progressive and you care about human 

rights? 

You are liars. 

Ann Arbor city council records shows that it is a bunch of racist bastards, 

masquerading as human beings. 

You Ann Arbor city council are servants of the rich and wealthy in this town. 

Anyone who can't see that is either asleep or dead. 

Be warned there are real progressives and real human rights advocates in this 

town who have been fighting for human rights and for cleanup of Gelman 

dioxane plume and for $15 minimum wage and for public housing. 

There are real human beings who really care about this. 

We will fight you every election day, in between them and we will kick you out! 

>> Mayor Taylor: Thank you. 

>> You pass the resolution that we are against military aid to Israel to at least 

improve your atrocious record. 

>> Mayor Taylor: Thank you. 

Thank you. 

Our next speaker is Michelle Hughes. 

>> Clerk Beaudry: Michelle Hughes. 

Go ahead and unmute yourself. 

>> Hi, this is Michelle Hughes and today is part of trans awareness week that's 

going on until November 19th and then on November 20th, it's the trans day of 

remembrance where we remember the trans people who were murdered this 

year, in transphobic violence. 

And I thought this would be a good opportunity to come and ask you guys about 

some things I asked about back in March and see if there's any progress on that. 

I was hoping that we could have a new ordinance that requires businesses to 

post information about our nondiscrimination ordinances in such a way that the 

posting is visible to customers and to employees, because I know too many trans 

people have been fired from their jobs in Ann Arbor from being trans or have 

suffered transphobic harassment and decided to quit their jobs here in Ann 



Arbor. 

And I know too many people who have been denied services for being trans here 

in Ann Arbor. 

And, you know, it's -- some people know that there's an ordinance in Ann Arbor 

that makes that illegal. 

Some people know that they can call the human rights commission. 

Some people know that they can call the state's Civil Rights commission, but we 

can't really count on -- our mans shouldn't be that people just have to know this 

stuff. 

Our plans should be that this information is posted, everywhere it's likely to be a 

problem, as every business and our plan should be that this will cause 

businesses to think twice before doing something like that, before being trans 

phobic and will give people ideas what they can do if they do experience 

discrimination. 

I hope to hear during comments from council, somebody tell me or maybe email 

me later that this is in the process somewhere, that maybe the lawyer's office is 

working on it, or maybe it's going to be discussed at a commission somewhere. 

I hope we have seen some progress about it in March when I asked for it in the 

first place. 

So when trans people have applied for a name change. 

>> Clerk Beaudry: 30 seconds. 

>> We need to get our fingerprints and get a background check. 

We have to get our fingerprints at the Washtenaw police department. 

And at Grandville, they do it at the city hall. 

I hope we can do that here too. 

Get fingers prints at city hall so you don't have to go to the post office when we 

get fingerprints. 

Those are my trans day awareness asks of you. 

Thank you very much. 

>> Mayor Taylor: Thank you. 

Our next speaker is Steve Sonntag. 

>> Clerk Beaudry: Caller with the phone number 190, press star six to unmute 

your phone. 

Go ahead. 

>> Okay. 

Can you hear me now? 

>> Mayor Taylor: Yes, we can. 

>> Okay. 

Great. 

So first, I would like to thank the -- thank and commend the Ann Arbor city 

council and all the past city councilmembers who have enacted environmentally 

friendly policies. 

I really appreciate that. 

For instance, I love the fact that we can get behind the city bus and not have it 

spew toxic fumes into our face and they are usually hybrid buses. 



And I love traffic circles that keep the traffic moving and cut down on air pollution. 

I feel like we are in a life and death battle to stave off the items. 

I would like to ask a small request of traffic lights. 

Sometimes I drive late at night, and some of the traffic lights Ann Arbor yellow, 

and/or red, which is great. 

It keeps traffic moving and cuts down on air pollution, but some are cycling 

through their slow, boring, normal cycle as if there's heavy traffic and it's 3 a.m. in 

the morning and I'm sitting there idling away and putting extra pollution into the 

air for no reason. 

So I would really appreciate if somebody could please, please look into the traffic 

lights that are operating normally with their slow, boring cycles and, you know, it 

would be great if we could eliminate those, have them flash red and/or yellow, to 

keep traffic moving and cut down on air pollution. 

I realize Ann Arbor can't save the world, but in the future, we need to look back 

and say with a clear conscious that Ann Arbor did everything they could, even in 

small ways to help stave off climate catastrophe. 

Thank you. 

>> Mayor Taylor: Thank you. 

Our next speaker is Glen Nelson. 

>> Mr. Nelson, phone number 733. 

Go ahead. 

>> My name is Glenn Nelson. 

I'm one. 

Leaders of citizens for mental health and public safety. 

I applaud your attention to unarmed public safety response. 

I will make two points. 

First, city officials should recognize a 24/7 unarmed crisis response team already 

exists and serves Ann Arbor as well as the rest of the county. 

Washtenaw County mental health provides this service. 

The telephone number is 734-544-3050. 

Based on information from the caller the mental health professionals will answer 

and determine the appropriate response. 

Choosing from options such as sending the CMH mobile crisis service team or 

connecting the caller with the CMH cares team which acts an information center 

or outpatient clinic or sending emergency medical services or sending police 

officers as backup or handoff. 

City officials should avoid duplicating services which would create confusion and 

waste taxpayer dollars. 

Second, city officials should educate residents about using the existing crisis 

teams. 

Councilmembers should fund a campaign to inform city residents about the CMH 

24/7 number and other current and upcoming crisis initiatives like 988. 

Through the county we residents of Ann Arbor have 24/7 access to unarmed 

mental health professionals, substance abuse experts emergency medical 

technicians and peer support specialists. 



Residents not needed or worse might escalate to a manageable problem into a 

crisis. 

It should be calling 544-3050, rather than 911. 

This information is particularly important for residents who delay calling 911, 

based on past bad experiences with police. 

Everyone's safety would be improved by educating residents about calling 

544-3050 promptly. 

The funds for this recommendation are readily available from the county mental 

health and public safety millage sent directly to the city. 

>> Clerk Beaudry: 30 seconds. 

>> Such an education campaign would improve safety and would be consistent 

with the intent of voters who supported the millage. 

Thank you. 

>> Mayor Taylor: Thank you. 

Our next speaker is Amir Fleischmann. 

>> Mr. Fleischmann. 

Phone number 632. 

My name is Amir, I'm a grad student at U.M.  

I'm also a member of GEO housing caucus. 

I'm calling to talk about the total failure of the city to enforce the early leasing 

ordinance. 

GEO has received hundreds of complaints from renters who are still being 

pressured by their landlords to renew their lease, less than three months into the 

term. 

Landlords are saying that they are signing options, quote/unquote with other 

residents. 

So they are getting around the early leasing ordinance by still entering into 

another form of agreement. 

They feel very strongly that the city is not reading of ordinance in the maximalist 

interpretation that could be used to protect renters. 

This is no urgency from the city about this humongous problem that is affecting 

the majority of your constituents. 

Indeed, things have gotten worse since the passage of the early leasing 

ordinance, as landlords are retaliating against us and pressuring us to renew our 

leases even earlier than they have in the past. 

Renters are hurting. 

Where the hell are you? 

Our Exodus should not be doing the work of combing through complaints and 

sending them to the city on your behalf. 

That's why we have a bureaucracy! 

Use it to serve your residents! 

It is your jobs to go through to the complaints. 

You need to be doing this, not us. 

We have jobs. 

My people are becoming cynical about working with the city. 



They no longer want to engage with local government because they see it as a 

waste of time. 

And frankly, I'm having a hard time justifying it to them. 

Is this the impression of civic engagement that you want to give to your 

residents? 

Renters cannot wait. 

Renters under assault from landlords and you are talking about traffic lights. 

What will you do to help renters? 

You need to act. 

Thank you. 

Free Palestine. 

>> Mayor Taylor: Thank you. 

Our next speaker is Amanda Carlisle. 

>> Clerk Beaudry: Caller with the phone number 298, press start six to unmute 

your phone. 

Caller with the phone number ending on 298, press star six. 

>> Good evening. 

This is Amanda Carlisle. 

I'm the director of the Washtenaw housing alliance and tonight I want to share my 

concerns with you about the new human services partnership which is replacing 

what we knew as the past decade for coordinated funding. 

I'm urging you to extend human services, transition grant contracts for another 

six months and consider alternate funding models than what has so far been 

proposed by the county. 

As background, the WHA is a coalition of nonprofit and government partners 

working to end homelessness in Washtenaw County. 

Our coalition members include the nonprofit agencies that provide a continuum of 

services in housing that help people obtain and maintain housing. 

Over the past decade, Washtenaw coordinated funders provided critical funding 

to Monday profit human services agencies in the amount of $4.3 million annually 

and to the homeless system of care in the amount of approximately $1.3 million 

annually. 

These dollars have been used to then leverage other federal and private funding 

to support programs critically important to the people most in need in our 

community. 

The homeless system of care has relied on these funds to provide services like 

street outreach, single point of entry, emergency shelter and permit supportive 

housing and services. 

Our system of care relies on community partners thinking not as individual 

agencies or programs, but as a system, and it is focused on helping the most 

vulnerable people in our county. 

As a result of the services provided and coordination efforts, we have seen a 

reduction in the number of people experiencing unsheltered treat homelessness 

by 78% and reduction of overall homelessness since 2015. 

Our progress in making homelessness nonrecurring will be upended with in the 



new partnership as it's designed because agencies will no longer have a reliable 

source of funding. 

In the email I sent you earlier today, I shared with you a detailed timeline of the 

county's process to non-private partners to the shift in the funding model. 

Communications and actions about the new funding model have been delayed 

time and time again over the years, what was proposed to agencies by emails on 

Friday is a shift from holding a safety net grant, to Al alternative process that 

excludes many critical supportive services and housing programs from funding. 

The county is changing process at the last minute when they are in jeopardy of 

having to funding in 45 days. 

The this seems to have been developed to circumvent a process because the 

county have not been able to develop a new human service funding model. 

It's understandable that the county has not been able to devote the time and 

effort they need to revamp a funding model that has existed for the past decade. 

We are still in the middle of the pandemic and there have been completing 

priorities. 

Please extend contracts for at least another six months so a more thoughtful and 

equitable approach can be developed. 

We all want this to work. 

Thank you for the opportunity to speak tonight. 

>> Mayor Taylor: Thank you. 

Are there communications today from council? 

Ms. Beaudry, do I have hand authority? 

Councilmember Griswold. 

>> Councilmember Griswold:  I encourage you to join me on Saturday at 10:00, 

the hustle for homeless event will occur. 

It will include speakers, a two-mile walk and then refreshments. 

Secondly, I kept hearing a theme about communications, the need to improve 

communications. 

Whether it be an ordinance that we pass that people didn't know about or 

communicating decisions being made. 

And something I was thinking about even before meeting, that I find troubling and 

it puts an extra burden on staff, is that we pass one ordinance or resolution after 

another, and we don't always communicate out or have a strong implementation 

plan, but there's conflicts between those ordinances at times and so I think that 

we need to step back and look at how we can reduce those conflicts. 

Be it A2Zero, the transportation plan, and when we don't reduce those conflicts, 

people are confused and once we get into a mill season, then those issues are 

weaponized. 

For example, we just resurfaced Betty's road between Huron parkway and 

Earhart. 

I received a number of calls because people wanted to know, where's the 

sidewalk? 

If we have complete streets, we need sidewalks on that street, and, of course, 

that's not practical, and there are many reasons why we didn't do it at this time, 



including township islands but we need safe passage. 

We need a shoulder of 6 feet. 

I hope we can focus on our communication and when we do pass a new 

resolution or ordinance, think about how we are going to communicate it and 

think about how it will fit with our existing resolutions. 

Thank you. 

>> Mayor Taylor: Thank you. 

Councilmember ram law. 

>> Councilmember Ramlawi:  Thank you and good evening. 

I wanted to report out that I met with Councilmember Briggs and others from the 

county mental health AAPD, Ann Arbor fire department and others this afternoon 

to talk about the situation at liberty plaza. 

I appreciate Mr. Dohoney and others within city hall who helped put it together 

and it will be coming back to us as a group in a few weeks to hear what can be 

done in the short term and what can be done in the long term. 

We had a good discussion with stakeholders and nearby tenants. 

And people who manage properties. 

If was made clear that there's an acute safety issue going on in our park. 

And so hopefully we can keep the momentum going and address safety 

concerns that are real. 

Further. 

Ongoing delay liberty street water main. 

It looks like it's almost complete. 

This looks like there's some cement that needs to be put down. 

I know the neighborhood would be eager to get that back. 

There's many nearby schools and that's a very heavily trafficked intersection 

that's been out of commission for quite some time. 

So relief is on the way, and I hope by the weekend or this time next week, it's 

fully opened. 

Thank you. 

>> Mayor Taylor: Councilmember Song. 

>> Councilmember Song: I'm happy for people to call on behalf of social service 

agencies. 

We've been having long discussions with folks. 

A lot of nonprofits begin their fiscal year in July and not having a sense of being 

able to track timing and potential funding has put our community members at 

risk. 

I know our staff and county, the county folks are working hard on this and I'm 

really happy to hear that there will be a resolution coming forward next month so 

we can see where we can extend these contracts and make sure the vulnerable 

folks are taken care of. 

I encourage our fellow councilmembers to take a look at who does this work on a 

daily basis. 

We have H.U.D.  

We have ozone for homeless teens, and we have a variety of folks who are rapid 



rehousing folks who would normally be out on the streets. 

They are struggling because a lot of them are not being able to fund raise even 

at the prepandemic level. 

I encourage folks to reach out and do what you can. 

Another update is county commissioner, Andy Labar is extending the pilot on 

child care. 

There's an application going on where the child care network can participate in a 

trishare program where employees can get reimbursed for the remaining child 

care programs. 

There's -- we know how the child care crisis has been affecting all sectors in Ann 

Arbor. 

If you would consider participating in this, I would encourage you to contact Andy 

Labar. 

It's due on Wednesday. 

So contacting Andy Labar means between now and end of day Tuesday. 

But clearly this conversation will be ongoing. 

All right. 

Thanks. 

>> Mayor Taylor: Councilmember Grand. 

>> Councilmember Grand: I don't have too much to add to what Councilmember 

Song just said but I want to community in really clear language, I had some great 

conversations with directors of some of our safety net providers today, who were 

rightly in quite a panic thinking about trying to provide these critical services 

during a pandemic and in the winter and not knowing if they will have funding. 

While I'm one of 11, I will do my best to work with staff and our partners at the 

county commission to ensure that this funding is maintained so there's some 

stability over the next six months as we make this transition. 

I won't speak for those at the table. 

I do not want to see anyone out on the street in the cold. 

And I can't think those I spoke with today and those who are doing this critical 

work for what they do, and for what their staff do, I want to make sure that you 

have that stability so you can continue to have your excellent people do their 

good work in our community. 

So please be on the lookout for that resolution the first meeting in December that 

I know staff is working hard on. 

Hopefully we will have our support from the county as well. 

Thanks so much. 

>> Mayor Taylor: Are there further communications from council? 

As to the nominations, I would like to recommend to the Local Officers 

Compensation Commission, Elizabeth Jenovich. 

Moved by Briggs and seconded by Radina. 

Discussion? 

All in favor? 

Opposed? 

It is approved with 11 councilmembers present all voting in the affirmative thus 



satisfying the eight vote requirement. 

I have myself a communication. 

We have a climate emergency that we declared and that is a moral obligation to 

reduce carbon in our community. 

And to date, we have not done enough, but we do have a plan. 

That plan is A2Zero, it's a plan adopted unanimously by council to transform our 

community to carbon neutrality in a way that's equitable, urgent and effective by 

the year 2030:  It's a plan to improve base I can services and enhance the quality 

of life for everyone in Ann Arbor today. 

It's clean, reliable, affordable local electricity, a drive to zero waste through year 

round composting and expanded recycling, weatherization program in homes 

and businesses to increase comfort. 

Miles of new bikeways and pedestrian infrastructure, neighborhood resiliency 

hubs and aggressive E.V. support and thousands of trees. 

But we do not have the resources to achieve this goal. 

And that's why I'm proud and incredibly excited to bring forward on 

December 6th the community climate action millage. 

A one mill, 20-year millage to raise the funds necessary for everyone in Ann 

Arbor to enjoy the safety, comfort, affordable and moral benefits of a carbon 

neutral community. 

The community climate action millage will cost the homeowner $4 a week but the 

benefits they will receive will be true value for the money. 

Citywide programs to reduce energy costs, increase comfort and safety, improve 

lives today. 

Every person alive now is going to spend more due to climate change. 

That is a fact. 

The question is whether that new spending will be an investment in our common 

future or will that new spending bloat tenfold in a further degraded world? 

In Ann Arbor we believe in science and value for the money. 

We believe in common action for a common purpose. 

And that's why I'm confident that Ann Arbor will support the community climate 

action millage in May 2022, to improve our basic services and enhance quality of 

life, achieve equitable, affordable, community-wide carbon neutrality. 

I'm looking forward to the conversation. 

We have before us the consent. 

Moved by Griswold and seconded by Disch. 

Discussion of the consent agenda. 

Councilmember Nelson. 

>> Councilmember Nelson:  Thank you. 

I would like to pull CA-2 and CA-3. 

>> Mayor Taylor: Further discussion of the consent agenda? 

All in favor of the consent agenda with the exception of CA-2 and CA-3, please 

say aye. 

Opposed? 

It's approved with 11 councilmembers being present, us this satisfying the eight 



vote requirement with respect to CA-9. 

CA-2, resolution to award a construction contract for galvanized water services 

line replacements to SWT excavating in the amount of $1,013,116.15, per year 

for a period of two years for the total of $2,026,223.30. 

Moved by Nelson and seconded by Radina. 

>> Councilmember Nelson:  I have a couple of questions for staff. 

A resident reached out to me, with their own estimate that the total cost of this 

project is likely to reach $19 million, and I'm just curious if -- I wanted to hear a 

response to that. 

I appreciate that we were obligated to take care of 5% a year do. 

We have an estimated timeline of when this would be achieved like the whole of 

replacing all of these galvanized lines? 

>> As you have said, we are required to do these. 

We are proceeding at slightly more than the 5% per year, which would be a 

20-year time period. 

We have not fully completed our inventory yet to know whether we are -- what 

our exact number of these to be done, but, yes, it is approximately $1 million a 

year as we take these on. 

>> Councilmember Nelson:  Okay. 

>> And it's unfunded. 

It has to come out of ratepayer dollars, currently. 

>> Councilmember Nelson:  All right. 

Thanks. 

>> Mayor Taylor: Further discussion? 

All in favor? 

Opposed? 

CA-2 is approved. 

Resolution to support a transportation economic development funds category a 

grant of research park drive. 

Moved by Nelson and seconded by Hayner. 

Councilmember Nelson. 

>> Councilmember Nelson:  I was digging a little deeper on these numbers. 

I note this is also in ward 4. 

If the total -- I appreciate that this is quite a large amount of money to get as a 

grant, which is wonderful. 

But the cost to the city is anticipated to be almost $1 million also and I was just 

curious, I'm looking into my budget. 

It looks like the street bridge and sidewalk millage in '22 and '23 will be like 

$16 million, $17 million. 

Do I have those numbers right? 

Am I reading correctly in the budget? 

Maybe you don't know off the top of your head how much money that is. 

$1 million relative to the -- I was curious if you had an idea of what this is likely to 

display in the capital improvements project. 

>> Nick, you are on mute. 



Yes. 

>> I think as far as the numbers, I think the street, bridge and sidewalk numbers 

come to about $13 million a year if I remember correctly. 

In terms of how much this would replace, I don't know that yet. 

This project is in the capital improvement plan but at an outer year. 

We would have to move it forward and probably just shift something back a year. 

I don't know exactly what that would be right now. 

We would wait until we see if we got the grant before doing that. 

>> Councilmember Nelson:  I guess my other question was:  How many 

problems other than Sartorios going to be helped by that improved drive? 

>> I believe there's about 30 or 40 properties, although they are not all developed 

on research park drive. 

Yeah, I counted them recently. 

I think that's about right. 

>> Councilmember Nelson:  Okay. 

All right. 

I mean, I guess -- yeah. 

All right. 

Thank you. 

>> The need is there. 

The pavement condition is poor and thus it's in the C.I.P. for a future project. 

>> Mayor Taylor: Councilmember Hayner. 

>> Councilmember Hayner:  Just a quick follow-up. 

I assume that this grant has some type of sunset on the spending of it. 

That's why we want to move this project forward. 

It's not that it's just a terrible loop through there. 

It's beyond the need of this single person who is going to help us -- or single 

corporation that's going to help us apply for this grant, like, we have to spend it 

right away; is that correct? 

>> We haven't gotten the grant, obviously. 

Once we get it, there's a limited amount to spend it in. 

I believe it's within two years. 

>> Councilmember Hayner:  I share the concern about the displacement of 

projects. 

I know there's a big boom going on out there. 

I have been doing some work on Morgan road. 

And there's a big push to get this area going again and it's appropriate, but, it 

also has the perception that it's a bit of a favoritism as we start shuffling projects 

around. 

I guess we will deal with the shuffles when and if it becomes necessary. 

Thank you. 

>> Mayor Taylor: Councilmember Ramlawi. 

>> Councilmember Ramlawi:  I appreciate staff being here to answer questions. 

And so I will have one. 

How often do we get this type of grant? 



When was the last one? 

I apologize, I didn't submit it as an agenda question. 

It seems to be an unusual opportunity. 

For us, but nick, you have been with us for a long, long time. 

Maybe you would know how often one of these come around. 

>> Not very often. 

I have been at the city for 15 years and this is first one I have ever done. 

It's a very unusual opportunity that has come in front of us, and we are -- our 

thinking was taking the opportunity to get an extra $1.6 million to invest in our 

road network, is probably worth shuffling a little bit. 

>> Councilmember Ramlawi:  And what was the case here that made this 

possible, at least, you know, for us to discuss it? 

What conditions are there that haven't been here for the last 15 years. 

>> I'm learning about the process, as I put this grant together. 

My understanding is it's connected to a specific development or a development 

or developments. 

And I'm not sure the details of how it generates but the -- we were initially 

approached by spark, coming through working with the development and I 

believe the genesis of it was making -- the resurfacing of this road was helping it 

make more attractive to bring this development to the area. 

And that's the purpose of the TDEF grants from the state specifically. 

>> Councilmember Ramlawi:  I appreciate you being here to answer those 

questions. 

What you learn and what you learn more importantly will help us be more 

watchful for these type of opportunities if they do present themselves. 

I would ask questions, you know, on our climate neutrality goals here, we talk 

about going with less induced demand for traffic and such, but we are paving 

roads here that will do, perhaps just the opposite, but that is just a sidebar. 

Thank you. 

>> Mayor Taylor: Further discussion. 

I want to say briefly, it's been suggested, the word "favoritism." 

It connotes bad actions and it connotes something that is outside of the usual 

process in a way that is -- that is not correct and intrust. 

And I just want to state clearly that that's not the case here. 

What we have is staff doing everything they can to ensure that they are saving 

Ann Arbor taxpayer monies by finding a grant and applying it, applying for it in an 

effort to improve the roads utilizing state resources that are available for the 

purpose which is an entirely right and proper thing to do. 

Councilmember Griswold. 

>> Councilmember Griswold:  I will be voting for this. 

Large business organizations are much more effective at advocacy than 

neighborhoods and hopefully we can get some federal funds to address our 

neighborhood streets that are in extremely poor condition. 

So it's always a balancing act. 

Again, I will vote for this, but I hope that we recognize that neighborhoods cannot 



advocate as effectively and so we as councilmembers need to stand up for them. 

Thank you. 

>> Councilmember Hayner. 

>> Councilmember Hayner:  Yeah, I wanted to gently protest your analysis of my 

choice of words. 

I wasn't suggesting any kind of malfeasance on the part of city or the state or 

staff, just passing along what I often hear when projects get bumped, when large 

employers come to town, people get concerned that they have prioritization over 

matters, perhaps prioritization was a better word to use. 

Further discussion? 

All in favor? 

He opposed? 

It is approved. 

We now come to public hearing. 

It's an opportunity to speak to the council about the public hearing relates to 

speak at a public hearing, you need not to have signed up in advance but your 

speech must relate to the subject matter of the public hearing. 

If you wish to speak at one of these public hearings please enter the number on 

your screen, that is 877-853-5247. 

877-853-5247. 

Once you are connected, please enter meeting I.D. 94212732148. 

94212732148. 

Once you are connected further and you wish to speak at the public hearing, 

please enter star nine. 

Star nine to indicate that you wish to speak. 

Our clerk will identify you when it's your turn to speak by the last three digits of 

your telephone number. 

When it's your turn to speak, you will have three minutes in which to speak. 

So please pay close attention to the time. 

Our clerk will notify you when 30 seconds are remaining and when your time has 

expired. 

When your time has expired, please conclude your remarks and cede the floor. 

Public hearing number one An Ordinance to Amend Chapter 55 (Zoning), 

Rezoning of 1.24 Acres From TWP (Township District) to R2A (Two-Family 

District), Issa Property, 201 Scio Church. 

Is there anyone who would like to speak at this public hearing? 

>> Clerk Beaudry: Caller with the phone number ending in 111, press star six to 

unmute your phone. 

Caller with the phone number 111, you need to press star six to unmute your 

phone. 

Mayor that caller hung up and I don't have any other callers with their hands up 

on the line. 

>> Mayor Taylor: I'm going to conclude that that was an error and hold out a bit. 

[ Inaudible ] 

>> Clerk Beaudry: Matt Will, did you have a comment? 



Caller with the phone number 111, do you still have a comment? 

>> Sorry, not for this item. 

>> Clerk Beaudry: Thank you. 

Mayor, I don't see any callers with their hands up for this item. 

>> Mayor Taylor: Thank you. 

Public hearing number two, An Ordinance to Add Chapter 74 to Title VI of the 

Code of the City of Ann Arbor Which Shall Be Entitled “General Health” and to 

Add Sections 6:650-6:653 (Sanitation Supplies in Public Restrooms). 

Is there anyone who would like to speak at this public hearing? 

>> Clerk Beaudry: Caller with the phone number 111. 

>> I thank you for the opportunity to speak today. 

My name is Quinn. 

I use they/them pronouns and I'm the student project manager for emu, changing 

the cycle that provides free period products through dispensers in eastern 

Michigan university's campus. 

As a nonbinary person. 

I wanted to thank Councilmember Radina, that not all people who menstruate or 

women. 

We found that emu changing the cycle learns that after 1 in 10 women are able 

to afford period products and additional 1.2 are occasionally unable to afford 

these projects. 

They are forced to decide between buying food and textbooks and buying 

Tampax. 

It's important to note that these numbers are from before the pandemic. 

Period poverty is affecting all ages, genders and races can struggle to afford 

these products especially during the time like the pandemic. 

Some were concerned about the increasing use of their bathrooms these 

products were provided. 

More showering and sheltering resources. 

No one is choosing to bathe in a restaurant bathroom if they have other options. 

Providing free period products cannot wait until that happens. 

It's needed now by those experiencing period poverty right now. 

Providing fee period products won't just help people who can't afford them, but 

also paying customers to these businesses. 

One survey found that 80% of people who menstruate got their period in a public 

place when they didn't have supplies with them. 

If they don't want them to rush out. 

Having pads and tampons will not cost much but it will make it more inclusive 

and welcoming. 

Please vote yes on this ordinance to ensure that these necessary products will 

be available for all people who need them. 

Thank you so much for your time. 

>> Clerk Beaudry: Caller with the phone number 865. 

Press star six to unmute your phone if you have a comment. 

>> Go ahead. 



>> Hi, my name is Nancy Kramer, I would just like to reiterate all the points that 

our previous speaker made about this particular topic. 

This is a an issue that I have been advocating for since the first time I went into 

the restroom at apple's corporate headquarters in 1982 and I saw tampons and 

pads laying on the counter at apple's corporate headquarters an I thought why is 

every rest room not like this. 

A woman needs to take care oar any menstruating person needs access to these 

items in order to take care of their normal bodily functions. 

I have been advocating for this since 1982. 

I have advocates for it in schools. 

I have a nonprofit around this. 

I have advocate for businesses. 

I instituted policies in my own business, and I have actually been able to 

advocate that my current employer IBM institute this policy around the world for 

our 350 associates and 197 countries. 

Menstrual support in all restrooms for anyone who may need them is a public 

health issue. 

It is what is right. 

It is what is going to provide equality. 

No one should be faced with the consequences of having an unexpected start to 

a menstrual cycle. 

The results can be humiliating and the consequences are so incredibly negative. 

I'm so happy to be here at this council meeting and say it's very heart into go me, 

somebody who has been focused on this for a very long time that Ann Arbor 

would be one of the first cities to institute this at this level and I want to thank you 

for your support on this, and I hope that this measure passes. 

So thank you so much. 

>> Mayor Taylor: Thank you. 

Is there anyone else who would like to speak at this public hearing? 

>> Clerk Beaudry: I don't see any other callers at this time. 

>> Mayor Taylor: Thank you. 

Seeing no one, this public hearing is closed. 

Public hearing number three. 

Resolution to Approve Grace Bible Church Site Plan, 1300 South Maple Road.  

Is there anyone who would like to speak at this public hearing? 

>> Clerk Beaudry: Mayor, I don't see any callers with their hands up for this 

hearing. 

>> Mayor Taylor: Seeing no one, this public hearing is closed. 

We have before us the regular meeting minutes of November 1, 2021. 

Moved by Ramlawi and seconded by grand. 

All in favor? 

Opposed? 

This they are passed. 

B-1, An Ordinance to Amend Chapter 55 (Zoning), Rezoning of 1.24 Acres from 

TWP (Township District) to R2A (Two-Family District), Issa Property, 201 Scio 



Church.  

Moved by council member Disch, seconded by Nelson. 

Discussion, please, of B-1. 

All in favor? 

Opposed? 

It is approved. 

B-2, An Ordinance to Add Chapter 74 to Title VI of the Code of the City of Ann 

Arbor Which Shall Be Entitled “General Health” and to Add Sections 6:650-6:653 

(Sanitation Supplies in Public Restrooms).  

Moved by eyer and seconded by Briggs. 

Discussion of b-2. 

I would like to say that I'm delighted it is being brought forward and we will be 

voting on it and I believe passing it tonight. 

If you have a public rest room who will use the toilet and there should be toilet 

paper available for all. 

If you have a public restroom, there will be people who will want to wash their 

hands and there should be soap and paper towels available for all. 

And if you have a public restroom, there should be tampons and pads available 

for all. 

These products support basic human needs and is long past time that we as a 

society acknowledge and respond to that reality. 

We have met these needs, of course, as a general cultural matter with toilet 

paper and typically soap and towels but we have not met the need with respect 

to menstrual products.] 

That would have been good if that was the case. 

And so this ordinance is a necessity and it's a long-time coming. 

I would like to say that I have mentioned before that it would have been a longer 

time coming still if a high school student who knows -- who knows who she is, 

had not come to me a bit ago to discuss her concern that the less privileged in 

Ann Arbor had difficulty obtaining menstrual products. 

That conversation got me thinking and so after some advances in menstrual 

product availability in Illinois, and New York, and Scotland, I asked staff to see if 

we could affect this. 

Period products are a necessity for anyone who menstruates. 

Access to these items is a matter of personal dignity. 

Too many struggle in Ann Arbor to obtain them and I'm just so glad that we are 

going to do something about it here today. 

It is the right thing to do 100%. 

Councilmember Radina? 

>> Councilmember Radina: Thanks, mayor and I don't want to spend too much 

time reiterate all the excellent points that you just made or those that we 

discussed last week. 

I wanted to take this opportunity to thank you again and members of staff for 

leading on this and also for the members of the public who called in, and for their 

work in the community on this for years as well. 



Specifically, did I want to make sure that we emphasized one of the callers 

during public hearing requested that this not be specific to only female gendered 

bathrooms and that is not the case. 

This is required for all restroom facilities and so we absolutely made that case 

during drafting this and I know that the mayor made sure that this was available 

for anyone who may menstruate, not just in women's restrooms. 

Thanks. 

>> Mayor Taylor: Councilmember Briggs. 

>> Councilmember Briggs: Yeah, thank you. 

I also would like to thank you and those who have advocates for this ordinance 

coming forward. 

I have to say, this is one of the ordinances that I have found to be a learning 

process for myself as well, despite the fact that I should have been a bigger 

proponent of this earlier on. 

It took me a little while to get behind why this was so necessary, I appreciated 

the opportunity to read and challenge my own assumptions. 

I appreciate the end to period poverty and there's an equity that we learn to live 

with. 

Certainly every woman has experienced this, and you know, anybody who 

menstruates. 

Every woman has experienced that humiliating feeling where they don't have the 

supplies that they need and I'm glad to know that our community is going to be 

leading this forward and ending that experience in our community. 

>> Mayor Taylor: Councilmember Griswold. 

>> Councilmember Griswold:  Yes, I hope that we will grow from this resolution, 

and look at public restrooms in the downtown area, because I think that is really 

a human right, and it's embarrassing as a member of the Ann Arbor community, 

that we don't have public restrooms in the downtown area. 

It puts an extra burden on businesses in the downtown area. 

I don't know what the next step is. 

I don't know if a resolution is needed but we do need to have public restrooms 

downtown. 

Thank you. 

>> Mayor Taylor: Councilmember Ramlawi. 

>> Councilmember Ramlawi:  Thank you. 

I just wanted to take a few minutes and thank the city attorney John Reiser on all 

the work he's put into this. 

He outlined a lot that he discovered, looking into this. 

In fact, we will be first city in America to mandate this and not just one but the 

only. 

So I appreciate the work, and the background was given to us regarding this, the 

financial impacts it will have on businesses and the differences -- and all the 

different products, and some are required only for restaurants that get inspected 

by the county. 

So enforcement will be a challenge. 



We know that. 

I don't think it will be something that will be enforced like many other things, but I 

suppose it's a necessity -- it's necessary with an ordinance like this to have some 

sort of consequence to it, but I do believe that it hopefully will be a segue into the 

discussion of public restrooms. 

This was an article I haven't completed reading yet, that was sent to me by a 

friend that talked about the progressiveness of public restrooms at the turn of the 

last century, in the teens and the roaring '20s, when those public restrooms in 

cities were hallmark of progressive political movement in America. 

So hopefully this again, builds upon the discussions that we had before. 

I reached out to Mr. Dohoney already. 

I will follow back up after this meeting, to begin discussions on public restrooms 

and provide the basic humanitarian right for all people, for something they have 

every day of their life, a need to and I think the burden is too much on small 

businesses to accommodate so much of what our government fails to do and this 

is not going to put people out of business, but I think it needs to be noted that we 

need to have our own public restrooms as a municipality, and not just put 

responsibility on everybody else, except for ourselves when it comes to these 

basic human rights and issues that affect us all. 

So I will go as far as to ask the clerk to add me as a cosponsor to this resolution, 

and the efforts and the hopes to really make it clear where I stand, and where I 

want to go with things. 

So I would like to be added as a cosponsor. 

Thank you. 

>> Mayor Taylor: Councilmember Hayner. 

>> Councilmember Hayner:  Real quickly, I appreciate moving this forward and 

sometimes one thing builds on another and by such means can we work together 

to get good things done for the community. 

We started off a little conversation about public restrooms and I want to thank 

staff for providing the answers to some of the research that needed to be done 

on that because, of course, we have hundreds of, you know, public restroom 

locations in the parks system right now. 

And so I appreciate seeing that as part of the questions that went out around this 

ordinance and so, yeah, definitely that's going to keep moving forward and, you 

know, we will take a look at it. 

I had a few calls with some of the attorney staff on this and, yeah, we will move 

this to the next stage. 

I agree, it's our responsibility and, you know, we talk about the coordinated 

funding panic that has come across our desk today and other things it's one more 

thing we can do to look out for everybody. 

So thanks for bringing this forward and I look forward to everybody giving some 

input on a public restroom situation generally. 

Thanks. 

>> Mayor Taylor: Councilmember Song? 

>> Councilmember Song: I'm encouraged that this work is happening at the 



federal level too. 

Grace May of New York had introduced legislation back in May, hoping to 

advocate for states to be able to use federal grant funds to use free menstrual 

products in schools, for shelters, colleges, universities, incarcerated individuals, 

homeless shelters, hopefully, if this passes, employers with 100 or more be 

required to provide menstrual products. 

So I see that we have got some work that was happening here at the state level 

too, getting rid of the taxes associated with menstrual products and I would like to 

see that working locally to align ourselves with the progressive work where we 

are encouraging local business owners to invest in dignity. 

We talked about menstruation. 

I reached out to women like myself who lost pregnancies in public places and 

had to return to work. 

So these are -- it is a matter of dignity, and not just poverty, period poverty. 

It's dignity and being able to return to work during your shift and continuing with 

what you can do with these challenges. 

So I have spoken to local businesses who have done this ahead of the city, have 

done this -- the library has done this a year in advance of this. 

So I would like to think that this is not too much of a burden local businesses 

given the cost of period products and given that if you have conversations with 

the library, even with the schools who are preparing to -- preparing to have this in 

all the bathrooms over the holiday break, if they can do that for a number of 

buildings throughout the district, I'm confident that our small business owners can 

follow suit and show real care for a sizable number of community members. 

Thanks. 

>> Mayor Taylor: Further discussion? 

Attorney Reiser was referenced and that does give I guess first of all, I would like 

to add my thanks Mr. Reiser for his work and also to reflect the outstanding work 

of Ms. Blake, formerly of the office, who was the first person involved in doing 

this -- working on this ordinance back in the spring. 

Further, I note that there is a suggested amendment in communication that I -- 

that has been distributed to the group and I will be grateful -- hold on, please. 

There is an adjustment to the amendment that was originally requested. 

I had distributed to staff and to the clerk and to council amendment which I think 

is being requested by staff which if I infer correctly would not require going back 

to first reading. 

The amendment being in addition to Section 6, 652, Section 2, which will then 

thereafter state a provision of this ordinance shall not apply to mosques, temples, 

churches and other places of worship for whom compliance would conflict with 

the entities' sincerely held reduced beliefs, practices or observances. 

May I have a motion? 

Moved by Councilmember Ramlawi and seconded by Disch. 

Is that friendly to the body. 

Friendly to the body. 

Mr. Reiser, thank you. 



Further discussion? 

I guess, I will just follow-up and say that I'm -- I still have the floor. 

I'm grateful that, again, the work that's being done by staff as has been noted. 

This is to our knowledge the first of these -- the first of this sort of requirement in 

the country, and it's my earnest hope that others quickly follow suit. 

Councilmember Song. 

>> Councilmember Song: Our last meeting, I was asked to be a sponsor to this 

resolution and I don't see it reflected. 

Ms. Beaudry, if you could help me. 

Thank you. 

>> Mayor Taylor: Councilmember Hayner. 

>> Councilmember Hayner:  Thanks, Mr. Mayor. 

I just was wondering what -- I don't have a problem with this whole thing. 

I appreciate your resolution. 

Way was trying to understand where that was coming from. 

I didn't know that there was such a thing that a church or a religious belief that -- 

because it's a distribution of a product or -- I'm just not sure where that's coming 

from. 

I think it's fine if it seems appropriate, but I just never heard of such a thing. 

I'm trying to -- 

>> Mayor Taylor: The reference is in Mr. Reiser's memo. 

>> Councilmember Hayner:  I will take a look. 

All right. 

Thank you. 

>> Mayor Taylor: All in favor? 

Councilmember Ramlawi? 

>> Councilmember Ramlawi:  Perhaps for our viewing audience and others if 

Mr. Reiser is comfortable in answering the amendment and why it was brought 

forward. 

>> Yeah, I had a little bit of a hard time hearing Councilmember Hayner. 

>> Councilmember Hayner:  What Councilmember Ramlawi just said. 

Maybe it's a question that the public might ask, why he would add that to the 

resolution, if you can say. 

>> Without getting too much into the legal memo, different religion and cultures 

treat menstruation differently and there are sometimes religious preferences for 

one type over another, and it might be against the religion to provide one type or 

the other. 

So the amendment that you have kind of allows the free exercise of religion while 

still mandating the law generally. 

The moment recent amendment allows, you know, them to take a look at the 

provisions of it. 

There are probably not religions against toilet paper or soap, but there are 

certainly prescriptions against one type of menstrual product over the other, and 

that's the genesis of the suggestion for that amendment. 

>> Councilmember Ramlawi:  And if I could add to that, this is in houses of 



worship so that the properties, you know, people congregate, that's -- those are 

the restrooms that are -- are being discussed? 

So you know, I will just say that that is a distinction. 

Now, what people do in their own homes and everywhere else is different. 

>> Mayor Taylor: Further discussion? 

>> Other than Mr. Postema thinks that the -- my boss thinks for whom 

compliance maybe should be for which compliance. 

So I want to get it grammatically correct. 

>> Mayor Taylor: We'll count that as a scrivener's error. 

>> Okay. 

>> Mayor Taylor: Or maybe a scrivener's improvement. 

Further discussion? 

All in favor? 

Opposed? 

It is approved. 

C-1, An Ordinance to Amend Chapter 55 (Unified Development Code), Zoning of 

32.6 Acres from R3 (Townhouse Dwelling) to R4B (Multiple-Family Dwelling), Mill 

Creek Townhomes Rezoning, 3002 Chelsea Circle.  

Moved by Councilmember Disch. 

Seconded by Councilmember Grand. 

Discussion, please, of c-1. 

Councilmember Disch. 

>> Councilmember Disch: I just wanted to say a couple. 

Things about this project. 

I'm sure it leapt out to all of you, but this is an infill project. 

That's very exciting. 

We don't see very much of this. 

And this infill project, if it is approved will provide three 30-unit three-story 

buildings. 

And it will use existing utilities to achieve greater density and it will also create 

relative affordability, both by virtue of the location of this project, which is 

definitely not the center of town, and the size of the apartment projects. 

And currently mill creek development has mostly two bedroom townhomes a few 

one-bedrooms and a couple of three-bedrooms. 

The proposal here is to provide one bedroom apartments and there is 

affordability built in. 

The project will be significantly upgrading the stormwater retention management. 

Right now there's no norm water treatment, which is the case on so many of our 

properties. 

And so the developer is proposal two new underground control systems. 

I have to do this because they are on clayey soil and so they cannot do the 

release through our storm system. 

They are -- they have added additional things since the planning commission 

saw this proposal and we're grateful for that. 

And then they have, as you know, requested and been granted a variance from 



the E.V. ordinance. 

And if people have questions about that, although, I think I have all the math 

right, I would ask staff if you have questions about the E.V. ordinance. 

So planning commission was happy to see this. 

I'm delighted to see it come to council and I hope we can pass it. 

>> Mayor Taylor: Further discussion? 

Councilmember Hayner? 

>> Councilmember Hayner:  Sorry, I'm having difficulty with my alternative 

reading screen here. 

So this is the first reading on this rezoning or this is it because it's a rezoning and 

site plan together for us? 

This is it? 

Can anybody answer that question? 

>> Mayor Taylor: It's a first reading. 

>> Clerk Beaudry: It's a first reading. 

>> Councilmember Hayner:  I will get my questions in about the E.V.I.  

Have some concerns and considerations about that. 

I know people really -- really are interested in having that be integrated. 

Curious constituent of mine had pointed something out interesting to mine. 

What councilwoman Disch was saying there are smaller units and have some 

affordability and I think there's a need for these mix of unit sizes, number of 

bedrooms in units all around our city, and something that was interesting, was 

that one of the things -- there's different ways to look at things always and we 

can -- it's possible we need to consider more people in the same amount of 

space, right? 

And so we have somebody -- somebody will have a big three or four bedroom 

house and there's one or two people living in there. 

I don't know how we can get around to encouraging that kind of behavior, but, 

you know, it's a uniquely American to be bouncing around a lot to heat. 

I will support it moving forward. 

>> Mayor Taylor: Further discussion? 

All in favor? 

I'm sorry, Councilmember Ramlawi. 

>> Councilmember Ramlawi:  Just real quick. 

First reading, it looks very promising as my colleague stated. 

This is an attractive infill project to increase density in areas that aren't the most 

congested already or expensive to build. 

Really has many of the features we are looking for and hopefully, you no he, this 

passes and we have more discussion on it at second reading, but no big red 

flags anywhere about this. 

And I hope that there's more projects like this that we can -- we can see in the 

future, but that's probably unlikely. 

Thank you. 

>> Mayor Taylor: Further discussion. 

All in favor. 



It's approved. 

C-2.  An Ordinance to Amend Chapter 55 (Unified Development Code) Rezoning 

of 0.61 Acres from PUD (Planned Unit Development District) to PUD (Planned 

Unit Development District), Casa Dominicks Development PUD Zoning and 

Supplemental Regulations, 800, 812, 814 Monroe, 705 Oakland, 700, and 706 

Tappan.  

Moved by Councilmember Grand, seconded by Councilmember Radina 

discussion of c-2. 

Councilmember Ramlawi. 

>> Councilmember Ramlawi:  Thank you. 

Again, another first reading here, usually don't have objections with supporting 

things to second reading. 

But in this case, you have staff recommending denial, 8-0. 

And it -- since we have staff here, perhaps they can paraphrase and articulate in 

three minutes or so, what their concerns are, why this is being recommended for 

denial. 

It would be hard press for me to go against something that has such a 

unanimous, you know, recommendation from staff. 

So I apologize, but if it's available, if I can have an executive summary or 

synopsis of why that's the case for the rest of the us and the public. 

Shoo sure. 

Good evening, everybody. 

Matt Kowalski. 

It's one of our original PUDs in the city, however, in about -- I think 2009, they did 

a major revision to the PUD ordinance for this property. 

The whole Dominick's is a conglomerate of properties was all brought together 

under our PUD zoning and at the time, that was the mechanisms -- they were 

planning some expansions and other things within the Casa Dominick's area and 

the previous PUD did not allow certain expansions. 

So while they were -- while the plan was there again for those, they went in -- we 

had to open up the supplemental regulations which are zoning regulations for this 

particular group of properties. 

So within that regulation, this is part of what's really initially council and then final 

approval was -- the planning commission and final approval by council. 

Back in 2009, one the big concerns through this debate was again, kind of a 

public benefit. 

PUD needs to provide a public benefit. 

While it's a great mix of uses, it's kind of creative, you know, everybody likes that. 

The public benefits are areas that they were looking to expand upon. 

One of the concerns that was noted at that time, was pedestrian access. 

It's heavily pedestrian oriented area, where a lot of traffic in that area and really 

conflicts, potential conflicts. 

And so part to make it more user friendly to make it more pedestrian friendly was 

looking at some of the curb cuts that service this site and they come in at 

different parts of the property and there are different buildings that are part of 



this, the concern was trying to limit potential conflict points and eliminate some 

driveways as a part of the public benefit. 

So those were debated among planning commission. 

Ultimately city council. 

So the supplemental regulations that were agreed upon in 2009, were 

regulations that effectively required them to close, a curb cult, so basically the 

site plan when they go forward with any kind of site plan that triggers on the 

property. 

They are required to close curb cuts because that's what the zoning district now 

says. 

They can have a maximum of two curb cuts for that property. 

It doesn't necessarily which curb cuts but it says two. 

As part of -- when planning -- I'm trying to go a little bit quicker through this, but 

then -- so, again, some of the curb cuts. 

One curb cut in question, which is what we are debating now is 700 Tappan 

which allows a parking between the building and Monroe and then that's part of it 

and then it also leads to a parking space behind 700 Tappan. 

So that was the space that planning commission debated about and agreed that 

was the most logical to be removed. 

It's floor the corner and the patio Dominick and's a lot of pedestrian. 

And when 700 Tappan came in as a provisioning center, they are still required -- 

well, they were at the time of provisioning centers now required special exception 

uses. 

As part of that special exception use it has to go to planning commission with the 

site plan. 

As part of the approval of that special exception use back in 2010 -- I'm -- near 

2009 as part of the approval of that required that that curb cut be closed. 

So that's part of the special exception use was removal of that curb cut. 

That's the basis that staff -- as of where we sit today, they had a special 

exception use that requires that curb cut to be removed and restored, and the 

PUD zoning regulations for that complex, require a maximum of two curb cuts 

which is not in compliance with right now. 

So staff -- and looking through the revision, we looked heavily to planning 

commission who had a lot of feedback on this. 

Their feedback was pretty -- was pretty -- it was pretty aggressive, meaning that 

the pedestrian conflicts were their biggest concern of safety. 

So that was the basis of staff's denial, looking at the original special exception 

use, looking at the amount of emphasis that planning commission put upon 

pedestrian safety at that location. 

So that is why when they came in to leave that curb cut open and then not touch 

anything in that area, that is why staff said, that's not consistent with the 

approved special exception use, and it's not consistent with the original planning 

commission motion about pedestrian safety and trying to improve it in that area. 

So I hope through my long winded -- I apologize that. 

It was important to touch on that history. 



We looked back in the records of planning commission to make our 

recommendations. 

>> Mayor Taylor: Thank you. 

Councilmember Grand. 

>> Councilmember Grand: I want to thank planning staff, Mr. Lenart, who walked 

me through some options today. 

I think that the question that Councilmember Ramlawi why would anyone be 

opposed to this. 

I talked to the owner of property. 

I looked back at the history. 

Well, you didn't follow the rules a couple of years ago and now it seems to be 

coming around and there are good reasons for pedestrian safety, and why you 

should be doing this. 

Is that we're trying to balance this desire for pedestrian safety and benefit, with 

access for a resident and I believe we all received an email from that resident 

today. 

So in closing this curb cut it means that the resident will not longer have vehicular 

access, at least, to where she lives and where she's lived for the past ten years. 

So in trying to balance that and speaking with staff today, I did come up with an 

amendment, you know, again, I think this is something that I really personally 

struggled with back and forth because I think there are pros and cons to both 

sides, but in speaking with staff and, again, they were not trying to tip their 

thumbs on the scale one way or another. 

If you were to balance this out, what would it look like if you have a curb cut is the 

recommendation of an amendment that I sent out earlier today. 

And what it does instead of recommending that there are rain gardens that it 

requires all impervious surfaces between Tappan and Monroe Street to be 

removed. 

So it would remove parking on the Tappan street side. 

As kind of a compromise. 

So I'm going to move that amendment. 

>> Mayor Taylor: Can you read that into the record. 

>> Councilmember Grand: I thought I did, but I will read it again. 

So it says that -- oh, that's the wrong amendment. 

I apologize. 

I apologize, I just had it. 

All impervious surface between 700 Tappan Avenue and Monroe Street shall be 

removed. 

>> Mayor Taylor: And strike all the language with respect to rain gardens. 

Is there a second? 

>> Councilmember Grand: And that doesn't mean where the building sits. 

>> Mayor Taylor: Is there a second? 

Seconded by Councilmember Hayner. 

Is that friendly to the body? 

I will roll through the queue with Radina. 



>> Councilmember Radina: Thanks. 

I am speak on both of these since they are related. 

I'm incredibly sympathetic to the property owner and the tenants would reside 

there and the business next door. 

As Councilmember Grand indicated, there's a tenant who has lived here for over 

a decade and really due to some medical requirements for that individual, 

removing a driveway to her residence would be pretty detrimental to her. 

She actually indicated that she would likely need to relocate. 

And so that's not something I'm willing to do here. 

You know, I recognize that there's some tangible pedestrian benefit to remove 

this curb cut my understanding is that this agreement was triggered by a site plan 

that actually didn't make any changes to the site, but rather it was more of a 

requirement of the need to get a dispensary permit approved for green planet 

and so I'm going to be supportive of the overall change or of the amendment 

here, but I'm also -- to Councilmember Grand's amendment specifically, I'm 

willing to support this, I think to move it along to second reading and get us to a 

public hearing where we can hear more from the public and from the property 

owners as well. 

This actually, the amendment that Councilmember Grand is putting forward is 

reflective of largely the agreement that green planet proposes in the attached 

letter to our packet. 

So the business that benefits from those parking spaces, actually supports 

removing those parking spaces. 

I have spoken to the property owner. 

I think he has a difference of opinion there and that's likely something that needs 

to be worked out between the landlord and the tenants but in this case, I'm willing 

to move it forward for the sake of public hearing. 

>> Mayor Taylor: Councilmember Griswold on the amendment. 

>> Councilmember Griswold:  Yes, does this amendment preserve the curb cut? 

>> Councilmember Grand: It would preserve it. 

Taking some parking out to leave the curb cut in. 

>> Councilmember Griswold:  Okay. 

I wanted to clarify that the curb cut would be left. 

Thank you. 

>> Mayor Taylor: Councilmember Ramlawi. 

>> Councilmember Ramlawi:  Thank you. 

I don't support this, not based on the information we have gotten from our city 

planner, the auspices of the agreements put in place. 

This is not the only one. 

Sol we're not I would be okay with it. 

 -- obviously it wouldn't be a discussion or an amendment if they were addressing 

a different curb cut. 

But we pride ourselves on pedestrian safety, especially this council and vision 

zero, and this amendment flies into the face when it comes to the vision zero 

goals and there's other curb cuts that can be removed. 



I revved that' mile just like everybody else. 

But government makes sausage. 

It's not a clean, pretty sight and I don't want to be cold and callus to the individual 

affected by this, but I really have an issue with making exceptions on the fly in 

cases like this where we have overriding goals and principles that guide our city 

and our staff and this is one that I don't see enough justification in order to make 

an exception that allows the curb cuts to continue to exist in the number that they 

do, while they impose all sorts of disruption and hardships on all sorts of 

businesses and residents throughout the city every other week when we come 

together. 

So I don't see how we can save credible and face, and have the succession. 

And then when it comes to other folks in a subsequent meeting or prior meeting, 

we follow a very stringent line.  

So I'm sorry. 

I know there's a lot of completing interests here, but based on our policies and 

based on the evidence and the articulation of the situation, I find it troubling to 

bring this amendment forward. 

>> Mayor Taylor: Councilmember Disch. 

>> Councilmember Disch: In my position on the planning commission, I will not 

be voting yes to this amendment. 

I understand the balancing and I think it's reasonable for others to vote on this 

amendment. 

It's not just -- the issue is not just about this curb cut and the tenant. 

The issue also that this property -- the property we are talking about was not in 

the site plan. 

At some point -- well, at some point, at which nobody is sure when it happened, 

Dominick's or the green planet paved over a grassy hear to create a parking lot. 

And when they came to plan for the special exception use for the marijuana 

dispensary, planning said, what's that? 

That's not on your site plan. 

We want to you remove that. 

And so they made removal of this asphalted area, which cannot seem to be on 

the original site plan. 

They made that is as a plan for the PUD, and the Monroe curb cult, and 

Mr. Kowalski can verify that. 

And then the issue is that they come back 2020, saying we don't really want to 

remove the parking lot can we put in a rain garden instead? 

So I think it's a great idea to force their hand on removing the parking. 

Planning commission has been asked to look at this twice and twice is, no, we 

think we should enforce the PUD and the special exception use and it was 

particularly irritating to planning commission, I think is understandable to find the 

petitioner, after having been accommodated with a special exception use to have 

the petitioner come back and not having addressed the issue of parking that they 

installed which doesn't appear to have been warranted by any plan or code. 

>> Mayor Taylor: Councilmember Nelson? 



>> Councilmember Nelson:  Thank you. 

Some clarification. 

I was able to watch one the planning commission's discussion on this issue. 

I would like to ask staff for verification. 

This paved area didn't previously exist or we don't know when it originated? 

>> More or less, we don't know exactly when it originated. 

We can look back in our photos, it's been there for a while but looking back to the 

original site plan, it wasn't on there. 

Our photos only go back so far. 

It's been on there for at least 20 years so. 

>> Councilmember Nelson:  20 years. 

Okay. 

I also spoke with this property owner and the challenge of this PUD being 

negotiated with expansion in mind, and the curb cut removal also being part of 

what was expansion anticipated that didn't happen, that's what's troubling to me 

in terms of what we are calculating between vehicular traffic and pedestrians. 

I want to point to -- of course we do on principle discourage this type of parking 

area. 

I think two cars could fit in it and when I visited it, it was no car. 

It was a driveway leading to this apartment. 

I can point to ward 4 as a remarkable example of where we are just identifying a 

public benefit and that's York.  

There's a lot of parking in front of there, right on top of the sidewalk and we 

have -- we like character and so we like York, and we will allow that to happen. 

While this is a high pedestrian area? 

How many cars go down it an hour? 

And how many cars are likely to go down the driveway. 

I'm grateful that decisions like this get an extra stop at council. 

What I appreciate planning commission of imposing this in a stricter way, it's an 

opportunity for us to step back and think more carefully about can we exercise 

some con commence. 

They said, fine, we don't need parking and we will put planters up so it's not 

parking anymore. 

And I'm conflicted of this amendment. 

I don't know if we are going to a great expense to rip this up and what is the 

purpose of that? 

Yeah, this to me is not -- it's not hard to allow a little bit of flexibility. 

>> Mayor Taylor: Councilmember Briggs and Radina and perhaps we can take it 

to a vote. 

Councilmember Briggs. 

>> Councilmember Briggs: I appreciate Councilmember Disch's explanation of 

what has happened at planning commission. 

While I appreciate the source and the desire around bringing forth these 

amendments, I'm not supportive of them. 

I think it's these types of discussions and are best left at the planning commission 



level. 

And I think particularly this one happened multiple times and we have a 

recommendation coming in order to us both denial from staff and denial from 

planning commission. 

And so furthermore beyond that, I don't think we can make our decisions as 

much as we want to look out for individuals within our community, that's not our -- 

when we make planning decisions, we are looking holistically how do we want 

the community to look like not for an individual tenant. 

And while I feel for this individual tenant, I don't think that that is the best way for 

us to make decisions about what is the best design for our community. 

>> Mayor Taylor: Councilmember Radina. 

>> Councilmember Radina: I want to clarify a couple of things, one that I think I 

heard Councilmember Ramlawi bring up about additional curb cuts that could 

potentially be removed. 

I'm looking at the map and I believe all the curb cuts service residential facilities. 

I wanted to add that in as well. 

Yes, there is the potential that a different curb cut could be removed. 

It was probably identified because that's the least tenant that will be using it. 

It's probably not very trafficked and may not actually be providing that much of a 

pedestrian benefit to remove it. 

I appreciate Councilmember Briggs' perspective, we don't want to make 

decisions for individual residents but I do think it's important to factor in and I 

think this is why these decisions do come to council where we are a little bit 

closers to the residents as elected officials. 

This is an instance where the largest impact is to a resident who lives on this site 

who has medical needs requiring her to be able to drive to her driveway and the 

reality is that due to a site plan that was submitted quite some time ago, likely 

before they lived there, we would be removing that from her home. 

And I'm incredibly sympathetic to that. 

I think the compromise that Councilmember Grand is putting forward. 

I will support this and I will support the original either way. 

Thanks: 

>> Mayor Taylor: Councilmember Ramlawi. 

>> Councilmember Ramlawi:  Thank you. 

We discuss going more towards to a community or a culture that's not car 

oriented. 

And yet we are making this exception here, based on the one email that we 

received. 

And I don't want to come off crass and cold and unsympathetic, but I appreciate 

Councilmember Briggs' reminder that we make decisions based on the collective 

whole, the greater good. 

And not based on individuals. 

I mean, we constantly have issues where we have people who protest decision 

that we make that greatly affect them. 

But we go full steam ahead. 



So to start making exceptions I think is a slippery slope. 

Ape I don't support this. 

I won't support it tonight. 

I won't support the main motion. 

Furthermore, this is extremely heavy student pedestrian area. 

You have Ross, the business school, and economics school there. 

You have quite a bit of people walking, thousands daily. 

Unlike Packard street where York is at. 

Not to discredit the safety concerns that we have there, but it's an apples to 

oranges comparison when you talk about Monroe and Tappan and over there on 

Packard. 

That's central campus with thousands of students on an hourly basis. 

I want some consistency in our applications of our policies. 

That is what's driving my no vote on this issue. 

>> Mayor Taylor: Councilmember. 

>> Councilmember Ramlawi:  Thank you. 

>> Mayor Taylor: Discussion of the amendment. 

Councilmember Grand. 

>> Councilmember Grand: It was not done on the fly. 

It was done in consultation with planning staff and in thinking about a 

compromise and thinking of public benefit in terms of the PUD that removing this 

many impervious surface was a greater benefit, potentially than removing a curb 

cut that one car comes in and out of maybe a couple of times a day. 

I'm highly, highly aware of the pedestrian traffic that goes through this but I don't 

think there's a lot of conflicts. 

It's something I struggled and was trying to come one a solution for this. 

I would like to get rid of PUDs all together. 

Again, I can see where reasonable people would come down on either side, but it 

wasn't something I came up with sitting here this evening. 

It was done in consultation and with some thought behind it. 

>> Mayor Taylor: Councilmember Hayner. 

>> Councilmember Hayner:  I fully appreciate the effort. 

I think it's the right -- I have a hard time thinking it's not the right thing to do. 

It just seems fully appropriate when you look at the total amount of impervious 

surface. 

I won't downplay the process here, but I will support this amendment. 

I think it's a gesture that shows, that you know, city hall ant all one way. 

It's not black and white and we can exist that there are existing conditions that we 

need to pay attention to. 

We were getting some benefits from it. 

So I will support it, thank you. 

>> Mayor Taylor: On the amendment, starting with Councilmember Hayner. 

On the amendment. 

>> Councilmember Hayner:  Yes. 

>> Councilmember Disch: No. 



>> Councilmember Griswold:  Yes. 

>> Councilmember Song: Yes. 

>> Councilmember Radina: Yes. 

>> Mayor Taylor: Yes. 

>> Councilmember Eyer: Yes. 

>> Councilmember Nelson:  Yes. 

>> Councilmember Grand: Yes. 

>> Councilmember Briggs: No. 

>> Councilmember Ramlawi:  No. 

>> Clerk Beaudry: Motion carries. 

>> Mayor Taylor: Further discussion of the main motion. 

Be mindful this is first reading. 

Councilmember Disch. 

>> Councilmember Disch: I want to assure all of you that I -- I want to make sure 

that you understand that council can change the PUD by making the vote -- by 

voting yes on this but it will still have to go back to the planning commission to 

talk about the special exemption use and planning commission may not want to 

approve that. 

I'm taking notes on everything that you are saying and I will convey to them your 

views and what signal you are trying to send and I won't vote yes on this. 

I just wanted you to know that. 

>> Mayor Taylor: Councilmember Griswold. 

>> Councilmember Griswold:  Yes, I think that this conversation demonstrates 

what I was talking about earlier tonight about conflicting resolutions. 

We want affordable housing, this one unit provides it. 

We want inclusion in our community. 

We have a resident who needs a driveway close to her door for welcome -- 

medical reasons. 

We want mixed use. 

This is done. 

We talk about pedestrian safety. 

I feel we slap that term on whenever we want it. 

We have a dispensary at Yost. 

One is within 50 feet and the other is within 100 feet. 

There's many disabled pedestrians crossing Washtenaw there. 

It's extremely dangerous  

If we want to talk about pedestrian safety, let's talk about pedestrian safety, and 

talk about sight distance so we can see around the corners. 

Let's talk about streetlights on all of our crosswalks so we can see pedestrians. 

And let's not cheapen the term "pedestrian safety" by slapping it on when it really 

is not the issue. 

Thank you. 

>> Mayor Taylor: Council member Ramlawi. 

>> Councilmember Ramlawi:  Well, curb cults intersect pedestrian safety. 

It's just a matter of the fact. 



I have a question for our legal department or maybe our planning staff. 

There's this one resident who has triggered this amendment where there would 

be an additional agreement placed on everything that's gone on, it's getting 

deeper and deeper here with this specific site that once this resident were to 

vacate that property that we would eliminate that curb cut. 

Does that get way too complicated and unenforceable or other things that need 

to happen after this vote? 

Is that something that can be incorporated in the conversation and the decisions 

being made on whether there could be a conditional arrangement made when 

that tenant moves out, with he could eliminate the curb cut? 

>> Good evening, again, I can answer part of that. 

Obviously, I'm not the legal department. 

I can speak from the planning and zoning point of view, that would be very -- one, 

I guess I would let our legal department to see if it's held but it would be difficult 

to enforce, because we have no way of knowing when that resident would move 

out. 

I think that would be an extremely difficult thing to enforce, if not impossible. 

And then I will leave the legal aspects to our legal team. 

>> Councilmember Ramlawi:  Thank you, Matt, for responding. 

>> Councilmember Ramlawi:  Could we put a five-year provision on this, so that 

this comes back to council at some point so that this issue can be resolved, the 

amendment to the supplemental agreements made in 2009. 

Anything that can be done to address that? 

>> We couldn't put an expiration on the zoning.   

No, we could not do that. 

>> Councilmember Ramlawi: Thank you. 

>> Mayor Taylor: Thank you. 

Further discussion? 

Roll call. 

>> Councilmember Nelson:  This is on the main motion? 

>> Mayor Taylor: My apologies. 

Thank you very much. 

This is on the main motion as amended, as I reflect. 

>> Councilmember Hayner:  Yes. 

>> Councilmember Disch: No. 

>> Councilmember Griswold:  Yes. 

>> Councilmember Song: Yes. 

>> Councilmember Grand: Yes. 

>> Councilmember Radina: Yes. 

>> Mayor Taylor: Yes. 

>> Councilmember Eyer: Yes. 

>> Councilmember Nelson:  Yes. 

>> Councilmember Briggs: No. 

>> Councilmember Ramlawi:  No. 

>> Clerk Beaudry: Motion carries. 



DB-1, Resolution to Approve Grace Bible Church Site Plan, 1300 South Maple 

Road.  

Moved by Disch and seconded by Ramlawi. 

Discussion of DB-1. 

All in favor? 

Opposed? 

It's approved. 

DC-1, Resolution to Continue Electronic Meetings for Certain City Boards and 

Commissions After December 31, 2021. 

Moved by Councilmember Griswold. 

Seconded by grand. 

Discussion, please, of DC-1. 

This, of course, comes to us from the administration committee, in response to 

the open meetings affect that will become effective in December 31, 2021, which 

will have the effect of prohibiting certain meetings productively. 

And those are listed in the resolution. 

In my view, these changes to the open meeting act which are coming online in 

December 31, are deeply unwise. 

We have it within our power to affect public meetings with 100% safety, and we 

are not going to be allowed to do that. 

We have it within our power to affect public meetings with essentially 100% 

accessibility and we are not going to be allowed to do that. 

We have it within our power to affect public meetings with functionally 100% 

transparency and we won't be able to do that because the legislature in its 

wisdom has put into place measures that will require us to meet in person. 

It's contrary to the health of members of the body, members of the public and 

members of staff to obligate these meetings. 

It is contrary to access to meetings. 

Remote meetings, we will be able to have remote meetings which will have -- we 

will be able to have in-person meetings. 

It will have some in-person access and some remote access, but other boards 

and commissions will not. 

And that is going to diminish the ability of members of public to access these 

things. 

Remote meetings are effective and accessible and transparent, and they affect 

public business in a way that is 100% COVID safe. 

It's my hope that the legislature will over time have a change of heart and will 

allow us to make this local decision on how to conduct our business in a manner 

that is safe, effective, open, transparent, and fully accessible. 

Councilmember Nelson. 

>> Councilmember Nelson:  Thank you. 

I appreciate your remarks and I guess I have some questions, I think, for staff 

with how this is moving forward. 

Did I -- I think I heard you say, Mayor Taylor that some of our boards and 

commissions would have some kind of hybrid access and some would not. 



And I know that this has been as topic of discussion about the commission of 

disability. 

Some of our members prefer being in person, because the visual, without -- it's 

just harder to navigate some of the technology. 

On the other hand, it's easier for -- you know, there are tradeoffs. 

We did have some discussions here and the disability commission, about 

preserving people's ability to attend remotely. 

Have we figured out a way to establish an in-person meeting where people can 

still access remotely? 

>> Mayor Taylor: Mr. Fournier? 

>> Yes, the technology solution that we put together this for that is a little 

complicated and it can only be put into effect in the city council chambers at this 

moment, and so what we are recommending is that the hybrid meetings are 

allowed for the city council and the planning commission for the time being, so 

we can test the technology out and essentially trouble shoot ways that it can be 

rolled out in a seamless fashion to other boards and commissions. 

>> Councilmember Nelson:  Did you consult with any of the boards and 

commissions of consulting with being virtual or in person? 

>> We did not do a survey, no. 

The hybrid capability was developed working between the city clerk's office, I.T., 

and with Brett Lenart and the planning commission. 

And between those individuals the hybrid meetings were developed and -- but we 

have not done a survey of boards and commissions to see would prefers to meet 

in person or who would prefer to meet in a hybrid format or who would prefer to 

meet virtually. 

>> Councilmember Nelson:  I guess because it was a specific top on the 

commission of disability, this should visit that body, if not other, because we 

literally are talking about accessibility issues there. 

And it's person alley relevant for me. 

Since the first time since the pandemic, I found myself in quarantine. 

Is the hybrid model, is that going to apply to council meetings? 

Is there an opportunity for me to participate? 

>> The state law after December 31st, will not allow elected or appointed 

members to participate virtually. 

So if you are not able to attend physically, you will not be able to attend the 

meeting. 

>> Councilmember Nelson:  All right, I guess I will tighten up my mask then. 

All right, thanks. 

>> Mayor Taylor: Councilmember Hayner. 

>> Councilmember Hayner:  Ink you Mr. Mayor and Mayor Taylor for saying that 

what you said about that. 

I kind of have to agree. 

As you know, I was an early mask advocating and I'm not thrilled by this notion 

that we have to be this in person and we can do all we can for our own health 

and the community's health but then anybody can walk in there and it doesn't 



seem optimum for public health, but I also appreciate that we have to comply 

with the state rules and this is what we will do and I share your concern, 

Councilmember Nelson, it's an odd thing, we had put upon us here and I want to 

thank staff and the legal team for their answer to the many questions. 

It's just a curiosity, I think, and you know, we'll see how had goes and hopefully 

we can continue to act in a way that protects the health and the safety of 

ourselves and our community. 

I think we are doing a fairly decent job of meeting remotely here and trying to be 

open and staff has been very supportive of that. 

So thank you for that. 

>> Mayor Taylor: Councilmember Radina. 

>> Councilmember Radina: Without spending too much time to reiterate points. 

I think it's interesting that we find ourselves disappointed with the republican 

legislature, that is not extending this public health measure to allow us to 

continue to meet remotely. 

I want to use my time to encourage residents to contact elected officials in 

Lansing and tell them to reconsider. 

I don't have much faith in that given some of the legislative leadership, but -- but I 

appreciate all that we are doing locally to mitigate this as much as possible. 

Thanks. 

>> Mayor Taylor: Councilmember Ramlawi. 

>> Councilmember Ramlawi:  Thank you. 

I appreciate the concerns and questions and thoughts and issues that colleagues 

have raised over the many months regarding COVID and many months and 

O.M.A.  

Meeting with the assistant administrator and ores during the admin meeting. 

We are one of only handful of elected bodies that still meets remotely. 

We have been afforded that opportunity and that comfort and have exercised it to 

its fullest extent. 

I would just say for the last 19, 20 months, my occupation has not given me that 

comfort. 

I've had no show up and work through this whole thing, each and every day. 

And now it's not something going around and beating my chest, look at me, I'm 

superman, but at some point, people have to get on with getting on. 

And I look forward to meeting in person. 

I think public and city government loses out quite a bit with the electronic format 

and I'm also excited about the hybrid version being introduced for our city 

meetings and planning commission meetings to allow the public to engage with 

their government in the comfort and the safety of their home. 

I hen courage my colleagues to get the shot and boosters and wear masks. 

But at some point we have to get on with getting on. 

I welcome that day. 

Thank you. 

>> Mayor Taylor: Further discussion? 

Councilmember Song. 



>> Councilmember Song: Could staff tell me if the county and the library are still 

meeting virtually, correct? 

And it's only the school board that's meeting in person currently? 

Are there other movements -- other efforts to remain virtual? 

>> They will not be allowed to remain virtual. 

It would be covered by the state O.M.A., but I'm not familiar with what those 

organizations are doing in the meantime. 

>> Councilmember Song: Okay. 

Great. 

Thank you. 

>> Mayor Taylor: Further discussion. 

All in favor? 

Opposes? 

It is approved. 

Do we have a closed session today? 

>> City Atty. Postema: Yes, we do. 

I was just checking the -- just for the record, it is a closed session for litigation 

purposes under the OMA 15.268e pending litigation. 

The two cases are Jonker vs. the city of Ann Arbor, a Washtenaw County circuit 

court case, that's J-o-n-k-e-r and the second is Dortch versus the city of Ann 

Arbor, Washtenaw County circuit court as well. 

>> Mayor Taylor: May I have a motion to go into closed session for the forgoing 

reasons? 

Moved by Disch and seconded by song. 

Roll call vote starting with Councilmember Hayner. 

>> Councilmember Hayner:  Yes. 

>> Councilmember Disch: Yes. 

>> Councilmember Griswold:  Yes. 

>> Councilmember Song: Yes. 

>> Councilmember Grand: Yes. 

>> Councilmember Radina: Yes. 

>> Mayor Taylor: Yes. 

>> Councilmember Eyer: Yes. 

>> Councilmember Nelson:  Yes. 

>> Councilmember Briggs: Yes. 

>> Councilmember Ramlawi:  Yes. 

>> Clerk Beaudry: Motion carries. 

>> Mayor Taylor: Thank you very much. 

We are in closed session. 

See you on the other side. 

[ Closed session ] 

>> Mayor Taylor: Discussion? 

All in favor? 

Opposed? 

We are back in open session. 



We have before us the clerk's report of communications, petitions and referrals. 

May I have a motion to approve the clerk's report. 

Moved by Councilmember Disch, seconded by Councilmember Radina. 

Discussion? 

All in favor? 

Opposed? 

The clerk's report is approved. 

We apparently have had enough communication from the city attorney. 

Mr. Postema, do we have further communication from you today? 

I will take that as a no. 

We come to public comment general time. 

It's time for members of the public to speak to members of the council. 

To speak at public comment general time, please enter the number on your 

screen, 877-853-5247. 

877-853-5247. 

Once you are connected, please enter meeting I.D. 94212732148. 

94212732148. 

Once you are connected further, please enter star nine. 

Star nine to indicate that you wish to speak. 

When it is your turn to speak, our clerk will identify you by the last three digits of 

your telephone number and then you will have three minutes in which to speak. 

Please pay close attention to the time. 

Our clerk will notify you when 30 seconds are remaining and when your time has 

expired. 

When your time has expired, please conclude your remarks and cede the floor. 

Is there anyone would like to speak at public comment? 

>> Clerk Beaudry: Mayor, I don't see any callers with their hands up. 

>> Mayor Taylor: Seeing no one, public comment is closed. 

Are there communications from council? 

Councilmember Briggs? 

>> Councilmember Briggs: Yes. 

I would just like to direct council's attention to the resignation of Brad parsons on 

the transportation commission, which points to an opening of that commission. 

There are members of community who are interested. 

I would like to thank Mr. Parsons for his service on the commission. 

He's been an incredible -- incredibly knowledge and active transportation 

advocate and provided a lot of service on this commission. 

He dug into the packets and was there with detailed questions, bringing 

thoughtful ideas and -- to the commission and challenging us as a city to do 

more. 

So I appreciate that and wish him and his family good luck and now in Alaska. 

So Michigan's loss and Alaska's gain. 

>> Mayor Taylor: Councilmember Ramlawi. 

>> Councilmember Ramlawi:  You know, I would love to end these meetings on 

positive notes, but unfortunately, my experience during the course of the meeting 



leads me to end them slightly different. 

I am under distress when we go into closed session. 

The last couple closed session meetings that we have gone into, one with 

Mr. Dohoney and the one pryer to Mr. Dohoney's coming to Ann Arbor, I have felt 

there's different sets of treatment being given to councilmembers. 

Depending on where you are on the political spectrum and how closely you are 

aligned to the mayor. 

We are not treated equally. 

We are not given equal consideration. 

We are not given equal respect or time. 

And I say this so the public understands the conditions that members of the 

council endure in closed session. 

I will say today's closed session was light years better than our last one. 

But we have a double standard being practiced as to your political affiliation with 

the mayor and the kind of consideration that you get while in closed session. 

And that the public should know. 

I won't be bullied or silenced even in closed session. 

>> Mayor Taylor: Councilmember Griswold. 

>> Councilmember Griswold:  I want to thank staff for your attention to streetlight 

outages. 

There's still opportunity for improvement, but we are moving forward. 

I saw it in the administrator's letter today. 

That's a positive and also I want to acknowledge the contribution of Bradley 

Parsons when he served on the transportation commission. 

He was very analytical and he always got to the bottom of things. 

He was concerned about pedestrian crashes and what was causing them. 

He spent one weekend of reading all the UD-10 reports and providing a report 

that was very helpful in moving forward. 

So good-bye Bradley, and you will be missed. 

>> Mayor Taylor: Councilmember Hayner. 

>> Councilmember Hayner:  I will try to end on a pleasant note. 

There's a lot of talk about Gelman in the news. 

I get people asking me about it every time something happens on that case. 

I wanted to quickly reiterate my thanks to Scio for doing some well testing. 

I thought it was a good thing that they did and I look forward to the city having our 

own six wells monitoring and operating shortly. 

The city's water source is safe, as long as we continue to hold the polluter 

accountable and accelerate the cleanup. 

This is a long-term game that we are playing here and everybody who is affected 

by it. 

We know Scio gets water from Ann Arbor. 

Everybody who is affected by it, continues to play their part and we need to do so 

too. 

I want to thank the public for it, being more and more aware of this case, and 

vocal about it. 



I think that's a good thing. 

We had some callers earlier who spoke up about PFAS. 

They brought up a good point that we talk about ancillary to the Gelman issue, 

because we get water downstream from various polluting industries that maybe 

we do need to look at working with the greater Huron River watershed partners to 

make sure these places are shut down and maybe Dexter and some of the 

smaller places don't have the legal mite that will crush these businesses or 

changing their plays. 

I appreciate when people call in and express their concerns over environmental 

issues. 

So thank you. 

>> Mayor Taylor: Further communication from council? 

May I have a motion to adjourn, please. 

Moved by Councilmember Song. 

Seconded by Griswold. 

Discussion? 

All in favor? 

Opposed? 

We are adjourned. 

  


