




































































HOOPER, HATHAWAY,
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126 SOUTH MAIN STREET
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(734) 662-4426

135.  The Legislature fulfilled its duty to protect the environment by passing the
Michigan Environmental Protection Act ("MEPA"). MCL 324.1701, et seq.

136. MEPA provides that "any person" may bring an action in court for "the
protection of the air, water and other natural resources and the public trust in these resources
from pollution, impairment or destruction." MCL 324.1701(1)

137. If it is established under MEPA that the‘proposed Parking Garage is likely to
"pollute, impair or destroy" the environment then the City must demonstrate that there is "no
feasible and prudent alternative" that would achieve the objective of the proposed Parking
Garage, and that the proposed new Parking Garage is "consistent with the promotion of the
public health, safety and welfare in light of the state's paramount concern of the protection of
its natural resources from pollution, impairment and destruction." MCL 324.1703(1)

138.  To fulfill its obligations under MEPA, the City must engage in a thorough public
process to identify and understand any potential environmental impacts of, and alternatives to,
the proposed new Parking Garage.

139. The proposed Parking Garage is intended to facilitate additional motor vehicle

miles traveled ("VMT") to downtown Ann Arbor.

140. The City has acknowledged that an increase in VMT will have a harmful effect
on the environment of Ann Arbor because "more greenhouse gasses are produced, contributing
to air and water pollution."”

141. Automobiles produce many different pollutants which have been demonstrated
to have harmful health effects on humans including, but not limited to, hydrocarbons, carbon

monoxide, nitrogen oxides and particulate matter.
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142.  Exposure to air pollution is associated with numerous effects on human health,
including pulmonary, cardiac, vascular and neurological impairments. Acute health effects
include eye irritation, headaches and nausea. Chronic effects are usually not immediate and
tend not to be reversible when exposure to the pollutant ends. Some chronic health effects
include decreased lung capacity, asthma and lung cancer resulting from long-term exposure to
toxic air pollutants.

143. Increased VMT resulting from the proposed Parking Garage will increase the
level of hydrocarbons in the air in Ann Arbor. Hydrocarbons are a major contributor to urban
smog and long-term exposure to high levels can cause liver damage and cancer.

144. Carbon dioxide 1s a significant component of vehicle emissions. Carbon dioxide
is a greenhouse gas and is a major contributor to global warming.

145.  An increase in the VMT resulting from the proposed Parking Garage will result
in an increase in the level of carbon monoxide in the air in Ann Arbor. Carbon monoxide is an
odorless, colorless gas which contributes to the formation of smog. For a person with heart
disease, a single exposure to carbon monoxide at low levels may cause chest pain and reduce
that person's ability to exercise. Repeated exposures may contribute to other cardiovascular
effects and low concentrations of carbon monoxide can cause fatigue in healthy people.

146. An increase in the VMT resulting from the proposed Parking Garage will cause
an increase in the level of nitrogen oxides in the air in Ann Arbor. Nitrogen oxides react with
ammonia, moisture and other compounds to form nitric acid and related particles. Human
health concerns from these particles include effects on breathing and the respiratory system,
damage to lung tissue, and premature death. Small particles penetrate deeply into sensitive

parts of the lungs and can cause or worsen respiratory disease such as emphysema and
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bronchitis, and aggravate existing heart disease. In the air, nitrogen oxides react readily with
common organic chemicals and even ozone, to form a wide variety of toxic chemicals, some of
which may cause biological mutations.

147.  An increase in the VMT resulting from the proposed Parking Garage will cause
an increase in the level of particulate matter in the air in Ann Arbor. Particulate matter is the
term for solid or liquid particles found in the air. Exposure to particle pollution is linked to a
number of problems, including, but not limited to, increased respiratory symptoms, irritation of
the airways, coughing, difficulty breathing, decreased Iung function, aggravated asthma,
development of chronic bronchitis, irregular heartbeat, non-fatal heart attacks, and premature
death in people with heart or lung disease.

148. The proposed Parking Garage will "pollute, impair and destroy” the natural
resources in several respects, including, but not limited to, the following:

(a) The Parking Garage will increase motor vehicle miles traveled ("VMT") to
downtown Ann Arbor, causing increased greenhouse gas pollution and other air
pollution impacts;

(b) Construction of the Parking Garage will create significant localized
environmental impacts such as particulate pollution, dust and noise in the project
area;

(c) The manufacture and synthesis of construction materials require vast amounts of
resources and energy with associated pollution, impairment and destruction of

the natural environment; and

(d) Such other pollution impacts as may become apparent during the course of
discovery in this matter.

149.  During the City Council meeting on February 17, 2009, Environmental
Commission Chairman Bean urged City Council to postpone its decision regarding the bonding

and approval of the new Parking Garage until the City properly considered the need for the
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project, the environmental impact of the project and the range of less impacting alternatives to
the project.

150. In clear violation of MEPA, the City failed to consider the environmental
impacts of the proposed new Parking Garage and/or the alternatives to the Parking Garage.

151. Since the City has acknowledged that an increase in VMT resulting from the
proposed Parking Garage will pollute, impair or destroy the environment, under MEPA the
City must show that there is no feasible and prudent alternative to the Parking Garage and that
its construction is consistent with the promotion of the public heath, safety and welfare in light
of the State's paramount concern for the protection of its natural resources from pollution,
impairment or destruction.

152. In 2006, the Ann Arbor Downtown Development Authority commissioned a
Parking Study of the downtown parking system by Nelson/Nygaard Consulting Associates as
part of a broader evaluation of transportation needs and opportunities for downtown Ann
Arbor. The Parking Study was completed in June, 2007 and included an inventory of existing
parking, focus groups, and a wealth or recommendations relating to parking policy in
downtown Ann Arbor. A copy of the Parking Study is attached hereto as Exhibit E.

153.  The Parking Study concluded that the City should adopt a market-based
approach to determine how much parking is needed and recommended that numerous parking
demand management strategies be exhausted before any new parking structures were built.

154. The Parking Study contained numerous prudent and feasible alternatives to the
construction of a new Parking Garage which are incorporated by this reference.

155. The City failed to even consider any prudent and feasible alternatives to the

proposed Parking Garage.
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156. The construction of the proposed Parking Garage violates the City's own
environmental policies and is not consistent with the promotion of the public health, safety and
welfare and protection of the State's natural resources from pollution, impairment or
destruction.

COUNT VI
DECLARATORY AND INJUNCTIVE RELIEF

157. Plaintiffs incorporate by reference the allegations set forth in paragraphs 1
through 156 above and rely upon the same as though fully restated herein.

158. As more fully described above, the City approved construction of the Parking
Garage in violation of the Open Meetings Act and the Freedom of Information Act.

159. As more fully described above, the City failed to consider reasonable
alternatives to the Parking Garage before approving its construction.

160. As more fully described above, if the Parking Garage project is allowed to
proceed, it will have a devastating impact on nearby business in the historic district including,
but not limited to, Plaintiffs Herb David Guitar Studio and Jerusalem Garden.

161  As a direct and proximate result of the construction of the Parking Garage,
Plaintiffs will sustain immediate and irreparable injury for which there is no adequate remedy
at law.

162. As a result of the City's actions more fully described above, it is necessary for
the Plaintiffs to obtain a declaratory ruling from the Court that the Parking Garage project was
approved in violation of the Open Meetings Act and the Freedom of Information Act and that

in light of these violations and the project's potential environmental impacts and threatened
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interference with Plaintiffs' businesses, the project cannot proceed without further study and

careful consideration of reasonable alternatives to the project.

REQUEST FOR RELIEF

WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs request the following relief:

(a)

(®)

(©)

(d)

(e)

®

€y

(h)

(1)

Declare that the City approved the Parking Garage project in violation of the
Open Meetings Act;

Declare that the City's nondisclosure of requested documents violated the
Freedom of Information Act;

Enter an order which invalidates City Council's approval of the site plan for the
Parking Garage and the bonding to fund the project which occurred at its
meeting on February 17, 2009;

An order which enjoins City Council members from engaging in any further
private emails discussions during public meetings regarding the Parking Garage

project or funding for the project;

Enter an order holding that the proposed Parking Garage project constitutes a
threatened nuisance to Plaintiffs' properties;

Enter an order holding that the proposed Parking Garage project constitutes a
threatened trespass to Plaintiffs' properties;

Enter an order holding that the proposed Parking Garage project is likely to
poliute, impair or destroy the air, water and other natural resources;

Enter a preliminary injunction requiring the City to undertake a study to
determine the following:

(1) Consideration of the environmental impacts of the proposed new Parking
Garage;

(i1) Identification and evaluation of the purpose and need for the proposed
new Parking Garage; and

(ii1)  Evaluation of alternatives to the proposed new Parking Garage;
Enter a preliminary injunction which prohibits the City from constructing the

proposed Parking Garage until a comprehensive study as detailed above is
completed;
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() If construction of the Parking Garage proceeds, award Plaintiffs damages for the
City's interference with the use and enjoyment of their properties as more fully
described above;

%) If construction of the Parking Garage proceeds, award Plaintiffs damages for the
trespass upon their properties committed by the City as more fully described
above;

M Award GLELC its actual and reasonable attorney's fees, as required by MCL
15.240(6);

(m)  Award Plaintiffs their actual and reasonable attorney's fees as required by MCL
15.271(4); and

(n) Award Plaintiffs such other relief as the Court deems just under the
circumstances.

HOOPER, HATHAWAY, PRICE,
BEUCHE & WALLACE, PC

e ‘
Dated: August 11, 2009 BY: f/f 7 //7"//4//44/
Bruce T. Wallace (P24147)

William J. Stapleton (P38339)
Attorneys for Plaintiffs

JURY DEMAND
NOW COME Plaintiffs by counsel HOOPER, HATHAWAY, PRICE, BEUCHE &

WALLACE, and hereby demand a trial by jury on all issues so triable herein.

HOOPER, HATHAWAY, PRICE,
BEUCHE & WALLACE, PC

T 2 A
R e “ A
Dated: August 11, 2009 BY: ED L Liey . L
Btuce T. Wallace (P24147)
William J. Stapleton (P38339)
Attorneys for Plaintiffs
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DDA projections assume that demand will not drop. However, if higher rates cause businesses to flee to office
space with free parking, or if higher parking rates deter shoppers, those assumptions will not hold up. If
businesses did not consider the cost of parking, the city would not have had to premise Google 600 free spaces
to locate downtown. It would also be unnecessary to build a $56.4 million parking structure to attract
development, such as a new convention center. Because campus area structures are the most heavily used,
the DDA assumes it can maintain parking revenue by renting to students. But if student parkers don't fill the
revenue hole, the shorifall will have to be made up by the city's general fund. That means service cuts or a tax
increase.

MESSAGE FROM STEVE BEAN FOLLOWS:

Dear council members,
I'm writing to ask that you
- postpone action on the proposed underground parking structure at the "library lot”,

- request a comprehensive presentation by the DDA on its parking availability data for the structures as well as
on its parking demand management efforts, and

- perform a more extensive analysis of the presumed need for the structure and possible alternatives before
approving its construction.

1 believe that a delay is fully justified given the state of the economy, the upcoming addition of several
hundred new parking spaces elsewhere downtown, the incomplete implementation of alternatives for managing
peak parking demand, the lack of consideration of environmental impacts {(such as greenhouse gas emissions)
from increasing parking supply, and the likelihood of a permanent decrease in parking demand early in the
lifetime of the proposed structure. (The last two might seem contradictory, but any increase in emissions, no
matter how short-lived, would be very detrimental.)

The Executive Summary of the City's Draft Transportation Plan Update report states that

"The Cityds vision is to become more fransit-oriented, bike-friendly, and pedestrian-friendly, and less reliant on
fuel consumptive forms of motorized travel.”

The proposed underground parking structure would be entlrely counterproductive to that vision as well as to
other of our environmental goals.

More than 100 new on-street parking spaces are about to be added to 5th and Division streets, through the
heart of downtown, and close to 200 new public spaces will become available when the parking structure for
the City Apartments development at 1st & Washington is completed. The need for more capacity beyond that
has questionable basis.

The 2007 Ann Arbor Downtown Parking Study report by Nelson/Nygaard Consultmg Associates

( http://www.a2dda.org/downloads/Phase I Part 6.pdf

<http://www.a2dda.org/downloads/Phase II Part 6.pdf> ) recommended the formalization of processes for
both funding new parking and determining when new supply is neetled. It also recommended that "parking

https ://wm.éZrni.org/exchange/ SSmith/Inbox/Parking/FOIA/RE:%20LIBRARY%20PAR...  4/28/2009
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demand management options be exhausted” before undertaking new construction or instituting higher rates.
The City has not followed these recommendations, nor have more-than a few of the eighteen "Immediate
Actions" listed in the report been implemented. Those that have been pursued, such as the DDA's experiment
with valet parking at the Maynard structure, are just getting underway and have insufficient results to evaluate
at this point. Meanwhile, both new construction and rate increases are proposed to be undertaken

simultaneously.

The technology and data available to the DDA on the parking system have opened oppottunities for improved
service as well as better lvad management. However, to my knowledge, load balancing has yet to be explored.
Likewise, other resources, such as the surplus spaces.in underutilized private surface lots, have not been
considered for near-term peak demand management. '

Meanwhile, the getDowntown program-has compiled an impressive record of success with its initiatives. For
example, the number of golpass trips has increased each of the last four years, by an overall increase above
the base year (2003-2004) of more than 35%.

Unfortunately, AATA is now considering a rate increase for bus riders. The most likely outcome with regard to
ridership of such a change would be for some users to find alternatives (perhaps even going back to
commuting by car and parking in the structures.) The 2007 Annual Report of AATA

( http:/fwww.théride.org/pdf/AnnualReport2007.pdf <htip://wwwe.theride.org/pdf/AnnualReport2007.pdf> )
noted that "over 80% of evening downtown workers reported that they. park at on-street meters." Clearly, the
lack of coordination between our parking and transit systems threatens our efforts to achieve our comrnunity
goals and has much room for improvement before we resort to adding expensive capacity to handle peak

demand.

One alternative would be for a portion of the funds that would otherwise be used te build and maintain the
parking structure to be redirected so that the bus system can be improved without raising fares, While U-M
president Mary Sue Coleman has stated that the university does not "do" payment in lieu of taxes, they do
contribute to AATA's operating budget. The City and AATA could make a very strong case to the university that
similarly increasing its funding to the transit system would be in their interest as well. It also might enable a
greater integration of the AATA and university bus systems.

Below T've provided responses (including some components of possible alternative approaches) to comments
T've heard or read regarding this issue.

Thank you for your consideration and your valuable service to our community. I'll gladly respond to any
questions. (I had hoped to attend the caucus meeting on Sunday in order to discuss this, but learned on
Saturday that it had been cancelled. )

Steve Bean

- People will continue to drive cars.

Yes, but less than in the past. Oil supply is expected to decline 2-4%/year minimum (and as high as 7%/year),
‘beginning as early as 2010. That translates to an expected price increase of between 8%/year and 40%/year.
Assurming a fairly consefvative cost increase of 20% per year, in order to maintain zero net increase in fuel cost
for driving, the owner of a car that currently gets 20 mpg would have to somehow get at least 24 mpg next
year and almost 50 mpg five years from now. Five years later, they'd need to be getting almost 124 mpg. The .
histarical turnover of the US vehicle fleet is about 15 years. On top of the higher cost for driving, most other
expenses will go up, making the purchase of new vehicles even less affordable. The 2006 parking study data
are already out of date with regard to these changes and trends.

. (While demand in the US decreased in June 2008 by 388,000 barrels/day, it increased by 475,000 barrels/day

https://wim.a2mi.org/exchange/SSmith/Inbox/Parking/FOIA/RE:%20LIBRARY%20PAR...  4/28/2009
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in China, more than offsetting the demand reduction

[http://www.oulfnews.com/business/Oil and Gas/10230996.html

-<hitp:/www.gulfnews.com/business/Oll and Gas/10230896.html> .] The number of cars in China in 1993
was less than 750,000. By 2004 the number had reached 6 million. By 2005, 8 million; by 2007, 20 million. Due
to that increased global demand, coupled with the coming decline in supply, gas prices will continue fo rise
unless drivers respond with drastic cuts in driving.)

When cars in use eventually do become smaller on average, more on-street spaces could be created, possibly
by 10% or more, When people begin driving less, more existing traffic lanes could be converted ta parking in
order to compensate for any loss of spaces if surface lots are lost to development, Q: How many such potential
spaces are there?

- The parking structure would pay for itself over its lifetime through parking fees received.

While the current system pays for itself, the individual structures don't pay for themselves. They're essentially
subsidized by the surface lots and on-street spaces. Furthermore, if parking demand declines soon, the
structures will became even greater financial sinks.

In any ease, this assertion doesn't take into account the opportunity cost compared to the alternatives. One
alternative is to leave the existing surface lot. Another would be to sefl the land to a private developer and
receive both the sale price and the subsequent tax payments. In economic terms, the proposed structure may
be the worst of those three scenarios, especially if insufficient resources remain for the necessary development
of a sustainable infrastructure.

- If parking demand decreases, the DDA can close surface lots and remove older structures from service, which
would free up those sites for more productive uses.

A distinction needs to be made between short-term and long-term parking needs. Most of the long-term
parking is in the structutes. Eliminating surface lots may not be appropriate if most of the demand decrease is
for long-term parking, which seeéms likely (or at least more desirable.) Eliminating parking structures before the
end of their useful life would be wasteful if it could possibly be avoided. Eliminating them at all will require
skillful management of the system (much like the situation we now face), primarily because the reduction in
spaces would need to occur in large blocks. Furthermore, the surface lots have the highest demand throughout
the day and charge the highest rates. The impact of eliminating such spaces in favor of keeping structure
spaces (including underground ones) hasn't been fully considered.

The new surface lot at the old Y site plus the new on-street spaces to be- added on 5th and Division will provide
about 200 spaces for short—term use.

More permit spaces could be made available in the existing structures by using the imptoved parking system
data and technologies to manage the capacity at 90% or higher rather than the recommended 85%, at least
until new rates are implemented and future demand trends become clearer. :

The DDA could provide coordination setvices to match commuters with private lot owners to take advantage of
their large surplus of (widely distributed) unused spaces. The parking study contains a recommendation to that
effect. This would also provide an economic benefit to existing downtown businesses.

- We need more parking to attract new businesses to downtown.

While some potential employers would prefer to have publicly provided parking for their employees, others
might prefer their employees to use a reliable transit system with adequate backup services, such as
guaranteed ride home. Smaller businesses and those with a commitment to community sustainability may not
have the expectation of subsidized parking.

Our challenge isn't to beat the malls and the townships at the parking game, it's to envision and create a

https://wm.a2mi.org/exchange/SSmith/Inbox/Parking/FOIA/RE:%20LIBRARY%20PAR...  4/28/2009
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downtown that's better and more attractive to potential residents, businesses, and visitors than the current
one. The parking study report duly notes the need for things like keeping sidewalks clear of snow, for example.
Parking will continue to play a role, but a declining one and only one among many.

In terms of value to downtown businesses, the best opportunity may very well lie in attracting more visitars on
days and times when the parking system is underutilized.

- The DDA has a 1000+ person waiting list for parking permits which the new structure could address.

We don't know enough about those people's current situations to assess the value to them of a structure at
this site (as far as I'm aware.) Are they even still looking for @ permit since getting on the list? Would they like
to park at this site? What are they doing now to meet their parking/commuting needs? Do they want a permit
because it's cheaper than where they're currently parking? How much are they willing to pay? Even if that
demand does currently exist, a new parking structure would bé a 50-year-lifetime fix to a problem that might
only exist for 5 years or less. More information is needed on the status of the waiting list before making a large
long-term investment. '

- Of course we need to support all the alternatives--and we do, but we need more parking too.

Thie two are. at cross purposes, with the alternatives maving us toward sustainability and the construction of
more parking spaces moving us away from it. If demand for more parking truly exists at this time, it's a
demonstration that the investments in alternatives haven't been sufficient to offset the past and current

subsidies for parking and single-occupant-vehicle use, and that the price of parking is too low. If we ultimately
need a sustainable transit system (and we do), investing in the current unsustainable system is a waste of
valuable resources, especially if it doesn't end up paying for itself. - '

- Providing parking downtown for potential employers will result in jobs to help Ann Arborites who are suffering.
through home foreclosures and other economic difficulties.

Building an underground parking stiucture isn't a quick fix. Construction will take time and result in a
temporary decrease in parking supply in the short term. If parking really is that important and a crisis exists,.
there are other means of addressing it mere quickly and directly. In the longer term, it's very difficult to
estimata the value of downtown parking to specific individuals. (Also, it's debatable how much can be done
locally to address problems that resuit from economic issues rooted mioré at the state and national levels.)
From the perspective of an employer/commuter, a $5/year go!Pass is far more affordable than a $1500/year
parking permit. Improving the affordability of downtown employment for the currently employed Is far more
within the DDA's influence than providing a solution to the others.

- Parking belongs underground.

Yes, for new, private developments for overnight sterage, putting the parking spaees underground makes good
sense. Also-perhaps for new public developments (e.g., government facilities) where long-term parking | is
necessary. However, constructing underground parking to replace aboveground structures before their erd of
life would be a waste of existing resources {(assuming that existing parking supply distribution is adequate, and
even lacking that it would be questionable.) Likewise, existing resources (i.e., private surface lots, driveways,
and public streets) should be maximized to meet parking needs before building a new structure.

- An undergf_ound parking structure at this site will be good for the library.

The 2008 library users survey resuits ( http://www.aadl.org/buildings/downtown/surveyresults
<http://www.aadl.org/buildings/downtown/surveyresults> ) indicate that the addition of an underground
structure would result in more people parking at the site than currently use the surface lot (see questions 10
and 16.) However, it's not clear to what extent those people would increase usa of the library, nor to what
extent they would increase thefr number of trips downtown. Parking supply was identified as a problem by only
: about 10 of the more than 6000 survey participants. (Question 1 asked about the importance of adequate

https:llwm.amei.org/exchange/SSl,'nitb/Inbox/P‘arking/FOIA/RE:%ZOLIBRARY%ZOPAR... 4/28/2002
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parking, not about the need for more.) Without more information we can't adequately assess the value of the
proposed structure to library users (or to downtown in general, for that matter, at least not from the survey

resulfs.)

Library Lane seems fo be desired by the library board and staff, but its creation doesn't necessarily rely on the
underground structure,

Alternatively, if (as I've suggested we could explore) the transit center were moved to the library lot (possibly
incorporating the Greyhound station) and a new library building were constructed on the current transit center
site, the 4th & William structure (which typically has hundreds of available spaces during the day) could be
used for lfbrary patron parking and 4th Avenue or a mid-block cut-through could be use for drop-off at the

library.

- The proposed structure would result in 600+ new spaces for a cost of approxumately $50,000 per
(constructed) space.

1f the structure is planned to be managed at 85% capacity, the projected cost per used space would need to
be increased by 15% to get a cost/benefit value as opposed to a number used for comparison purposes.

If parking demand declines during the lifetime of the structure, the cost per used space would increase (elther
for this structure or for others.)

- This structure could enable the development of a convention center.

Convention centers are historically financial losers (or so I've heard.) With the current economy and peak oif
near if not already behind us, & convention center could be a very poor choice for downtown's future,

https:,//Wm.a2n':u'.org/exdhange/sSmiﬂ]/InbOX/PaIking/FOIA/RE:%'20LIBRARY%2OPAR... 4/28/2009



Wolford, Louise

Pége lTof2

From: Hohnke Carsten .

Sent:  Tuesday, February 17, 2009 7: 56 PM
To: Greden, Leigh; Teall, Margie
Subject RE: tomorrow...

Inany case, | -be!-ieve Sabra"like{y to propose postponement if no one else dees.

From: Greden, Lergh

Sent: Tuesday, February 17, 2009 7:55 PM
TFo: Teall, Margie;. Hohnke,. Carsten
Subject: RE; tomorrow,,.

She said she doesn't.

From. Teall, Margte

Sent: Tuesday, February 17, 2009 7:50 PM.
To: Greden, teigh; Hohnke, Carsten
Subject:' RE: tomOorTow.:.

She cares...

From: Greden, Lesgh

Sent: Tuesday, Febtuary 17, 2009 7:49 PM
To: Teall, Margie; Hohinke, Carsten
Subject: RE: tomorrow,.

Yup And against Herﬁ and maybe Gunn I told her that. She doesn't care.

From' Teaif, Margie

Sent: Tuesday, February 17, 2009 7:49 PM.
To: Greden, Leigh; Hohnke, Earsten
Subject: RE: fomorrow... -

Doesn't that put her squarely against Sandi?

From: Greden, Leigh

Sent: Tuésday, February 17, 2009 7:46 PM
To: Teall; Margie; Hofinke, Carsten
Subj‘ect' RE' tomorrow...

She' s against 5th/D|v1510n and wahts time to work on exchdmg that'.._

What is the rate sefting mtng’? Parking rates??

From: Tealt Margie ,
Sent: Tuesday, February 17, 2009 744 PM
To: Hohnke, Carsten

A11a/000 .



Cc: Greden, Leigh
_ Subjeéct: RE: tomorrow...

But why?

-Page2 of 2

From: Hohnke; Carsten
Sent: Tuesday, February 17, 2009 7:43 PM
To: Teall, Margie '
Subject': RE: tormorrow...

"Marcial

From: Teall, Margie

Sent* Tue:.day, February 17, 2009 7 41 PM
Ta: Hohnke, Carster

Subject: RE: tomorrow...

No. Wh.y is anyone thinking about it?

From: Hohnke, Carsten

Sent; Tuesday, February 17, 2009 7240 PM
To% Teall, Margia .
Subject: RE: tomorrow...

Il bé there. Thanks for the reminder..

Are you supportive of postponing the strucfura?

From. Teall, Margre

Sent: Tuesday, February 17, 2009 7 39 PM
Toz Hohnke, Carsten’ _
Subject: tomorrow...

Areyou: thinking of going to the Rate Setting meeting fomomow? - [ think it would. be good for you to go (good for tfie committeé,!)i-



o~

Zimmerman, Méry!ou:

——

From: - Greden; Lergh

Sent: Tuesday, February 17, 2009 8:08 PM
To: _ " Smith, Sandi '
Subject: : RE:.

Carsten said you migth bé‘up forit....[-

From? '. Smith, Sandi

Sentz Tuesday, February 17, 2009 8:07 PM
. To! - Greder, Laigh

Subject: RE: .

Excellent!

Sandi Smith..

Ann Arbor City Coungll

First Ward -

| 734-302-3011

From: Greden Leigh
Sent: Tuesday, February 17, 2008 8 :07 PM
To: Smith;, Sandi '

. Subject..

- No postponement! -



Zimmerman, Marylou

From: Higgins, Marcia

Sent: Tuesday, February 17, 2008 8:22 PM
To: . : ' Greden, Leigh -
Subject: RE: 5th/Division

If it's in the orginal approved bonding, can they chodse not to use it? Doesn't that cost us more money?

From: Greden, Leigh

Sent: Tuesday, February 17, 2009 8:06 PM
To: Higgins, Marcia

Subjecty RE: 5thy/Division

They already have $6m in their' cash budget for 5th/Division.- So, we're not actually adding a new
$6m. This simply shifts it from their cash fund to thezr bond fund o) they have the chance to bond
for it if they see fit

"From: ngglns, Marma

Sent: : Tuesday, February 17, 2009 8: 04 PM
Toi Greden, Leigh
Subject; 'RE: 5th/Divisioh

‘ Wh‘ﬁ/ rémove 6M from the project as béing fiscally responsible and add in M for the &tk and Division site? .

Froms - Greden, Laigh

Sentr © | Tuesday, February: 17, 2009 7:44 PM
. Tos Higgins, Mardia
. Subject: RE: Sth,_/Dnvxsxon

Il forward it

From: - ' nggms, Man:ca

Sent: - Tuesday, February 17, 2009 7: 38 PM
Jok Greden, Leigiy .
Subject: RE: Sth/Dl\nsaon

Where is the infomration that you were showing me upstairs located?

From: . Greden, Leigfi
Sent: Tuesday, February 17 2009 7: "3 PM-
To: ’ "Higgins, Marcia

 Subject: Sth,’Dmsmn

The bond resolutions as wntten don't include 5th/DNISEOn Sandi plans to amend them to mciude it.
Makes sense for you to vote no. But if Sandi's amendment passes, why vote against the whole

projeet? | know I tease you about "Groome," but that's exactly what Grooine did. It doesn't make
sense to vote no against the much larger and greafer project, simply b/e it include one piece you
don't like. AND, the DDA can still postporie or even cancel the project, and thus not bond the money.
But | think we're much better off if THEY make that declsron not us. After all; we already approved
the prolect :



'Wo!ford-_, Louise

o

- From: Hohnke, ,Carstén _
Sent: Tuesday, February 17, 2009 8:53 PM
_To:  Smith, Sandi '

 forgot to mentien that the full site pfan remains. If you ask me, Pl clarfy if ydu like.

6/19/200%



Zimmerman, Marylou

From: o Greden, Lelgh
Sent: . Tuesday, February 17, 2009 9:16 PM
To: . Teail, Margie

Subject:

Isn't it nice whemn we script things? SB serews it up, but éthenmfse it's perfect. »



Zimmerman, Marylou

Frofn: Greden, Leigh

Senf: Tuesday, February 17, 2009 9 18 PM
To: Higgins, Marcia
Subject: : RE: 5th/Division

I'veé been working close[y wrth them thru partnerships to make their budget work. Thelr suggestions
for balancing their budget include ' 'rébate the $1.5m bond issuance fee to us” and "we'll jack up rafes
and blame you" and "we'll gNe you less than $2m-per year " 1 say, "unacceptable. .Delay projects
~andfor use demand based pncmg

From;: Higgins, Marcra

Sent: " Tuesday, February 17, 2009 9:16 PM
- To: Greden, Leigh

Suhbject: " RE: Sth/Division

What do you mean encodrage them to defay or postpone? You lost ne

From: . * Greden, Leigit

Sent: Tuesday, February 17, 2009 8:39 M
To: Higgirs, Marcia )
Subjecti - RE: SthDivision

i've been pushing them to defer and/for cancel projects. They, of course resnst But, a few people on
DDA oppose 5th/Division and would entertain postponement and/or cancellation. Might be good to
say on the record that you encourage them to delay or postpone... buf, | think we ook much better to
both the DDA and the enwronmentahsts if the DDA makes that decision, rather than us.

From: " Higgins, Marcia
Sent: Tuesday, February 17, 2009 8 26 PM
To: . Greden, Leigh.
Subject: RE: 5th/Pivision:
Thanks.
From:. Greden, Leth .
Sent: Tuesday, February 17, 2009 8:24 PM
Ter ‘gg'r‘s, Mar Hel:y
Subject: RE: 5th/Division

This is a MAXIMUM authorization, not an actual amount. Recall PD/Courts— the actual bond ameunt
was different than the approved. So, we approve the max, which gives them flexibility, but they could
. issue far less than the authorized amount. This process costs us nothing. actua!ly saves aney

. by avoiding multiple bonds {which require multlple underwntmgs)

" From: Higgins, Mardia -

Sent: Tuesday, February 17, 2009 8 22 PM
To: : Greden, Leigh

Subject: RE: 5th/Division

If it's in the orginal approved bonding, ezn they choose not to use it? Doesn't that cost us more mor;ey?' '
' : ot



From: = - Greden, Leigh

Sent: Tuesday, February-17, 2009 8:06 PM
To: Higgins, Marda
Subject: _ RE: 5th/Division

- They already have $6m i in their cash budget for 5th/Dlemn So we're not actuaily addmg a hew
. $B6m. This simiply shifts it from their cashi fund to their bond fund so they have the chanca to bond
. foritifthey seefit. :

. Erom: ' H|gglns, Marcia
Sent: Tuesday, February 17, 200% 8: 04 PM
To Greden, Leigh
Subject: RE: 5th/Division

' Why remove 8M from the project as being fiscally responsible and add in 6M for the 5th and Division site?

Frem: K Grede, Leigh

 Sents 'Tuesdayc February 17, 2009 7:44 PM
To; . Higgins; Marcia
Subjectt RE: 5th/Bivision
It forward it
Froma, .- Higgins, Marcxa
Sent: ’ : Tuesday, February 17, 2009 7:38 PM
Tox . Greden, Leigh
Stibject: - RE: Sth/ Division

Where is the inforration that you were showing me upstairs located?.

From:. . Greden, Leigh:

Sent: " Tuesday, February 17, 2009 7 233 PM
- Tos S Higgins, Mardia: .
Subject: . SWDMSIOH _

The bond resolutions, as wrltten don't include 5th/DMSlen. Sandi plans to amend ’shem to include it.
Makes sense for you fo vote no. But if Sandi's amendrient passes, why vote against the whole
‘project? [ know | tease you about "Groome," but that's exactly what Groome did. it doesn‘t ake
sense ta vote ne against the much larger and greater profect, simply b/e it include one piece your

- don't like: AND, the DDA can still postpone or even cancel the project, and thus riot bond the meoney.
But t thirk we're mueh better off if THEY make that decision, not us. After aii, we already approved
the project. ' - : :



e

Zimmerman, Mary[ou '

From: : . Higgins, Marcia
Sent: Tuesday, February 17 2009 9:26 PM
To:- . Greden, Leigh

Subject; - ' RE:.

I'm not vc';tin'g against the site plan. | probiab!y with vote against Sandi's amendment.

From,: Greden, Leigh

- Sept: Tuesday, February 17, 2009 9:23 PM
To: Higgins, Marcia
Subject: . .

Please don't vote with the moron.



Zimmerman, Marylou

From: o Higgins, Marcia

Sent: . Tuesday, February 17, 2009 9:27 PM
- Tos : Greden, Leigh
Subject: RE:.

This is why we have time limts for speakirig.

From: Greden, Lelgh

Sent: Tuesday, February 17, 2009 9:27 PM
To: Higgins, Marma

Sub]ect' RE: .

Neither does he. He's read ing Karen' s mafterials, and mis statmg it b/c he doesn't understand it.

From: ' H’lgglns,- Marcia:

Sent: Tuesday, Fébruary-17, 2009 9: 26 PM
Tor Greden Leugh
Subjecty RE!.

[ also h-éVe not idea what he is tafking about.

From: ’ Greden, Leigh :

Sent: . Tuesday, February 17, 2009 9: 23 PM
Fo: nggms Marcig |
- Subject: ..

Please don't vote with the moron.



.
—_—
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Bartha, Stephen

" From: : Carsten Hohnke [chohnke@aZgov org]
Senf: o " Thursday, April 16, 2009 11:08 PM
To: Bartha, Stephen

Subject: _ [Fwd: RE: [Fwd: RE: 2/17- parking garage resolution}]

—————=—— Original Messagge -—-~-—-- )
Subject: RE: [Fwd: RE: 2/17- parking garage resolutlon]

Date: Sat, 7 Feb 2003 17:48:03 -0500

From: Greden, Leigh R. <greden@M11lerCanf1eld com>
Tox 'Carsten Hohnke' <chohnke@a2gov.org>

.Gobd plan.

~————Original Messdgé~———— y
From: Carsten Hohnke [mailto:chohnke@algov.org]

Sent: Saturday, February 07, 2009 5:31 pPM

Toi Greden, Leigh R.

Subject: Re: [Fwd: RE: 2/17- parking garage resolution]

"... maybe call Susan now ..."

Agreed. Meeting with her on Monday.

————— Original Messagg—~-——- :

From: Carstenr Hohnke [mailto: chohnke@adev oxrg]
Sent: Saturday, February 07, 2009 10:58 AM

To: Greden, Leigh R.

Subject: [Fwd: RE: 2/17 parking garage resolutlon]




i

Subject: RE: 2/17- parking garage, resolution

Date: Fri, 6 EFeb 2008 16:23:45 -0500 -

From: Dempkowski, . Angela A <ADempkowskiBa2gov. org>

To: - Hohnke, Carsten <CHohnke@a2gov.oxrg>

"CC: Gredén, Leigh <LGreden@a2gov org>, Fraser, Roger <RFraser@a2gov org>
Reff'ences.‘ _ . .

Here it is. )

————— Original Message-=c-+~

From: Carsten Hohnke [mallto chohnke@a2gov -org]

Sent: Friday, Fébruary 06, 2009 4:18 PM °

To: - Dempkowski, Angéla A . i

Cc: Greden, Leigh; Fraser, Roger; Beaudry, Jacqueline;,Bowden {King) ,
Bnissa; "Pollay, Susan’

Subject:. Re: 2/l7~ parklng garage resolution

Specifically need it in Word, please. Thanks.
-— Carsten

'Dempkowski, Angela A wrote:

VYV v§zv VVVVVVVVVYVVYVVVYVVVVY .

>> Here is a pdf file. If you spe01flcally need it in Word, let me know
>> and I'1l get it. PS this has not been approved by Roger yet.
>> .

>» *From:* Greden, Leigh .

>>*3ent:* Friday, February 06, 2009 4:02 PM ‘

. >> *To:* Fraser, Roger; Dempkowski, Angela A; Beaudry, Jacqueline;
>> Bowden '

>3

>

>

>> (Klng), Anissa; Pollay, Susan

>> *Ca:* Hohnke, Carstén

>> *Subject:* 2/17- parklng garags resolutlon

>>

>> Please send me and Carsten a Word copy of the resolution that will be
>> introduced on 2/17 authorizing the, urd rground parking garage.
>> Thanks

>>

v
%

Carsten Hohnke

Ann Arbor City Council
Fifth Ward
.chohnke@a2gov org
(734) 369-4464

]

Carsten Hohnke'
Ann Arbor City Council

VVVVVYVVYVYVVYY



Fifth Ward
chohnkeRa2gov.org
(734) 369~-4464

NOTICE TO PERSONS SUBJECT TO UNITED STATES TAXATION (MCPS)

DISCLOSURE UNDER TREASURY CIRCULAR 230: The United States Federal tax
advice, if any, contained in ‘this document and its attachments may not
be used or referred to in the promoting, marketing or recommendlng of
any entity, investment plan or arrangement, nor is such advice
intended or written to be used, and may not be used, by a taxpayer for
the purpose of aveiding Federal tax penaltles.

:

V'VVVVV\_/VVVVVVV\_/VVVV

Carsten Hohnke ) . )
Angd Arbor City Coun01l _ ' ' i
Fifth Ward

chohnke@aZgov.org

{734) 369-4464

NOTICE TO PERSONS SUBJECT TO UNITED STATES TAXATION {MCPS)

DISCLOSURE UNDER TREASURY CIRCULAR 230: The United States Federal tax advice, if anyy
contained in this ddcument and its attachments may not-be usdd or referred to in the
premoting, marketing or'recommendlng of any entity, investment plan or akrangement, nor is
such advice intended or written to be used, and may not be used, by a taxpayer for the
purpose of avoiding Federal tax penalties.

Carsten Hohnke

Ann Arbor City Counc1l
Fifth Ward
chohnke®a2gov.org
(734) 369-4464



“Bartha, Stephen

From: , ' Carsten Hohnke- {chohnke@aZgov org]

Sent: ' Thursday, April 16, ,2009 11:08 PM

To; . Bartha; Stepherni

Subject: g [Fwd: RE: 2/17- parking garage resolutlon}
Attachments: ' Library - Authorization to Issue.dog; Library Lot - NOl.doc

L|brary - LIbrary lot -~
withorization o Iss.. 'NOILdoc (53 KB)

—-——~=—=> Original Message -———-—--

Subject: ° RE: 2/17- parking garage resoelution .
Date: - -Tue, 10 Feb.2009 07:16:37 -0500 .~
From?{ Crawford, Tom <TCrawford@a2gov.org>
To: Hohnke, Carsten <CHohnke@a2gov org>, Greden, Lelgh <LGreden@a2gov org>

cc: Dempkowskl, Angéla A <ADempkowskila2gov.org>, Fraser, Roger
<RFraser@a2gov org> . . —_—

sfed.in.Word;

———=~0Qriginal Message—-~—=—

From: Hohnke, Carsten

Sent: Monday, February 09, 2009 8:10 BPM

To: Greden, Leigh; Crawford, Tom

Cc: Dempkowski, Angela A; Fraser; Roger
Subject* RE: 2/17- parklng garage resglution

~~-=-Qriginal Message-----—

From: Greden, Leigh ) :

Sent: Monday, February 09, 2009 8:07 PM

To: Crawford, Tom; Hohnke, Carsten

Cc: Dempkowski, Angela A; Fraser, Roger
Subject RE: 2/17- parklng garage resolution |

—~-—--Original Messdge-———

From: Crawford, Tom

Sent: Monday, February 09, 2009 5:31 PM

To: Hohnke, Carsten

Cc: Dempkowski, Angela A; Grednn, ‘Leigh; Fraser, Roger

1



-~

{

€ {
'Subjeﬁf: Re: 2/17- parking garage resolution

Carsten,

T have & meetlng tomorrow morning with DDA wher& T - expec; it to change.-
I assume you'll want latest version.

Thanks,
Tom Crawford

On Feb %, 2008, at 5:20 PM, “Qarsten Hohnke™ <chohnke@a2govlorg> wrote:

> Thanks, Angela: Please alsc send the boriding resolution when

> available, please.

>

> Dempkowskl, Angela A wrote:

>> Here it is. ‘ _

P Original Message—-———-—

>> From: Carsten Hohnke [mailto: chohnke@aZgov org} Sent Friday,

>> February 06, 2009 4:18 PM

>> To: Dempkowski, Angela A

>> Cec: Gredén, Leigh; Fraser, Roger; Beaudry, Jacqueline; Bowdén (King),

.>> Anissa; Pollay, Susan

>> Subject: Re' 2/17— parking garage resolutlon
>>

>> Speg;flcally need it in Woxrd, please. Thankst
> : : - ’

>> —— Carsten

35 i

>> Dempkowski, Angela A wrotas

>>

'>>> Hern is & pdf file. if you spec1f1cally need it im, Word, let me know}
>>> and I'll get it. PS this has not been approved by Roger yet.

>>>

>>>

>>>

>> ——= o . . .
>> ——-————————-——————-————7————~—~~-—————————-7——~————+——- —————————— e
> ' '

>>> *From:* Greden, Leigh

>»> *Sent:* Friday,- February 06 2009 4 02 PM :

>>3 *Ta:* Fraser, Roger; Dempkowski, Arigela A4 Beaudry, -Jacqueline;

>>3 Bowden - “ B

>>> '

>>

>> .

>>> {King), Anissa; Pollay, Susan

>>> *Cc:* Hohnke, Carsten

>>> *Subject:* 2/17 parking garage resolution

>>> .

>>> Please send me and Cars;en a Word copy of the resolution that will
>>> be introduced on 2/17 authorizing the underground- ‘parking garage. |
>>> Thanks. . .

>>> - .

>>>

>>

Vv
v

Carsten Hohnke i
Ann Arbor City Council
Fifth Ward
chohnke@aZ2gov.org
(734) 369-4464.

VVVVVVYV
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Hornmg, Matthew

From: Crawford Tom
Sent: Tuesday, February 10, 2008 742 AM- ~
To: ~ Homing, Matithew

Subject: . FW:Draft Summary for Library Lot Project
Attachments: 2—9—08 - For Discuission Only.xlsx; 'Library' th.xi'sx

Latest status. [ will.be at- DDA this moming to worklng on this. Meetirig with the. Board members at 9:30. There's obviously & lot
that has changed since you were last involved but you're welcome to attend

) From. Joseph Morehouse [mallto JMorehouse@adea org]
Serit: Monday, February 09, 2009 2:24 PM
To: Crawford, Tom™ . o

. Sishject: RE: Draft Sumimary for Library Lot Projéct

Tom,

I have attached yo& Libfary Lot description and a new 10-Year pian that postpones the project

O orie year per your request.
Thanks,

Joe

From: Crawford, Tom [mailto: TCrawford@a2gov.org}
Sent: Sunday, February 08, 2009 8:31 PM

* Te: Joseph Morehouse
Subject: Draft Sumimary for Library Lot Project -

Jos,:
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Grawford, Tom

From: - Joseph Moréhouse [JMorehouse@a2dda.org]
Sent: Friday, January 09, 2009 11:30 AM

To: ‘Crawford, Tom .
Subject: FWE Library Lot Parking Deck Memo:

Attachments: Tregsury MEMO - DDA 5th Ave Borids paf

Tom,

Could you confirm that the City and its bond counsel and advisors have all the mformatlon from the DDA they need for the bond
process to continue?

If there is anything else'you need please let me know,
Thanks,

Joe

From: Crawford, Tom [maiito:TCrawford@a2gov.org] -
Sent: Tuesday, January 06, 2009 5:20 PM

Toz Susan Pollay

€c: Fraser, Roger; Hleﬁge, John

Subject: Library Lot Parking Deck Memo

Susan

Can you forward the attached memo to Jennifer Hall? I've wntten to you and her but do not have her email address.
Thanks, '

Tom Crawford

CFO, City of Ann Arbor
734-994-2909 '

4/10/2009
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Barthal Stephen

From: Teal! Marg:e

Sent: - Thursday; Apnl 16,.2009 4330 PM. .

To: Schopieray, Christirie -
Subject: - FW: Resolutions; S. 5th Ave Parklng Structure & 5th/DMS|on Phase b

: Attachments RES 5th-Division approve Phase budget—detalls 090308.doc; S. 5th Ave Structure Budget &
. 5th-Division Approvals 090308.[df; RES.S. 5th Ave:Structure Budget-Project Approval
090308 doc .

From: Susan Pollay [mallto SPoEIay@adea org]

Sent; Monday, August 18, 2008 4:55 PM )

‘To: Bonnie Bona® (bsbona@aol £om); Daveydina2@comcast. net 3santrhall@gmaiLcom, John Mouaty John Splitt ;

gunnl@ewashtenaw org;. Lelgh Greden, Lowenstéein, Joan; Teall, Margle, Rehg, Greff Roger He\mtt Sand: Smith
Subject: Resoiutlons S. 5th Ave Parkmg Structure & Sth/Dwzsmn -Phase T

Hi all; In fdlow up-to-our shared Capltal !mprovementslPartnershlps Committee meetings o Wedriesday here
are drafts of the two, resoluﬁons for the Fifih & Division/Phase 1 pmject and thie S. Fifth Avenue parkmg struchire
project. Anyfa[l edis’ wouid be warmfy appreclated as I thmk { got the glst of what wes talked abeut but may
have missed sofme: rfuanees along: the Way. :

Also attached are two memasfgraphs from Joe Merehouse showmg two dlfferent wayswe could pay. for these two.
prolects, while never al!owmg out TIF fuind balance io dip below $1 millics. .

Whichever. a[tematlve the DDA opts to. pursue, Jee is assummg that the parkmg structiirg and the 5“‘/thsron
projects: wnll be bonded. }

Please let- me’ know if-l can answer any. questrons about the twa fi nanclai scenarios; Algo, any/all edlts to-the
resolutions wolld be terrific. ;

Many thanks fo allt

Susan.

4/16/2009
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Crawford, Tom

* From: Greden, Leigh R. [gredén@Mii’lerCanﬂe!d.com]
Sent:  Friday, February13, 2009 4:37 PM
To: Crawford, Tom; Hohnke, Carsten (Westpols)
Subject: Updates from Hewitt '

Comments?

Leigh R. Greden :

Millet, Canfield, Paddock & Stone
101 N. Main, 7th Floer

Ann Arbor, Ml 48104

Voice: 734-668-7749

‘Fax: 734-747-7147 . .

Email: Greden@mjllercanf eld com

NOTICE TO PERSONS SUBJECT TO UNITED STATES TAXATION (MCPS)

DISCLOSURE UNDER TREASURY CIRCULAR 230: The United States Federal tax advice, if any, ¢ontained in this document
and its attachments may not be used or referred.to in the-promoting, marketing or recommending of any entity, investment plan or
arrangement, nor is such advice intended or written to be used, and may-not be used, by a taxpayer for the purpose of avoiding
Federal tax penalties.

410/2009
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Crawford, Tom

From: Crawford, Tom
Sent:  Tuesday, February.17, 2000 7:50 PM
To: = . Greden, Léigh '
Ccr Hohnke, Carstén
_Subject: Re: DDA Deck

No response from my call yesterday.

Thanks,
Tom Crawford

On Feb 17,2009, at 1:46 PM, "Greden Leigh™ <LGreden@a2gov.org> wrote

What have we: heard re: the status of the 1st/Wash1ngton project?

From: Crawford, Tom

Sent: Tue 2/17/2009 1:14 PM

To: Greden, Leigh; Hohnke, Carsten
~ Subject: DDA Deck

Leigh/Carsten,

I'm almost done with the amendment for Sandi and will be sending fo y'all as i«yél,!.i@ afewminutes. . - -

Thanks,

Tom



Messige . . _ - o Page 1 of 1

Crawford, Tom

From: Greden, Leigh R. [greden@MiIierCanﬁe!d..com]
Sent: Tuesday, February 10, 2009 1:09 PM

To; Hohnke, Carstén (Westpgole); Crawford, Tom '
Subject: Call with Hewitt i '

Lergh R. Greden - -7 - ‘ -
Miller, Canfield, Paddock & Stone ' S
101 N. Main, 7th Floor

Ann Arbor, M| 48104

Voice: 734-668-7749

Fax: 734-747-7147

Emaii: Greden@miilercanfieid.com

NOTI'CE TO PERSONS SUBJECT TO UNITED STATES TAXATION (MCPS)

DISCLOSURE UNDER TREASURY CIRCULAR 230: The United States Federal tax advice, if any, containéd in this document
and its attachments may not be used or referred to in the promoting, marketing or recommending of any eéntify, investment plan or
arrangement nor is such advice intended or written to be used, and may not be used, by a taxpayer for the purpose of avoiding
Federal tax penaities. . .

AMninnna



" Heatley, Alison -

Frem: Hupy, Craig
_ Sent: Tuesday, October 21, 2008 9:40 AM
To: . McGormick, Sué
Ce: . " Cheng, Christopher; Hamson Venita;: Heatfey, Ailson
Subject: FW: DDA - South Fifth Ave Parkmg Struéture 2.dos

Imiportance: High _
Attachmients: DDA - South Fifth Ave Parking Sfructure 2.doc

Attached are Alison’s comments on the “strary Lot Parking Structure” | would like to take this time to highlight twe
thoughtsfcomments

From: Heatley, Alison - _ : S , S .
Sent: Monday, October 20, 2008 2:54 PM : . '

To: Hupy, Craig

Subject: FW: DDA - South Fifth Ave Parking Structure 2.doc

From: Heatley, Ahson

Sent: Fiiday, October 17, 2008 3 39 PM

To: Cheng, Christopher .

Subiect: DDA - South Fifth Ave Parkfng StrLcture 2.doc

Chiris, | need to'work on the last water main comment more, but at least you get the gist.

A0 INNDND
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Bartha, Stephen

From: ' Hiefije, John

Sent: Monday; March 02, 2009 10:09 AM
~ To: Smith, Sandi; Pollay, Susan. -

Subject: FW: Latter fror Noah Hall
Attachments: DRAFT GLELC Ann Arbor Parklng Garage MEPA Letter. pdf

Sandz and Susan

This is a draft we received from a third party. This lefter has not been officially received by the city-but | '
wanted you fo be aware- of it given the possnble lmpact on DDA and city busxness

We shou[’(i tﬁiﬂffér You have ﬁ”ﬁ‘] B CRANGE IO TBad L, o e e m e
Thanks
John

4/7/2009



The Great Lakes
Environmental Law Center

Protecting the world’s greatest freshwater resource
and the communities that depend upon it

440 Burroughs Street, Suite 111
Detroit, Michigan 48202
www.greatlakeslaw.org

March 27, 2009

Hand Delivered

FOIA Officer

c/o Mayor John Hieftje

City of Ann Arbor

Guy C. Larcom, Jr. Municipal Building
100 N. Fifth Avenue

Ann Arbor, MI 48107

Re:  Freedom of Information Act Request — South Fifth Avenue Parking Garage
Mayor Hieftje:

The Great Lakes Environmental Law Center seeks all records relating to the City
Council’s Resolution to Approve South Fifth Avenue Parking Garage and Street
Improvements Site Plan (319 South Fifth Avenue), Enactment No: R-09-061, passed
February 17, 2009, along with all records relating to the bonding and financing of the
proposed South Fifth Avenue Parking Garage. We are submitting this request to obtain
records that will allow the Great Lakes Environmental Law Center and members of the
public to fully understand the City’s decision and future actions. The Great Lakes
Environmental Law Center makes this request pursuant to.the Michigan Freedom of
Information Act (FOTA), Public Act 442 of 1976, M.C L. § 15.231 et seq.

For purposes of this request, “records” includes information of any kind, including
writings (handwritten, typed, electronic or otherwise produced, reproduced or stored),
letters, memoranda, correspondence, notes, applications, completed forms, studies,
reports, reviews, guidance documents, policies, telephone conversations, telefaxes, e-
mails, documents, databases, drawings, graphs, charts, photographs, minutes of meetings,
electronic and magnetic recordings of meetings, and any other compilation of data from
which information can be obtained. Without limitation, the records requested include
records at any stage of development, whether proposed, draft, pending, interim, final or
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Great Lakes Environmental Law Center
FOIA Request to the City of Ann Arbor

otherwise. All such records are included in this request if they are in the possession of or
otherwise under the control of the City of Ann Arbor.

Specifically, this request includes any records dated July 1, 2008 to the present consisting
of, or recounting, describing, or otherwise relating to, communications to, from, and
between City Council members, City of Ann Arbor employees, and representatives of the
City of Ann Arbor concerning or otherwise relating to the South Fifth Avenue Parking
Garage, including all e-mail communications and other records made by City Council
members before, during, and after City Council’s February 17, 2009 public meeting.

Exempt Records

Should you decide to invoke a FOIA exemption as the basis for withholding any record
responsive to this request, please include in your full or partial denial letter sufficient
information for the Great Lakes Environmental Law Center to appeal the denial pursuant
to M.C.L. § 15.235(4)(a). To comply with legal requirements, the following information
must be included:

1. Basic factual material about each withheld item, including the originator, date,
length, general subject matter, and location of each item; and

2. Explanations and justifications for denial, including the identification of the
category within the governing statutory provision under which the document (or
portion thereof) was withheld and a full explanation of how each exemption fits
the withheld material.

If you determine that portions of a record requested are exempt from disclosure, please
redact the exempt portions and provide the remainder of the record to the Great Lakes

Environmental Law Center.

Format of Records Requested

To reduce or avoid the costs and labor of printing and/or photocopying records, we
request that records be provided in electronic format wherever possible, including but not
limited to records that are stored or maintained in electronic format. We will provide a
USB drive or other media storage device for the records at our expense.

Fee Waiver Request

The Great Lakes Environmental Law Center requests that you waive all fees in
connection with this request as provided by MCL § 15.234(1) (waiver of fee is
appropriate where search for and provision of copies of the public record can be
considered as primarily benefiting the general public). As little state case law exists
about the proper interpretation of Michigan’s fee waiver provision, federal law on the
parallel provision is instructive. See Bredemeier v Kentwood Board of Education, 95
Mich. App. 767, 291 N.-W.2d 199 (1980) (similarities between the Federal FOIA and
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Michigan FOIA make construction of the federal act persuasive in construction of the
state FOIA). A fee waiver therefore is appropriate pursuant to MCL 15.234(1), as
disclosure of the requested information is both “in the public interest because it is likely
to contribute significantly to public understanding of the operations or activities of the
government” and “is not primarily in the commercial interest of the requester” under the
parallel federal provision. 5 U.S.C. § 552(a)(4)(A)(1ii); 43 C.F.R. 2.19(b)(1) and (2).

The Great Lakes Environmental Law Center will use the information to contribute
significantly to public understanding of the government’s operations and activities. A fee
waiver is appropriate in this case for several reasons. First, the records requested concern
“the operations or activities of the government.” 43 C.F.R. 2.19(b)(1). In addition, the
records requested are “likely to contribute” to public understanding of the South Fifth
Avenue Parking Garage. 43 C.F.R. 2.19(b)(1). The specific set of records sought
includes materials generated by and including communications between the City and
outside parties that have not yet been made public. These materials will shed light on the
City’s decision.

This request is also likely to contribute to the “public understanding,” id., as the Great
Lakes Environmental Law Center can interpret and disseminate information obtained
pursuant to FOIA to a broad audience of persons. The Great Lake Environmental Law
Center will make all records received available to the public. Finally, this request is
likely to contribute “significantly” to the public understanding of the South Fifth Avenue
Parking Garage as it relates to the Michigan Environmental Protection Act and other
applicable laws. The Great Lakes Environmental Law Center is a non-profit organization
registered as a charitable organization in Michigan, with no commercial interest in
obtaining the requested information.

Willingness to Pay Fees Under Protest

While a fee waiver should be granted for the reasons set forth above, the Great Lakes
Environmental Law Center is seeking these records regardless of the City’s ultimate
decision on the fee waiver request. The Great Lakes Environmental Law Center thus is
willing to pay fees in keeping with the applicable statutory and regulatory requirements,
if necessary and under protest, to enable the timely delivery of the records. Fees must be
limited to actual costs of labor and copying, and the means for copying must be the most
economical available. M.C.L. § 15.234(1) and (3). Furthermore, fees may only be
assessed based on procedures and guidelines published by the City. Id. at (3). We
therefore request that City identify the procedures and guidelines under which it assesses
fees, and provide an itemized list of fees charged and the justification for them in order to
establish compliance with the statutory requirements. In addition, any payment of fees
does not constitute waiver of the Great Lakes Environmental Law Center’s right to seek
administrative or judicial review of any denial of its fee waiver request. Please contact
me before undertaking any action that would result in a fee charge in excess of one
hundred dollars.
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Record Delivery

Pursuant to M.C.L. § 15.235(2), we expect a response to this request within 5 business
days. We request the City, in responding to this request, to comply with all relevant
deadlines and other obligations set forth in the Michigan FOIA. To reduce or avoid the
costs and labor of printing and/or photocopying records, we request that records be
provided in electronic format wherever possible, including but not limited to records that
are stored or maintained in electronic format. We will provide a USB drive or other
media storage device for the records at our expense.

Please produce the requested records on a rolling basis; at no point should the search for
— or deliberation concerning — certain records delay the production of others that the City
has already retrieved and elected to produce.

Please contact me so that I can pick up these records as soon as possible. If you find that
this request is unclear in any way please contact me immediately so I can clarify the
request or otherwise expedite and simply your efforts to comply.

Sincerely,

Horr 47

Noah Hall

Executive Director

Great Lakes Environmental Law Center
(734) 646-1400

nhall@wayne.edu



The Great Lakes
Environmental Law Center

Protecting the world’s greatest freshwater resource
and the communities that depend upon it

440 Burroughs Street, Suite 111, Box 70
Detroit, Michigan 48202
www.greatlakeslaw.org

April 23,2009

Via E-Mail to Steve Bartha — sbartha@a2gov.org

Steve Bartha

City FOIA Coordinator

City of Ann Arbor

Guy C. Larcom, Jr. Municipal Building
100 N. Fifth Avenue

Ann Arbor, MI 48107

Cc:  Mayor Jobn Hieftje (jhieftje@a2gov.org)
Re:  Freedom of Information Act Request — February 17, 2009 City Council Meeting
Mr. Bartha:

The Great Lakes Environmental Law Center seeks all records produced, prepared, or
otherwise created by Ann Arbor City Council members during the City Council’s
February 17, 2009 meeting. We are submitting this request to obtain records that will
allow the Great Lakes Environmental Law Center and members of the public to fully
understand the City Council meeting and resulting decisions. The Great Lakes
Environmental Law Center makes this request pursuant to the Michigan Freedom of
Information Act (FOIA), Public Act 442 of 1976, MCL 15.231 et seq.

For purposes of this request, “records” includes information of any kind, including
writings (handwritten, typed, electronic or otherwise produced, reproduced or stored),
letters, memoranda, correspondence, notes, emails, instant messages, text messages,
drawings, graphs, charts, photographs, and any other compilation of data from which
information can be obtained. Without limitation, the records requested include records at
any stage of development, whether proposed, draft, pending, interim, final or otherwise.
All such records are included in this request if they are in the possession of or otherwise
under the control of the City of Ann Arbor.
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April 23, 2009 FOIA Reguest to the City of Ann Arbor
Re February 17, 2009 City Council Meeting

This request is not limited to records relating to any specific agenda item from the
February 17, 2009 City Council Meeting.

To minimize the city’s costs in producing these records, please exclude the following
records from this request:

1. Records generated during any closed session (as defined in the Michigan Open
Meetings Act, MCL 15.262(c)) of the February 17, 2009 City Council Meeting.

2. The meeting minutes and other records already made available to the public
pursuant to the Michigan Open Meetings Act, MCL 15261 et seq. and/or city
policy on the city’s website (http://a2gov.legistar.com).

Exempt Records

Should you decide to invoke a FOIA exemption as the basis for withholding any record
responsive to this request, please include in your full or partial denial letter sufficient
mformation for the Great Lakes Environmental Law Center to appeal the denial pursuant
to M.C.L. § 15.235(4)(a). To comply with legal requirements, the following information
must be included:

1. Basic factual material about each withheld item, including the originator, date,
length, general subject matter, and location of each item; and

2. Explanations and justifications for denial, including the identification of the
category within the governing statutory provision under which the document (or
portion thereof) was withheld and a full explanation of how each exemption fits
the withheld material.

If you determine that portions of a record requested are exempt from disclosure, please
redact the exempt portions and provide the remainder of the record to the Great Lakes

Environmental Law Center.

Format of Records Reguested

To reduce or avoid the costs and labor of printing and/or photocopying records, we
request that records be provided in electronic format wherever possible, including but not
limited to records that are stored or maintained in electronic format. We will provide a
USB drive or other media storage device for the records at our expense.

Fee Waiver Request

The Great Lakes Environmental Law Center requests that you waive all fees in
connection with this request as provided by MCL § 15.234(1) (waiver of fee is
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April 23, 2009 FOIA Request to the City of Ann Arbor
Re February 17, 2009 City Council Meeting

appropriate where search for and provision of copies of the public record can be
considered as primarily benefiting the general public). The Great Lakes Environmental
Law Center will use the information to contribute significantly to public understanding of
City Council members’ deliberations during a public open meeting. The Great Lake
Environmental Law Center will make all records received available to the public. The
Great Lakes Environmental Law Center is a non-profit organization registered as a
charitable organization in Michigan, with no commercial interest in obtaining the
requested information.

Willingness to Pay Fees Under Protest

While a fee waiver should be granted for the reasons set forth above, the Great Lakes
Environmental Law Center is seeking these records regardless of the City’s ultimate
decision on the fee waiver request. The Great Lakes Environmental Law Center thus is
willing to pay fees in keeping with the applicable statutory and regulatory requirements,
if necessary and under protest, to enable the timely delivery of the records. Fees must be
limited to actual costs of labor and copying, and the means for copying must be the most
economical available. M.C.L. § 15.234(1) and (3). Furthermore, fees may only be
assessed based on procedures and guidelines published by the City. Id. at (3). We
therefore request that City identify the procedures and guidelines under which it assesses
fees, and provide an itemized list of fees charged and the justification for them in order to
establish compliance with the statutory requirements. In addition, any payment of fees
does not constitute waiver of the Great Lakes Environmental Law Center’s right to seek
administrative or judicial review of any denial of its fee waiver request. Please contact
me before undertaking any action that would result in a fee charge in excess of one
hundred dollars.

Record Delivery

Pursuant to M.C.L. § 15.235(2), we expect a response to this request within 5 business
days. We request the City, in responding to this request, to comply with all relevant
deadlines and other obligations set forth in the Michigan FOIA. To reduce or avoid the
costs and labor of printing and/or photocopying records, we request that records be
provided in electronic format wherever possible, including but not limited to records that
are stored or maintained in electronic format. We will provide a USB drive or other
media storage device for the records at our expense.

Please produce the requested records on a rolling basis; at no point should the search for
— or deliberation concerning — certain records delay the production of others that the City
has already retrieved and elected to produce.

Please contact me so that I can pick up these records as soon as possible. If you find that
this request is unclear in any way please contact me immediately so I can clarify the
request or otherwise expedite and simply your efforts to comply.
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Sincerely,

Wy £

Noah Hall

Executive Director

Great Lakes Environmental Law Center
(734) 646-1400

nhall@wayne.edu

N

Great Lakes Environmental Law Center
April 23, 2009 FOIA Request to the City of Ann Arbor
Re February 17, 2009 City Council Meeting
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The Great Lakes
Environmental Law Center

Protecting the world’s greatest freshwater resource
and the communities that depend upon it

440 Burroughs Street, Suite 111, Box 70
Detroit, Michigan 48202
www.greatlakeslaw.org

May 4, 2009

Via E-Mail to Steve Bartha — sbartha@a2gov.org

Steve Bartha

City FOIA Coordinator

City of Ann Arbor

Guy C. Larcom, Jr. Municipal Building
100 N. Fifth Avenue |

Ann Arbor, MI 48107

Re:  Freedom of Information Act Request — March 16, 2009 and March 2, 2009 City
Council Meetings

Mr. Bartha:

The Great Lakes Environmental Law Center seeks all records produced, prepared, or
otherwise created by Ann Arbor City Council members during the City Council’s
March 16, 2009 and March 2, 2009 meetings. We are submitting this request to obtain
records that will allow the Great Lakes Environmental Law Center and members of the
public to fully understand the City Council meeting and resulting decisions. The Great
Lakes Environmental Law Center makes this request pursuant to the Michigan Freedom
of Information Act (FOIA), Public Act 442 of 1976, MCL 15.231 et seq.

For purposes of this request, “records” includes information of any kind, including
writings (handwritten, typed, electronic or otherwise produced, reproduced or stored),
letters, memoranda, correspondence, notes, emails, instant messages, text messages,
drawings, graphs, charts, photographs, and any other compilation of data from which
information can be obtained. Without limitation, the records requested include records at
any stage of development, whether proposed, draft, pending, interim, final or otherwise.
All such records are included in this request if they are in the possession of or otherwise
under the control of the City of Ann Arbor.
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Great Lakes Environmental Law Center
May 4, 2009 FOIA Request to the City of Ann Arbor
Re March 16, 2009 and March 2, 2009 City Council Meetings

This request is not limited to records relating to any specific agenda items from the
March 16, 2009 and March 2, 2009 City Council Meetings.

To minimize the city’s costs in producing these records, please exclude the following
records from this request:

1. Records generated during any closed session (as defined in the Michigan Open
Meetings Act, MCL 15.262(c)) of the February 17, 2009 City Council Meeting.

2. The meeting minutes and other records already made available to the public
pursuant to the Michigan Open Meetings Act, MCL 15.261 et seq. and/or city
policy on the city’s website (http://a2gov.legistar.com).

Exempt Records

Should you decide to invoke a FOIA exemption as the basis for withholding any record
responsive to this request, please include in your full or partial denial letter sufficient
information for the Great Lakes Environmental Law Center to appeal the denial pursuant
to M.C.L. § 15.235(4)(a). To comply with legal requirements, the following information
must be included:

1. Basic factual material about each withheld item, including the originator, date,
length, general subject matter, and location of each item; and

2. Explanations and justifications for denial, including the identification of the
category within the governing statutory provision under which the document (or
portion thereof) was withheld and a full explanation of how each exemption fits
the withheld material.

If you determine that portions of a record requested are exempt from disclosure, please
redact the exempt portions and provide the remainder of the record to the Great Lakes

Environmental Law Center.

Format of Records Requested

To reduce or avoid the costs and labor of printing and/or photocopying records, we
request that records be provided in electronic format wherever possible, including but not
limited to records that are stored or maintained in electronic format. We will provide a
USB drive or other media storage device for the records at our expense.
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Great Lakes Environmental Law Center
May 4, 2009 FOIA Request to the City of Ann Arbor
Re March 16, 2009 and March 2, 2009 City Council Meetings

Fee Waiver Request

The Great Lakes Environmental Law Center requests that you waive all fees in
connection with this request as provided by MCL § 15.234(1) (waiver of fee is
appropriate where search for and provision of copies of the public record can be
considered as primarily benefiting the general public). The Great Lakes Environmental
Law Center will use the information to contribute significantly to public understanding of
City Council members’ deliberations during a public open meeting. The Great Lake
Environmental Law Center will make all records received available to the public. The
Great Lakes Environmental Law Center is a non-profit organization registered as a
charitable organization in Michigan, with no commercial interest in obtaining the
requested information.

Willingness to Pay Fees Under Protest

While a fee waiver should be granted for the reasons set forth above, the Great Lakes
Environmental Law Center is seeking these records regardless of the City’s ultimate
decision on the fee waiver request. The Great Lakes Environmental Law Center thus is
willing to pay fees in keeping with the applicable statutory and regulatory requirements,
if necessary and under protest, to enable the timely delivery of the records. Fees must be
limited to actual costs of labor and copying, and the means for copying must be the most
economical available. M.C.L. § 15.234(1) and (3). Furthermore, fees may only be
assessed based on procedures and guidelines published by the City. Id. at (3). We
therefore request that City identify the procedures and guidelines under which it assesses
fees, and provide an itemized list of fees charged and the justification for them in order to
establish compliance with the statutory requirements. In addition, any payment of fees
does not constitute waiver of the Great Lakes Environmental Law Center’s right to seek
administrative or judicial review of any denial of its fee waiver request. Please contact
me before undertaking any action that would result in a fee charge in excess of one
hundred dollars.

Record Delivery

Pursuant to M.C.L. § 15.235(2), we expect a response to this request within 5 business
days. We request the City, in responding to this request, to comply with all relevant
deadlines and other obligations set forth in the Michigan FOIA. To reduce or avoid the
costs and labor of printing and/or photocopying records, we request that records be
provided in electronic format wherever possible, including but not limited to records that
are stored or maintained in electronic format. We will provide a USB drive or other
media storage device for the records at our expense.

Please produce the requested records on a rolling basis; at no point should the search for
— or deliberation concerning — certain records delay the production of others that the City
has already retrieved and elected to produce.
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Great Lakes Environmental Law Center
May 4, 2009 FOIA Request to the City of Ann Avbor
Re March 16, 2009 and March 2, 2009 City Council Meetings

Please contact me so that I can pick up these records as soon as possible. If you find that
this request is unclear in any way please contact me immediately so I can clarify the
request or otherwise expedite and simply your efforts to comply.

Sincerely,

Doty 487

» ]

Noah Hall

Executive Director

Great Lakes Environmental Law Center
(734) 646-1400

nhall@wayne.edu



CITY OF ANN ARBOR, MICHIGAN

100 North Fifth Avenue, P.O. Box 8647, Ann Arbor, Michigan 48107-8647
www.a2gov.org

Administration (734) 794-6210

Community Development Services (734) 622-3025

Parks & Recreation Services (734) 794-6230

Planning & Development Services - Building (734) 794-6267
Community Services Area Planning & Development Services - Planning (734) 794-6265

April 20, 2009

Noah Hall
Executive Director
Great Lakes Environmental Law Center

Subject: Freedom of Information Act Request dated March 27, 2009
09-067 Hall

Dear Mr. Hall:

| am responding to your request under the Michigan Freedom of Information Act, dated March 27,
2009, received March 30, 2009 and extended April 2, 2009, for “all records relating to the City Council's
Resolution to Approve South Fifth Avenue Parking Garage and Sireet Improvements Site Plan (319
South Fifth Avenue), Enactment No: R-09-061, passed February 17, 2009, along with all records relating
to the bonding and financing of the proposed South Fifth Avenue Parking Garage.”

The information you have requested has been granted in part and denied in part. The information
has been denied to the extent that the following redactions have occurred:

1. Information of a personal nature if public disclosure of the information would constitute a
clearly unwarranted invasion of an individual’s privacy. MCIL. 15.243(1)(a)

2. Documents and portions of documents that constitute communications from attorneys in the
City Attorney's Office to City staff and/or Council members. These documents are subject to
the attorney-client privilege and/or work product privilege. MCL 15.243(1)g), (h)

3. Communications and notes between City staff that are of an advisory nature to the extent that
they cover other than purely factual materials and are preliminary to a final agency
determination of policy or action and for which the public interest in encouraging frank
communication between officials and employees of public bodies outweighs the pubiic
interest in disclosure. MCL 15.243(1)(m)

The City does not warrant or guarantee the accuracy of the information provided. Rather, it
provides the documents only to comply in good faith with the Michigan Freedom of Information Act, and
not for any other purpose.

If you receive written notice that your request has been denied, in whole or in part, under Section
10 of the Act, you may, at your option either: (1) submit to the City Administrator a written appeal that
specifically states the word “appeal” and identifies the reason(s) for reversal of the disclosure denial; or
(2) file a lawsuit in the circuit court to compel the City’s disclosure of the record. [f after judicial review,
the circuit court determines that the City has not complied with the Act, you may be awarded reasonable



atiorneys’ fees and damages as specified under the Act.

The Michigan Freedom of Information Act specifically provides that a public body may charge a
fee for searching for and copying a public record. The cost for copying the records is $  payable to the
City of Ann Arbor.

The breakdown of the copying costs is as follows:

8 ¥%%" x 11" copies 464 pgs @ .05/page $23.20
8 2" x 14" coples 6 pgs @ .07/page $ 042
11" x 17" copies 1pg @ .25/page $ 025
Staff-time 7 hrs @ $12.02/hr $84.14

$108.81

Upon receipt of this amount, the documents will be released to you. Your documents may be
picked up in the Community Services Office (Sixth Floor, City Hall), Monday through Friday, between the
hours of 8:30 a.m. and 4:30 p.m., or alternatively, if requested, the documents will be mailed to you upon
receipt of the stated cost plus postage (include additional cost of $6.50 for postage). Please mail your
check to Steve Bartha at the address noted above.

If you have any questions concerning this response, please contact Steve Bartha, City FOIA
Coordinator, (734)794-6210, ext. 42198.

Sincerely,

Jayne S. Miller
Community Services Administrator
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CITY OF ANN ARBOR, MICHIGAN

100 North Fifth Avenue, P.O. Box 8647, Ann Arbor, Michigan 48107-8647
www.a2gov.org

Administration (734) 794-6210
Community Development Services (734) 622-9025
Parks & Recreation Services (734) 794-6230
Planning & Development Services - Building (734) 794-6267
Community Services Area Planning & Development Services - Planning (734) 794-6265

April 30, 2009

Noah Hall
Executive Director
Great Lakes Environmental Law Center

Subject:  Freedom of Information Act Request dated April 23, 2009
09-080 Hall

Dear Mr. Hall;

| am responding to your request under the Michigan Freedom of Information Act, dated April 23,
2009. Your request for “all records produced, prepared, or otherwise created by Ann Arbor City Council
members during the City Council’s February 17, 2009 meeting” is granted in part and denied in part. The
information has been denied to the extent that the following redactions have occurred:

1. Information of a personal nature if public disclosure of the information would constitute a
clearly unwarranted invasion of an individual's privacy. MCL 15.243(1)(a)

2. Documents and portions of documents that constitute communications from attorneys in the
City Attorney's Office to City staff and/or Council members. These documents are subject to
the attorney-client privilege and/or work product privilege. MCL 15.243(1)(g), (h)

The City does not warrant or guarantee the accuracy of the information provided. Rather, it
provides the documents only to comply in good faith with the Michigan Freedom of Information Act, and

not for any other purpose.

Please note that for cost savings, the City has attempted to omit any records released as part of
your previous request. Additionally, the City has attempted to avoid producing multiple copies of a
document when more than one Council member produced it. Also, because of redactions, the City was
unable to simply forward these documents electronically.

If you receive written notice that your request has been denied, in whole or in part, under Section
10 of the Act, you may, at your option either: (1) submit to the City Administrator a written appeal that
specifically states the word “appeal” and identifies the reason(s) for reversal of the disclosure denial; or
(2) file a lawsuit in the circuit court to compel-the City's disclosure of the record. If after judicial review,
the circuit court determines that the City has not complied with the Act, you may be awarded reasonable
attorneys’ fees and damages as specified under the Act.

The Michigan Freedom of Information Act specifically provides that a public body may charge a
fee for searching for and copying a public record. The cost for copying the records is $7.86 payable to

the City of Ann Arbor.
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The breakdown of the copying costs is as follows:

8 14" x 11" copies 37 pgs @ .05/page $1.85
Staff-time 30 min @ $12.02/hr $6.01
$7.86

Upon receipt of this amount, the documents will be released to you. Your documents may be
picked up in the Community Services Office {Sixth Floor, City Hall), Monday through Friday, between the
hours of 8:30 a.m. and 4:30 p.m., or alternatively, if requested, the documents will be mailed to you upon
receipt of the stated cost plus postage (include additional cost of $4.80 for postage). Please mail your
check to Steve Bartha at the address noted above.

If you have any questions concerning this response, please contact Steve Bartha, City FOIA
Coordinator, (734)794-6210, ext. 42198.

Sincerely,

Jayne S. Miller
Community Services Administrator



CITY OF ANN ARBOR, MICHIGAN

100 North Fifth Avenue, P.O. Box 8647, Ann Arbor, Michigan 48107-8647
www.aZgov.org

Administration (734) 794-6210

Community Development Services (734) 622-9025

Parks & Recreation Services (734) 794-6230

Planning & Development Services - Building (734) 794-6267
Community Services Area Planning & Development Services - Planning (734) 794-6265

May 12, 2009
Noah Hall
Executive Director
Great Lakes Environmental Law Center

Subject: Freedom of Information Act Request dated May 4, 2009
09-083 Hall

Dear Mr. Hall:

| am responding to your request under the Michigan Freedom of Information Act, dated May 4,
2009 and received on May 5, 2009. Your request for “all records produced, prepared, or otherwise
created by Ann Arbor City Council members during the City Council’s March 2, 2009 and March 16, 2009
meetings” is granted in part and denied in part. The information has been denied fo the extent that the
following redactions have occurred:

1. Information of a personal nature if public disclosure of the information would constitute a
clearly unwarranted invasion of an individual’s privacy. MCL 15.243(1)(a)

2. Documents and portions of documents that constitute communications from attorneys in the
City Attorney's Office to City staff and/or Council members. These documents are subject to
the attorney-client privilege and/or work product privilege. MCL 15.243(1)(g), (h)

3. Communications and notes between City staff that are of an advisory nature to the extent that
they cover other than purely factual materials and are preliminary to a final agency
determination of policy or action and for which the public interest in encouraging frank
communication between officials and employees of public bodies outweighs the public
interest in disclosure. MCL 15.243(1)}(m)

The City does not warrant or guarantee the accuracy of the information provided. Rather, it
provides the documents only to comply in good faith with the Michigan Freedom of Information Act, and
not for any other purpose.

If you receive written notice that your request has been denied, in whole or in part, under Section
10 of the Act, you may, at your option either: (1) submit to the City Administrator a written appeal that
specifically states the word “appeal” and identifies the reason(s) for reversal of the disclosure denial; or
(2) file a lawsuit in the circuit court to compel the City’s disclosure of the record. If after judicial review,
the circuit court determines that the City has not complied with the Act, you may be awarded reasonable
attorneys’ fees and damages as specified under the Act.

The Michigan Freedom of Information Act specifically provides that a public body may charge a
fee for searching for and copying a public record. The cost for copying the records is $9.21 payable to
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the City of Ann Arbor.
The breakdown of the copying costs is as follows:

8 14" x 11" copies 64 pgs @ .05/page $3.20
Staff-time 30 min @ $12.02/hr $6.01
$9.21

Upon receipt of this amount, the documents will be released to you. Your documents may be
picked up in the Community Services Office (Sixth Floor, City Hall), Monday through Friday, between the
hours of 8:30 a.m. and 4:30 p.m., or alternatively, if requested, the documents will be mailed to you upon
receipt of the stated cost plus postage (include additional cost of $4.80 for postage). Please mail your
check to Steve Bartha at the address noted above.

If you have any questions concerning this response, please contact Steve Bartha, City FOIA
Coordinator, (734)794-6210, ext. 42198.

Sincerely,

Jayne S. Miller
Community Services Administrator
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Walking

Bicycling

AATA Ridership

Commuting Behavior

Vehiele Miles Traveled

Single Occupancy Vehicle Trips

‘ Select Environmental Goal j

| Select an Indicator Topic :_]

Home > Government > Public Services > Systems Planning > Environment > State of Our Environment > Efficient Mobility > Vehicle
Miles Traveled

Vehicle Miles Traveled

The total Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT) have been steadily growing over the last several years. In 2003, there were 3 total of
8,338,000 VMT for the Ann Arbor urbanized area as defined by the Census. VMT increased to 8,677,000 by 2005 - a 4%
increase. VMT per capita has also steadily increased from 27.2 daily VMT in 2003 to 28.1 in 2005 - a 3% increase.

Daily Vehicle Miles Traveled Per Capita

285

2001 2002 2003 2004 2008
Year

Total Daily Vehicle Miles Traveled
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What is a vehicle mile traveled?

AVMT is a unit of measure that calculates the total miles traveled by all vehicles in a specific area for a specific period of time. VMT is used to
evaluate the use a roadway receives at different times of the day.

The number of vehicle-miles traveled per year for each vehicle in the Residential Transportation Energy Consumption Survey was obtained in
one of two ways:

e Calcufations based on cdometer readings. For each vehicle in the sample, the survey collected a beginning-of-year and an end-of-
year odometer reading. The number of vehicle-miles traveled annually is equal to the difference between the two readings, adjusted to
reflect 365 days per year. The mileage for vehicles that were in the household less than a full year was adjusted to reflect the amount of
time the vehicle was in the household.

e Imputations using a regressions estimate. For vehicles for which one or both odometer readings were missing, a regression
estimate was used to estimate the annual mileage. As was done for the odometer reading calculations, the mileage for vehicles that
were in the household less than a full year was adjusted to reflect the amount of time the vehicle was in the household.

Source: Energy Information Administration
How do vehicle miles traveled affect the Ann Arbor environment?

A VMT increase, more greenhouse gases are produced, confributing to air and water pollution.
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