SUBURBAN COLLECTION SHOWPLACE
EXPANSION
JSP16-12

SUBURBAN COLLECTION SHOWPLACE EXPANSION JSP 16-12

Public Hearing at the request of TBON, LLC for Planning Commission’s recommendation to City
Council for approval of Special Land Use, Preliminary Site Plan, Wetlands Permit and
Stormwater Management Plan. The request is for an expansion of the building and parking lot
for land within the OST, Planned Office Service Technology District, and in the OST, Planned
Office Service Technology District with an EXO, Exposition Overlay District. The subject property
is located in section 16, north of Grand River Avenue and west of Taft Road. The applicant is
proposing to expand the existing showplace exposition facility by adding a 175,815 square foot
building addition, with associated parking lot and other site improvements. The site plan is
proposing an off-street parking lot on an adjacent OST-zoned property to serve the exposition
facility. Off-street parking lots on another site require a Special Land Use Permit.

Required Action
Recommendation to City Council for Approval/Denial of the Special Land Use Permit,
Preliminary Site Plan, Wetland Permit, and Stormwater Management Plan.

REVIEW RESULT DATE COMMENTS

Planning Approval 07-12-16 | e Zoning Board of Appeals variances for not
recommended meeting the minimum parking requirement,
reducing parking setbacks, absence of end
islands, to increase of maximum allowed
illumination levels along property lines and to
increase of minimum distance required from
the nearest point of a building to the nearest
point of the off-street parking lot on a different
parcel

Items to be addressed on the final site plan
submittal

Engineering | Approval 07-13-16 MDOT approval of the storm water detention
recommended basin discharge to the 1-96 Right-of-Way
ltems to be addressed on the final site plan
submittal

Landscaping Approval 07-14-16 Waiver for absence of parking lot landscape,
recommended landscape island area and for exceeding the
maximum number of contiguous spaces within
a parking bay.

Items to be addressed on the final site plan
submittal

Wetland Approval 07-11-16 Requires a City of Novi Non-Minor Wetland
recommended Permit and an Authorization to encroach the
25-Foot Natural Features Setback

ltems to be addressed on the final site plan
submittal

Woodland No further review 07-11-16




necessary

Traffic

Approval not
recommended

07-15-16

¢ City Council variances for absence of curb,
gutter, for METP study in lieu of Traffic Impact
study and right turn taper lane along Grand
River Avenue

¢ Items to be addressed on the final site plan
submittal

Traffic Study

Approval
recommended

07-13-16

¢ [tems to be addressed on the final site plan
submittal

Facade

Approval
recommended

07-13-16

¢ A section 9 waiver would be required for the
overage of Horizontal Rib Metal Panels,
Vertical Metal Panels and Split Faced CMU

Approval
recommended

07-05-16




Motion Sheet

Approval — Special Land Use Permit

In the matter of Suburban Collection Showplace Expansion, JSP 16-12, motion to
recommend approval to City Council for the_Special Land Use Permit based on the following
findings:

a. The proposed use will not cause any detrimental impact on existing thoroughfares (as
indicated in the submitted Major Event Traffic Plan and based on the findings from
Traffic review);

The proposed use will not cause any detrimental impact on the capabilities of public
services and facilities (as indicated in the submitted Community Impact Statement and
in the staff and consultant review letters );

The proposed use is compatible with the natural features and characteristics of the land
(because the plan is not proposing major impacts to existing features);

The proposed use is compatible with adjacent uses of land (given the type of use and
the surrounding development)

The proposed use is consistent with the goals, objectives and recommendations of the
City's Master Plan for Land Use (given there is nho change in permitted use for EXO
Overlay districts and Office Service and Technology district);

The proposed use will promote the use of land in a socially and economically desirable
manner;

The proposed use is (1) listed among the provision of uses requiring special land use
review as set forth in the various zoning districts of this Ordinance, and (2) is in harmony
with the purposes and conforms to the applicable site design regulations of the zoning
district in which it is located;

h. (additional comments here if any)

(This motion is made because the plan is otherwise in compliance with Article 4.4, Article 4,
Article 5 and Article 6 of the Zoning Ordinance and all other applicable provisions of the
Ordinance.)

— AND -

Approval — Preliminary Site Plan with EXO Overlay

In the matter of Suburban Collection Showplace Expansion, JSP 16-12, motion to
recommend approval to City Council for the Preliminary Site Plan with Exo Overlay based
on and subject to City Council approval of the following waivers proposed and Design and
Constructions standard variances:

a. A section 9 facade waiver for the overage of Horizontal Rib Metal Panels(0% allowed, a
maximum 15% on south, 5% on North, 3% on east and 8% on west provided), Vertical
Metal Panels(50% allowed, 60% on north and east side provided) and Split Faced
CMU(10% allowed, 15% on south, 35% on North, 24% on east and 43% on west provided);

b. Applicant shall plant additional trees to address staff’s comments with regards to
Landscape screening requirements adjacent to 1-96 right of way as determined by the
City’s Landscape Architect during a site visit after the installation of transplanted trees ;

c. A Landscape waiver to permit the absence of required landscaped area within the
parking lot (approximately 15,664 sf is required, 0 provided), as listed in Section 5.5.3.C.iii ;




A Landscape waiver to permit the absence of parking lot interior trees (approximately
209 canopy deciduous trees required, 0 provided), as listed in Section 5.5.3.C.iii ;

A Landscape waiver for exceeding the maximum number of contiguous spaces within a
parking bay (15 maximum allowed, a maximum of 93 provided) as listed in Section
5.5.3.C.ii.i to allow for alternate use of parking lot as a Ride and Drive Automotive
Research Lot and other activities;

A Landscape waiver to permit the absence of parking perimeter trees along the western
edge (approximately 50 trees required, 35 provided), as listed in Section 5.5.3.C, chart
footnote ;

A Landscape waiver to permit reduction of required foundation plantings as listed in
Section 5.5.3.D (14,592 square foot required, 2,258 square foot provided) due to the
proposed use of outside concert venue;

A City Council Waiver to allow painted end islands in lieu of required end islands as listed
in Section 5.3.12;

City Council variance from Sec. 11-216 (c) (8) of Novi City Code for absence of a right
turn taper and/or lane along Grand River Avenue; and the need for installation of the
warranted right turn taper and/or lane shall be revisited within two (2) years from the
date of the Certificate of Occupancy of the new building addition or sooner if City
Engineer determines the need based on available crash data, or based on a diminished
level of service identified by the City during major events as identified in the METP (Major
Event Traffic Plan). At that time, the applicant shall provide an operational analysis of the
subject driveways during major events until that date or additional information
requested which will be reviewed by the City’s Traffic Engineer for further
recommendations and additional regulations as required, regarding the need for
installation of the warranted right turn taper and/or lane;

Applicant to work with the Road Commission for Oakland County (RCOC) to meet the
requirements for road improvements within Grand River Avenue Right of way;

A City Council Waiver to allow Major Event Traffic Plan in lieu of required Traffic Impact
Study due to the unique and non-routine operations associated with Suburban
Collection Showplace and the development of a Major Event Traffic Plan should serve as
a suitable replacement;

A Zoning Boards of Appeals variance from Section 3.1.15.D to reduce the front yard
setback from 100 feet to varied range from 85 feet to 98 feet due to recessed building
design;

. A Zoning Boards of Appeals variance from Section 3.1.15.D to reduce the parking side
setback from 20 feet to a varied range from 0 feet to 15 feet to allow for construction of
parking lot across multiple properties;

A Zoning Boards of Appeals variance from Section 5.3.12 to allow absence of parking lot
end islands within off-street parking area to allow for alternate use of parking lot as a
Ride and Drive Automotive Research Lot;

A Zoning Boards of Appeals variance from Section 5.7 to allow for increase of maximum
allowed illumination levels along property lines adjacent to non-residential districts as the
development is expanded among multiple properties owned by the applicant;

A Zoning Boards of Appeals variance from Section 5.2.12.C. to allow reduction of
minimum required parking spaces to be provided on site (2,979 spaces required, 2,951
spaces provided);

A Zoning Boards of Appeals variance from Section 5.2.3. to allow increase of minimum
distance required from the nearest point of a building to the nearest point of the off-
street parking lot on a different parcel (300 feet required, approximately 450 feet
provided);

The findings of compliance with Ordinance standards in the staff and consultant review
letters, and the conditions and items listed in those letters being addressed on the Final
Site Plan; and




s. (additional conditions here if any).

(This motion is made because the plan is otherwise in compliance with Article 3, Article 4 and
Article 5 of the Zoning Ordinance and all other applicable provisions of the Ordinance.)

— AND -

Approval — Non-Minor Wetland Permit
In the matter of Suburban Collection Showplace Expansion, JSP 16-12, motion to recommend
approval to City Council for the Non-Minor Wetland Permit based on and subject to the
following:
a. The findings of compliance with Ordinance standards in the staff and consultant review
letters, and the conditions and items listed in those letters being addressed on the Final
Site Plan; and
b. (additional conditions here if any).
(This motion is made because the plan is otherwise in compliance with Chapter 12, Article V of
the Code of Ordinances and all other applicable provisions of the Ordinance.)

- AND -

Approval — Stormwater Management Plan
In the matter of Suburban Collection Showplace Expansion, JSP 16-12, motion to recommend
approval to City Council for the Stormwater Management Plan, based on and subject to:
c. Applicant to obtain MDOT approval of the storm water detention basin discharge to the
[-96 Right-of-Way
d. The findings of compliance with Ordinance standards in the staff and consultant review
letters, and the conditions and items listed in those letters being addressed on the Final
Site Plan; and
e. (additional conditions here if any).
(This motion is made because it otherwise in compliance with Chapter 11 of the Code of
Ordinances and all other applicable provisions of the Ordinance.)

—OR-

Denial — Special Land Use Permit
In the matter of Suburban Collection Showplace Expansion, JSP 16-12, motion to recommend
denial to City Council for the Preliminary Site Plan ...
f. because the plan is not in compliance with Article 3, Article 4 and Article 5 of the Zoning
Ordinance and all other applicable provisions of the Ordinance
g. The findings of non-compliance with Ordinance standards in the staff and consultant
review letters and the conditions; and
h. (additional conditions here if any)

— AND -




Denial - Preliminary Site Plan

In the matter of Suburban Collection Showplace Expansion, JSP 16-12 motion to recommend
denial to City Council for the Preliminary Site Plan...(because the plan is not in compliance with
Article 3, Article 4 and Article 5 of the Zoning Ordinance and all other applicable provisions of
the Ordinance.)

— AND -

Denial — Wetland Permit

In the matter of Suburban Collection Showplace Expansion, JSP 16-12,, motion to recommend
denial to City Council for the Wetland Permit...(because the plan is not in compliance with
Chapter 12, Article V of the Code of Ordinances and all other applicable provisions of the
Ordinance.)

— AND -

Denial — Stormwater Management Plan

In the matter of Suburban Collection Showplace Expansion, JSP 16-12, motion to recommend
denial to City Council for the Stormwater Management Plan...(because the plan is not in
compliance with Chapter 11 of the Code of Ordinances and all other applicable provisions of
the Ordinance.)
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SITE PLAN
(Full plan set available for viewing at the Community Development Department.)
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EXPANSION PARCEL 1 PROPERIY DESCRIPTION= TAX LD, § 22-16-176-022

PART OF THE NORTHWEST.1/4 OF SECTON 16, TOWN 1 NORTH, RAICE 8 EXST. CITY OF o
SOLITY Mok, L D RNER AVENUE AND

SENG DESCRBED AS: COMENG
FEET ALONG THE NORTH AND
THE CENTERLINE OF GRAND RVER

45'10°E. 327.93 FEET,

£l & 10 FEET T0 THE POINT OF
EESliNND, BCEPY T FARY DESDED FoR ROAD FURPOSES

c 15176

PART OF THE NORTHWEST 1/4 OF SECTION 16, TOWN & EAST, CTY OF MOV,
AKLIAD. COUNTY, MGHIGAN, LYNG NORTH OF THE CENTERUNE OF GRAND RIER AVENCE,
DESCRIBED 4S: COMMENCING AT CENTER SECTION 16; THENCE N.OI4E35W. 235 ong

NORTH A2 SOUTH 1/4 LNE OF SECTON 10 TO CENTERLIE OF AMD RVER AVENUE: THENGE
NTFOI1, 266, 0 FEET ALONG CENTERUNE oF omalD R
AIENLE To THE PONT OF BEONNNG, THENCE \7327 22, 2779

GENTERLINE; THENCE N.01°53"

501 reeT; miEkcE S 704S o 27525
£ SO0715'38". 1201.22 FEET TD THE PONT OF BEGINNING. EXCEPT THA

DEEDED FOR RO PURPOSes AS DSCLOSED 5 WARRATY DEED RECORDED B L et P75
OF QAKLAND COUNTY RECORDS

EXPANSION PARCEL 3 PROPERTY DESCRIPTION= TAX LD, # 22-16-176-020
PART OF THE NORTAWEST. 1/4 OF SECTIO 16, TOMN 1 NORTL, FANGE 8 EAST, G OF NOW,
OAKLAND COUNTY, WICHGAN, LYING NORTH OF THE CENTERUNE OF GRAND RNER AVENUE,
DESCRIBED S: COMMENGING AT CENTER OF SEGTION 16; THENGE N.01'46'35°W 2392 FEET

AL st m

EXSTING SUBURBAN COLLECTION SHOWPLACE PROPERTY DESCRIFTION= TAX 1D, 4 22-16-251-023

A PARCEL OF LAND N THE NORTHEAST 1/4 AND THE SOUTHEAST 1/4 OF SECTON 18, TOWN 1 NORTH

.
THENGE § 01531 1°E 110231 FEET 10 THE FONT OF BEGINUNG. EXGERT THAT PART DEEDED
FOR ROAD PURFOSES AS DISCLOSED BY WARRANTY DEED RECORDED N L. 26983, F.875 OF

GAKLAND COUNTY RECORDS.

A PARCEL OF LAND IN THE NORTHWEST 1/4, NORTHEAST 1/4 AND THE SOUTHEAST 1/4 OF SECTION

76, TOWN 1 NORTH, RANGE B EAST, CITY OF NOMI, OAKLAND COUNTY, MICHGAN, BEING WORE

P NER' OF SAD SECTION 1
aLone (ENTED AND OCCUPIED, S8726°37°W 1330 12 FEET ISLY DESCREED
45 S.8656'26™W, 1338.99 FEET) AND S.87°4226W. 124,90 FEET (PREVIOUSLY DESCRIGET

703's: FEET), THENCE S.01°24'20°€. 347.64 FEET (PREVIOU RIBED AS
SOISY37°E 34781 FEET) TO THE NORTH LINE OF GRAND RNER AVE. (100 FEET WIDE),
ALONG THE NORTH UNE OF SAD RIGHT OF WAY 378.67 FEET ALONG THE ARC OF GURVE TO THE RIGHT
HAVING A RADIUS OF 83807.18 FEET, A CEl {BLE OF 00°1326" AND A CHORD BEARI
NTT0T45W. 32867 FE LY DESCRIED AS N7I3427W. 332 NIZ5720W.
755,89 FEET (PREVIOUSLY DESCRIBED AS NJS'3609°W, 752,08 FEET); TH QI483IW. #7.10
EET (PREVIOUSLY DESCRIBED AS N.02'16'13°W. 347.83 FEET), THENCE N.7301'Y17W. 108,68 FEET
(PREVIOUSLY DESGRIBED AS N.7339'43°W. 103,66 FEET); THENCE 5851327

oo e
OF WAY WIZSTAIN, 6624 FEET N N7S1TO3 FEET:
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EXPANSION PARCEL | PROPERTY DESCRETION= TAX LD, § 22-18-176-022 EXSTING SUBURBAN COLLECTION SHOWPLACE PROPERTY DESCRIFTION= TAX 1D, § 22-16-251-023

PROPOSED EXPANDED SUBUREAN COLLECTION SHOWPLACE PROPERTY DESCRIPTION

e £ PATCEL OF LAID N THE NORTHEAST 1/4 AUD THE SOLTHEAST 1/4 GF SECTON 15, TOWN 1 NORTH, A PARGEL OF LAKD I\ THE NORTHWEST 1/, NORTHEAST 1/4 AND THE SOUTHEAST 14 OF SECTON
CARLAD SO Mickigan! Lo ORI, oF T CENTERCNE oF ChinD FVER AVENCE A i DescrizED 5 T o T N, BaGe B TS, Gy oF Nov, A GOl CHa, St uore
BENG DECCRBED 57 COMMENGIG T THE CENER OF SEcTo 16, HOICE NOI4EITY, 2392 S AT 2T 1/ IR O S SET) [ e AOC AL v O DA R e, T ST i o 0 e e e
T T e T N e et AND SET4T26. 12490 FEET (PREVOUSLY DESCRIBED A5 S.5703'52W. 12476 FEET): THENCE S SAESEIEN, 133800 FEET) AND § 87 4236, 124 90 FEET (PREVOUSLY DESCRIED
THE CENTERUNE OF GRAND RVER WEALE: Tdice N701 Sora (PRENoUSLY ORSREED 15 KoTSH37e 34751 FEED) T0 T homd SETOVSIW. 13478 FEED. THDIGE SO12420°. 34768 FEET (PREIOUSLY DESCHBED 1S 7

: £ e O CRaND RUER AVE (100 FEET WOB TUENGE ALONG THE NORTH LIE GF SAD. T GF WY SOTSaSE 34731 [EED 10 M NG UNE GF GRAND RN AV, (100 T WBE): TENGE
NoRTH 174 CORNER FEET: THENCE S.7045'107E, 327.85 FEET; THENCE S. 526,67 FEET ALOWG THE ARG, OF CURVE TO THE IGHT HAUIG A RADIUS OF 55807 1 LONG THE NORTH LINE ‘OF SAID RIGHT OF WAY 526,67 FEET ALONG THE ARG OF GURVE T0 THE RIGHT
SECTION 16, T.n R 8E BEGRNING, EXCEFT THAT PART DEEDED FOR ROAD PURPOSES CENTAAL ANGLE OF 00113:28% AND A CHORD BEARIG N73103'43% 37867 FEET (PREVIOUSLY. FAVING A RADIUS OF 83,807.16 ¥
B G i

DESCRED AS N.73'34'27°W. 332.02 FEET) AND N.7Z67°20°W. 755.60 FEET (PREVIOUSLY DESCRIEED NTTOT46W. 326,67 FEET
N, 363689.59 5

(PREVOLSLY DESGRBED 45 N.T: .02 FEED) M NIZ57'Z5°W.
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| July 12, 2016
k \ ‘ Planning Review
A Y Suburban Collection Showplace Expansion
NOVI JSP 16-12

cityotnovi.org

Petitioner
TBON, LLC

Review Type
Special Land Use and Preliminary Site Plan

Property Characteristics
Section 16
North of Grand River Avenue; East of Taft Road; 46100 Grand River Ave &
46410 Grand River Ave
Site School District | Novi Community School District

Site Location

Site Zoning OST: Office Service Technology & EXO Overlay District with OST
Adjoining Zoning North Interstate 1-96
East OST: Office Service Technology & I-1 Light Industrial District
West OST: Office Service Technology
South I-1 Light Industrial District
Current Site Use Suburban Collection Showplace
North Interstate 1-96
L East Industrial Office
Adjoining Uses :
West Vacant/Fairgrounds
South Industrial/Office/Vacant
Site Size 63.32 Acres
Plan Date June 22, 2016

Project Summary

The applicant is proposing to expand the existing showplace exposition facility within the existing
EXO Overlay district by adding a 175,815 square foot building addition, with associated parking lot
and other site improvements. The new building addition will house a 90,658 square foot Exhibit
Hall, several smaller Exhibit spaces, a Pre-Function space with access to meeting rooms, and a
Warehouse addition on the north side with loading docks and a receiving area. An 18,780 square
foot mezzanine is proposed to be added as a second story overlooking the new large Exhibit Hall.
An existing building located at the west end of the facility will be removed to accommodate the
addition, and to allow additional outside patio areas, similar to those found near the Hyatt Hotel
on the east side of the site.

The applicant is proposing to utilize the OST, Office Service Technology parcel immediately to the
west of the Suburban Collection Showplace primarily for parking for existing exposition facility and
as a secondary and temporary use as fair grounds, outside exhibits and as a Ride and Drive
Automotive Research Lot to test vehicle capabilities in a variety of situations. A total of 2951
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paved parking spaces are proposed for the new expansion, The Overall Master Site Plan, Sheet C-
1 shows two additional “Expansion Parcels” to the west, but are not part of the site plan request at
this time.

To accommodate the proposed secondary uses, the applicant is proposing a flat paved area
with no interior parking lot islands to allow for the greatest flexibility in “test course design”, similar
to existing ride and drive lot previously approved on the eastern side of the site. A striping plan has
been submitted but the applicant has indicated the automotive research users have requested
the area either remains un-striped or that it be striped in a muted color.

The site plan proposes expansion across two properties with different zoning, OST, Office Service
Technology, and EXO Overlay over the OST District. For the purpose of this review, we are
considering the entire site plan as one development plan. However, the two zoning districts will be
reviewed for conformance for respective zoning regulations.

Referred to as EXO Site Referred to as OST Site

Current Use Suburban Collection Showplace vacant/Fair grounds as a
temporary use

Property Address 46100 Grand River Ave 46410 Grand River Ave

Zoning EXO Overlay District with OST Office Service Technology
Primary Use: Parking

. . : Seasonal secondary use: Fair

Proposed Building and Parking expansion grounds, ride and drive

automotive research lot

Special Land Use Considerations

The site plan is proposing an off-street parking lot on an adjacent OST-zoned property to serve the
exposition facility. Notwithstanding Section 6.1.1.C.i (permitting administrative site plan review of
expansion of existing off-street parking areas), all off-premises parking lots must be approved by
the Planning Commission in accordance with requirements of Section 6.1.2.C for special land uses
and subject to the public hearing requirements set forth and regulated in Section 6.2. Section
6.1.2.C of the Zoning Ordinance outlines specific factors the Planning Commission shall consider in
the review of any Special Land Use:

Whether, relative to other feasible uses of the site, the proposed use will cause any detrimental
impact on existing thoroughfares in terms of overall volumes, capacity, safety, vehicular
turning patterns, intersections, view obstructions, line of sight, ingress and egress,
acceleration/deceleration lanes, off-street parking, off-street loading/unloading, travel times
and thoroughfare level of service.

Whether, relative to other feasible uses of the site, the proposed use will cause any detrimental
impact on the capabilities of public services and facilities, including water service, sanitary
sewer service, storm water disposal and police and fire protection to service existing and
planned uses in the area.

Whether, relative to other feasible uses of the site, the proposed use is compatible with the
natural features and characteristics of the land, including existing woodlands, wetlands,
watercourses and wildlife habitats.

Whether, relative to other feasible uses of the site, the proposed use is compatible with
adjacent uses of land in terms of location, size, character, and impact on adjacent property
or the surrounding neighborhood.
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Whether, relative to other feasible uses of the site, the proposed use is consistent with the
goals, objectives and recommendations of the City’s Master Plan for Land Use.
Whether, relative to other feasible uses of the site, the proposed use will promote the use of
land in a socially and economically desirable manner.
Whether, relative to other feasible uses of the site, the proposed use is
a. listed among the provision of uses requiring special land use review as set forth in the
various zoning districts of this Ordinance, and
b. Isin harmony with the purposes and conforms to the applicable site design regulations
of the zoning district in which it is located.

Recommendation

Approval of the Special Land Use and Preliminary Site Plan is recommended. The plan mostly
conforms to the requirements of the Zoning Ordinance, with a few deviations listed in this and
other review letters. Deviations from the zoning ordinance would require variances to be
approved by the Zoning Board of Appeals and deviations from landscape ordinance would
require City Council approval. Additional details will be required at the time of Final Site Plan
submittal. Planning Commission’s recommendation to the City Council for Preliminary Site Plan,
Special Land Use Permit, Wetland Permit and Storm Water Management Plan approval is required.

Ordinance Deviations

1.

Building Setbacks (Sec. 3.1.15.D): Front building setbacks shall be a minimum of 100 feet for
EXO zoning. The proposed site plan is deviating from the minimum required setback distance
at multiple locations at the southwest corner of the addition due to the recessed natures of
the building footprint. The deviations vary from 2 feet to approximately 12 feet less than the
minimum, 100 feet. The applicant can relocate or redesign the building to stay outside the
setbacks or seek a variance from the Zoning Board of Appeals for the building setback
deficiency.

Parking Lot Setback (Sec. 3.1.15.D): All parking must be setback a minimum of 20 feet from
adjacent properties. The OST site has not been combined with the larger Suburban Collection
Showplace property and the setback for new pavement at the eastern property line varies
from O ft. to 15 ft. The setbacks on the western property as well do not meet the minimum
required. The applicant can either combine the properties to avoid one deviation or seek a
variance from the Zoning Board of Appeals for the parking setback deficiency.

Minimum required parking (Sec. 5.3.12): The EXO Overlay Ordinance requires at least 75
percent of the required spaces to be provided on site subject to certain standards. A total
of2,979 parking spaces are required on site, and 2,951 spaces are provided resulting in a
deficiency of 28 parking spaces. The applicant may choose to provide updated parking
calculations to include warehouse and office spaces to determine whether adequate parking
is provided on site, or apply for a Zoning Board of Appeals variance for this deviation from
Section 5.2.12.C.

End Islands (Sec. 5.3.12): All off-street parking areas are required to have landscaped islands.
The applicant should seek a variance from the Zoning Board of Appeals for the lack of end
islands around permanent parking spaces.

Minimum distance between building and Off-Street parking (Section 5.2.3.): Off-street parking
for other than residential use shall be either on the same parcel of land or within three-
hundred (300) feet of the building it is intended to serve, measured along a pedestrian
walkway from the nearest point of such building to the nearest point of the off-street parking
lot. The current plan indicates separate parcels, and provides a distance of minimum of 450
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feet. The applicant may choose to combine parcel 2 with parcel 1 to eliminate this deviation
or apply for a Zoning Board of Appeals variance from Section 5.2.3.

6. Max. lllumination adjacent to Non-Residential (Sec. 5.7.3.K): When site abuts a non-residential
district, maximum illumination at the property line shall not exceed 1 foot candle. The
proposed photometric plan indicates foot candle to exceed the maximum along western
property line and southern property line. Staff understands that the development is expanded
along adjacent property, also owned by the applicant. The applicant should seek a variance
from the Zoning Board of Appeals for the proposed ordinance deficiencies along western
boundary with regards to lighting. Staff suggests to adjust the lighting to avoid exceeding the
maximum along the southern property(46400 Grand River Ave).

7. _Landscape Requirements: The applicant should refer to the landscape review letter for a

detailed list of the landscape waivers that would be required from the City Council in order for
the plan to be approved in its current form. The applicant should consider addressing some of
the landscape deficiencies identified by incorporating more required landscape areas into
the plan in lieu of seeking waivers from the Ordinance requirements.

8. Facade Waiver: A section 9 waiver would be required for the overage of Horizontal Rib Metal

Panels, Vertical Metal Panels and Split Faced CMU.

Ordinance Requirements

This project was reviewed for conformance with the Zoning Ordinance with respect to Article 3
(Zoning Districts), Article 4 (Use Standards), Article 5 (Site Standards), and any other applicable
provisions of the Zoning Ordinance. Please see the attached charts for information pertaining to
ordinance requirements. Items in bold below must be addressed and incorporated as part of the

stamping set submittal.

1.

City Council Approval: Section 3.25.2.L.ii of the Zoning Ordinance requires City Council
approval of all plans proposed in the EXO, Exposition Overlay District after review and
recommendation by the Planning Commission.

Use: The applicant is proposing an expansion to existing exposition facility, which is a
permitted use in EXO district. The applicant is also proposing to utilize the vacant parcel
west of Suburban Collection Showplace as primarily off-site parking and secondarily for a
Ride and Drive Automotive Research Lot to test vehicle capabilities in a variety of
situations. The applicant also mentioned other uses such as the Michigan State Fair and
outdoor events. The applicant intends to seek Temporary Use Approval for the State Fair
this year, as had been done in the past. The applicant is asked to include a cover letter
with all possible uses as can be anticipated at this time. Staff is interested to know how the
applicant is considering addressing parking needs when there are indoor events to full
capacity and outdoor events at the same time.

Vehicular Access (Sec. 3.25.2.A): Traffic review letter raises concerns westerly driveway off
of Grand River Avenue. The applicant is asked to provide additional information as
requested so that a proper determination with regards to the need for a new taper lane on
Grand River Avenue at the westerly driveway. Refer to Traffic review for further details.

Pedestrian Ways: The ordinance requires the submitted site plan to show pedestrian
sidewalks within an exposition conference and convention facility site to permit safe and
convenient access to the facility from parking lots and adjacent properties. Staff notes
that the applicant has proposed one pathway connecting the proposed westerly off-
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10.

11.

12.

street parking lot with the proposed building addition. Staff recommends the applicant to
continue to consider additional means to assure safe and convenient access such as
wayfinding, raised landscaped islands to buffer the pathway, or other means. The pathway
should be extended to the building to provide direct access to the entrances.

Barrier free parking: Barrier free spaces shall be distributed among all building entrances
according to the Building Code. Provide some handicap accessible spaces near the
proposed building entrance on west.

Parking Calculations: Refer to chart for more details. More information is needed to make
a determination whether the required parking is provided on site.

Bicycle Parking General requirements (Sec. 5.16): Provide additional details as required per
this section with regards to layout and rack details.

Signage: The plan appears to propose or modify a couple of billboard sign in the rear yard
and proposes five new digital signs on the building and one event traffic and parking
event signage on the front along Grand River Avenue. Exterior Signage is hot regulated by
the Planning Division or Planning Commission. Please contact Jeannie Niland
(248.347.0438) for information regarding sign permits.

Phasing: Please indicate if phasing is proposed. Phasing requires City Council approval.

Property Split / Combination: Please clarify if there is an intent to combine parcels to
eliminate several of the variance requests as listed in the attached Planning Review Chart.

Response Letter: Given the scale of the project and the scale of the drawings provided, it
is challenging to identify all elements of the plan. Please provide a response letter
addressing all comments and refer to sheet numbers where the change is reflected.

Other Reviews:

a. Engineering Review: Additional comments to be addressed with Final Site Plan.
Engineering recommends approval.

b. Landscape Review: Landscape review has identified waivers that may be required.
Refer to review letter for more comments. Landscape recommends approval.

a. Wetlands Review: The City of Novi Wetland Permit and Buffer Authorization are
required for the proposed impacts to wetlands and regulated wetland setbacks.
Additional comments to be addressed with Final Site Plan. Wetlands recommend
approval.

a. Woodlands Review: The proposed project limits do not contain regulated trees. No
further woodland review of the proposed project is necessary.

b. Traffic Review: Traffic identified couple of deviations that would require
variances/waivers. Additional information requested to perform complete review.
Traffic does not recommend approval.

c. Traffic Study Review: Traffic is requesting additional information to determine roadway
improvements that may be required. Traffic recommends approval.

d. Facade Review: A section 9 waiver would be required. Facade recommends
approval. A sample board is required prior to Planning Commission meeting.

e. Fire Review: Fire recommends approval.
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Response Letter
This Site Plan is scheduled to go before Planning Commission for consideration on July 13, 2016.
Please provide the following no later than 9:00am, July 21, 2015 if you wish to keep the schedule.

1. A response letter addressing ALL the comments from ALL the review letters and a request
for waivers as you see fit.

2. A PDF version of the all Site Plan drawings that were submitted for the Preliminary review,
dated June 22, 2016. NO CHANGES MADE.

3. A color rendering of the Site Plan, if any.

4. A sample board of building materials as requested by our Fagcade Consultant.

City Council Approval
The plan would require City Council’s approval for Preliminary Site Plan, Special Land Use Permit,
Wetland Permit and Storm Water Management Plan.

Final Site Plan Submittal
After receiving City Council approval of the Preliminary Site Plan, please submit the following for Final
site plan review and approval
1. Seven copies of Final Site Plan addressing all comments from Preliminary review
2. Response letter
3. Final Site Plan Application
4. Final Site Plan Checklist
5. Engineering Estimate
6. Landscape Estimate
7
8
9
1

Other Agency Checklist
Hazardous Materials Packet

. Non-Domestic User Survey
0. No Revision Facade Affidavit (if no changes are proposed for Facade)

Electronic Stamping Set Submittal and Response Letter

After receiving Final Site Plan approval, plans addressing the comments in all of the staff and
consultant review letters should be submitted electronically for informal review and approval prior to
printing Stamping Sets. A letter from either the applicant or the applicant’s representative addressing
comments in this and other review letters and associated charts is requested to be submitted with the
electronic stamping set.

Stamping Set Approval

After receiving the approval for electronic stamping set submittal from all reviewing agencies, please
submit 10 size 24” x 36” copies with original signature and original seals, to the Community
Development Department for final approval.

Drafts for all required legal documents with a legal transmittal are required along with stamping sets.

Pre-Construction Meeting

Prior to the start of any work on the site, Pre-Construction (Pre-Con) meetings must be held with
the applicant’s contractor and the City’s consulting engineer. Pre-Con meetings are generally
held after Stamping Sets have been issued and prior to the start of any work on the site. There are
a variety of requirements, fees and permits that must be issued before a Pre-Con can be
scheduled. If you have questions regarding the checklist or the Pre-Con itself, please contact
Sarah Marchioni [248.347.0430 or smarchioni@cityofnovi.org] in the Community Development
Department.
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Chapter 26.5
Chapter 26.5 of the City of Novi Code of Ordinances generally requires all projects be completed

within two years of the issuance of any starting permit. Please contact Sarah Marchioni at 248-
347-0430 for additional information on starting permits. The applicant should review and be
aware of the requirements of Chapter 26.5 before starting construction.

If the applicant has any questions concerning the above review or the process in general, do not
hesitate to contact me at 248.735.5607 or skomaragiri@cityofnovi.org.

BN

Sri Ravali Komaragiri — Planner
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EXO Exposition Overlay District and OST Office Service and Technology

Review Date: July 07, 2016
) Review Type: Preliminary Site Plan
Project Name: JSP16-12 Suburban Collection Showplace Expansion
I i [.)" I Plan Date: 4.18.2016
cityofnovi.org Prepared by: Sri Ravali Komaragiri, Planner E-mail: skomaragiri@cityofnovi.org

Phone: 248.735.5607

Items in Bold need to be addressed by the applicant before approval of the Final Site Plan. Underlined items

need to be addressed on the Stamping set submittal.

ltem Required Code Proposed

Meets
Code

Comments

The site plan proposes expansion across two properties with different zoning. For the purpose of this review, we
are considering the entire site plan as one. However, each property will be reviewed for conformance for

respective zoning regulations.
EXO Site (EXO Overlay with OST): Suburban Collection Showplace
OST Site (OST): Vacant Site

Zoning and Use Requirements

Master Plan Office Research Office Research Yes
(adopted August 25, |Development Technology |Development
2010) Technology
Area Study 2016 Master plan for land Applicant is suggested to
use update- Grand River look at the draft online and
Corridor (ongoing-not consider any
adapted) recommendations related
to place making efforts,
sighage or landscape
recommendations that may
apply to this project
Intent of District Designed to accommodate |Exposition, Yes
(Sec. 3.1.15.A) the development of a conference and off-
planned exposition, street parking lot
convention, and
conference facility.
Zoning EXO Overlay District with EXO Overlay District  |Yes
(Effective December |OST & with OST &
25, 2013) OST: Office Service OST: Office Service
Technology Technology
Uses Permitted 3.1.15.B - Principal Permitted | EXO: permitted Use Yes Planning Commission’s
(Sec 3.1.15 B&C) Uses for EXO for Exposition, recommendation to the City
(Sec 3.1.23B & C) 3.1.15.C - Special Land Uses | Conference, and Council for Preliminary Site
for EXO Convention facilities Plan, Special Land Use
3.1.23.B - Principal Permitted Permit, Wetland Permit and
Uses for OST OST: Off-street Storm Water Management

3.1.23.C - Principal parking lots

Plan approval is required.
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Item

Required Code

Proposed

Meets
Code

Comments

Permitted Uses for OST

Please clarify the use of the
existing building within the
subject properties.

Please clarify if any phasing
is proposed

Height, bulk, density, and area limitations (Sec 3.1.15.D)

Minimum Zoning Lot |EXO Existing Yes
Area See Section 3.25
(Sec 3.1.15.D)
(Sec. 3.1.23.D)
OST Yes
See Sec 3.6.2.D
Minimum Zoning Lot |EXO Existing Yes
Width Not specified.
(Sec 3.1.15.D) osT
See Sec. 3.6.2.D
Open Space Area -- -- -- --
Maximum % of Lot EXO EXO No Please provide the Floor
Area Covered 0.5 FAR Not provided Area Ratio on the site plan
(Sec 3.1.15.D) OST OST
See Sec. 3.6.2.D No building proposed
Building Height EXO EXO Yes Label building height on
(Sec. 3.1.15.D) 65 ft. or 5 stories, whichever |50 ft. proposed elevations
is less expansion
OST 62 ft. maximum
46 ft or 3 stories, whichever is | existing buildings
less (Other conditions may |OST
apply) No Building proposed
Building Setbacks (Sec 3.1.15.D) Refer to applicable notes in Sec 3.25.2.F
Front EXO: 100 ft. Setbacks are No Building setbacks do not
OST: 50 ft. deviating from meet the minimum
minimum required by requirements at southwest
a varied range from 2 corner. A Zoning Board of
ft. to approximately Appeals variance would be
12 ft. southwest required for this deviation
corner of addition
Rear EXO: 50 ft. or height of 50 ft. Yes
building
OST: 50 ft.
Side (West) EXO: 50 ft. or height of Approx. 88 ft. to 100ft. | Yes
building osT
OST: 50 ft. No Building proposed
Side (East) EXO: 50 ft. or height of Existing Yes
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. Meets
ltem Required Code Proposed Code Comments
building
OST: 50 ft.
Accessory Buildings | Accessory buildings shall not | None proposed Yes
(Sec. 4.19) be erected in any required
front yard or in any required
exterior side yard.
Parking Setback (Sec 3.1.15.D)
Front(South) EXO: 20 ft. 40 ft. Yes Parking setbacks do not
OST: 20 ft. 0 ft. No meet the minimum
Rear EXO: 20 ft. 0 ft. No |requirements at multiple
i locations. A Zoning Board of
OST: 20 ft. :
Appeals variance would be
Side (West) EXO: 20 ft. EXO: 20 ft.(northwest) |No required for this deviation
OST: 20 ft. OST: 15ft.
side (Eas) X0 20t XO: Existing No | Referto Planning review for
OST: 20 ft. OST: Varying widths P
from 0 ft. to 15 ft. Staff suggests the applicant
to combine both parcels to
avoid deviation on the east
Note To District Standards (Sec 3.6.2)(For both OST and EXO)
Exterior Side Yard All exterior side yards No exterior side yards |NA
Abutting a Street abutting a street shall be
(Sec 3.6.2.C) provided with a setback
equal to front yard.
Off-Street Parking in Off-street parking is allowed |Proposed Yes
Front Yard in front yard.
(Sec 3.6.2.E)
Distance between It is governed by sec. 3.8.2 Expansion to existing |NA
buildings or by the minimum building
(Sec 3.6.2.H) setback requirements,
whichever is greater
Wetland/ A setback of 25 ft. from Buffer indicated on Yes Refer to wetlands review for
Watercourse Setback |wetlands and from high the plan additional details
(Sec 3.6.2.M) watermark course shall be
maintained.
Parking Setback Required parking setback Adequate screening |[No Refer to Landscape review
Screening area shall be landscaped is not provided for additional details
(Sec 3.6.2.P) per Sec. 5.5.3.
Modification of The Planning Commission Modifications are NA The site plan does not

Parking Setback
Requirements
(Sec 3.6.2.Q)

may modify parking
setback requirements
based on Sec 3.6.2.Q.

requested

demonstrate that the
modifications result in
improved use of the site
and/ or in improved

landscaping. The proposed
modifications would require
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Meets

ltem Required Code Proposed Code Comments
a variance from Zoning
Board of Appeals
OST District Required Conditions (Sec 3.20)
Additional Height Properties north of Grand Building is not NA
(Sec 3.20.1) River Ave., Max height: 65 ft. | proposed in OST site
with additional setbacks of
2 ft. for every 1 ft. in excess |50 ft. maximum
of 46 ft. height on proposed
building expansion
Loading and Truck service areas and One 12’ x 50’ loading |Yes Refer to landscape review
Unloading Screening |overhead truck dock and seven 14’ x for additional details and
loading/unloading doors 55’ trailer parking address the concern
(Sec. 3.20.2.A & Sec. |shall be screened from view |spaces are shown to
5.4.3) from any public right-of-way | be relocated from
the west to north.
5 Existing Loading are
in the backyard.
Landscape plan does
not indicate
adequate screening
Required Parking A floor plan indicating Floor plan provided Yes Refer to Parking
Calculation different uses, leasable floor |for expansion, but not Calculations for additional
(Sec 3.20.2.B) space used for calculating |for existing clarification requested
parking should be shown on
the plans. Update the parking layout
shown on the building floor
plans to match the layout
on site plan
Additional conditions |Uses permitted under Boundaries are OST Yes
for permitted uses in |subsections 3.1.23.B.ii - v and I-1
3.1.23.B.ii—-Vv shall not be located on
(Sec 3.20.2.C) property sharing a common
boundary with property
zoned for R-A, R-1, R-2, R-3,
R-4 or MH district use unless
conditions in section
3.20.2.C are met
Outdoor storage The outdoor storage of A note has been Yes The note refers to incorrect
(Sec 3.20.2.D) goods or materials shall be |added to sheet C-1 section number. Please
prohibited. indicating no outdoor change itto Sec. 3.20.2.D
storage
EXO District Required Conditions (Sec. 3.25)
Minimum Exposition | Minimum of 250,000 sq. ft. Proposed expansion: |Yes

Space
(Sec. 3.25.1.A)

298,550 sf
Total building area
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Meets

ltem Required Code Proposed Code Comments
after expansion:
572,882 sf
Required Conditions |i. Must be within one mile |EXO district Yes Applicant may consider
(Sec. 3.25.1.B) of the TC District boundaries are rezoning OST parcel to
ii. Contiguous with |-96 existing and include EXO at a later date

iii. Direct access from a
major thoroughfare

iv. No less than 45 acres, no
more than 55 acres; no
EXO overlay within two
miles of another EXO

v. Zoning shall be OST

vi. Second district shall not
be approved until city
exceeds 100,000 people

previously approved

Required Conditions | Recreational vehiclesand |One 12’ x50’ loading |Yes
(Sec. 3.25.1.H) trucks used in transporting | dock and seven 14’ x
exhibit materials at 55’ trailer parking
scheduled exposition spaces are shown to
functions occurring in an be relocated from
exposition facility may be the west to north.
parked on site during the
term of the exposition and 5 | 3 Existing Trailer
days preceding or following | parking is provided in
said exposition, provided the rear yard.
they are parking in a
location which is Landscape plan does
designated and striped for |not indicate
oversized vehicle parking adequate screening
and screened from view
from public roadways.
Supplemental Required Conditions (Sec. 3.25.2)
Vehicular Access 2 points of external access |Two additional Yes? |Refer to Traffic review letter
(Sec. 3.25.2.A) available at all times for driveways are for additional comments.
emergency vehicles proposed with this Traffic has concerns about
expansion, which are westerly driveways off of
existing on OST parcel Grand River Avenue that
may or may not require
additional improvements
along Grand River Avenue.
Provided additional details
on the existing gate located
in the driveway between
Parcel 2 and Parcel 3
Floor Space At least 150,000 sq ft. of Total building area Yes

(Sec. 3.25.2.B)

exposition floor space

after expansion:
572,882 sf
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Item

Required Code

Proposed

Meets
Code

Comments

Density
(Sec. 3.25.2.C)

Total floor space of all
overlay uses permitted in
gross square feet shall not
exceed 50 percent of total
lot area measured in sq. ft.

510,795/2,374,998 sq.
ft. = 21.51% proposed

Yes

Site floor area should be
calculated based on the
EXO parcel alone. Please
update the calculations on
sheet C-1

Building Height 65 ft. or 5 stories, whichever |50 ft. proposed Yes
(Sec. 3.25.2.D) is less Existing hotel is 63 ft.
Pedestrian Ways Pedestrian sidewalks within | Sidewalks are not Yes Staff recommends the
(Sec. 3.25.2.F) an exposition conference proposed. applicant to continue to
and convention facility site |However, a nine foot consider additional means
to permit safe and wide path is to assure safe and
convenient access to the designated for convenient access.
facility from parking lots and | pedestrian access
adjacent properties from parking lot to Please extend the path all
the proposed the way straight to the
building entry. building. Visitors have to
Paths are not walk all around the loop to
protected by raised get to the front building
curbs or landscaping entrance
Minimum Setback i. Setback from frontshall |100 ft., but only 94 ft. |[No Building setbacks do not
and Screening be 100 ft. for uses in Sec. |from 46400 Grand meet the minimum
(Sec. 3.25.2.F) 3.1.15.C.i orii; where River parcel requirements at southwest
adjacent to the freeway corner. A Zoning Board of
minimum of 30 ft. if Appeals variance would be
extensive landscaping required for this deviation
exists.
ii. Additional 10% berm or
landscaping may be
required by City Council
Building Design Facade material schedule |Proposed elevations |Yes See Facade Review
(Sec. 3.25.2.G) provided, no
materials board
Outside Storage Limited to off-street parking, |Proposed Yes
(Sec. 3.25.2.H) loading/unloading space,
and the outside uses
allowed in connection with
the use permitted.
Outdoor Recreation |Reasonable conditions Applicant supplied a |Yes
Uses imposed by City Council to |brochure of State fair
(Sec. 3.25.2.0) ensure compatible uses use of property as
part of Community
Impact statement
Financial, Retail, Must support exposition None proposed Yes

Service, Restaurant
Uses
(Sec. 3.25.2.0)

activities are limited to:

1 bank, less than 5 acres of
retail sales, and 2
restaurants
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Item

Required Code

Proposed

Meets
Code

Comments

Covenants &
Restrictions
(Sec. 3.25.2.K)

After creation by rezoning,
the owners of all property in
the district shall join in the
execution of covenants and
restrictions

The proposed
addition does not
appear affect the
existing covenants
and restrictions

Yes

Additional review may be
needed at the time of Final
Site Plan approval

Parking, Loading, and

Dumpster Requirements

Number of Parking Exposition EXO Site: Yes Parking calculations from
Spaces 1 per 120 sq. ft. + any Existing parking the original approved site
accessory uses spaces (inc 59 BF): plan included39, 771 square
Exposition Existing: 209,800 SF 2,676 feet of warehouse space
Conference Proposed: 90,660SF Eliminated during and about 1,950 square feet
Hotel Total: 300,460 SF construction(inc 12 of office space. Please
Required spaces: 2,503 BF): 607 update the parking
(Sec.5.2.12.C) Added during calculations including the
Conference proposed expansion existing or if any proposed
1 per every 3 people (inc. BF): 42 warehouse and office areas
Existing: 2,400 People Total on EXO site:
Proposed: 1,600 People 2,111 Extra off-site parking has not
Total: 4,000 people been reviewed by staff, and
Required spaces: 1,333 OST Site: may not comply with
Proposed off-street ordinance standards due to
Hotel parking: 840 distance from the site and
1 per each unit + 1 per surface materials
employee + accessory uses |Total on-site (OST +
Existing: 128 rooms + 8 EXO): 2,951 spaces A Zoning Board of Appeals
employees variance would be required
Required Spaces: 136 OFF-SITE (per data for this deviation
provided by
TOTAL REQUIRED: 3972 applicant)
Available off-site
parking: 1,853 spaces
Total parking
available for
exposition use: 4,804
spaces
Required Parking on |The parking requirements for | The current site plan |No Current review did not

other properties
(Sec.5.2.12.C)

an exposition facility may
be satisfied by onsite and
offsite parking, subject to
other conditions discussed
further in the chart

indicates unpaved
parking layout on
parcel 2 and parcel
3.

review the proposed offsite
unpaved parking for
conformance. For the
purposes of calculation, we
are considering that the
parking is “reserved on a
site owned by the
applicant”.
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Item

Required Code Proposed

Meets
Code

Comments

Required Parking on
other properties
(Sec.5.2.12.C)

75 percent of the minimum
required spaces on-site,
provided that an area
sufficient to construct the
remaining twenty-five (25)
percent of required spaces
is reserved on the site, or on
a site owned by the
applicant which is within
three hundred (300) feet of
the site pursuant to Section
5.2.3.

Required parking:
3972

75% of required (to
be provided on site):
2979 spaces

2951 spaces provided
between EXO site
and OST site. The
spaces fall short by 28

No

The site plan requires at
least 75 percent of the
required spaces to be
provided on site (2979
required on site, 2951
provided). A reduction of 28
spaces from minimum
Required. The applicant
may choose to provide
updated parking
calculations to include
warehouse and office
spaces or apply for ZBA
variance for this deviation
from section 5.2.12.C.

Parking Report

The applicant shall on an annual basis submit a
report to the Building Division listing each event
held at the facility, the number of attendees, the
total number of vehicles parked on site each day
for the event, and the peak number of vehicles
parked on site at a given time during the event.
The Building Division shall also have provided to it
by City consultants and departments, any
additional information pertinent to the reasonable
adequacy of the usable parking at the facility. The
Building Division shall make a determination on an
annual basis as to whether additional parking shall
be constructed on the land reserved or a portion of
the land reserved

No

The applicant shall provide
additional information in
response with the intent to
comply with this
requirement

Minimum distance
between building
and Off-Street
parking

(Section 5.2.3.)

Minimum distance
provided:
approximately 450
feet

Off-street parking for other
than residential use shall be
either on the same parcel of
and or within three-hundred
(300) feet of the building it is
intended to serve,
measured along a
pedestrian walkway from
the nearest point of such
building to the nearest point
of the off-street parking lot.

The pedestrian
walkway is on the
applicant's property
as required

The walkway does
not provide a
reasonably safe
method of pedestrian
access between the
parking area and the
building served

No

The applicant may choose
to combine parcel 2 with
parcel 1 to eliminate this
deviation or apply for ZBA
variance from section 5.2.3.

A Zoning Board of Appeals
variance would be required
for this deviation
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Item

Required Code

Proposed

Meets
Code

Comments

Number of Tractor-
trailer Truck Parking
Spaces
(Sec.5.2.12.C)

A minimum of 10 tractor-
trailer truck parking spaces
shall be provided for an
exhibition facility, measuring
14 feet wide and 55 feet
long, with maneuvering
area.

The site plan proposes
relocating existing 7
trailer parking spaces
and 1 loading area

There are 3 additional
trailer parking and 5
loading spaces
located near the
existing conference
and banquet area

Yes

Original site plan received
ZBA variance to allow
loading in the exterior side
yard. Trailer park is moved
much closer to property line

Include the calculations
under general site data on
sheet C-2

Parking Space - 90° Parking: 9 ft. x 19 ft. Proposed Yes Please provide more
Dimensions and - 24 ft. two way drives Proposed clarification on the parking
Maneuvering Lanes |- 9 ft. x 17 ft. parking spaces |None Proposed spaces next to stamped
(Sec.5.3.2) allowed along 7 ft. wide concrete drive area in front
interior sidewalks as long of the building on west.
as detail indicates a 4” Refer to Traffic for more
curb at these locations details.
and along landscaping
Parking stall located |- shall not be located closer | Not applicable. NA
adjacentto a than twenty-five (25) feet
parking lot entrance from the street right-of-
(public or private) way (ROW) line, street
(Sec.5.3.13) easement or sidewalk,
whichever is closer
End Islands - End Islands with Some end islands No Refer to Planning review
(Sec.5.3.12) landscaping and raised proposed on EXO site letter for more details.
curbs are required at the
end of all parking bays Striped islands are Deviations with regards to
that abut traffic circulation | proposed in lieu of end islands would require
aisles. raised end islands City Council waivers and
- The end islands shall Zoning Board of Appeals
generally be at least 8 feet|End islands are not variances
wide, have an outside provided at required
radius of 15 feet, and be intervals Refer to Traffic and
constructed 3’ shorter Engineering comments for
than the adjacent parking more details. Painted
stall as illustrated in the islands do not meet
Zoning Ordinance ordinance standards
Interior Landscape No bay of parking greater |None proposed No Deviations for the lack of
Islands than fifteen parking spaces end islands would require
(Section 5.5.3.C.ii.i) in length shall be provided Zoning Board of Appeals
unless a landscape island is variances
provided at a minimum
interval of one island per 15
parking spaces.
Barrier Free Spaces 1,001 and over: 20, plus one |71 proposed Yes Include the calculations

(2012 Michigan

for each 100 or fraction

under general site data on
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Meets

ltem Required Code Proposed Code Comments
Building Code thereof, over 1,000 sheet C-2
Sec.1106)

For 2,951 spaces,
40 required

Barrier free spaces shall be
distributed among all
building entrances
according to building code.
Provide some handicap
accessible spaces near the
proposed building entrance
on west

Barrier Free Space - 8 wide with an 8’ wide 19 van spaces Yes
Dimensions access aisle for van proposed
(ICC ANClal.17.1 accessible spaces
2009) - 5" wide with a 5" wide
access aisle for regular
accessible spaces
12 van spaces required.
Barrier Free Signs One sign for each Barrier free signs are | Yes
(ICC ANClal1.17.1 accessible parking space. |indicated as TSP
2009)
Minimum number of |4 spaces are required per Twelve spaces Yes Include the calculations
Bicycle Parking exposition, conference, and | proposed near under general site data on
(Sec.5.16.1) hotel use existing building sheet C-2
12 spaces required
Bicycle Parking - No farther than 120 ft. Twelve spaces are Yes Provide additional details as
General requirements | from the entrance being |proposed. Additional required per this section
(Sec. 5.16) served details are not
- When 4 or more spaces provided
are required for a building
with multiple entrances,
the spaces shall be
provided in multiple
locations
- Spaces to be paved and
the bike rack shall be
inverted “U” design
- Shall be accessible via 6 ft.
paved sidewalk
Bicycle Parking Lot Parking space width: 6 ft. Additional details are |No Provide additional details as

layout
(Sec 5.16.6)

One tier width: 10 ft.

Two tier width: 16 ft.
Maneuvering lane width: 4
ft.

Parking space depth: 2 ft.
single, 2 ¥ ft. double

not provided

required per this section




JSP 16-12 Suburban Collection Showplace Expansion
Preliminary Site Plan Review
Planning Review Summary Chart

July 12, 2016
Page 11 of 15

Meets

ltem Required Code Proposed Code Comments
Loading Spaces Within the EXO district, all 4 existing loading Yes
(Sec 5.4) loading and unloading spaces
operations shall be
conducted in the rear yard, |1 existing loading
except where an interior space relocated from
side yard is located west side yard to rear
adjacent to certain zoning |yard
districts, loading may be
conducted in the interior
side yard when located
near the rear of the
building, with aesthetic
screening.
Dumpster - Located in rear yard The plan does not Yes? |Please indicate in your

(Sec 4.19.2.F)

- Attached to the building
or

- No closer than 10 ft. from
building if not attached

- Not located in parking
setback

- If no setback, then it
cannot be any closer than
10 ft, from property line.

- Away from Barrier free
Spaces

appear to propose
additional dumpster

There is existing trash
compactor on site

response letter if any
dumpster is being proposed

Dumpster Enclosure |- Screened from public view | See above comment |NA
Sec. 21-145. (c) - Awall or fence 1 ft. higher
Chapter 21 of City than height of refuse bin
Code of Ordinances |- And no less than 5 ft. on
three sides
- Posts or bumpers to
protect the screening
- Hard surface pad.
- Screening Materials:
Masonry, wood or
evergreen shrubbery
Exterior lighting Photometric plan and Applicant indicated |[No Maximum illumination levels
(Sec.5.7) exterior lighting details that 7 existing light at the property line exceed
needed at time of Final Site | poles within OST site the maximum allowed. A
Plan submittal are to be relocated. Zoning Board of Appeals
Applicant submitted variance would be required
updated photometric for this deviation
plan
Roof top equipment | All roof top equipment must |Rooftop equipmentis |Yes Refer to Facade review for

and wall mounted
utility equipment
(Sec. 4.19.2.E.ii)

be screened and all wall
mounted utility equipment
must be enclosed and
integrated into the design
and color of the building

proposed and is
screened by
prefinished metal

more details
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Meets

ltem Required Code Proposed Code Comments
Roof top Roof top appurtenances Rooftop equipment is | Yes Refer to Facade review for
appurtenances shall be screened in proposed and is more details
screening accordance with screened by
applicable facade prefinished metal
regulations, and shall not be
visible from any street, road,
or adjacent property.
Non-Motorized Facilities
Off-Road Non- Arterials and collectors shall |None proposed. Yes
Motorized Facilities be 6 ft. or 8 ft. as Existing major
(City Code Sec. 11- |designated by the “Bicycle |walkway already in
256.c) and Pedestrian Plan” Novi place.
Plan.
Pedestrian Assure safety and Sidewalks are not Yes Staff recommends the
Connectivity convenience of both proposed. applicant to continue to
vehicular and pedestrian However, a nine foot consider additional means
traffic both within the site wide path is to assure safe and

and in relation to access
streets.

designated for
pedestrian access
from parking lot to
the proposed
building entry

convenient access

Building Code and Other Requirements

Building Code Building exits must be Sidewalks proposed |Yes

connected to sidewalk

system or parking lot.
Design and Land description, Sidwell Provided Yes
Construction number (metes and bounds
Standards Manual for acreage parcel, lot

number(s), Liber, and page

for subdivisions).
General layout and |Location of all existing and |Provided Yes Provide additional
dimension of proposed buildings, information requested in all
proposed physical proposed building heights, staff and consultants review
improvements building layouts, (floor area letters

in square feet), location of

proposed parking and

parking layout, streets and

drives, and indicate square

footage of pavement area

(indicate public or private).
Frontage on a Public | No lot or parcels of land Proposed Yes

Street and Access to
Major Thoroughfare
(Sec.5.12)

shall be used for any
purpose unless said lot or
parcel shall front directly
upon a public street.
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Meets

ltem Required Code Proposed Code Comments
Economic Impact - Total cost of the proposed |The applicant Yes
building & site provided summaries
improvements from economic
- Number of anticipated impact statements
jobs created (during from 1999 and 2008.
construction & after The applicant
building is occupied, if indicates an
known) additional 20 %
increase from
$600,000,000 per year
estimated in 2008
Community Impact
Statement
Development/ Signage if proposed requires | The plan appearsto |Yes? |The proposed signage may

Business Sign

a permit.

propose or modify
couple billboard
signage in the rear
yard and five digital
signs on the building
and few event traffic
and parking event
sighage on the front
along Grand River
Avenue

reguire Zoning Board of
Appeals variances.

Signs are not regulated by
the Planning Department

A sign permit will need to be
submitted.

For further information
contact Jeannie Niland
248-347-0438.

Development and Development and street No new names are Yes
Street Names names must be approved proposed.
by the Street Naming
Committee before
Preliminary Site Plan
approval
Property Split / The proposed property The site plan does not | NA Please clarify if there is a
Combination combination must be propose any property intent to combine parcels to
submitted to the Assessing |splits or combinations eliminate some variance
Dept. for approval. requests as listed in this
chart
Lighting and Photometric Plan (Sec. 5.7)
Intent Establish appropriate Provided Yes Refer to other comments
(Sec.5.7.1) minimum levels, prevent
unnecessary glare, reduce
spillover onto adjacent
properties & reduce
unnecessary transmission of
light into the night sky
Lighting Plan Site plan showing location Provide further explanation
(Sec.5.7.A1) of all existing & proposed on how site lighting will be

buildings, landscaping,

addressed when the
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Meets

ltem Required Code Proposed Code Comments
streets, drives, parking areas parking lot is used for event
& exterior lighting fixtures parking. Will there be
generators or electric boxes
etc
Lighting Plan Specifications for all Not provided No Provide all the missing
(Sec.5.7.A.2) proposed & existing lighting information indicated and
fixtures required.
Photometric data Provided Yes
Fixture height Not provided No
Mounting & design Not provided No
Glare control devices Not provided No
Type & color rendition of LED Yes
lamps
Hours of operation Not provided No
Photometric plan illustrating |Provided Yes
all light sources that impact
the subject site, including
spill-over information from
neighboring properties
Required Conditions |Height not to exceed Not adjacent to No Please indicate the height
(Sec.5.7.3.A) maximum height of zoning |residential districts. of fixtures on the plan
district (or 25 ft. where Height not provided
adjacent to residential
districts or uses
Required Conditions |- Electrical service to light Please add these Yes
(Sec. 5.7.3.B) fixtures shall be placed notes to the
underground photometric plan
- Flashing light shall not be
permitted
- Only necessary lighting for
security purposes & limited
operations shall be
permitted after a site’s
hours of operation
Required Conditions |Average light level of the Not provided Yes? |Provide photometric plan.
(Sec.5.7.3.E) surface being lit to the
lowest light of the surface
being lit shall not exceed 4:1
Required Conditions |Use of true color rendering |LED Yes
(Sec.5.7.3.F) lamps such as metal halide
is preferred over high & low
pressure sodium lamps
Min. lllumination Parking areas: 0.2 min 0.2 min yes
(Sec.5.7.3.k) . . ] .
Loading & unloading areas: 0.0 min No




JSP 16-12 Suburban Collection Showplace Expansion July 12, 2016
Preliminary Site Plan Review Page 15 of 15
Planning Review Summary Chart

. Meets
ltem Required Code Proposed Code Comments
0.4 min
Walkways: 0.2 min 0.1 min (at the west
end of 9 foot path)
Building entrances, frequent | 1.0 min
use: 1.0 min
Building entrances, 0.0 Min
infrequent use: 0.2 min (near trailer
parking)
Max. lllumination When site abuts a non- Foot candles exceed |Yes A Zoning Board of Appeals
adjacent to Non- residential district, maximum |1 at the property line variance would be required
Residential ilumination at the property |on the west and for this deviation
(Sec.5.7.3.K) line shall not exceed 1 foot |south
candle
Cut off Angles When adjacent to Not adjacent to NA Provide cut sheets for
(Sec.5.7.3.L) residential districts residential districts proposed light fixtures
- All cut off angles of fixtures
must be 90°
- maximum illumination at
the property line shall not
exceed 0.5 foot candle

NOTES:

1. This table is a working summary chart and not intended to substitute for any Ordinance or City of Novi
requirements or standards.

2. The section of the applicable ordinance or standard is indicated in parenthesis. Please refer to those
sections in Article 3, 4, and 5 of the zoning ordinance for further details.

3. Please include a written response to any points requiring clarification or for any corresponding site plan
modifications to the City of Novi Planning Division with future submittals.
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PLAN REVIE CENTER REPORT

07/13/2016
Enainee a Review
cityofnovi.org SHOWPLACE BUILDING & PARKING EXPANSION
JSP16-0012
Applicant
TBON LLC
Review Type

Preliminary Site Plan

Site Location: N. of Grand River Ave. and W. of Taft Rd,
Site Size: 54.86 acres
Plan Date: 06/22/16

Project Summary

Construction of an approximately 175,815 square-foot expansion of the existing
Suburban Collection Showplace and paving the parcel to the west to expand
parking.

The existing 8-inch water main on the north and south side of the building will be
relocated around the proposed building addition. Two existing hydrants will be
relocated.

Storm water would be collected by a single storm sewer collection system and
detained in a proposed detention basin on the north end of the parcel west of the
showplace.

Approval of the Preliminary Site Plan and Preliminary Storm Water Management Plan is
recommended.
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Comments:

The Preliminary Site Plan meets the general requirements of Chapter 11, the Storm
Water Management Ordinance and the Engineering Design Manual with the following
ifems to be addressed at the time of Final Site Plan submittal (further engineering detail
will be required at the time of the final site plan submittal):

tt

General

1. Provide a traffic control sign table listing the quantities of each sign type
proposed for the development. Provide a note along with the table stating
all traffic signage will comply with the current MMUTCD standards.

2. Provide a utility crossing table indicating that at least 18-inch vertical
clearance will be provided, or that additional bedding measures will be
utilized at points of conflict where adequate clearance cannot be
maintained.

3. The City standard detail sheets are not required for the Final Site Plan
submittal. They will be required with the Stamping Set submittal. They can be
found on the City website (www.cityofnovi.org/DesignManual).

Water Main
4, Provide profiles for all proposed water main 8-inchs and larger.

5. Three (3) sealed sets of revised ufility plans along with the MDEQ permit
application (1/07 rev.) for water main construction and the Streamlined
Water Main Permit Checklist should be submitted to the Engineering
Department for review, assuming no further design changes are anticipated.
Utility plan sets shall include only the cover sheet, any applicable utility sheets
and the standard detail sheets.

Storm Sewer
6. Provide profiles for all proposed storm sewer 12-inchs and larger.

7. A minimum cover depth of 3 feet shall be maintained over all storm sewers.
Grades shall be elevated and minimum pipe slopes shall be used to maximize
the cover depth. In situations where the minimum cover cannot be
achieved, Class V pipe must be used with an absolute minimum cover depth
of 2 feet. A Design and Construction standards variance application shall be
provided where the cover depth cannot be provided. This must be submitted
under a separate cover.

8. Provide a 0.1-foot drop in the downstream invert of all storm structures where
a change in direction of 30 degrees or greater occurs.
9. Match the 0.80 diameter depth above invert for pipe size increases.

10.  Storm manholes with differences in invert elevations exceeding two feet shall
contain a 2-foot deep plunge pool.

11. Provide a four-foot deep sump and an oil/gas separator in the last storm
structure prior to discharge to the storm water basin.



Engineering Review of Preliminary Site Plan 07/13/2016
SHOWPLACE BUILDING & PARKING EXPANSION Page 3 of §

12.

13.

14.
15.

17.
18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

Label all inlet storm structures on the profiles. Inlets are only permitted in
paved areas and when followed by a catch basin within 50 feet.

Label the 10-year HGL on the storm sewer profiles, and ensure the HGL
remains at least 1-foot below the rim of each structure.

llustrate all pipes intersecting storm structures on the storm profiles.

An easement is required over the storm sewer accepting and conveying off-
site drainage.

A 4-foot wide safety shelf is required one-foot below the permanent water
surface elevation within the basin.

Provide a cross-section of the proposed basin.

M.D.O.T. approval of the storm basin discharge to the 196 R.O.W. will be
required prior o stamping set approval.

Revise the sidewalk details to show a maximum 2-percent cross-slope.

A SESC permit is required. A review has not been done at this time. The review
checklist detailing all SESC requirements is attached to this letter. An informal
review will be completed with the final site plan review if the SESC plans are
included. Please submit a SESC permit application under a separate cover.
The application can be found on the City's website at

A letter from either the applicant or the applicant's engineer must be
submitted with the Final Site Plan highlighting the changes made to the plans
addressing each of the comments listed above

sheets involved.

An itemized construction cost estimate must be submitted to the Community
Development Department at the time of Final Site Plan submittal for the
determination of plan review and construction inspection fees. This estimate
should only include the civil site work and not any costs associated with
construction of the building or any demolition work.

for each utility (water, sanitary, storm sewer), on-site paving, right-
of-way paving (including proposed right-of-way), grading, and the storm
water basin (basin construction, control structure, pretreatment structure and
restoration).

A draft copy of the maintenance agreement for the storm water facilities, as
outlined in the Storm Water Management Ordinance, must be submitted to
the Community Development Department with the Final Site Plan. Once the
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24,

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

form of the agreement is approved, this agreement must be approved by
City Council and shall be recorded in the office of the Oakland County
Register of Deeds.

A draft copy of the 20-foot wide easement for the water main to be
constructed on the site must be submitted to the Community Development
Department.

A 20-foot wide easement where storm sewer or surface drainage crosses lot
boundaries must be shown on the Exhibit B drawings of the Master Deed.

struction:

A pre-construction meeting shall be required prior to any site work being
started. Please contact Sarah Marchioni in the Community Development
Department to setup a meeting (248-347-0430).

A City of Novi Grading Permit will be required prior to any grading on the site.
This permit will be issued at the pre-construction meeting. Once determined,
a grading permit fee must be paid to the City Treasurer’s Office.

AN NPDES permit must be obtained from the MDEQ because the site is over 5
acres in size. The MDEQ requires an approved plan to be submitted with the
Notice of Coverage.

A Soil Erosion Control Permit must be obtained from the City of Novi. Contact
Sarah Marchioni in the Community Development Department (248-347-0430)
for forms and information.

A permit for water main construction must be obtained from the MDEQ. This
permit application must be submitted through the City Engineer ofter the
water main plans have been approved.

Construction Inspection Fees to be determined once the construction cost
estimate is submitted must be paid prior to the pre-construction meeting.

A storm water performance guarantee, equal to 1.5 times the amount
required to complete storm water management and facilities as specified in
the Storm Water Management Ordinance, must be posted at the Treasurer's
Office.

An incomplete site work performance guarantee for this development will be
calculated (equal to 1.5 times the amount required to complete the site
improvements, excluding the storm water facilities) as specified in the
Performance Guarantee Ordinance. This guarantee will be posted prior fo
TCO, at which time it may be reduced based on percentage of construction
completed.

A street sign financial guarantee in an amount to be determined ($400 per
traffic control sign proposed) must be posted at the Treasurer's Office.
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To the extent this review letter addresses items and requirements that require the
approval of or a permit from an agency or entity other than the City, this review shall

not be considered an indication or statement that such approvals or permits will be
issued.

Please contact Jeremy Miller at (248) 735-5694 with any questions.

/;/%W/W
7l 7

cc: Adam Wayne, Engineering
Brian Coburn, Engineering
Stri Komaragiri, Community Development
Sabrina Lilla, Water & Sewer



CITY OF NOVI ENGINEERING DIVISION
SOIL EROSION AND SEDIMENTATION CONTROL PLAN

PROJECT:

Contact Name:

Phone Number:

Fax Number:

CHECKLIST

SESC Application #: SE -
DATE COMPLETED:
DATE OF PLAN:

STATUS:

General Requirements — Following the initial Soil Erosion and Sedimentation Control permit application to the Community

Development Department, all SESC plan revisions shall be submitted directly to the Engineering Department for further
review and/or permit approval. One (1) copy of revised soil erosion plans, including response letter addressing the comments
below, shall be submitted for each subsequent review until the plan has been given approval by the Engineering Department,
at which point five (5) copies will be required for permit approval. Plans shall be signed and sealed, and the bond must be
submitted to the Treasurer’s Office prior to permit issuance.

ITEM
NO.

ITEM

Provided COMMENTS
on Plans

1.

Plan shall be at scale of not more than 1" = 200’,
include legal description, location, proximity to
lakes, streams or wetlands, slopes, etc.

L]

Plan shall include a soil survey or a written
description of soil types of the exposed land area.

Plan shall show the limits of earth disruption.

Plan shall show tree protection fencing and
location of trees to be protected.

Plan shall show all existing and proposed on-site
drainage and dewatering facilities (i.e. structure
details, rim elev., etc.)

Detailed sequence of construction shall be
provided on plans structured similar to the
following, supplemented with site specific items:
1) Install tracking mat, 2) Install temp. SESC
measures, 3) Construct storm water basins and install
treatment structures, if applicable, 4) Install storm
sewer, with inlet protection to follow immediately, 5)
Remove all temp. SESC measures once site is
stabilized.

O O 00 O

Plan must address maintenance of soil erosion
and sedimentation control measures (temporary
and permanent)

N:\Plan Review Center\Engineering\Soil Erosion Reviews\SESC CHECKLIST.doc
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Provide a note stating if dewatering is anticipated
or encountered during construction a dewatering
plan must be submitted to the Engineering
Division for review.

[]

A grading plan shall be provided, or grade
information shown on plan.

10.

Note that it is the developer’s responsibility to
grade and stabilize disturbances due to the
installation of public utilities.

11.

The CSWO shall be listed on permit application.

12.

Plan sealed by registered civil engineer with
original signature.

13.

An itemized cost estimate (Silt Fence, Inlet Filters,
Topsoil/Seed/Mulch, Const. Access, etc.) shall be
provided.

O Ogd 0O o

The SESC financial guarantee will be
$ :

The SESC inspection fees will be
$

14.

Potential stockpile areas shall be shown on the
plan, with note stating a ring of silt fence will be
installed surrounding any stockpiled material.

15.

Sediment basin:  Provide filter on standpipe
outlet structure until site is stabilized, then
removed. Noted on plan and standpipe detail(s).

16.

Provide a note on the plan stating the storm
water basin will be stabilized prior to directing
flow to the basin.

17.

Pretreatment Structures: Noted to inspect
weekly for sediment accumulation until site is
stabilized, and will clean as required.

18.

Attach the Oakland County standard detail sheet.

19.

Construction mud tracking entrance: 75'x20’, 6”
of 1” to 3” stone, on geotextile fabric.

20.

Silt fence: 6” anchor trench, stakes 6’ on center.
Prominent line type on plan, with legend.

21.

Provide Silt Sack with overflow capability as the
inlet protection, and provide detail on plans.

22.

Catch basin inlet filters shall be provided on
existing roadways along construction route for
reasonable distance from site.

23.

Street sweeping and dust control shall be noted
on plan as responsibility of contractor.

24,

Vegetation shall be established within 5 days of
final grade, or whenever disturbed areas will
remain unchanged for 30 days or greater. 3-4" of
topsoil will be used where vegetation is required.

O odd4dg oo o o o o

25.

Vegetated buffer strips (25 wide wherever
possible) shall be created or retained along the

[]

N:\Plan Review Center\Engineering\Soil Erosion Reviews\SESC CHECKLIST.doc
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edges of all water bodies, water courses or
wetlands.

26.

Diversion berms or terracing shall be
implemented where necessary.

[]

27.

All drainage ditches shall be stabilized with
erosion control blanket and shall utilize check
dams as necessary. Drainage ditches steeper
than 3% shall be sodded.

[]

28.

Slopes steeper than 1V:6H (16%) shall be
stabilized with erosion control blanket. Add this
note as a general note, and also in a prominent
location near any berm, etc. where a significant
slope is proposed.

29.

All culvert end sections must contain grouted rip-
rap in accordance with ordinance specifications.

L]

ADDITIONAL COMMENTS:
1.

prior to installation of the fencing.

2. Provide an estimated time of earth disruption at the next submittal. At that time, an inspection fee will

be provided.

Please note that installation of silt fencing or tree protection fencing shall not occur prior to the initial City
pre-construction meeting. When natural features exist on the site, inspection of staking may be required

Reviewed By: Lindon lvezaj (248) 735-5694

N:\Plan Review Center\Engineering\Soil Erosion Reviews\SESC CHECKLIST.doc
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PLAN REVIEW CENTER REPORT
July 14, 2016

Preliminary Site Plan - Landscaping
L ' Suburban Collection Expansion
NOVI

cityofnovi.org

Review Type Project Number
Preliminary Site Plan Landscape Review JSP16-0012

Property Characteristics

Site Location: 46100 Grand River

Site Zoning: EXO

Adjacent Zoning: West: OST, South: OST, I-1 South, East: I-1
Plan Date: June 22, 2016

Recommendation:
This project is recommended for approval with the understanding that the items listed below will
be addressed satisfactorily in the Final Site Plans.

Ordinance Considerations

This project was reviewed for conformance with Chapter 37: Woodland Protection, Zoning
Article 5.5 Landscape Standards, the Landscape Design Manual and any other applicable
provisions of the Zoning Ordinance. Iltems in bold below must be addressed and incorporated as
part of the Preliminary Site Plan submittal. Please follow guidelines of the Zoning Ordinance and
Landscape Design Guidelines. This review is a summary and not intended to substitute for any
Ordinance.

EXISTING ELEMENTS
Existing Soils (Preliminary Site Plan checklist #10, #17)
Listed on Sheet C-1 with no boundaries provided.

Existing and proposed overhead and underground utilities, including hydrants.(LDM 2.e.(4))
1. Existing and proposed utilities are shown on landscape plans.
2. An existing tree is too close to a hydrant but doesn’t need to be removed.

Existing Trees and Tree Protection (Sec 37 Woodland Protection, Preliminary Site Plan checklist
#17 and LDM 2.3 (2))
1. All existing trees, tree removals, trees to be transplanted and trees to be saved are shown
on plans.
2. Tree protection fencing details have been provided.

LANDSCAPING REQUIREMENTS
Adjacent to Public Rights-of-Way — Berm (Wall) & Buffer (Zoning Sec. 5.5.3.B.ii and iii, Sec 3.25.2.F)
GRAND RIVER - no additions required — berm, existing landscaping and existing buildings provide
sufficient screening. If the existing buildings are removed in the future, berms and landscaping
required by the ordinance at that time must be installed for that frontage.
[-96

1. The greenbelt width between the right-of-way and the parking should be dimensioned. It

appears that the width far exceeds the 20-foot requirement.
2. Please verify that the existing berm between 1-96 and the new detention basin is 3 feet
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high, as required. If it is not sufficient, please raise the berm to the required height.

The landscape plan indicates that more than 40 existing trees will provide the required
greenbelt landscaping. However, it also appears that the proposed grading will remove
all existing landscaping along that frontage.

If the existing trees are removed, the required large canopy or evergreen, and
subcanopy trees must be provided. If the existing trees do remain and provide sufficient
screening, the existing trees can be used to meet the requirements and the berm does in
that area does not need to be modified.

A site visit revealed that the existing loading areas and the proposed loading zone are
actually quite visible from 1-96 through the woods. While some transplants proposed for
that area will help, additional shrubs or short trees should be added to screen the view of
the proposed loading area from 1-96. As no changes are made to the existing loading
areas along the north edge of the building, no additional screening for them is required.

Street Tree Requirements (Zoning Sec. 5.5.3.E.i.c and LDM 1.d.)

No new street trees are required.

Parking Lot Landscape (Zoning Sec. 5.5.3.C.)

1.

2.

Calculations are provided, but it is not clear what areas are included in them. Please
indicate with a map or other visual aid which areas are included.

The calculations should be corrected as shown on the Landscape Chart. As they are
they under-calculate the required landscape area and interior trees required.

Currently, the calculations indicate that approximately 15,664 sf of interior island space is
required but none is provided. Please provide the required interior island space based
on the corrected calculations. If deciduous canopy trees are added to the large island
west of the building, the unpaved area of that island could be counted toward the
requirement.

The existing islands south of the building have been reduced in size to approximately 8
feet from back to back. The ordinance requires that islands be at least 10 feet, back to
back, for survival of the trees. Please increase the width of those islands.

Landscape islands are required to break up expanses of parking such that no bay is
longer than 15 spaces. No interior islands are proposed and bays range from 13 to 93
spaces, with most well over 15 spaces. The painted endcap “islands” do not count as
landscape islands. Please provide interior islands to break up the expanse of paving.

Parking Lot Perimeter Canopy Trees (Zoning Sec. 5.5.3.C.(3) Chart footnote)

1.

2.

The perimeter is shown as 1721If with a total of 50 perimeter trees required and 35
provided. Also, it is unclear what was used as the basis of the perimeter measurement.
Please show that on the same map that shows the vehicular use areas used in the
calculations, and modify the calculations. Due to the projected use of the unpaved
area, the applicant can request a landscape variance from City Council for the
perimeter trees required along the western edge of the new paved areas and it would
be supported by staff.

See the Landscape Chart for a more detailed discussion of the calculations.

Building Foundation Landscape (Zoning Sec 5.5.3.D.)

1.

Based on the building perimeter of 1824 If, 14,592 sf of foundation landscaping is required
at the base of the building. The layout provides 2,258 sf. Please provide more foundation
landscape area where possible and request a landscape variance for the area not
provided, with a justification for not providing it.

Please add SF labels for all foundation landscaping areas to verify the 2642 sf of
landscaping noted on the plans.

Storm Basin Landscape (Zoning Sec 5.5.3.E.ivand LDM 1.d.(3)
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The requirement for storm basin landscaping is met.

Transformer/Utility Box and Fire Hydrant Plantings (LDM 1.3 from 1-5, Zoning Sec 5.5.3.C.ii.d
Please add the required screening for any utility units on the site. A copy of the city’s
standard screening detail is available upon request.

OTHER REQUIREMENTS
Plant List, Notations and Details (LDM 2.h. and t.)
All have been provided satisfactorily.

Cost estimates for Proposed Landscaping (LDM 2.t.)
Cost estimates were provided.

Irrigation (LDM 1.a.(1)(e) and 2.s)
An irrigation plan for all landscaped areas is required as part of the Final Site Plans.

Proposed topography. 2’ contour minimum (LDM 2.e.(1))
Please add proposed contours to the landscape plan. The tops of berms should be 3" above the
adjacent top of pavement elevations.

Snow Deposit (LDM.2.9.)
Snow deposit areas have been noted on the plans.

Corner Clearance (Zoning Sec 5.9)
Required corner clearances are provided.

If the applicant has any questions concerning the above review or the process in general,
please do not hesitate to contact me at 248.735.5621 or rmeader rmeader@cityofnovi.org.

Rick Meader - Landscape Architect
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Plan Date: June 23, 2016

Prepared by: Rick Meader, Landscape Architect E-mail: rmeader@cityofnovi.org;

Phone: (248) 735-5621

Items in Bold need to be addressed by the applicant before approval of the Preliminary Site Plan.
Underlined items need to be addressed for Final Site Plan.

ltem Required Proposed gsg;s Comments
Landscape Plan Requirements (LDM (2)
§ New commercial or
residential
developments
§ Addition to existing
building greater than
25% increase in overall
Land;cape Plan foqtage or_400 SF Overall: 17=150’
(Zoning Sec 5.5.2, whichever is less. Yes Yes Region sheets: 17=30"
LDM 2.e)) § 1”=20" minimum with '
proper North.
Variations from this
scale can be
approved by LA
§ Consistent with plans
throughout set
E’Lrgjl\jczt'lczl';ormatlon Name and Address Yes Yes
Name, address and
Owner/Developer telephone number of
Contact Information the owner and Yes Yes
(LDM 2.a.) developer or
association
Landscape Architect | Name, Address and
contact information telephone number of Yes Yes
(LDM 2.b.) RLA
Sealed by LA. Requires original Ves Ves Required for Final Site
(LDM 2.9.) signature Plan
Miss Dig Note Show on all plan sheets
(800) 482-7171 Yes Yes
(LDM.3.a.(8))
. Include all adjacent Site: EXO
Zoning (LDM 2.f.) zoning Yes Yes South: I-1 and OST, East
I-1, West OST
survey information § Legal description or
boundary line survey Yes Yes Sheets TS1-4
(LDM 2.c.) -
§ Existing topography
Existing plant material | § Show location type
Existing woodlands or and size. Label to be Yes Ves Sheets TS3, T54

wetlands
(LDM 2.e.(2))

saved or removed.
§ Plan shall state if none
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Item Required Proposed Meets Comments
9 P Code
exists.
§ As determined by Soils
survey of Oakland Listed on Sheet C-1 but
Soil types (LDM.2.r.) county Yes Yes no boundaries are
§ Show types, provided.
boundaries
Existing and EX|_st|rjg and proposed
buildings, easements,
proposed .
; parking spaces, Yes Yes
improvements .
(LDM 2.¢.(4)) vehicular use areas, and
o R.O.W
Existing and Overhead and
proposed utilities underground utilities, Yes Yes
(LDM 2.e.(4) including hydrants
Proposed grading. 2’ . Spot elevations are
- Provide proposed )
contour minimum contours at 2’ interval Yes Yes provided on Sheets C-5,
(LDM 2.e.(1)) C-6.
Please add notes
Snow deposit Show snow deposit indicating snow deposit
No No
(LDM.2.9.) areas on plan areas on landscape
plan

LANDSCAPING REQUIREMENTS

Parking Area Landscape Requirements LDM 1.c. & Calculations (LDM 2.0.)

. § Clear sight distance No interior islands are
General requirements o T .
within parking islands Yes No proposed in new
(LDM 1.c) .
§ No evergreen trees parking areas.
Name, type and
number of ground As proposed on planting
. No No
cover islands
(LDM 1.c.(5))
General (Zoning Sec 5.5.3.C.ii)
1. No curbed islands
proposed in parking
§ A minimum of 300 SF areas to west of
to qualify building.
Parking lot Islands ,, 9 2. Reconfigured islands
. § 6” curbs No No o
(a, b.i) - . south of building are
§ Islands minimum width only 7.5 wide back of
10" BOC to BOC curb to back of curb.
Please widen islands
to meet code.
Parking stall can be Spaces fronting on
. reduced to 17’ and the P g
Curbs and Parking s green space west of
. curb to 4” adjacenttoa | Yes Yes . .
stall reduction (c) . . building addition are 17
sidewalk of minimum 7
ft feet long.
Contiguous space Maximum of 15 1. Baysrange f“’”.‘ 13
S . No No to 93 spaces, with
limit (i) contiguous spaces
most well over 15
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Item Required Proposed Meets Comments
Code
spaces.

2. Please add islands to
break up long bays
as required by the
ordinance for
parking areas.

No plantings with
Plantings around Fire matured height greater Yes Yes No new hydrants
Hydrant (d) than 12’ within 10 ft. of indicated
fire hydrants
Areas not dedicated to
parking use or driveways
Landscaped area (Q) exceeding 100 sq. ft. Yes Yes
shall be landscaped
25 ft corner clearance
Clear Zones (LDM required. Referto Yes Yes

2.3.(5))

Zoning Section 5.5.9

Category 1: For OS-1, 0S-2, OSC, OST, B-1, B-2, B-3, NCC, EXPO, FS, TC, TC-1, RC, Special Land Use or non-

spaces not including

residential use in any R district (Zoning Sec 5.5.3.C.iii)

1. Calculations have
been provided but
it’s not clear what
area is included in
calculations.

2. Please provide a

A =Total square small inset map

footage of parking § A= Area x 10% No No showing the areas

spaces not including | § 143640 x 10% = 14,364sf included in the

access aisles x 10% calculations. If only
new paved area
west of building is
included in
calculations, please
make that clear with
a calculations note.

B = Total square _

footage of additional §B=Area x .5% The calculations should

. § Paved Vehicular . . .
paved vehicular use . include this calculation
. . access area includes No No .

areas (not including loading areas for the first 50,000 of

é&)under 50,000 SF) x § 50000 X 5% = 2,500sf vehicular use area.

C=Total square

footage ofladdltlonal ) B This area should

paved vehicularuse |8 C= x1% = sf No No apparently be 79,998

areas (not including § 79998 x 1% = 800sf (129,998-50,000) '

A or B) over 50,000 SF) ' ' '

x1%

Category 2: For: I-1 and I-2 (Zoning Sec 5.5.3.C.iii)

A. = Total square

footage of parking § A=7%xxxsf=xx sf NA
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ltem Required Proposed gsg: Comments
access aisles x 7%
B = Total square
footage of additional
Paved veh!cular use § B = 2% x xx sf = xx sf NA
areas (not including
A) under 50,000 SF) x
2%
C=Total square
footage of additional
paved vehicular use §C=05%x0sf=0 SF NA
areas (not including '
A or B) over 50,000 SF)
X 0.5%
All Categories

. Please clarify
calculations for all
parking areas
included to help
determine quantities
impacted by

None in new paved landscape V\{aive_r.
_ . Add curbed interior
D = A+B or A+C _ area, reduced area S A
Total square footage 14364 + 2500 + 800 = from existing in No parkmg islands with
of landscaped islands 17664 SF existing parking deciduous canopy
area. trees. to meet
required area.

. Please quantify areas
of curbed landscape
islands in SF (painted
“endcaps” do not
count as landscape
islands).

. Revise calculations
per above
comments to
determine quantities
impacted by
landscape waiver
required.

E = D/75 . Add _tree_s to interior
Number of canopy § 17664/75 = 236 Trees None No parking islands to

trees required

meet requirement.

. Trees added to the

large open space
between the new
parking area and the
building could count
toward requirement.

. Indicate with unique

labeling which trees
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. Meets
ltem Required Proposed Code Comments

are parking lot trees.

1. ltis unclear what is
used as the basis of
the perimeter
calculation provided.
A request for a
waiver to not include
the west side of the
newly paved area
can be requested
and will be
supported since that
side is not paved and
will not be used
regularly for parking
as the paved area
will be.)

2. It would be helpful to
add some perimeter
trees along the north
edge of the parking
while still leaving
room for snow
deposits.

3. Indicate with unique
labeling which trees
are perimeter trees.

§ 1 Canopy tree per 35 If

§ New parking area
perimeter = 41 new, existing
approximately 1000If and transplanted Yes
on north, east and trees
south sides;

§ 1000/35 = 29 trees

Perimeter Green
space

Parking land banked | § NA No

Berms, Walls and ROW Planting Requirements

Berms

§ All berms shall have a maximum slope of 33%.
Gradual slopes are encouraged. Show 1ft.
contours No new berms

§ Berm should be located on lot line except in proposed
conflict with utilities.

§ Berms should be constructed with 6” of top soil.

Residential Adjacent to Non-residential (Sec 5.5.3.A) & (LDM 1.a)

Refer to Residential
Berm requirements Adjacent to Non-
(Zoning Sec 5.5.A) residential berm
requirements chart

There is no residential
NA land use or zoning
adjacent to site.

Planting requirements

(LDM 1.a.) LDM Novi Street Tree List | NA

Adjacent to Public Rights-of-Way (Sec 5.5.B) and (LDM 1.b)

Refer to ROW 1. No new bermis
landscape screening required along
requirements chart for Grand River.
corresponding 2. It appears that

Berm requirements
(Zoning Sec
5.5.3.A.(5))

No - existing berm TBD
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Item Required Proposed Meets Comments
Code
requirements. existing 1-96 berm
does not meet
requirements for
height and the
grading shown
appears to eliminate
the existing
landscaping that is
shown as remaining
and meeting the
greenbelt landscape
requirements
3. Please verify if the
existing plantings will
remain or not and
propose new
plantings to meet the
requirements listed
below if they will not.
Cross-Section of Berms (LDM 2.j)
1. No new berms are
§ Label contour lines proposed.
Slope, height and § Maximum 33% No 18D 2. If new berms are
width § Min. 5 feet flat required along 1-96,
horizontal area detail for it should be
provided.
Type of Ground NA
Cover
Overhead utility lines
and 15 ft. setback from
Setbacks from Utilities | edge of utility or 20 ft. NA
setback from closest
pole
Walls (LDM 2.k & Zoning Sec 5.5.3.vi)
Freestanding walls Rock ledge walls
Material, height and should have brick or )
. . . are provided along
type of construction stone exterior with - Yes
footing masonry or concrete frqnt of building at
. ) driveway
interior
Walls greater than 3
% ft'. should be Yes No wall is taller than 3’
designed and sealed
by an Engineer
ROW Landscape Screening Requirements(Sec 5.5.3.B. ii)
1. Grand River - NA
. ) : 2. Please provide
g;?;n(tglt width Parking: 20 ft. Iisz)g.ftApproxmately Yes dimensions to 1-96

ROW for all proposed
parking.
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Item

Required

Proposed

Meets
Code

Comments

Min. berm crest width

Parking: 2 ft.

No

No

1. Grand River - NA

2. 1-96 - see note
above regarding
contour labels.

3. If berm is required,
please provide
required berm.

Minimum berm height

©

Parking: 3 ft.

No

No

=

Grand River — NA

2. 1-96 — see note
above regarding
contour labels.

3. If berm is required,

please provide

required berm.

3" wall

§ 4™

No

Canopy deciduous or
large evergreen trees
Notes (1) (10)

§ Parking: 1 tree per 35 If
§ 410/35 = 12 trees

Existing trees north
of proposed
detention basin
Applicant states
that a mix of over
40 evergreen trees
are there.

Yes

=

Grand River — NA
2. 1-96 - The frontage
appears to be closer
to 410 If than 200 If
based on Sheet L-1.
Please check
calculations.
3. See above
comments regarding
the berm
requirements and the
existing vegetation
that is supposed to
remain. Add
required greenbelt
landscaping if
necessary.

Sub-canopy
deciduous trees
Notes (2)(10)

§ Parking: 1 tree per 20 If
§ 410/20 = 21 trees

See above

Yes

1. Grand River - NA
2. See above

Canopy deciduous
trees in area between
sidewalk and curb
(Novi Street Tree List)

§ Parking: 1 tree per 35 If

NA

NA

Non-Residential Zoning

Sec 5.5.3.E.iii & LDM 1.d (2)
Refer to Planting in ROW, building foundation land

scape, parking lot landscaping and LDM

Interior Street to
Industrial subdivision
(LDM 1.d.(2))

§ 1 canopy deciduous
or 1 large evergreen
per 35 |.f. along ROW

§ No evergreen trees
closer than 20 ft.

§ 3 sub canopy trees per
40 If. of total linear
frontage

§ Plant massing for 25%
of ROW

NA
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. Meets

Item Required Proposed Code Comments
Transplanted trees have
been added along the
loading zone perimeter
to screen from 1-96. This

. may or may not be

;Cor ;eglnéng of outdoor satisfactory. Asitis, the

loading/unloading Yes eX|st|_ng WO(.)d.S do not

(Zoning Sec. 3.14 provide sufficient

315 4955 4.56. 5’5) screening from [-96.

T T e Additional large shrubs,
evergreens or small
trees may be needed to
screen the loading area
from the highway.

S ;Aem;r:;:l;? t?(;t%/:c/téen Please add a note that
boF:< and the plants there will be no new
Transformers/Utility § Ground coverr) below utility boxes, or add a
boxes 47 is allowed Ub to No utility boxes note that any new utility
(LDM 1.e from 1 P shown boxes will be screened
ad
through 5) pad. . per the City of Novi
8 No plant materials .
within 8 ft. from the standard screening
doors ' detail (attached).
Building Foundation Landscape Requirements (Sec 5.5.3.D)
§ Equals to entire L PIeag_e provide .
perimeter of the additional foundation
Interior S|t_e- building x 8 with a 2,258 sf No Ia_ndscaplng area
landscaping SF minimum width of 4 ft with labels showing
§ 1824 If x 8ft = 14,592 SF SF of foundation
areas.
§ Greater than
60% of Grand L Frontage alqng
§ If visible from public River frontage is Sjﬁgi‘lm’er S
Zoning Sec 5.5.3.D.ii. street a minimum of covered in green landsca éd er
All items from (b) to 60% of the exterior space. pedp
. : . Yes/No frontage
(e) building perimeter § No foundation requirement
should be covered in landscaping “ '
2. See above note
green space along 1-96 .
frontage is regarding [-96
shown screening.
Detention/Retention Basin Requirements (Sec. 5.5.3.E.iv)
§ Clusters shall cover 70-
0 o
;?(faOf the basin rim 810 of 1125 If has Additional shrubs have
Planting requirements - ., been added along the
§ 10” to 14” tall grass shrubs and/or trees | Yes

(Sec. 5.5.3.E.iv)

along sides of basin
§ Refer to wetland for
basin mix

=72%

rim to meet the
requirement.

LANDSCAPING NOTES, DETAILS AND GENERAL REQUIREMENTS
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ltem Required Proposed E:Agg: Comments
Landscape Notes - Utilize City of Novi Standard Notes
Installation date Fall 2016 or Spring Please revise note to
(LDM 2.I. & Zoning Provide intended date 2017 No state between March
Sec 5.5.5.B) and November.
1. Please revise
guarantee note to 2
Include statement of years.
intent to install and 2. Please add “and/or
Maintenance & guarantee all materials City of Novi” to
Statement of intent for 2 years. No No General Note #12 for
(LDM 2.m & Zoning Include a minimum one section stating who
Sec 5.5.6) cultivation in June, July determines whether
and August for the 2- plants shall be
year warranty period. replaced.
3. Please add
cultivation note.
Z{g:}l Szc,);:rg?_DM Shall be northern nursery Ves Yes
3.2.(2)) grown, No.1 grade.
A fully automatic
Irrigation plan irrigation system and a
method of draining is No No Need for final site plan
(LDM 2.s.) : o .
required with Final Site
Plan
1. Please remove “City
of Novi” from
heading of Planting
. . . . Notes as many are
Other information Requwe_d_ by Planning NA not standards of
(LDM 2.u) Commission -
Novi.
2. Please change the
first General Note to
“City of Novi”.
E;;i?;';hsrgirg_s?g g;)d 2 yr. Guarantee Yes Yes
Approval of City must approve any
substitutions. substitutions in writing Yes Yes
(Zoning Sec 5.5.5.E) prior to installation.
Plant List (LDM 2.h.) — Include all cost estimates
Quantities and sizes Yes Yes
Root type Yes Yes
Botanical and Refer t_o LDM suggested
plant list Yes Yes
common hames
Type and amount of Yes Yes Seed and sod
lawn
. For all new plantings, 1. Cost estimates have
Cost estimate mulch and sod as listed | Yes Yes/No been added. Please

(LDM 2.1)

on the plan

use the standard
costs below for the
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. Meets
Item Required Proposed Code Comments
items.

2. Please add
guantities and costs
for perennials.

Planting Details/Info (LDM 2.i) — Utilize City of Novi Standard Details

Canopy Deciduous Ves Yes
Tree

Evergreen Tree Yes Yes
shrub Refer to LDM for detail Yes Yes
Perennial/ drawings

Ground Cover ves ves
Tree stakes and guys.

(Wood stakes, fabric Yes Yes
guys)

1. Tree fence detail has
been corrected as

Tree protection Located at Critical Root requested.
P Zone (1’ outside of Detail is provided. No 2. Please show tree
fencing o )
dripline) protection fence
lines on demolition
plan (Sheet C-4).
Other Plant Material Requirements (LDM 3)
General Conditions Plant materials shall not
be planted within 4 ft. of | Yes Yes
(LDM 3.a) .
property line
Plant Materials & Clearly show trees to be
Existing Plant Material | removed and trees to Yes Yes
(LDM 3.b) be saved.
Substitutions to
landscape standards for
preserved canopy trees
Landscape tree outside woodlands/ NA
credit (LDM3.b.(d)) wetlands should be
approved by LA. Refer
to Landscape tree
Credit Chart in LDM
Plant Sizes for ROW, Canopy I?’emduous
shall be 3” and sub-
Woodland )
canopy deciduous
replacement and . ) Yes Yes
shall be 2.5” caliper.
others .
Refer to section for
(LDM 3.c) )
more details
Plant size credit
(LDM3.c.(2)) NA NA
While they are not on
- . the city’s Prohibited
Prohibited Plants No plants on City Ves Plants list, privet is

(LDM 3.d)

Invasive Species List

known to be an invasive
shrub in Michigan.
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Item Required Proposed E:Agg: Comments
Please replace it with a
non-invasive species.
:{Oicp?;rgfgiiggrees § Label the distance
s from the overhead NA
overhead utilities utilities
(LDM 3.e)

1. Transplanting notes
and transplant
locations are

Collected or indicated.
Transplanted trees Yes Yes 2. Transplanted trees
(LDM 3.) will need to be
replaced if they die
as with all planted
landscape material.
Nonliving Durable § Trees shall be mulched
Material: Mulch (LDM to 4”’depth and shrubs,
4) groundcovers to 3”
depth
§ Specify natural color, Details show shredded
finely shredded Yes Yes hardwood mulch as
hardwood bark mulch. requested.
Include in cost
estimate.
§ Refer to section for
additional information
NOTES:

1. This table is a working summary chart and not intended to substitute for any Ordinance or City of Novi
requirements or standards.

2. The section of the applicable ordinance or standard is indicated in parenthesis. For the landscape
requirements, please see the Zoning Ordinance landscape section 5.5 and the Landscape Design
Manual for the appropriate items under the applicable zoning classification.

3. Please include a written response to any points requiring clarification or for any corresponding site plan
modifications to the City of Novi Planning Department with future submittals.

Standard costs:

Canopy tree $400 ea.
Evergreen tree $325 ea.
Subcanopy tree $250 ea.
Shrubs $ 50 ea.
Perennials/Grasses $ 15 ea.
Mulch $ 35/cu. yd.
Sod $6.00/sqg. yd.

Seed $3.00/sqg. yd.
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Review Type Project Number
Preliminary Site Plan Landscape Review JSP16-0012

LANDSCAPE VARIANCES REQUIRED:

Required area based on vehicular use area has not been provided, but based on their
calculations, approximately 15,664 sf of interior island space is required.

Based on their calculations, 209 interior parking deciduous canopy trees are required but
none are provided.

Islands breaking up expanse to create bays no greater than 15 contiguous spaces must
be provided - none are.

New endcap islands south of the expanded building need to be 10’ between backs of
curb, but appear to be only about 8’.

Parking lot perimeter plantings along west edge of new paving should be provided but
are not.

Foundation plantings provided are only 15.5% of that required.
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2200 Commonwealth
Blvd., Suite 300

Ann Arbor, MI

48105

(734)
769-3004

FAX (734)
769-3164

July 11, 2016

Ms. Barbara McBeth

City Planner

Community Development Department
City of Novi

45175 W. Ten Mile Road

Novi, Michigan 48375

Re: Suburban Collection Showplace Expansion (JSP16-0012)
Wetland Review of the Preliminary Site Plan (PSP16-0089)

Dear Ms. McBeth:

Environmental Consulting & Technology, Inc. (ECT) has reviewed the Preliminary Site Plan for the
proposed Suburban Collection Showplace Expansion project prepared by Environmental Engineers,
Inc. dated June 22, 2016 (Plan). The Plan was reviewed for conformance with the City of Novi Wetland
and Watercourse Protection Ordinance and the natural features setback provisions in the Zoning
Ordinance. ECT conducted a wetland evaluation for the property on Wednesday, July 6, 2016.

ECT currently recommends approval of the Preliminary Site Plan for Wetlands contingent on the
Applicant addressing the concerns noted in the Wetland Comments section of this letter prior to
Final Stamping Set approval.

The proposed project is located just west of the existing Suburban Collection Showplace, north of
Grand River Avenue and west of Taft Road in Section 16. The Plan proposes the construction of the
following:

e Showplace building addition;

e Expedition Hall addition;

e Conference/Banquet Hall addition;

e On-site parking (42 spaces);

e Adjacent off-site parking (840 spaces);
e Storm water detention basin No. 4.

Based on our review of the application, Novi aerial photos, Novi GIS, the City of Novi Official Wetlands
and Woodlands Maps (see Figure 1, attached) it appears as if this proposed project site is adjacent to
City-Regulated Woodlands and contains City-Regulated Wetland areas.

Onsite Wetland Evaluation

ECT visited the site on April 22, 2015 as well as on July 6, 2016 for the purpose of a wetland boundary
verification. The focus of the inspection was to review site conditions in order to determine whether
on-site wetland is considered regulated under the City of Novi’'s Wetland and Watercourse Protection
Ordinance. ECT reviewed the wetland area (Wetland 7/C) at the proposed project location. The
approximate project boundary is depicted in Figure 1.

An Equal Opportunity/Affirmative Action Employer
www.ectinc.com
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Wetland 7/C is an emergent/scrub-shrub wetland area directly adjacent to a storm water drainage
ditch with considerable side slopes/banks. Plant species identified include cottonwood (Populus
deltoides), reed canary grass (Phalaris arundinacea) and common reed (Phragmites australis).

This wetland area appears to be of fair to poor quality and impact to this wetland is proposed as part
the site design (see Site Photos). ECT has verified that the wetland boundaries appear to be accurately
depicted on the Plan.

What follows is a summary of the wetland impacts associated with the proposed site design.

Wetlands Impact Review

The Plan appears to propose 0.14-acre of fill within an existing wetland/ditch (i.e., Wetland 7/C) just
west of the existing parking lot that is west of the Suburban Collection Showplace. The Plan proposes
1,170 cubic yards of wetland fill in this area. The purposed of this wetland impact is for the
construction of additional site parking. It should be noted that the proposed wetland impact does not
require wetland mitigation as the City’s threshold for requiring wetland mitigation is 0.25-acre of
impact to existing wetland (the MDEQ threshold for wetland mitigation is 0.33-acre). Approximate
wetland impact area is shown in Figure 2.

In addition to wetlands, the City seeks to preserve the 25-foot wetland buffer. The Plan also proposes
to impact 0.37-acre (1,186 cubic yards fill) of 25-foot wetland buffer/setback. The applicant is urged
to minimize all impacts to existing wetlands and the associated 25-foot setbacks.

It appears as if storm water from at least a portion of the proposed parking area will drain to storm
water detention area #4. The outlet from this basin will outlet to the existing wetland north of the
proposed site (adjacent to the I-96 Expressway). It is recommended that any proposed storm water
discharge pipes end at the upland edge of the 25-foot wetland setback in order to maximize the
nutrient and pollutant removal from storm water runoff prior to entering the wetland area. Based on
the current Plan, the applicant appears to be prepared to meet this recommendation.

Permits & Requlatory Status

The on-site wetland appears to be regulated by the Michigan Department of Environmental Quality
(MDEQ) as it appears to be within 500 feet of a watercourse/regulated drain. It should be noted that
the filling of a section of wetland immediately south of currently proposed area of fill was authorized
(MDEQ Permit No. 15-63-0175-P dated July 20, 2015) as part of the previous Showplace Fairgrounds
Connection project in 2015. It was determined that a permit for the wetland impact was required
under Part 303 of the NREPA (Natural Resources and Environmental Protection Act, 1994 PA 451, as
amended). The Applicant has provided a copy of the MDEQ permit application for the current project
(signed/dated June 17, 2016). The applicant shall provide a copy of the MDEQ issued permit once
issued.
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The Applicant will need a City of Novi Non-Minor Wetland Permit and Wetland Buffer Authorization as
well. The City of Novi Wetland Permit and Buffer Authorization are required for the proposed impacts
to wetlands and regulated wetland setbacks. The on-site wetland appears to be considered essential
by the City as it appears to meet one or more of the essentiality criteria set forth in the City’s Wetland
and Watercourse Protection Ordinance (i.e., storm water storage/flood control, wildlife habitat, etc.).

Wetland Comments
ECT recommends that the Applicant address the following prior to Final Stamping Set approval:

1. It appears as if the proposed project requires a wetland use permit from the MDEQ for the
proposed wetland impact. Final determination as to the regulatory status of the on-site
wetlands shall be made by MDEQ. It appears as though this process is in process as the
applicant has provided a copy of the permit application for the project (dated June 17, 2016).
The Applicant should provide a copy of the MDEQ Wetland Use Permit to the City (and our
office) upon issuance. A City of Novi Wetland Permit cannot be issued prior to receiving this
information.

Recommendation

ECT currently recommends approval of the Preliminary Site Plan for Wetlands contingent on the
Applicant addressing the concerns noted in the Comments section above prior to Final Site Plan
approval.

If you have any questions regarding the contents of this letter, please contact us.
Respectfully submitted,

ENVIRONMENTAL CONSULTING & TECHNOLOGY, INC.

Pete Hill, P.E.
Senior Associate Engineer

cc: Sri Komaragiri, City of Novi Planner
Richelle Leskun, City of Novi Planning Assistant
Rick Meader, City of Novi Landscape Architect
Kirsten Mellem, City of Novi Planner

Attachments: Figure 1, Figure 2 & Site Photos
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Figure 1. City of Novi Regulated Wetland & Woodland Map (approximate project location shown in
red). Regulated Woodland areas are shown in green and regulated Wetland areas are shown in blue).
Approximate overall project boundary is indicated in red.
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Figure 2. Approximate wetland impact area. Aerial photo source Google Earth (accessed July 11, 2016).
Approximate extents of wetland impact is Indicated in yellow.
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Site Photos

Photo 1. Looking north at proposed impact location (ECT, July 6, 2016).

Photo 2. Looking north toward northern extent of proposed wetland
impact area (ECT, July 6, 2016).
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Photo 3. Looking north from southern end of proposed wetland impact
area. Split rail fence to be removed (ECT, July 6, 2016).

Photo 4. Looking south from northern end of proposed wetland impact
area (ECT, July 6, 2016).
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2200 Commonwealth
Blvd., Suite 300

Ann Arbor, MI

48105

(734)
769-3004

FAX (734)
769-3164

July 11, 2016

Ms. Barbara McBeth

City Planner

Community Development Department
City of Novi

45175 W. Ten Mile Road

Novi, Michigan 48375

Re:

Suburban Collection Showplace Expansion (JSP16-0012)
Woodland Review of the Preliminary Site Plan (PSP16-0089)

Dear Ms. McBeth:

Environmental Consulting & Technology, Inc. (ECT) has reviewed the Preliminary Site Plan for the proposed
Suburban Collection Showplace Expansion project prepared by Environmental Engineers, Inc. dated June 22, 2016
(Plan). ECT visited this site for the purpose of a woodland evaluation on Wednesday, July 6, 2016. The Plan was
reviewed for conformance with the City of Novi Woodland Protection Ordinance Chapter 37. The purpose of the
Woodlands Protection Ordinance is to:

1)

3)

Provide for the protection, preservation, replacement, proper maintenance and use of trees and
woodlands located in the city in order to minimize disturbance to them and to prevent damage from erosion
and siltation, a loss of wildlife and vegetation, and/or from the destruction of the natural habitat. In this
regard, it is the intent of this chapter to protect the integrity of woodland areas as a whole, in recognition
that woodlands serve as part of an ecosystem, and to place priority on the preservation of woodlands,
trees, similar woody vegetation, and related natural resources over development when there are no
location alternatives;

Protect the woodlands, including trees and other forms of vegetation, of the city for their economic support
of local property values when allowed to remain uncleared and/or unharvested and for their natural beauty,
wilderness character of geological, ecological, or historical significance; and

Provide for the paramount public concern for these natural resources in the interest of health, safety and
general welfare of the residents of the city.

ECT currently recommends approval of the Preliminary Site Plan for Woodlands. The proposed project
limits do not contain regulated trees. No further woodland review of the proposed project is necessary.

The proposed project is located just west of the existing Suburban Collection Showplace, north of Grand River
Avenue and west of Taft Road in Section 16. The Plan proposes the construction of the following:

Showplace building addition;
Expedition Hall addition;
Conference/Banquet Hall addition;
On-site parking (42 spaces);

Adjacent off-site parking (840 spaces);
Storm water detention basin No. 4.

An Equal Opportunity/Affirmative Action Employer
www.ectinc.com
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Based on our review of the application, Novi aerial photos, Novi GIS, the City of Novi Official Wetlands and
Woodlands Maps (see Figure 1, attached) it appears as if this proposed project site is adjacent to City-Regulated
Woodlands but no regulated trees are located within the proposed limits of disturbance.

Woodlands

Portions of the proposed project are adjacent to City of Novi Regulated Woodlands (see Figure 1). The current
Plan indicates that some existing trees associated with the wetland fill area (i.e., Wetland 7/C) are to be removed.
The Site Topographic Survey (Sheet TS-3) appears to indicate the size and location of existing trees within the
proposed limits of disturbance.

It should be noted that the trees to be removed do not appear to be located within an area designated as City
Regulated Woodland. The City of Novi regulates trees that are 8-inch diameter-at-breast-height (DBH) or greater
and are located within areas designated as regulated on the City Regulated Woodland map. In addition, any tree
36-inches DBH or greater are also regulated. As a result, the proposed project does require a City of Novi
Woodland Permit.

Recommendation
ECT currently recommends approval of the Preliminary Site Plan for Woodlands. The proposed project limits do
not contain regulated trees. No further woodland review of the proposed project is necessary.

If you have any questions regarding the contents of this letter, please contact us.
Respectfully submitted,

ENVIRONMENTAL CONSULTING & TECHNOLOGY, INC.

Pete Hill, P.E.
Senior Associate Engineer

cc: Sri Komaragiri, City of Novi Planner
Richelle Leskun, City of Novi Planning Assistant
Rick Meader, City of Novi Landscape Architect
Kirsten Mellem, City of Novi Planner

Attachments: Figure 1 & Site Photos
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Figure 1. City of Novi Regulated Wetland & Woodland Map (approximate project location shown in red). Regulated
Woodland areas are shown in green and regulated Wetland areas are shown in blue). Approximate overall project

boundary is indicated in red.
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AECOM AECOM 2482045900  tel

27777 Franklin Road 248 204 5901  fax
Suite 2000

Southfield, MI 48034

Www.aecom.com

Memorandum

To Barbara McBeth, AICP Page 1
cc Sri Komaragiri

Subject JSP 16-0012 — Suburban Collection — Preliminary — Traffic Review

Matt Klawon, PE
From Maureen Peters, PE

Date July 15,2016

The preliminary site plan was reviewed to the level of detail provided and AECOM does not
recommend approval for the applicant to move forward based on the site access and circulation
concerns as described herein and until the comments provided below are adequately addressed to
the satisfaction of the City.

GENERAL COMMENTS

1. The applicant, Suburban Collection Showplace, is proposing a 175,815 S.F. building addition
to their facility located on the north side of Grand River Avenue between Beck Road and Taft
Road. Grand River Avenue is under the jurisdiction of the Road Commission for Oakland
County.

2. The site is currently zoned OST (Office Service Technology) with EXO (Exposition) overlay.

3. Inthe “Proposed Site Improvements” notes section of sheet C-1, under “Traffic Control,” it
states that all pavement markings and traffic control signs shall be in accordance with the
requirements of the “Michigan Manual for Traffic Control Devices...”

a. Not all signing and pavement markings are in compliance (e.g., the proposed green
striping), so this statement is not accurate. This statement should be updated to
reflect any exclusions, as necessary.

b. The statement should reference the “Michigan Manual for Uniform Traffic Control
Devices,” adding the word “Uniform” to the manual title.

TRAFFIC IMPACTS

Through meetings with the City and the applicant, it was determined that a traffic management plan
(TMP) would be provided in leiu of a standard traffic impact study since the land use and associated
traffic impacts are unique and would not be appropriate to measure the site’s traffic impacts. The
applicant has submitted a draft TMP and AECOM has provided comments on it under a separate
letter.
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EXTERNAL SITE ACCESS AND OPERATIONS

The applicant should further clarify the intended use of the westerly driveways off of Grand River
Avenue, for the following purposes:

1.

The two-way ADT along Grand River in front of Suburban Collection Showplace is
approximately 17,705 vehicles (Source: SEMCOG, 2014). If the driveways are used for
ingress, the applicant should provide the following geometric modifications to Grand River
Avenue at the site driveways:
a. Install a right-turn taper. The ADT volume requires a right-turn taper to be installed
regardless of the right-turning volume.
b. Install a right turn lane if peak hour right turn volumes are expected to exceed
approximately 95 vehicles per hour.

2. If the driveways will be used exclusively for egress traffic patterns, modifications to Grand
River are not required and greater detail should be shown as to how ingress traffic would be
prohibited from using this driveway (e.g., signing, pavement markings).

3. There are existing gates at the two westerly driveways. The applicant should further clarify
the intended use of the gates and indicate when, and to whom, they will permit access
to/from the parking lots.

INTERNAL SITE OPERATIONS

The following comments relate to the on-site design and traffic flow operations.

1.

General traffic flow

a. The applicant should provide anticipated truck circulation patterns to ensure that the
trucks will be able to adequately access the dock areas.

b. The applicant should provide fire truck circulation patterns to ensure that fire vehicles
can adequately maneuver the site.

c. The applicant could consider traffic calming techniques within the proposed paved
parking lot near the west side of the site. The lack of raised end islands provides a
wide open surface through which vehicles may travel at higher rates of speed and
potentially unsafe maneuvers.

d. The applicant should consider transverse aisle(s) throughout the parking lot to
provide access to/from parking spaces without vehicles traveling the entire length of
the lot. Such access aisles should be designed with end islands (painted may be
acceptable for this site) to provide a barrier between parked vehicles and moving
vehicles.

2. Parking facilities

a. The applicant should further clarify the parking calculations. Please see the Planning
Review Letter for additional details regarding the parking calculations.
b. The proposed parking space dimensions are generally in compliance; however, the
applicant should review the following:
i. The parking spaces immediately to the west of the proposed building
expansion are dimensioned with 19.5’ or 17’ lengths.
ii. There is a note in the same area indicating that the spaces are “9’ x 19’
TYP.”
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The applicant should confirm which is correct and update as necessary to
reduce confusion.

c. Western parking bay within stamped concrete drive area:

The parking space pavement markings appear to be different line type within
the stamped concrete drive area. The applicant should clarify the intended
pavement marking color and line width.

The parking spaces appear to be striped without abutting a curb on the
west side and would require a Council DCS variance.

d. Handicap parking requirements are met; however the applicant should consider
relocating a portion of the handicap parking to be nearer to the proposed west facility
entrance to better distribute the handicap parking around the facility to align with City
Ordinances.

e. Parking Islands

The standard parking island detail indicates an 8 minimum width which is not
in compliance with the 10’ minimum width shown in Section 5.3.12 of the
City’s Ordinance.

The plan shows end islands as painted, the City’s Ordinance preference is
raised. The applicant should seek a ZBA variance for the lack of end
islands and a City Council waiver for the use of painted islands in place
of raised islands.

The applicant should consider revising the painted end islands near the
building (within the heavy duty asphalt drive and stamped concrete areas) to
be raised end islands to provide additional permeable surface area and to
better delineate parking operations.

The painted end islands along the north end of the proposed paved parking
lot do not meet minimum size requirements, as stated in the City’s Ordinance
and should be reviewed and updated as necessary.

Landscape islands are to be provided at an interval of every 15 parking
spaces per Section 5.5.3.C.ii.i of the City’s Ordinance; however, based on
the intended use of the parking facility during specific events, the exclusion of
landscape islands may be resonable. The applicant should seek a City
Council waiver to exclude such landscape islands at 15 parking space
intervals.

f.  To ensure bicycle parking requirements are met, the applicant should include bicycle
parking calculations in the General Site Data section of the plans.
3. Aisle width and turning radii meet standard requirements where dimensioned. Additional
dimensions should be provided to confirm compliance.
4. Sidewalk Requirements
a. Sidewalk ramp design details should be included in the next submittal to ensure ADA
compliance.
5. All on-site signing and pavement markings shall be in compliance with the Michigan Manual
on Uniform Traffic Control Devices (MMUTCD).
a. The applicant should add a sign table listing the proposed signs and the total quantity
for each sign.
b. The standard parking island detail indicates green striping which is not in compliance
with MMUTCD guidelines. If the use of green pavement markings is required for
special use of the facility, the applicant should seek an administrative variance.
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c. The applicant should further indicate the proposed pavement marking colors and line
weights for all markings throughout the site.

Should the City or applicant have questions regarding this review, they should contact AECOM for
further clarification.

Sincerely,

AECOM

Maureen N. Peters, PE
Reviewer

Matthew G. Klawon, PE
Manager, Traffic Engineering and ITS Engineering Services
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27777 Franklin Road 248 204 5901  fax
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Southfield, MI 48034

Www.aecom.com

Memorandum

To Barbara McBeth, AICP Page 1

cc Sri Komaragiri

Subject JSP16-0012 — Suburban Collection Showplace Expansion Traffic Plan Review
Matt Klawon, PE

From Maureen Peters, PE

Date July 13,2016

The Suburban Collection Showplace (SCS) is proposing a site expansion to include a building
addition and parking lot(s) expansion to accommodate additional and larger exhibits; however, the
expansion is not expected to attract higher volumes of attendees. Because of the anticipated use of
the site, it was determined that a traditional Traffic Impact Study would not be required, but rather a
Traffic Management Plan (TMP) should be provided to define the courses of action SCS personnel
would enact during major events, such as the State Fair and Comic-Con.The SCS “Major Event
Traffic Plan” (METP) has been reviewed to the level of detail provided and AECOM offers the
following comments.

1.

The SCS should explicitly define the intended use of all driveways/gates along Grand River
Avenue, for purposes of analyzing the need for right-turn tapers and lanes. If the two
westerly gates will be used for ingress traffic, right-turn taper/lane warrants should be
performed as part of the site plan review process. The two-way 24-hour volumes of
17,705 vehicles along Grand River Avenue require a right-turn taper regardless of the right
turning volume (Source: SEMCOG, 2014).

The SCS should consider the changes to parking scenarios based on the added on-site
parking capacity and whether or not off-site parking will still be utilized. They should review
the impacts this will have to Grand River Avenue and surrounding roadways.

The METP proposes to use a threshold of 80% of the traffic experienced during Comic-Con
to trigger the use of the METP.
a. The volumes experienced during Comic-Con were not provided as part of this
submittal; therefore, this threshold cannot be verified.
b. SCS should provide an analysis to support the proposed 80% threshold for further
review and consideration.
c. The threshold should be determined based on the impacts the site-generated traffic
is expected to have on the surrounding roadway network, not only at the site itself. A
reasonable threshold should be set just prior to the “breaking point” of the roadway
network, since the mitigation measures outlined in the METP will likely adjust
roadway operations to accommodate the additional traffic.
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4. The SCS provided a summary of key elements to be included in the METP; however, more
detailed information should be included in each of the elements. AECOM offers the following
comments to the proposed sections of the METP. The numbering scheme provided herein
corresponds to the element listed on pages 2 — 3 of the METP.

a.

Element 1 — Provide a description as to the process that SCS will follow to determine
whether or not the anticipated event will meet or exceed the threshold for triggering
the METP. For example, how will the anticipated event volumes be estimated?
Element 2 — Consider a timeline for sending notifications. It is best to plan for events
several weeks prior to their occurrence, so that all stakeholders have adequate time
to review their responsibilities and plan for the event.

Element 3 — Consider developing stakeholder “groups” for each of the events
requiring the enactment of the METP, as it is likely that not all parties are required to
be involved with all events. Consider what information to include with the notification
so that the stakeholder can adequately begin planning efforts.

Element 4 — Should either the “Gate 3” or “Gate 4” entrances be used for ingress
traffic operations, the SCS should perform a right-turn taper/lane warrant analysis as
part of the site plan review process to determine if geometric modifications are
needed.

Element 5 — The event-specific METP should indicate whether or not auxiliary, off-
site lots will be used, the organizations who will be operating the lots and the means
by which users will travel to/from the off-site lot and the event venue.

Element 6 - The event-specific METP should clearly indicate where shuttle lots will
be located and the times that the shuttle services will be offered.

Element 7 — The METP should identify the affected area of the event and indicate
whether or not the Road Commission for Oakland County (RCOC) has alternative
signal timing plans available for implementation. If available, the METP should
indicate the times and durations the alternative timing plans will be active.

Element 8 — The METP should identify what, where, when and who will be
responsible for any roadway/ramp traffic control measures that will be needed.
Element 9 — Dynamic message signs (DMS) can be a useful tool in event traffic
management and the Michigan Deparment of Transportation (MDOT) DMS
resources may be used for events at the SCS. Prior to the event, the SCS should
coordinate with MDOT to develop the message plans and applicable locations of
DMS based on the event location. The locations of DMS and proposed message
plans should be included in the METP, and the times for running any planned
messages should be included. Likewise, the protocol for communicating the need for
revised/alternate message plans should be outlined in the METP.

Element 10 — Indicate the timeline for scheduling such pre-planning and post-
analysis meetings in the METP.

Element 11 — Any necessary roadway modifications should be included as part of
the proposed site plan; therefore, any anticipated use of external driveways should
be reviewed and submitted to the City for consideration, and turn lane warrants
should be performed.

Additional sections, such as Stakeholder contact information and roles, should also be included for
quick reference before, during or following the event.
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It is further recommended that SCS develop individual METPs for the various major events as the
stakeholders and mitigation actions associated with one event may vary from the next event and
having event-tailored information readily available for updating for each recurrence of the event
should provide for consistent, well-managed events.

As part of the site plan review process, it would be beneficial if the applicant would provide a template
METP to confirm that all necessary elements are addressed adequately and that the appropriate
mitigation measures for traffic control are considered so that the traffic impacts to the surrounding
roadways are adequately accounted for. Should the City or applicant have questions regarding this
review, they should contact AECOM for further clarification. AECOM would be glad to meet with the
City and/or applicant if further discussions regarding the need for or content of the METP are
required.

Sincerely,

AECOM

Maureen Peters, PE
Reviewer

Matthew G. Klawon, PE
Manager, Traffic Engineering and ITS Engineering Services
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July 13, 2016 Facade Review Status Summary:
Approved, Section 9 Waiver Recommended

City of Novi Planning Department
45175 W. 10 Mile Rd.
Novi, Ml 48375-3024

Re: FACADE ORDINANCE - Facade Review

Suburban Collection Showplace Expansion, PSP16-0089
Facade Region: 1, Zoning District: EXO

Dear Ms. McBeth;

The following is the Facade Review for the above referenced project based on the
drawings prepared by Bowers & Associates Architects, dated 6/22/16. This project is
subject to the Facade Ordinance Section 5.15. The percentages of materials proposed for
each facade are as shown in the tables below. Materials in non-compliance, if any, are
highlighted in bold. A sample board had not been provided at the time of this review.

South Facade Ordinance
Garages (Front) North East West [Section 2520 Maximum
(Minimum)

Brick 0% 0% 0% 0% |[100% (30% Min)
Concrete, Painted 15% 5% 3% 10% 0%
Horizontal Rib Metal Panels 15% 0% 12% 8% 0%
Vertical Metal Panels (Flat) 50% 60% | 60% | 38% 50%
Split Faced CMU 15% | 35% | 24% | 43% 10%
Flat Metal (accent) 5% 0% 1% 1% 50%

This project is considered an addition in accordance with Section 5.15.7 of the Facade
Ordinance. The addition is less than 100% of the area of the existing building; therefore a
continuation of existing materials would be permitted. In this case the proposed addition
consists of materials that are significantly different from the existing building and as
shown above, significant deviations from the Fagcade Ordinance occur on all facades. The
minimum percentage of Brick is not provided on all facades. In this case the existing
building previously received a Section 9 Waiver for the underage of Brick and overage of
Concrete Panels. The proposed addition is consistent with the existing building in this
respect.

Page 1 of 2



A section 9 waiver would be required for the overage of Horizontal Rib Metal Panels,
Vertical Metal Panels and Split Faced CMU. The applicant has provided multiple
colored renderings illustrating how the proposed design will integrate with the existing
building. From these renderings it is evident that proposed addition will harmonize well
with the existing structure. Careful attention to detail with respect to overall massing and
design of main entrances is evident. Similar treatment of the existing and proposed
entrance canopies will create a unifying element for the overall building. A possible
concern exists with respect to the north elevation to the extent the truck dock area may be
visible from the 1-96 expressway. The landscape plan indicates evergreen plantings along
the north and east sides of the truck dock area that appears to adequately screening of this
area.

Roof equipment screens are indicated on the lower roof areas. The applicant should note
that any equipment on the upper roof area must also be screened. All screens should be of
sufficient height to fully conceal the equipment from all vantage points both on and off
site.

Several wall mounted signs are indicated on the drawings. It should be noted that all
signs must be compliant with the Sign Ordinance, which is not part of this review.

Recommendation - For the reasons stated above it is our recommendation that the
design is consistent with the intent and purpose of the Facade Ordinance and that a
Section 9 Waiver be granted for the aforementioned deviations from the Facgade
Ordinance. The applicant should provide a sample board illustrating that the color of all
proposed materials will harmonize with the existing building. The sample board should
be provided at least 5 days prior to the Planning Commission meeting.

Notes to the Applicant:

1. Facade Ordinance requires inspection(s) for all projects. Materials displayed on the
approved sample board will be compared to materials delivered to the site. It is the
applicant’s responsibility to request the inspection of each facade material at the
appropriate time. Inspections may be requested using the Novi Building Department’s
Online Inspection Portal with the following link. Please click on “Click here to
Request an  Inspection” under “Contractors”, then click “Facade”.
http://www.cityofnovi.org/Services/CommbDev/OnlinelnspectionPortal.asp.

If you have any questions regarding this project please do not hesitate to call.

Sincerely,
DRN & Associates, Architects PC

Douglas R. Necci, AIA
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CITY COUNCIL

Mayor
Bob Gatt

Mayor Pro Tem
Dave Staudt

Gwen Markham

Andrew Mutch

Wayne Wrobel

Laura Marie Casey

Brian Burke

City Manager

Pete Auger

Director of Public Safety
Chief of Police

David E. Molloy

Director of EMS/Fire Operations
Jeffery R. Johnson

Assistant Chief of Police
Erick W. Zinser

Assistant Chief of Police
Jerrod S. Hart

Novi Public Safety Administration
45125 W. Ten Mile Road

Novi, Michigan 48375
248.348.7100

248.347.0590 fax

cityofnovi.org

July 5, 2016

TO: Barbara McBeth- City Planner
Sri Komaragiri- Plan Review Center

RE: Suburban Collection Expansion

PSP#16-0089

Project Description: Addition to the existing Suburban Collection

46100 Grand River Ave.

Comments:

1)

2)

Add hydrant to the North loading dock area. Hydrants shall
be spaced approximately three hundred (300) feet apart on
line in commercial, industrial, and multiple-residential areas.
In cases where the buildings within developments are fully
fire suppressed, hydrants shall be no more than five hundred
(500) feet apart. (D.C.S. Sec. 11-68 (f)(1)c)Corrected 7/5/16

Drive lane turning radius at southwest corner of the proposed
building does not meet FD standard, Apparatus traveling
north cannot make the right hand turn. Fire apparatus
access drives to and from buildings through parking lots shall
have a minimum fifty (50) feet outside turning radius and
designed to support a minimum of thirty-five (35) tons. (D.C.S.
Sec 11-239(b)(5))Corrected 7/5/16

Recommendation: Recommended for Approval

Sincerely,

A

Joseph Shelton- Fire Marshal
City of Novi - Fire Dept.

CcC:

file



APPLICANT RESPONSE LETTER




TBON, L.L.C.

A Michigan Limited Liability Company
46100 Grand River Ave.

Novi, Michigan 48374

Ph: (248) 348-5600 Fax: (248) 347-7720

July 20, 2016

Ms. Sri Komaragiri, Planner
City of Novi

45175 Ten Mile Road

Novi, M| 48375

RE: Response Letter — Site Plan JSP 16-12
Dear Sri,

We very much appreciate the opportunity to go before the Planning Commission at the July 27 scheduled
meeting and are providing the response letter and the following:

1. This response letter — please also note that individual professionals will be responding with
additional information in some of the categories.

2. Acolor rendering of the site plan — this will be provided by the project architect Scott Bowers. He
is contacting your office to see if this can be sent electronically or if you need a physical copy. If
so, what size?

3. A sample board of build materials will be supplied by 9:00 A.M. tomorrow morning. The main
structures metal panel material sample will not be available at the time of compiling the board. A
sample of a similar panel and color will be attached and then replaced with the actual sample as
soon as it is available. We expect that to be before the end of the week.

Planning Review:
As you know we have worked with the Planning and Community Development Department to make

application for all potentially necessary variances. Any additional items can be addressed through the
final site planning process.

Engineering Review:
Paul Lewsley from Environmental Engineering will be providing a response letter. However, it is
anticipated that it will address any additional items at final site plan.

Landscape Review:

Conroy & Associates will be providing a direct but limited response letter as well. We understand that
due to the unique nature of the proposed project that multiple waivers will be required as identified
and outlined in the review letter. Furthermore, although there are minor differences in calculations
as to exact extent and amount of such waivers we will defer to the landscape consultants calculations
and request the required waivers according to their calculations.



Wetlands Review:
We understand that the MDEQ permit relating to the wetlands activities has been processed and is in
the final stages. We will work to address any additional items at final site plan.

Woodlands review
N/A

Traffic Review:

A stake holder traffic planning meeting was held on July 19 and during that meeting an outline
consistent with the review letter was provided and we will work to shape a more detailed Major Event
Traffic Plan (METP) utilizing that outline. We understand that there are potentially necessary waivers
that may be necessary including the replacement of the technical traffic study requirement with the
development of the METP program.

Traffic Study Review:
See item above.

Facade Review:

Items will be addressed at Final. Material board will be provided initially by July 21 and updated with
the main metal panel as soon as sample is available and prior to Planning Commission meeting. We
understand that a fagade waiver is required and we are seeking approval of the same.

Fire review.
No response necessary.

Please do not hesitate to contact me with any questions or concerns.

A

Blair M.. Bowman
Manager
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7/20/19

Mr. Blair Bowman
TBON, LLC.

46100 Grand River Ave.
Novi, M1 48375

Re: Suburban Showplace Exhibition/Arena
Landscape Review

Dear Mr. Bowman;
The following is in response to the City of Novi Landscape review comments dated 7/14/16.

Suburban Showcase Collection Addition
Landscape Review Summary Response from City of Novi review letter dated 7/14/16

I1-96 ROW Landscape Screening Requirements

1. While the parking lot is located 158 from the 1-96 ROW, we will add the 20’ greenbelt dimension from the
property line.

2. See above note regarding berming in this area. | have verified with Civil Engineering that the new detention
basin will be located south of these existing trees and no grading will take place where the trees are located

3. See note above.

See note above.

5. lwould suggest looking at this area after the construction is completed and the transplanted trees are in and
then decide whether additional planting should be installed.

&

Parking Area Landscape Requirements:

Because there are no parking lot islands proposed within the new paved area west of the building due to the variety
of proposed uses of this parking lot/open space, there will need to be a variance granted for all landscape issues
related to parking lot islands.

1. We will add a map indicating which parking areas the calculations are for.

We will use the City of Novi parking area calculations for the table summaries.

3. Avariance will be requested for the interior island space. The large island west of the building will be part of
the concert venue and stage located on the west side of the building. The lawn area is to be used for patron
seating during concert or other stage events so trees would create a visual obstacle and that is why none are
shown to be installed in this area.

N

Landscape Architecture & Construction e Construction Management e Site Planning e
Golf Course Architecture

P.O. Box 542, Lake Orion, Michigan 48361-0542 e P:248.814.8082 e F:248.690.7164



4. According to the Civil Engineer, the island width matches the current islands south of the building.
5. Avariance will requested for the required landscape islands.

Parking Lot Perimeter Canopy Trees
1. We will indicate on the map which vehicle use areas were used and modify the calculation if necessary.
Building Foundation Landscape
1. Based upon the site plan and proposed use of the areas around the building, no additional foundation
landscape area can be provided. A variance will be requested for the required foundation landscape.
2. We will add SF labels for all foundation landscape areas.

Transformer/Utility Box and Fire Hydrant Plantings.

We will review the site plan and add required landscape screening for any utility units within the new construction
area.

Proposed Topography, 2’ Contours
Proposed contours are indicated on the plan and were provided by Civil Engineer.
Please feel free to contact me with any questions regarding the above.

Sincerely,

Patrick S. Conroy, RLA
President
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Exhibit "B"












































































































Exhibit "C"



Exhibit "D"


















Suburban Collection Showplace Expansion

Adjoining Property Owners

Bell Realty
34660 Centaur
Clinton Township, Ml 48035

ServMan, LLC
46100 Grand River Ave
Novi, Ml 48374

Frankfurth, James & Mary
PO Box 942
Novi, MI 48376

46153 Grand River Investors
3000 Town Center, Suite 530
Southfield, Ml 48075

Lapham Investments Ltd Partnership
18412 Blue Heron Dr West
Northville, M| 48168

Hoffman, Cynthia Trust
220 Al-Don Dr
Pinckney, Ml 48169

Anderson, Sheridan & Judith
46089 Grand River Ave
Novi, Ml 48374

Zdravkovski, Drakce
42558 Park Ridge
Novi, Ml 48375

Zdravkovski, Cvetko
24536 Kingspointe
Novi, Ml 48374

Paradise Properties, Inc.
23800 W. 8 Mile Rd
Southfield, M1 48033

Schultz, Charles
2525 Country Club
Ann Arbor, MI 48105

Varteresian, Harry & Robert M
45800 Grand River
Novi, Mi 48374

Novitel Corp.

Attn: Jeffrey C. Stearns
28049 S. Wixom, #315
Wixom, M| 48393

Sidock Properties Novi, LLC
45650 Grand River Ave
Novi, Mi 48374

Demaria Building
45500 Grand River Ave
Novi, M| 48376

LHTR Development, LLC
26650 Taft Rd
Novi, Mt 48376

Guardian Property Services, LLC
44375 Grand River Ave
Novi, MI 48375

International Transmission Co
27175 Energy Way
Novi, MI 48377


















*Mf U.S. Army Corps of Engineers www.Ire.usace.army.mil Michigan Department of Environmental Quality www.mi.gov/jointpermit DE@

Joint Permit Applicaion Page8of 15 EQP 2731 (Rev. 12/2013)
























WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM - Northcentral and Northeast Region

Project/Site:  Michigan State Fair Grounds City/County: Oakland Sampling Date: 6/12/2015
Applicant/Owner: TBON, LLC State: Mi Sampling Point: _D_4
Investigator(s): Woody Held Section, Township, Range: 16, T1N, R8E

Landform (hiliside, terrace, etc.): dtich Local relief (concave, convex, none): concave Slope (%): 1
Subregion (LRR or MLRA): LRR L Lat: 42.4891 Long: -83.5056 Datum:

Soil Map Unit Name: Metea loamy sand, 0 to 6 percent slopes NWI classification: PEM

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes L No_(lf no, explain in Remarks.)

Are Vegetation __ ,Soil ____ ,orHydrology __significantly disturbed?  Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes_X No__
Are Vegetation ___ . Soil __ ,orHydrology __ naturally problematic? (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.)

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS - Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes X No Is the Sampled Area
Hydric Soil Present? Yes X No within a Wetland? Yes X No
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes X No If yes, optional Wettand Site ID:

Remarks: (Explain alternative procedures here or in a separate report.)

HYDROLOGY
Wetland Hydrology Indicators: Secondary Indicators (minimum of two required)
Primary Indicators (minimum of one is required: check all that apply) __Surface Soil Cracks (B6)
_X_Surface Water (A1) __Water-Stained Leaves (B9) ____Drainage Patterns (B10)
_X_High Water Table (A2) ____Aquatic Fauna (B13) ____Moss Trim Lines (B16)
_X_Saturation (A3) ____Marl Deposits (B15) ____Dry-Season Water Table (C2)
____Water Marks (B1) ____Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1) ____ Crayfish Burrows (C8)
_Sediment Deposits (B2) ___Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3) _Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)
____ Drift Deposits (B3) ___Presence of Reduced Iron (C4) _Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1)
____Algal Mat or Crust (B4) ____Recent iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6) i Geomorphic Position (D2)
___lron Deposits (BS) ____Thin Muck Surface (C7) ____Shallow Aquitard (D3)
____Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (87) ____Other (Explain in Remarks) ___Microtopographic Relief (D4)
X

Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8) FAC-Neutral Test (D5)

Field Observations:

Surface Water Present? Yes X No Depth (inches): 1
Water Table Present? Yes X No Depth (inches): 1
Saturation Present? Yes No Depth (inches): Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes X No

(includes capillary fringe)

Describe Recorded Data (stream gauge, monitoring well, aerial photos, previous inspections), if available:

Remarks:

US Army Corps of Engineers Northcentral and Northeast Region — Version 2.0



VEGETATION — Use scientific names of plants.

Sampling Point: D4

Dominant
Species?

Absolute

Tree Stratum (Plot size: 15 ) % Cover

Indicator
Status

1. Salix nigra 10 Yes

OBL

Popuius deltoides 5 Yes

FAC

2
3
4
5.
6
7

Dominance Test worksheet:

Number of Dominant Species
That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 3 (A)

Total Number of Dominant
Species Across All Strata: 3 (B)

Percent of Dominant Species

That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 100.0%  (A/B)

15 =Total Cover

Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: 5' )
1. Salix interior 2 No

FACW

Prevalence Index worksheet:

Total % Cover of: Multiply by:

N o o s DN

x1= 42
x2= 4
Xx3= 15
X4=

OBL species 42
FACW species 2
FAC species
FACU species 0
UPL species 0
Column Totals: 49 (A) 61 (B)
1.24

[$,)

x5=

Prevalence Index = B/A=

2 =Total Cover

Herb Stratum (Plot size: 5' )
Typha angustifolia 30 Yes

-

OBL

Eupatorium maculatum 2 No

OBL

Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:

1 -Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation

_X 2 -Dominance Test is >50%

_X_3- Prevalence Index is 53.0'

_4 - Morphological Adaptations' (Provide supportind
data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)

_Prob!ema(ic Hydrophytic Vegetation' (Explain)

'Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
be present, unless disturbed or problematic.

32 =Total Cover
Woody Vine Stratum  (Plot size: 5 )

1.

Definitions of Vegetation Strata:

Tree — Woody plants 3 in. (7.6 cm) or more in
diameter at breast height (DBH), regardtess of height.

Sapling/shrub — Woody plants less than 3 in. DBH
and greater than or equal to 3.28 ft (1 m) tall.

Herb — All herbaceous (non-wocdy) plants, regardless
of size, and woody plants less than 3.28 ft tall.

Woody vines — All woody vines greater than 3.28 ft in
height.

2
3.
4

=Total Cover

Hydrophytic
Vegetation

Present? Yes X No

Remarks: (Include photo numbers here or on a separate sheet.)

US Army Corps of Engineers

Northcentral and Northeast Region — Version 2.0



SOIL

Sampling Point: D4

Profile Description: (Describe to the depth needed to document the Indicator or confirm the absence of indicators.)

Depth Matrix Redox Features
(inches) Color (moist) % Color (moist) % Type' Loc? Texture Remarks
0-6 10YR 31 100 Mucky Loam/Clay
6-12 10YR 3/1 50 10YR 5/3 50 C M Loamy/Clayey Distinct redox concentrations

'Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, CS=Covered or Coated Sand Grains.

2 ocation: PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.

Hydric Soil Indicators:

Histosol (A1) Polyvalue Below Surface (S8) (LRR R,

____Histic Epipedon (A2) MLRA 149B)

____Black Histic (A3) ____Thin Dark Surface (S9) (LRR R, MLRA 149B)
____Hydrogen Sulfide (A4) ____High Chroma Sands (S11) (LRR K, L)
____Stratified Layers (A5) _X_Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1) (LRR K, L)

- Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11) ___Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2)

___Thick Dark Surface (A12) ___Depleted Matrix (F3)

____Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1) _X _Redox Dark Surface (F6)

___Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4) ____Depleted Dark Surface (F7)

____Sandy Redox (S5) ____Redox Depressions (F8)

____Stripped Matrix (S6) ___Marl (F10) (LRR K, L)

Dark Surface (S7)

Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils®;

2 cm Muck (A10) (LRR K, L, MLRA 149B)
Coast Prairie Redox (A16) (LRR K, L, R)

5 cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3) (LRR K, L, R)
Polyvalue Below Surface (S8) (LRR K, L)
Thin Dark Surface (S9) (LRR K, L)
Iron-Manganese Masses (F12) (LRR K, L, R)
Piedmont Floodplain Soils (F19) (MLRA 149B)
Mesic Spodic (TAB) (MLRA 144A, 145, 149B)
____Red Parent Material (F21)

____Very Shallow Dark Surface (TF12)
____Other (Explain in Remarks)

3indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and wetland hydrology must be present, unless disturbed or problematic.

Restrictive Layer (if observed):
Type:
Depth (inches):

<

X

No

Hydric Soil Present? Yes

Remarks:

Data form is revised from Northcentral and Northeast Regional Supplement Version 2.0 to reflect the NRCS Field Indicators of Hydric Soils version

7.0 March 2013 Errata. (http://soils.usda.gov/use/hydric)

US Army Corps of Engineers

Northcentral and Northeast Region — Version 2.0




———_TWELVE MILE ROAD
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PR. DETENTION
BASIN OUTFALL:

LAT. N. 42°29'28.88"
LONG. W. B3'30'25.28"

PR. WETLAND

FILLING AREA —~Q

LAT. N. 42°29'24,25" ~

LONG. W. 83°30°20.21"
S % Biven 4
pod
[&]

OVERALL
PROJECT
SITE

(MICHIGAN STATE FAR &
SUBURBAN COLLECTION
SHOWPLACE SITE)

NOVI B.M. 16-2

NOVI B.M. 16-7

BM. #3

/
~
/
O(?
TAF'J ROAD
I

7/

TTTT I8

—
/]/ SEC.
16

H MAR

RAILROAD SPIKE IN EAST SIDE POWER POLE ON
WEST SIDE OF TAFT ROAD; 400’ NORTH OF
GRAND RIVER AVENUE.

ELEVATION 948.80

CHISELED SQUARE ON EAST SIDE LIGHT POLE
BASE; 125't SOUTH OF THE C/L OF GRAND
RIVER AND 940°+ WEST OF C/L OF TAFT ROAD;
ON WEST EDGE OF BIT PARKING LOT FOR
GATSBY'S BAR.

ELEVATION 963.19

ARROW ON HYDRANT LOCATED 56'+ SOUTH AND

89'+ WEST OF THE SOUTHEAST CORNER OF THE

SHOWPLACE BUILDING.
ELEVATION 976.88

/
—TF

ICHIGAN TE FAIR &
SUBURBAN COLLFCTION

SHOWPLACE EXPANSION
LOCATION MAP

APPLICANT:
TBON, UC

WATERWAY:
WETLAND 7/C
SECTION 16, T.IN., R.8E.,
CY GF NOW,

OAKLAND COUNTY, MICHIGAN

PROPOSED ACTIVITY:
FILLING 0.14 ACRES OF EXISTING WETLAND
& INSTALLATION OF 301'-24" STORM SEWER

DRAWING SCALE:
1° = 1000

DATE: 06/15/16 SHEET 1 OF 9
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NOTE: SITE WETLAND DELINEATION PERFORMED BY

EXISTING CONDITIONS
PLAN
SCALE: 1°=50’

BENCH MARKS

RAILROAD SPIKE IN EAST SIDE POWER POLE ON
WEST SIDE OF TAFT ROAD; 400’ NORTH OF
GRAND RIVER AVENUE.

ELEVATION 948.80

CHISELED SQUARE ON EAST SIDE LIGHT POLE
BASE; 125't SOUTH OF THE C/L OF GRAND
RIVER AND 940’ WEST OF C/L OF TAFT ROAD;
ON WEST EDGE OF BIT PARKING LOT FOR
GATSBY'S BAR.

ELEVATION 963.18

ARROW ON HYDRANT LOCATED 56't SOUTH AND
89'+ WEST OF THE SOUTHEAST CORNER OF THE
SHOWPLACE BUILDING.

ELEVATION 976.88

KING & MACGREGOR ENVIRONMENTAL, INC.

MICHIGAN STATE FAIR &
SUBURBAN COLLECTION

S LACE ANSION
EXISTING CONDITIONS PLAN

APPLICANT:

TBON, LLC
WATERWAY:

WETLAND 7/C

SECTION 16, T.IN., R8E.,

CITY OF NOWI

OAKLAND COUNTY, MICHIGAN

EROPOSED ACTMITY:
FILLING 0.14 ACRES OF EXISTING WETLAND
& INSTALLATION OF 301'-24" STORM SEWER

1 = S0
DATE: 06/15/16 SHEET 2 OF 9
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HOWPLACE EXPANSION
BENCH MARKS WETLAND STORM SEWER PROFILE
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WEST SIDE OF TAFT ROAD; 400+ NORTH OF APPLICANT:
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ELEVATION 963.19 & INSTALLATION OF 301'—24" STORM SEWER
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ELEVATION 976.88 [DATE: 06/15/16 SHEET 4 OF 9
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ON vg:ﬁr EDGE OF BIT PARKING LOT FOR
GATSBY'S BAR. PROPQSED ACTIVITY:
FILLING 0.14 ACRES OF EXISTING WETLAND
ELEVATION 963.19 & INSTALLATION OF 301'-24" STORM SEWER
BM. #3  ARROW ON HYDRANT LOCATED 56'+ SOUTH AND
89+ WEST OF THE SOUTHEAST CORNER OF THE 1" = 12°
SHOWPLACE BUILDING.
ELEVATION 976.88 | DATE: 08/15/16 SHEET 5 OF 9
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SHOWPLACE EXPANSION
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NOVI BM. 16—2  RAILROAD SPIKE IN EAST SIDE POWER POLE ON
WEST SIDE OF TAFT ROAD; 400’ NORTH OF APPLICANT:
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SHOWPLACE BUILDING.
ELEVATION 976.88 DATE: 06/15/16 SHEET 6 OF 9
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CHISELED SQUARE ON EAST SIDE LIGHT POLE N e N REE.
BASE; 125'+ SOUTH OF THE C/L OF GRAND CITY OF NOW

RIVER AND 940't WEST OF C/L OF TAFT ROAD;
ON WEST EDGE OF BIT PARKING LOT FOR
GATSBY'S BAR.

ELEVATION 963.19

ARROW ON HYDRANT LOCATED 56'+ SOUTH AND
89'+ WEST OF THE SOUTHEAST CORNER OF THE
SHOWPLACE BUILDING.

ELEVATION 976.88

CAKLAND COUNTY, MICHIGAN

PROPOSED ACTVITY:
INSTALLATION OF 24" DETENTION BASIN
OUTFALL STORM SEWER

1" = 60’
| DATE: 06/15/16 _SHEET 9 OF 9
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PRELIMINARY GEOTECHNICAL EXPLORATION AND ENGINEERING REPORT
PROPOSED SITE DEVELOPMENT ~ 46700 & 46404 GRAND RIVER AVENUE
CITY OF NOVI, OAKLAND COUNTY, MICHIGAN

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

PSI has completed our preliminary geotechnical exploration and engineering report for the
proposed site development to be constructed at 46700 & 46404 Grand River Avenue in the
city of Novi, Oakland County, Michigan. PS! understands that additional explorations were
performed to identify subsurface soil conditions at the former Anglin Civil Gonstructors Ltd
property located at 46700 Grand River Avenue and property owned by Acme Construction
Company at address 46404 Grand River Avenue in the city of Novi, Oakland County,
Michigan. PS! understands that the Anglin Civii Constructors site is currently an
undeveloped lot approximately 20 acres in size and is being used as a storage yard for
Anglin Civil Constructors Ltd.

Based on conversations with Suburban Collection Showplace personal, PSI understands
the project site may be used to expand the existing Suburban Collection Showplace and
may consist of the construction of a two-story steel-framed building structure with concrete
slab-on-grade floor and no basement. Specific details relative to the size and location of
the proposed building footprint(s) and the anticipated wall and column loads were not
provided. Forthe purposes of our analysis, PS| assumes that the wall loads supported on
the perimeter continuous foundations may be less than 4 kips per lineal faot (kIf) and the
column loads will not exceed 100 kips. In addition, PSt assumes that the slab-on-grade
loading will not exceed about 150 pounds per square foot. A total of twelve (12) soil test
borings were perfonmed within the proposed development area and selected samples were
tested in the laboratory.

Deleterious old fill consisting predominately of discolored dark brown, brown and black sandy
clay, silty clay and sand with variable percentages of asphalt, sand, concrete, brick, wood
and organics was encountered at Borings B-1 through B-12. The old fill extended to depths
ranging from approximately 4 to 19.5 feet below the existing ground surface at the locations
of Borings B-1 through B-12. A stratum of dark brown to black amorphous peat was
encountered at the locations of Borings B-10 and B-12 below the old fill layer. The peat
stratum extended to depths ranging from approximately 9.5 to 24 feet below the existing
ground surface. A stratum of apparently native mottled brown and gray to mottled brown,
orangish brown and gray sandy clay with varable percentages of sand was encountered
below the fill at the locations of Borings B-1, B-2, B-3, B-8, B-9and B-11. The mottied sandy
clay stratum extended to depths ranging from approximately 12 to 34 feet below the existing
ground surface at the location of Borings B-1, 8-2, B-8, B-9 and B-11and through the final
explored depths of approximately 15 feet below the ground surface at the locations of Boring
B-3. A stratum of apparently native brown and yellowish brown to gray, and dark gray fine to
fine to coarse silty sand was encountered below and interbeded within the mottled and gray
sandy clay stratum at the locations of Boring B-1, B-2, B-6, B-8, B-9, B-10 and B-12. In
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addition, the silty sand encountered below the amorphous peat at the location of Boring B-12
had trace amounts of organics. The silty sand strata extended to depths ranging from
approximately 19.5 to 35 feet at the locations of Borings B-2, B-6, B-8, B-9, B-10 and B-12
and through the final explored depth of Boring B-1 of approximately 15 feet below the
existing ground surface. A stratum of gray sandy clay with variable percentages of sand was
encountered below the mottled sandy clay and silty sand strata at the locations of Borings B-
2, B4, B-5, B-6, B-8, B-9, B-10, B-11 and B-12. The gray sandy clay stratum extended
through the final explored depths of the borings of approximately 15 and 40 feet below the
ground surface.

As noted above, deleterious old fill consisting predominately of discolored dark brown, brown
and black sandy clay, silty clay and sand with variable percentages of asphalt, sand,
concrete, brick, wood and organics was encountered at Borings B-1 through B-12. The old fill
extended to depths ranging from approximately 4 to 19.5 feet below the existing ground
surface at the locations of Borings B-1 through B-12. A stratum of dark brown to black
amorphous peat was encountered at the locations of Borings B-10 and B-12 below the old fill
layer. The peat stratum extended to depths ranging from approximately 9.5 to 24 feet below
the existing ground surface. The Loss-On-Ignition (LOI) or organic contents of the tested
sample from boring B-10 was 41.5 percent (which is very high). These variable N-values
suggests that the fill was not placed in a controlled manner. It would not be unusual for the
thickness, composition and density of the near-surface fill materials to vary from that
encountered at the individual boring locations. In PSI's opinion, the existing deleterious
old fill and organic soils are not considered suitable for direct support of the proposed
structure on a conventional shallow foundation system. In addition poor pavement
performance including faulting, cracking and a reduced service fife should be
anticipated where the proposed site pavements are place directly over the existing old
fill materials. If it Is desired to support the proposed building on conventional shallow
toundations, ground improvement will be required.

In PSI’s opinion, one of the most feasible methods of ground improvement at this site (from a
relative constructability, engineering and cost standpoint) is to leave the old fill and organic
soils in-place and support the proposed building on conventional shallow spread footing
foundations following the installation of Rammed-Aggregate Piers (RAP)/Geo-Piers or stone
columns.

This site improvement method may likely be performed at a lower cost and within a quicker
construction timeline than conventional mass excavation and replacement of the existing
old fill materials. RAP/Geo-Piers will also provide uniform support for the proposed
structure reducing total and differential settlement and will eliminate the uncertainty
associated with supporting the building structure and it's floor slab directly on the old fill
and organics soils. The installation of RAP/Geo-Piers or stone columns will also reduce the
amount of potentially environmentally sensitive excavated fill and organic soils that has to
be removed to an appropriate off-site disposal location if the owner decides to perform
mass excavation and removal of the unsuitable soils from below the proposed building
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structure footprint.

RAP/Geo-pier elements are typically installed by either drilling a 20 to 30-inch diameter cavity
or driving a variable-diameter mandrel into the soil, displacing the soil laterally to form a
cavity. The cavity is filled by ramming thin lifts of aggregate within the cavity. During the
installation process, high frequency impact ramming energy applied to each lift both densifies
the aggregate and surrounding soil and forces the aggregate laterally into the sidewalls of the
hole further stiffening the stabilized composite soil mass. PSI estimates that the RAP/Geo-
Pier elements would be installed through the fill and into the underlying stiff to hard
silty/sandy clay soils through a RAP/Geo-Pier shaft length of approximately 20 to 25 feet.
PSI anticipates that the RAP/Geo-Pier elements will be installed along the proposed
building's perimeter load-bearing walls, below the isolated interior column locations and on a
grid pattem below the proposed floor slab. RAP/Geo-Pier or stone column elements are
generally designed and installed by a design-build specialty contractor. PS! would be
pleased to work with an installation contractor to better define the feasibility and scope of
work for this site and to provide a specific allowable bearing capacity and estimated
settlement for use in the foundation design as well as the associated costs.

Based on the borings performed, the site also appears suitable for support of the proposed
structure on a drilled pier or caisson foundation. The vertical loads will be supported
predominately by end-bearing. PSI estimates that an allowable end bearing capacity of 6
kst is achievable for use in the design of drilled pier or caisson foundations where sacketed
a minimum of 5 feet or one pile diameter (whichever is greater) into the stiff to very stiff
sandy clay at or below a depth of approximately 30 feet below the existing ground surface.
However, an acceptable foundation elevation may vary due to the depth and type of soils
encountered at this project site and therefore PSI should be consulted for further
recommendations once the location(s) of the proposed structure(s) have been finalized.

In order to act as a deep foundation element, PSI recommends the length of the drilled pier
be a minimum of 4 times the shaft diameter. Also, a minimum shaft diameter of 30 inches is
recommended to facilitate cleaning and inspection.

PSI estimates that settlement of the native bearing soils due to load transferred to the tip of
properly installed drilled pier or caisson should be on the order of ¥ inch or less for the
anticipated pile diameter, bearing pressure and length outlined above. Additional
movement will occur within the drilled pier due to elastic deformation of the caisson
concrete. The elastic deformation is dependent on the strength or Modulus of Elasticity of
the concrete (E), the length of the pier (L), the cross sectional area of the pile (A) and the

applied compression load at the top of the pile (P) and is expressed by the formula S =
PL/AE.

Based on the borings performed, uncontrolled old fill materials are also anticipated to be
present below the proposed pavements. Uncontrolled fills, especially those containing
organics and deleterious materials, may experience poor pavement performance including
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faulting, cracking and a reduced service life where the proposed site pavements are place
directly over the existing old fill materials. Therefore, mass excavation and removal of the
existing old fillin its entirety from below the pavement may not be a viable option. However,
ifthe owner is willing to accept the risk in doing so, a portion of the existing old il may remain
in-place below the proposed site pavements. The risk of poor pavement performance can
be reduced (but not completely eliminated) by partial depth undercutting of the critical
upper 2 to 3 foot section of the subgrade and replacement of the existing old fil and
organic-containing native soils with clean imported engineered fill. Risk remains of poor
pavement performance due to the inherent uncertainty associated with supporting the
pavements over existing old fill or discolored, organic-containing native soils, which the
Owner must recognize and accept if some or the entire fill thickness is left in place.

To reduce the risk of poor pavement performance to an acceptable level of anticipated
performance, PS| recommends that the pavement section be supplemented with TENSAR
TX 160 Geogrid or equivalent to improve the performance and serviceable life of the
pavement (for both flexible and rigid pavements).  Placement of Geogrid at the
subgrade/aggregate base course interface will improve the strength of the subgrade soils
resulting in an increase in the trafficking capacity or the number of 18-kip ESAL’s that the
pavement sections can support over the life of the pavement. Placement of a layer of
Geogrid directly over the existing old fill in the bottom of the undercut will further help
stabilize localized areas of subgrade instability and enhance pavement performance,
however, may not eliminate it to its entirety.

The recommendations submitted in this report are considered to be preliminary and are
based on the available subsurface information obtained by PS| and the project information
fumished by Servman, LLC. Priorto final design and construction, additional borings
may be required to verify the soil conditions and to determine if changes in the
earthwork, subgrade preparation and preliminary foundation design parameter
recommendations presented herein are required. If additional soil borings, laboratory
testing and engineering analysis are not performed, PSI will not be responsible for the
implementation of its preliminary recommendations.

This Executive Summary should not be considered separately from the entire text of
this preliminary report with all the conclusions and qualifications mentioned herein.
Details of our preliminary analysis and recommendations are given in the following
sections of this preliminary report.
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DATE STARTED: 3/24/14
DATE COMPLETED: 24114
COMPLETION DEPTH 1551
BENCHMARK: N/A
ELEVATION: N/A
LATITUDE:

LONGITUDE:

STATION: N/A OFFSET: N/A

REMARKS: Borshol bacidiied with auget cuttings upon comolation

DRILL COMPANY: P8l inc.

ORILLER; J. Arsenaull LOGGED BY: K. Dubnick BORING B-1
DAILLRIG: ______ CME4S &| ¥ Whie Drifing 65 joat
DRILLING METHOD: 3.25" HSA @| Y Upon Completion 4 feet
SAMPLING METHOD: 2'SS Z|¥ Delay WetCave @ &
HAMMER TYPE; Automatic BORING LOCATION:

EFFICIENCY 78% See Boring Location Plan

REVIEWED BY: A. Cakic

Acme Construction Company Property

' a STANDARD PENETRATION
- 7 § 4 TEST DATA
K] | 2l& 3 E 2 Nintlowst @
e |E(S|82)8 5] * vomm @7
s [ Zl2lele]| 3 MATERIALDESCRIPTION | 8| & |§ + L [ Addtiona
= £ 'S, al E ] [3] w -g | ¥ 25 Fiamatks
s | 8|84 3 g F |32
] @ e g a STRENGTH, 1s!
& A Q * o
[] 20 40|
0 FILL - SAND, Tine to madium, with 5T,
T asphalt and gravel, dark brown, molsx
. i 0 ) 1ing to mecium, 20,42,16
L. T sift, traca clay, dark brown, moist N=58 N X /}m
[ R ] - , fine to medium, trace organics — |
- 5 FSXAN 2 | *® S\and graval, diark brown, meist 333 a7 (P
oA o, , e {0 madium, va -
L sift, motﬂed brown yellowish brown, molst .
L l 318 owet ‘Nlaz 21 |& «
¥ T | SANDY CLAY, frace gravel, motlad Brown
10 W/ 4 | "8 | and dark brown, malst, very stiff o | N I Op =201t
- '/ 18 7,11 :
L] S SANDY CLAY - wraca graval, brown, morst, ?q,,,g n ” Qo +401s
[ % hard L oL |
| 45 - 18 588 .
15 &5 | § SILTY SAND - Tiié 1 coarse, brown. watl S neie | 20 .
i medium dense /—
: nd of 2anng
! ]
i
i
}
i
|
Professlonal Service Industries, Inc. PROJECT NO.: 0381570A i
45749 Helm Street PROJECT: Progosed Site Develorment

Plymouth, Mi 48170

Telephone: (734) 453-7900

LOCATION: _ 46700 & 46404 Grand River Ave

Cily of Novi

“The strafication Enes reprasent epproximals boundanes: The Tarsios may be gradual,
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DATE STARTED: 32414 DRILL COMPANY: PSI, Inc.
DATE COMPLETED: _3/24h4 DRILLER: J. Arsenaytt LOGGED BY: K. Dubnickl BORING B-2
COMPLETION DEPTH 4051 DRILL RIG: CME 45 §| Y WhieDriling 10.5 feel
BENCHMARK: N/A DRILLING METHOD: 3.25" HSA s Y Upon Completion 6 feat
ELEVATION: N/A SAMPLING METHOD: 2'Ss ¥ Dslay Woet Cave @ 14'
TITUDE: HAMMER TYPE: Automatic BORING LOCATION:
L,_:m 78% See Boring Location Plan
STATION: A. Cokle Acma Construction Company Property
o STANDARD FENETRATION
- 7 g ;é' TEST DATA
£ g3 g £ é 51 2 |5 x uasume iy
§ | S8 o2 MATERIAL DESCRIPTION 3 g P Additicnal
2 | g 'g g 5 ] 2 Remarks
g g 3 alz § [ T
@ ’ g g STRENGTH, t3!
! & A * op
! H o 20 40
0 FILL - SILTY SAND, irace concréte, asphall
and gravsl,, dark gray, moist
- 9 ‘Fltl_g'_sx. ND, nr.e%:m' edium, Trace sii and 15, 1
PR *® | gravel, dark gray, mot s 8| % //@
t ] @ 2 |18 | 678 %
" ' % Nais | ' '
- AN 3716 ] s , \race gravel and 1,12 {49 X
- 2 ; crganics, brown, maist N=3
- - trace gravel, occaslonal sand
+ 10 4| By coam, orawsh brown and gray, moist {o wat, 223 |25 —¥ Cp =051t
= medium s| cL Ne$
- 5] 12 - Tina to coarsa, brown, Mmoist 1o 457 .45 X i
- o 0 ! wet, medium danse N=12 ;
. 618 58,9
- 154, o | N7 16
RN
S - P ;
- 20 7| 8. = S5 5o, W e % —lop= 12581
- ' moist, stif to hard |
EYAN N=8 \ Q=158
} Z
|
N |
L . 9|18 " 4,710 : \ iWws
t 30 g f CL Net7 13 + T
. t
. i
10 18 345 }
[ a5 N 16 x Qp =25 tst
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¥ ! | I
[ R ! - |
/@ RE 6.9.14 L
[ M TERMorBomy T Negs | "] N e
I o |
l i !
) |
Professional Service Industries, Inc, PROJECT NO.: 0381570A
| o 45749 Helm Street PROJECT: Stts t
a Piymouth, Ml 48170 LOCATION: _ 46700 & 46404 Grand Rlivar Ave
Telephone: (734) 453-7800 Clly of Novi
. Qakiand County. Michigan
"The stralification lines represant approximats boUndanes. The Fansiion may b gradual. Sheet 1 of 1




DATE STARTED: 32414 DRILL COMPANY: PSI. Inc.
DATE COMPLETED: araNn4 DRILLER: J. Arsenault LOGGED BY: K. Dubnicki BORING B- 3
COMPLETION DEPTH 155 DRILL RIG: CME 45 $| ¥ Wtile Driing Dry feet
BENCHMARK: N/A DRILLING METHOD: 3.25°HSA g Y Upon Comgletion Dry fost
ELEVATION: N/A _ SAMPLING METHQD: 2°SS I oDelay Ory Cave @ &'
LATITUDE: HAMMER TYPE: Automatic BORING LOCATION:
LONGITUDE: EFFICIENCY 78% See Bering Location Plan
STATION: N/A OFFSET: ___N/A REVIEWED BY: A. Celde Acma Construction Company Property
REMARKS: Borehalo backfilod with augaf cutlings upon complation
a STANDARD PENETRATION
- ] 5 ;2: TEST DATA
2 {3 o2& 2 £ 3 £ 2 Nin blows/tt &
= |83 |H e 3 < g1 % Moswe @ PL
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St 3 8
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Q 20 40
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- asphalt, dark brown, moist
- 3 FILL - SILTY SAND, irace organics and ek, 10,14,12 A
" 8 dark brown, moist N=28 12 ’ "/
i SANDY CLAY - race gravel, browrish gray, 56 o,
L—- s 81 rmoist, very stiff |§1'= 1 | ° < Qp = 3.01s
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" |\3='9 17 Py
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- 10 18 | brown and gray, moist, very stif to hard S';‘,'g 1 \ Cp =3.0 18!
1 b
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f i
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Professional Service Industries, Inc. PROJECT NO.: 0381570A
45749 Helm Street PROJECT: ___ Pro:csed Site Development
Plymouth, Ml 48170 LOCATION: 46700 & 46404 Grand River Ave
Telephone: (734) 453-7900 City of Novi
.. Oakland County. Michigan

“Tha stratiiication ines reprasent approximate boundarizs. The transition may be graduel.

Sheet 1 of 1



DATE STARTED: 3/25114 DRILL COMPANY: PSI, Inc. BOR'NG B'4
DATE COMPLETED: aresig DAILLER: J. Arsenaull LOGGED BY: K. Dubnicki e
COMPLETION DEPTH 40.5 1t DRILL RIG: CME 45 &| ¥ WhieDriting 9 fast
BENCHMARK: N/A DRILLING METHOD: 325" HSA ; X upon Complstion 10.6 fest
ELEVATION: N/A SAMPLING METHOD: 2'SS ¥ oDelay Wet Cave @ 14.6'
LATTUDE: _- HAMMER TYPE: Automatic BORING LOCA s
LONGITUDE: EFFICIENCY 78% Soa Boring Location Plan
STATION: N/A OFFSET: N/A__ REVIEWED BY: A. Cekic Acma Construction Company Property
M&Bunuw%m% o
a STANDARD PENETRATION
- g & ;é TEST mm@
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F 318 235 |a1 X
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[ - 1 (] da’k * .,
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. gravel dark gray, wat N=10
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1 %% ‘ 1,
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B 9 18! ' 236 i— A~
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- Z ' [ i
s 10} 18 2,56 a
i 35 Ney 10 '0p 2 2.51st
i
:40 1] 18 6,8,11 ; 13" ‘[/v = 4.5e sl
" End of Borng T Ns19 ' . '
-
| |
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Telephone: (734) 453-7800 Clty of Novi
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DATE STARTED: 326114 DRILL COMPANY: PS), Inc.
DATE COMPLETED: 3i%6/14 DRILLER: J. Arsenault LOGGED BY: K. Dubnicki BORING B-6
COMPLETION DEPTH 405 #t DRILL RIG: CME 48 3| ¥ Whila Driling 14.5 fesl
BENCHMARK: A DRILLING METHOD: 3.25° HSA g Y Upon Complgtion 10 teat
ELEVATION: NA SAMPLING METHOD: 2'SS Y Detay Wel Cave @ 16
LATITUDE: HAMMER TYPE: _Automatic BORING LOCATION:
LONGITUDE: EFFICIENCY 78% See Boring Location Plan
STATION:____MNA __ OFFSET: __ N/A __ REVIEWEDBY: A. Cekic Acma Construction Company Property
FAEMARKS: Berghola backiiied with N
] STANDARD PENETRATION
- 5 e TESTDATA
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[ Professional Service Industries, Inc. PROJECT NO.: 0381570A
PO EE 45749 Helm Street PROJECT: Sttg
Plymouth, Ml 48170 LOCATION: _ 46700 & 48404 Grand River Ava
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MAJOR EVENT TRAFFIC PLAN (METP)













Outline of Major Event Traffic Plan Program--Suburban Collection
Showplace/Michigan State Fairgrounds

Introduction and Opening Summary:

A historical summary of the Novi Expo operations and the newly constructed Showplace operations and
related traffic issues and improvements should be provided. Of particular importance, is the historical
issues relating to the poor ingress and egress at the former Novi Expo site with one point of access and
very limited parking creating regular traffic backups and congestion issues up until the relocation in 2005.
With the construction of the new facility an extraordinary amount of traffic planning and future road
improvement programming, was engaged in and ultimately completed. These include but are not limited
to having three distinct entrance and exit points, to the new Showplace grounds with the main entrance
being fully signalized and an additional service exit/entrance from Taft Road. The original development
included the installation of a turning lane along the north side of Grand River from the main entrance at
the east all the way to the west entrance. In addition, the Showplace project and the economic
development it promised, was used as a catalyst for over five million dollars of additional road funding
dedicated for the improvement of Grand River to a full five-lane section with a dedicated left hand turn
lane. This funding along with the interchange improvements at Beck, Wixom and 1-96 as well as the
intersection improvements at Grand River and Novi Road and the reconstruction of the “humpback”
railroad bridge over the CSX railway completed a three+ mile section of improvement to the Grand River
corridor with the Showplace located directly in the middle. Since its original development and opening in
2005, and its subsequent expansion along with the addition of the Hyatt Place Hotel in 2013 the
Showplace has continued to attract literally hundreds of events annually and operates with little or only
modest traffic impacts with the vast majority of the time. In the last eleven years, and only in recent years,
one major event (the Motor City Comic-Con), has provided traffic movement challenges. These challenges
have arisen not only due to the large number of overall attendees and increase in popularity of the event,
as importantly the short-duration of time in which the peak amount of attendance occurs and average
length of stay of the attendees. In 2016, a major coordination effort was undertaken between Michigan
Department of Transportation, Michigan State Police, Oakland Road County Commission, Novi Police, City
of Novi Administration and Showplace event producer/staff to address and minimize traffic congestion
issues. At the core of this planning effort is the basis that the Showplace operations and infrastructure can
adequately handle the vast majority of current and future proposed events with little to no planning
efforts. However, it is understood that in certain instances like Comic-Con and any other future events
that would near a comic-con like threshold that is incumbent upon the Showplace administration to notify
and engage in a Major Event Traffic Plan (METP) Program.

In conclusion, it is important to note that at this time, within the current schedule and future booking
schedule no events other than the Motor City Comic-Con and to a lesser extent, the Fifth Third Bank
Michigan State Fair, are expected to require the invocation of the METP! The events currently slated for
the expansion space would provide for the growth of existing events with the most critical growth needs
being that of trade and industry style events which have large floor space requirements but very small
amounts of attendance as compared to major consumer style events.
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METP Structure:

Normal Showplace Operations:

Use of Current Entrances and Exits Only:

As indicated in the opening summary, the significant amount of parking and infrastructure
enjoyed by the Showplace is adequate to handle and provide for the vast majority of events that
will be schedule now and into the future. During these times of normal operations the Showplace
will function utilizing its current entrances and exits only. Going forward, the entrances utilized
during normal operation shall be “Gate 1,” which is the main east signalized entrance, and “Gate
2” which is the current west entrance serving as the common drive for Belfor truck and the
Showplace. In addition, the center curb-cut into the south lots will be used as an exit-only and the
Taft Road service drive will continue to be used in that capacity as well. Even in the case of major
consumer events currently scheduled such as Outdocorama, the Women'’s Show, the Golf Show,
Snowmobile Show, etc., these entrances will be sufficient and continue to service the inflow and
outflow in an organized fashion for these events.

New Expanded Surfaced Parking Areas:

A key part of the new expansion plan is to increase substantially overall surfaced parking even
considering the elimination of _____ spaces relating to the expansion of the facility itself. Access
to the newly expanded parking areas immediately west of the Showplace site will be via
predominately the west entrance, Gate 2. The versatility and flexibility needed from the surfaced
areas necessitate certain variances from traditional parking lot standards and we will be working
with the City to develop the most useful and user-friendly combination throughout the finalization
of the site-planning process.

Implementation of the METP:

If any future potential event is expected to have certain thresholds of overall attendance, however, more
importantly, peak amounts of vehicle trips, the Showplace administration shall notify the city
administration and initiate the METP procedures. To assist in establishing this threshold and trigger
mechanism, we have included the trip generation information and car counts from the peak Saturday
time frames from the 2016 Motor City Comic-Con. We have also included some of the
correspondence/communications between the various agencies relating to the planning effort, the
implementation, and the ultimate results of the 2016 effort. We are proposing that a peak period demand
of 80% of the traffic experienced during Comic-Con would trigger the need and use of the METP.

Summary of Key Elements of the METP:

1. Determination that threshold is likely to be met.

2. Showplace notifies the City of the future event.

3. Notification goes out to all coordinating agencies and organizations, including but not limited to
the, Michigan Department of Transportation, Michigan State Police, Oakland County Road
Commission, Novi Police/Public Safety, City of Novi Administration, Suburban Collection
Showplace staff and event producers.
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10.

11.

Depending on the level and duration of the expected traffic volumes, the plan will include opening
of such other gates/entrances to the west, including “Gate 3” and “Gate 4” identified in the
attached overall site plan.

If determined to be either necessary or beneficial, additional ancillary overflow lots in and around
the Showplace/fairgrounds may be utilized. These overflow lots will be natural/grass surfaced lots
and when appropriate will be operated by charitable and community organizations with a portion
or all of the proceeds (if any charge is made for the use of the parking lots) going to these
charity/community organizations.

If determined to be either necessary or beneficial and subject to availability, shuttle lots may be
utilized including but not limited to coordination with the Novi Public Schools for use of any
available school parking lot area.

Coordination and optimization of all signal timing within the reasonable geographic area through
communication with Oakland County Road Commission Signalization Department.

If determined to be either necessary and or beneficial, coordination of active physical traffic
control by appropriate department personnel. Examples may include ramps on 1-96, overpasses
and intersections, and potentially entrances/exits at the Showplace itself.

Coordination of appropriate, allowable messages delivered through the DMS Message System
(MDOT highway, large reader board).

A pre-implementation meeting will be held prior to any event requiring the METP and a post-
event meeting/follow up will be held to identify any points of concern or adjustments that may
be required.

A final core element to this approach is that it is clearly understood in the event of experience
related to a particular event or continuing regular reoccurring issues being associated with
future, major events additional improvements to the plan and/or infrastructure may be
required. An example of which would be the installation of additional turning lanes at or near
the westerly gates. Another potential would be with a significant amount of new major events
requiring department personnel, a Cost/Services Plan may need to be developed.

3

v R spanaon Plaeirathic.Outhnge of Rajor tvent Traffic Plan Program.docs






Executive Assistant

From: Barr, Mary Ann (MDOT) <BarrM4@michigan.gov>
Sent: Thursday, May 12, 2016 11:15 AM ' ' o .
To: Aaron Staup (astaup@cityofnovi.org), Amanda Kulikowski (akulikowski@cityofnovi.org);

Blair Bowman; Bob Bowman; Brian Morley (Brian.Morley@glengineering.com); Brian
Woloski (bwoloski@cityofnovi.org); Carissa Markel (cmarkel@rcoc.org); Carl Berry
(cberry@dada.org); Cross, Diane (MDOT); DeFauw, Courtney (MDOT); Dipietro, Paul
(MSP); Galindo, Steve (MDOT); Gill, Sarah (MDOT); Hancock, Daniel (MSP); Harold Kuhn
(hkuhn@dada.org); Ison, Walter (MDOT); Jeff St. Pierre (jeffstpierre@comcast.net);
Jessica Fiore-Lucas (fiore.lucas@yahoo.com); Keith Wuotinen
(kwuotinen@cityofnovi.org); Kerley, Sean (MDOT); Laura Rochow; Mark Koskinen
(mark koskinen@aecom.com); Mary Ann Barr; Michael Goldman
(michaelg@motorcitycomics.com); Mike Lucas (mlucas95@yahoo.com); Mueller, Eric
(MDOTY; Parker, Jonathan (MDOT); Parwaiz Nur; Rachel Jones (rjones@rcoc.org); Randall
S. Coleman (rcoleman@dada.org); Shelby Collins; Swan, Barbara (MDOT); Zabel,

Marjorie (MDOT)
Subject: Motor City Comic Con Roundup 2016 *Resending*
Attachments: 2016 Motor City Comic Con Showplace Parking .pdf; 2016 Motor City Comic Con

Contact Sheet.pdf; 2016 Motor City Comic Con Meeting Sign In 4.21.16.pdf

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Completed

Good Afternoon,

Comic Con is here and every year of the Comic Con brings us new challenges. You’ll recall in 2015 we had our focus on
event parking.

We gotta hand it to the Showplace as they have stepped up and added additional lots and options for parking that will
be a huge benefit! Attached to this email is the 2016 Motor City Comic Con Showplace Parking for reference. If you
have any questions about parking for the event please use the attached 2016 Motor City Comic Con Contact Sheet to
locate the proper contacts. Additionally we have attached contact resources in the 2016 Motor City Comic Con Meeting
Sign In 4.21.16 from our meeting in April.

The Revive275 project will no doubt affect ingress and egress traffic on I-96, I-696 and I-275. If you have any questions
or concerns about the project’s effect on Comic Con Traffic please call the 24/7 Hot Line (248) 275-9248. This line is
answered live by Brian Morley. Brian has the authority to take your questions and concerns directly to the project team
for resolution. He is a great resource for all things Revive275. http://www.revive275.com/ or
http://mdotnetpublic.state.mi.us/drive/Default.aspx

Due the closure of southbound 1-275 from I-696 to M-14, the 1-96/Beck Rd Interchange has become a very popular
detour (turnaround) location. Because of this SEMTOC will be messaging for event traffic to use Wixom Rd. We hope
that this will help to disburse the traffic off on 1-96. With all the new parking options we do not believe that messaging
for “full” lots will be necessary for this event.

We have scheduled an additional Freeway Courtesy Patrol van for patrol on Saturday from 10am-4pm. The van will run
a loop on [-96 between Kensington Rd and M-5. As well as 1-696 from M-5 to Telegraph. This will allow for assistance to
get stranded motorists off the road quickly. If needed the FCP van can assist with short-term traffic control as the van is
equipped with an arrow board. Contact information for the FCP is on the 2016 Motor City Comic Con Contact Sheet.
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We are committed to doing all we can to make this year’s event a success. Please let us know if we can be of additional
assistance!

Thank you,

Mary Ann Barr

MDOT-SEMTOC Mobility Coordinator
Mobile: 248-996-5515
Barrm4@michigan.gov
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Michigan Department of Transportation
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Executive Assistant

Subject: 2016 Motor City Comic Con After-Action

Location: Suburban Collection Showplace, 46100 Gradn River Ave, Novi MI 48374
Start: Tue 5/24/2016 1:00 PM

End: Tue 5/24/2016 2:00 PM

Show Time As: Tentative

Recurrence: (none)

Organizer: Barr, Mary Ann (MDOT)

Here are the agenda and documents for todays after action meeting.

ﬁléaéé join us at 1:00 PM on Tuesday May 24, 2016 at the Suburban Collection Showplace to discuss how traffic and
parking resulted during this year's Motor City Comic Con.

An agenda in the works, so let us know if you have any particular topic that needs to be discussed and it will be included.
A display board will also be available if you have information on a jump drive that you would like to display.

Thank you,

Mary Ann Barr

MDOT-SEMTOC Mobility Coordinator
Mobile: 248-996-5515

Barrm4 @michigan.gov

Motor City Comic  After Action  RITIS Comic Con
Con After Act... Comic Con Tim..  2016.pptx






@MIDOT

Motor City Comic Con 2016 SEMTOC Timeline

A=COM

Date Time Source Decription
Friday, May 13, 2016 11:30 AM |SEMTOC DMS Message Response Plan Activated
Friday, May 13, 2016 12:30 PM |Suburban Collection Showplace Comic Con Open
Friday, May 13, 2016 2:00 PM |SEMTOC Video WB 1-96 from 1-696 to Novi Rd, no delays
Friday, May 13, 2016 4:00 PM |SEMTOC Minor Incident, NB M5 to WB 196
Friday, May 13, 2016 4:30 PM  |SEMTOC Video EB |-96 at Novi Rd, crash, no delays
Friday, May 13, 2016 5:00 PM |SEMTOC High Impact Incident, EB |-96 at Novi Rd, only right lane open
Friday, May 13, 2016 6:00 PM |SEMTOC DMS Message Response Plan Terminated
Friday, May 13, 2016 6:30 PM [SEMTOC Video WB I-94 at M-39, Waldo found
Friday, May 13, 2016 7:00 PM  |Suburban Collection Showplace Comic Con Closed
Saturday, May 14, 2016 [9:00 AM [Novi PD via the 1-275 Hot Line Request to check signal timing at Grand River and Beck Rd
Saturday, May 14, 2016 |9:30 AM |SEMTOC DMS Message Response Plan Activated
Saturday, May 14, 2016 (10:00 AM [FCP Mechanical Assist, WB 1-696 at Grand River
Saturday, May 14, 2016 |10:30 AM |Suburban Collection Showplace Comic Con Open
Saturday, May 14, 2016 {10:30 AM |FCP Tire Change, EB M-5 at Drake
Saturday, May 14, 2016 |11:00 AM |FCP Abandoned vehicle marked, EB M-5 at Farminton Rd
Saturday, May 14, 2016 }11:00 AM |FCP Has spotted MSP assisting with ramp traffic control on 1-96
Saturday, May 14, 2016 [11:30 AM |FCP Abandoned vehicle marked, WB M-5 at Farminton Rd
Saturday, May 14, 2016 |12:30 PM |SEMTOC to RCOC Request to check signal timing at Novi Rd and 1-96 & Crescent
Saturday, May 14, 2016 |1:00 PM |SEMTOC Video SB Novi Rd at I-96, Crescent, Grand River
Saturday, May 14, 2016 |1:00 PM |FCP Multiple Assists, EB I-696 at Orchard Lake
Saturday, May 14, 2016 [3:00 PM |SEMTOC Video WB 1-696 at WB 1-96, crash, no delays
Saturday, May 14, 2016 |3:00 PM |SEMTOC Image WB 1-96 exit Novi Rd, light volume, no delays

5/24/2016 11:59 AM

lof2



@MDOT

Motor City Comic Con 2016 SEMTOC Timeline

A=COM

Date Time Source Decription
Saturday, May 14, 2016 [3:00 PM [SEMTOC Image WB 1-96 at Beck Rd, moderate volume, no delays
Saturday, May 14, 2016 |3:00 PM |SEMTOC Image EB I-96 exit Wixom, light volume, no delays
Saturday, May 14, 2016 |3:00 PM |SEMTOC Image WB 1-96 exit Wixom, light volume, no delays
Saturday, May 14, 2016 [3:00PM |FCP Mechanical Assist, WB I-696 at Farmington Rd
Saturday, May 14, 2016 |3:00PM |FCP Mechanical Assist, WB I-696 at Farmington Rd
Saturday, May 14, 2016 [3:30PM |FCP Mechanical Assist, EB I-696 at Orchard Lake
Saturday, May 14, 2016 [4:00 PM |SEMTOC Image WB I-96 exit Wixom, rain, no delays
Saturday, May 14, 2016 [4:00 PM |SEMTOC Imagex2 EB 1-96 from Novi Rd to |1-696/M-5, moderate volume, slow
Saturday, May 14, 2016 |4:00 PM |SEMTOC Image Novi Rd south of I-96, heavy volume
Saturday, May 14, 2016 [4:00 PM |SEMTOC Image Novi Rd north of 1-96, heavy volume
Saturday, May 14, 2016 [4:00 PM |SEMTOC Image EB |-96 exit to Novi Rd, light volume, no delays
Saturday, May 14, 2016 [4:00 PM [SEMTOC Image WB I-96 exit to Beck Rd, light volume, no delays
Saturday, May 14, 2016 |4:00 PM |SEMTOC Image 1-96 at Beck Rd, moderate volume, no delays
Saturday, May 14, 2016 |4:00 PM [SEMTOC Rain detected on the 1-96 cameras in Oakland County
Saturday, May 14,2016 [6:00 PM |SEMTOC DMS Message Response Plan Terminated
Saturday, May 14, 2016 |7:00 PM |Suburban Collection Showplace Comic Con Closed
Sunday, May 15,2016 |9:30 AM [SEMTOC DMS Message Response Plan Activated
Sunday, May 15,2016  |10:30 AM |Suburban Collection Showplace Comic Con Open
Sunday, May 15,2016 [1:00PM |SEMTOC Operator reports no traffic back-up issues detected on camera related to Comic Con
Sunday, May 15,2016  [4:00 PM |SEMTOC DMS Message Response Plan Terminated
Sunday, May 15,2016  |5:00 PM |Suburban Collection Showplace Comic Con Closed

5/24/2016 11:59 AM
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