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17 degrees 21 minutes 55 seconds West

135.44 feet), distance of 138.09 feet, and

South 27 degrees 05 minutes 5 seconds

West 10.20 feet to the Point of Beginning.

Together with a right to access for vehicu-

lar and pedestrian traffic as received in a

cerain Deed from Detroit Sulphite Pulp

and Paper Company to Toledo, Canada

Southern and Detroit Railway Company

dated July 8, 1907 and recorded on

December 8, 1907 in liber 878, page 83,

Wayne County Records.

Not adopted as follows:
Yeas — Council Members S. Cockrel,

Collins, Reeves, and Tinsley-Talabi — 4.

Nays — Council Members Jones,

Kenyatta, Watson, Conyers, and President

K. Cockrel, Jr. — 5.

Planning & Development Department

June 7, 2007

Honorable City Council:

Re: Departmental Report and Recom-
mendation. Petition No. 0342 of
Aeron Poelnitz, et al., requesting
vacation of the alley in the area of

North  LaSalle Gardens and
Fourteenth Street.
The Planning and Development
Department (P&DD) presented the

above-referenced petition No. 342 to your
Honorable Body at the public hearing of
April 9, 2007. Due to concerns raised by
several of the abutting property owners,
the City Council requested that the City
Planning Commission (CPC) continue
dialog between the residents, the LaSalle
Block Club, and the petitioner to see if
some consensus could be reached
regarding this residential alley vacation
request. The Continued Public Hearing
regarding Petition No. 342 resumed on
June 7, 2007.

The mission of the Planning and
Development Department is to promote
the vacation of residential alleys in the
City of Detroit wherever possible based
upon the guidelines and procedures out-
lined in the Detroit Code, Section 50-6.
The central concern for the City of Detroit
is to ensure that when a residential alley
is proposed for vacation, that all property
access needs are properly addressed so
that no abutting property owners are
denied access to their property. In this
instance, the vacation of the one leg of
the alley as proposed will not deny access
to any of the abutting property owners.

However, the abutting property owners
who objected to the alley vacation con-
tended that the vacation of the one leg of
the T-shaped alley as proposed would

negatively impact circulation patterns due
to the unique one-way street configuration
in the LaSalle Gardens area. Investigation
by the P&DD and CPC did confirm that
traffic patterns would change if this alley
vacation was approved, and residents
could be inconvenienced by the proposed
alley vacation.

Therefore, based upon the unique
character of this particular T-shaped alley,
and the resulting inconvenience that
would be caused by approval of this
request, we recommend, in the over-all
best interest of this block, that the subject
request for residential vacations of the
above referenced alley be denied.
Attached is a resolution for the action of
your Honorable Body.

Respectfully submitted,
DOUGLASS J. DIGGS
Director
By Council Member Collins:

Whereas, Petition No. 342, was submit-
ted to the City by Aeron Poelnitz request-
ing the vacation of the North portion of the
N-S alley in the block bounded by N.
LaSalle Gardens, 14th, S. LaSalle
Gardens and LaSalle Boulevard; and

Whereas, That due to concerns raised
by residents at a public hearing held on
April 9, 2007, it became evident that sev-
eral abutting property owners objected to
the proposed alley vacation; and

Whereas, The Detroit City Council
requested the City Planning Commission
to investigate the conditions surrounding
resident objections; and

Whereas, Upon completion of their
investigation, the City Planning Commis-
sion concluded that the vacation of this
alley leg would cause inconvenience for
the adjacent neighbors, and recommend-
ed that the subject alley vacation be
denied; and

Whereas, The Planning and Develop-
ment Department also investigated the
unique character of the one-way street
configuration and traffic patterns around
the subject alley, and concurred with the
City Planning Commission that the pro-
posed alley vacation would inconvenience
the abutting property owners on S.
LaSalle Gardens; Now therefore, be it

Resolved, That Petition No. 342 by
Aeron Poelnitz, requesting the vacation of
the North portion of the N-S alley in the
block bounded by N. LaSalle Gardens,
14th, S. LaSalle Gardens and LaSalle
Boulevard, be denied, which will result in
this residential alley being left open.

A Waiver of Reconsideration is
required.
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PETITION No. 342
AERON POELLNITZ - PETITIONER
2261 N. LaSALLE GARDENS
DETROIT, MI 48206-2652

CARTO #21a
7777 REQUESTED CONVERSION TO EASEMENT

Bl L T T T TreauesTep conversion To Easement| CITY OF DETROIT
OF THE Nly HALF OF THE N-S ALLEY i} t:cxn:mnc secrion
IN THE BLOCK BOUNDED BY LoSALLE BLVD.L
14th AVE., SOUTH LoSALLE GARDENS & - o1- o1 !
NORTH LoSALLE GARDENS DRVC. NO. o342.dgn !
TR AnAT 1459914
S

Adopted as follows:

Yeas — Council Members Collins,
Jones, Kenyatta, Tinsley-Talabi, Watson,
Conyers, and President K. Cockrel, Jr.— 7.

Nays — Council Members S. Cockrel,
and Reeves — 2.

STATEMENT IN OPPOSITION OF
DENYING THE PETITION OF AERON
POELLNITZ #0342 REQUESTING
VACATION OF THE ALLEY IN THE
AREA OF NORTH LASALLE GARDENS
AND FOURTEENTH STREET.

By Council Member S. Cockrel:

On Wednesday, June 20, 2007, | voted
against the resolution denying the Petition
Aeron Poellnitz requested on the vacation
of the alley, as mentioned above. It is
unclear why the petition was approved
because three of the four homeowners
with the immediate impact submitted their

——

consent to the request. The residents
along the east-west portion wanted the
alley to remain open for the community.
Some residents raised an issue with the
Poellnitz family because they do not par-
ticipate in community meetings.

The City Council failed to approve the
request, which | believe was an abuse of
power. The Council failed to recognize the
direct impact this will have on the Poellnitz
family. Instead the vote reflected the con-
cerns of residents who used the ally as a
short cut to travel west. The Council’s pri-
ority should have been with the Poellnitz
family, because our obligation is to take
into consideration, prioritize and weigh
the competing points of view when decid-
ing the vacation of an alley, and not to
succumb to political and outside forces
when making a determination on the
issue. | think the Council treated the



