
 
 
January 24, 2006 
 
 
To:  John Szerlag, City Manager 
 
From:  Brian Murphy, Assistant City Manager/Services 
  Carol K. Anderson, Parks and Recreation Director 
 
Subject: Agenda Item – Cutting Street Ad Hoc Committee 
 
 
At the January 19, 2006 meeting of the Parks and Recreation Advisory Board the 
following action was taken:   
 
Resolution #PR –2006-01-004 
Moved by: Redpath 
Seconded by: Dixon 
 
RESOLVED, that the Parks and Recreation Advisory Board recommends that the 
City Council accept the recommendations of the Ad Hoc Committee and be it 
further resolved that the City continue to negotiate the sale to the adjacent 
property owner to an end point.   
 
Yes:  All 
Nays:  None 
MOTION CARRIED 
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MEMORANDUM 
 
TO:  John Szerlag, City Manager 
 
FROM:  Brian Murphy, Assistant City Manager/Services 
 
DATE:  January 10, 2006 
 
RE:  Ad-Hoc Committee Review of the Former Sta. 2 Site 
 
The Ad-Hoc Committee that was assembled to review the use of the old Station 2 site as potential 
parkland met on Wednesday, November 30th, at the Museum.  The ad-hoc committee attendees were 
Merrill Dixon (Parks), Roger Kaniarz (HC), Brian Wattles (HC), Rusty Kaltsounis (Parks), and Muriel 
Rounds (HDC).  Ann Partlan (HDC) was unable to attend, as she was under the weather.  Also 
attending were City staffers Loraine Campbell, Carol Anderson, and Brian Murphy. 
 
The committee was asked if the City of Troy should preserve this lot as a park for historic or 
recreational reasons, or as open space.  As background to addressing this question Loraine Campbell 
and Carol Anderson provided the committee with background and reference material, including: a 
report on the history of the site; maps of the site, historic sites in the area, parkland/open space within 
one mile, and the proposed Heritage Park site; and a report on the proposed Heritage Park at Troy 
Corners. 
 
After reviewing the information, there was general agreement that the proximity and size of the 
property limited its value as parkland for use as either historic or recreational reasons.  Members of 
the committee expressed an interest in preserving open space in the community, as other properties in 
the City are being split off and developed.  They felt there might be value in preserving this site as 
open space. 
 
A discussion on maintenance costs and the level of maintenance led to the question of who was 
interested in buying the property and what were the intentions.  Actual maintenance costs will likely 
vary, depending on how the site is developed.  However, based on the National Recreation and Park 
Association maintenance labor standard, it is estimated that the annual maintenance cost per acre is 
$2,500.  
 
City staff informed the committee that the adjacent homeowner was the interested party in the 
property, and that their interest was in keeping that land as part of his larger lot.  The committee was 
favorable to selling the land to the adjacent neighbor, with some conditions.  The conditions included 
some type of restrictions that limited the ability to build on the site, and that the City reserve some 
portion of the property to place some commemorative marker on the site (similar to the one discussed 
for use in the Heritage Park). 
 
Since the meeting, the City’s Real Estate and Economic Development Department has been in 
conversation with the adjacent homeowner.  The homeowner continues to be interested in buying the 
property from the City, and has indicated that in the short term his only plans are to add on to the west 
side of his home.  He also is supportive of having a marker placed on the site.   
 
He expressed some concern on a permanent restriction that he may never be allowed to build on the 
site.  As it is, the site is too narrow to develop on its own, and would require additional assembly to 
make something of the site.  While he has no designs at this time, he would like to maintain the right. 
 
A copy of this memo will be forwarded to the Parks and Recreation Board for their review and 
recommendation, before submission to the City Council.  The Parks and Recreation Board is 
scheduled to meet on January 19, 2006 to take up this matter.   
 
Unless otherwise directed, City staff will continue conversations with the neighbor following Council 
review and consideration.  Please let me know if you have any further questions. 




