














































































































AGENDA TOPIC 10. 
 
TO:  Mayor & City Council  
 
FROM: Wayne Marshall, City Planner 
 
DATE:  October 16, 2015 
 
RE:  Disposition of House and Garage on City Property Purchased from Dan Clarke  
  and Judy Kaber    
 
The City, as authorized by the Council, has purchased the property formerly owned by Dan 
Clarke and Judy Kaber at the corner of Bridge, Peirce and Front Streets to help make 
improvements to Front Street - Peirce Street intersection and to construct additional parking.  
This work is part of the Front Street Reconstruction project.  Olver Associates, City Engineer, 
and City staff met with the Council at your recent October 13 Work Session to discuss the 
project.  I, however, errantly did not ask for direction from the Council on an outstanding 
concern, and I am now returning to you for your guidance and potential action.   
 
There are two buildings on the former Clarke/Kaber property; a house and a building next to 
Bridge Street which they used as a garage.  Both the house and garage need to be removed for 
the City to construct future improvements.  The City could simply hire a contractor to demolish 
one or both buildings, however, several persons have contacted me and expressed interest in 
moving the garage to their property, and one person has expressed potential interest in moving at 
least a portion of the house.  In response to this 'reuse' interest, I would like to know which of the 
two approaches the Council would like to use. 
 
Option #1.   Do an open bid solicitation for 3 weeks for each of the structures (separate bids) in 
which interested parties would identify their interest in moving the structures.  Bids could be 
advertised on the City website from October 22 until November 12, 2015, which would allow the 
Council time to consider and award the bid (if any) at your meeting of November 17.  I would 
suggest requiring that the buildings be moved no later than April 1, 2016.  The main purpose of 
this approach would be to allow the potential reuse of one or both structures, and to decrease the 
City's costs in removing the buildings.  The City recently used a similar approach to solicit 
interest in moving the Maskers Theater building, even though it was fairly evident that the size 
and condition of this building would involve significant costs in moving such.     
 
Option #2.   If the Council does not want to pursue Option #1, I would request the authority to 
solicit bids to demolish both buildings.  Also, if the Council chooses Option #1, but the City does 
not receive bids it wants to accept to move one or both buildings, we would then need to use the 
bid process for the demolition work.  I also note that I would prefer to use a separate bid process 
for the demolition and to not make the demolition part of the overall bid that the City will be 
issuing for the Front Street Reconstruction project.  
 



Lastly, the City did use the services of Ransom Consulting to conduct a hazardous materials 
inspection of both buildings.  There is a relatively small amount of flooring tile in the house 
which contains asbestos.  If the City demolishes the house, we will need to hire a certified 
contractor to properly remove and dispose of the floor tiles.  If someone moves the house, they 
can decide if they want to remove or cover over the floor tiles.   
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