
PARK CITY COUNCIL MEETING
SUMMIT COUNTY, UTAH
July 18, 2019

PUBLIC NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the City Council of Park City, Utah will hold its regular City Council
meeting at the  for the purposes and at the times as described below on Thursday, July 18, 2019.

CLOSED SESSION - 3:00 p.m.
To Discuss Property, Personnel, and Litigation

WORK SESSION

4:15 p.m. - Interviews for Historic Preservation Board Vacancy
Historic Preservation Board Member Interview Staff Report

4:50 p.m. - Council Questions and Comments

5:00 p.m. - Discuss PCMC Financial Contribution for Friends of the Children’s Justice
Center
Children's Justice Center Donation Staff Report

5:20 p.m. - Carbon Footprint Update- Buildings & Outdoor Lights
Carbon Footprint Building and Lights Staff Report
Attachment A: Figures

5:50 p.m. - Break

REGULAR MEETING - 6:00 p.m.

I. ROLL CALL

II. APPOINTMENTS

1. Consideration to Appoint Eden Cooper, Emma Garrard and Meg Steele to the Recreation
Advisory Board (RAB) for a Term Expiring July 2022
(A) Public Input (B) Action
RAB Appointment Staff Report

III. COMMUNICATIONS AND DISCLOSURES FROM COUNCIL AND STAFF
Staff Communications Report
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https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/395897/HPB_Recruitment_Staff_Report_7.18.19_City_Council_Interviews_FINAL_FINAL.pdf
https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/395751/Staff_Report_7.18.19_AB_edits.pdf
https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/395941/Glenn_Staff_Report-_Carbon_Footprint_Building_And_Lights.pdf
https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/394095/Glenn_Staff_Report-_Carbon_Footprint_Building_And_Lights_Attachment_A.pdf
https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/395332/RAB_Appointment_2019.pdf
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1. Free Wireless in City Park
Free Wireless Staff Report

IV. PUBLIC INPUT (ANY MATTER OF CITY BUSINESS NOT SCHEDULED ON THE AGENDA)

V. CONSIDERATION OF MINUTES

Consideration to Approve the City Council Meeting Minutes from June 27, 2019
June 27, 2019 Minutes

VI. CONSENT AGENDA

1. Request to Authorize the City Manager to Execute Amendment No. 2 to the Agreement, in
a Form Approved by the City Attorney, with Alder Construction Company for Design
Support and Shop Drawing Process Services in an Amount Not to Exceed $61,336.00
3KWTP Preconstruction Services Amendment Staff Report

2. Request to Authorize the City Manager to Sign a Professional Service Agreement, in a
Form Approved by the City Attorney, with AJM & Associates for a Summer On Board
Transit Survey in an Amount Not to Exceed $39,803.00
Summer On Board Transit Survey Staff Report
Appendix A: Summer Budget On Board Survey
Appendix B: HOA Survey Results Winter 2019
Appendix C: On Board Survey Results Winter 2019

VII. NEW BUSINESS

1. Consideration to Approve Ordinance 2019-40, an Ordinance Approving the 526 Park
Avenue Plat Amendment Located at 526 Park Avenue, Park City, Utah
(A) Public Hearing (B) Action
526 Park Avenue Staff Report and Ordinance
Exhibits B-G

2. Consideration to Approve Ordinance 2019-41,  an Ordinance Approving the Hulbert
Subdivision Located at 1503 Park Avenue, Park City, Utah
(A) Public Hearing (B) Action
1503 Park Avenue Staff Report and Ordinance
Exhibits B-I 

3. Consideration to Approve Resolution 16-2019, a Resolution Regarding Park City’s Position
on the Preferred Alternative Identified in the State Route 248 Environmental Assessment
(A) Public Hearing (B) Action
SR 248 Staff Report
SR 248 Resolution
Resolution Attachment: Corridor Entry Agreement - 2006
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https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/395511/Staff_Communications_free_wireless.pdf
https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/393555/6.27.2019_Minutes.pdf
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https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/395939/Summer_On_Board_Transit_Survey_PSA_Staff_Report_w_EDITS__1_.pdf
https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/392099/Appendix_A_Summer_Budget_On_Board_Survey.pdf
https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/396233/HOA_Survey_Results_Winter_2019.pdf
https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/396234/On_Board_Survey_Results_Winter_2019.pdf
https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/395365/PL-19-04140_526_Park_Ave_Plat-CC_Report_07.18.19_FINAL.pdf
https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/391451/Exhibits_PC_6.26.19_REDUCED.pdf
https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/395368/PL-19-04180_1503_Park_Avenue_Hulbert_Sub_7.18.19_CC_Staff_Report_FINAL.pdf
https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/391703/CC_7.18.19_Exhibits.pdf
https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/395752/SR_248_EA_Res_Staff_rpt_FINAL.pdf
https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/396496/16-2019_SR_248.pdf
https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/395950/16-2019_Attachment_-_Corridor_Entry_agreement_2006.pdf
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Save PC Hill Petition

VIII. CLOSED SESSION
To Discuss Property, Personnel, and Litigation

IX. ADJOURNMENT

A majority of City Council members may meet socially after the meeting. If so, the location will be announced by
the Mayor.  City business will not be conducted.  Pursuant to the Americans with Disabilities Act, individuals
needing special accommodations during the meeting should notify the City Recorder at 435-615-5007 at least
24 hours prior to the meeting.  Wireless internet service is available in the Marsac Building on Wednesdays and
Thursdays from 4:00 p.m. to 9:00 p.m.     Posted:  See: www.parkcity.org

*Parking validations will be provided for Council meeting attendees that park in the China Bridge
parking structure.
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Agenda Item No:

Council Agenda Item Report
Meeting Date: July 18, 2019
Submitted by: Jessica Nelson
Submitting Department: Planning 
Item Type: Work Session
Agenda Section: 

Subject:
4:15 p.m. - Interviews for Historic Preservation Board Vacancy

Suggested Action:

Attachments:
Historic Preservation Board Member Interview Staff Report
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Board Information

Puggy Holmgren     Term: 05/17 – 05/20 
Douglas Stephens     Term: 05/15 – 05/21      
Lola Beatlebrox     Term: 05/17 – 05/20  
John Hutchings     Term: 05/17 – 05/20
Jack Hodgkins     Term: 05/15 – 05/21    
Randy Scott     Term: 05/15 – 05/21
Jordan Brody     Term: 05/18 – 05/21 *Resigned       

There is one (1) Historic Preservation Board (HPB) position available for appointment at 
this time.  The selected Appointee will be fulfilling the remainder of resigning member 
Jordan Brody’s term.  As such, it shall only go until the current expiration date of his 
term, which is 05/2021.  

The Historic Preservation Board members have special priorities and qualifications 
outlined in Section 15-11-2 (B) of The Land Management Code:

“Members of the HPB shall serve terms of three (3) years. The terms shall be 
staggered. Terms may expire May 1, however, members of the HPB shall continue to 
serve until their successors are appointed and qualified.”

“It is the first priority of the City Council that the HPB have technical 
representation in Historic Preservation, therefore, when vacancies occur and if 
appropriate, it shall be the first consideration of the City Council to ensure that there is 
a licensed architect, or other professional having substantial experience in 
rehabilitation-type construction, serving on the HPB, and secondly that there is 
representation from the Park City Historical Society.” Currently, the requirements of 
LMC 15-11-2 are being met by the existing Board Members, with the exception of a 
Member being a licensed architect. 

START END INTERVIEW

4:15 4:20 Council Interview Prep

4:20 4:30 Dalton Gackle

4:30 4:40 Tana Toly
4:40 4:50 Ivan Knauer

Interview Schedule
July 18, 2019
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Agenda Item No:

Council Agenda Item Report
Meeting Date: July 18, 2019
Submitted by: Michelle Kellogg
Submitting Department: Executive 
Item Type: Staff Report
Agenda Section: 

Subject:
4:50 p.m. - Council Questions and Comments

Suggested Action:

Attachments:

6



Agenda Item No:

Council Agenda Item Report
Meeting Date: July 18, 2019
Submitted by: Jed Briggs
Submitting Department: Budget, Debt & Grants 
Item Type: Staff Report
Agenda Section: 

Subject:
5:00 p.m. - Discuss PCMC Financial Contribution for Friends of the Children’s Justice Center

Suggested Action:
Staff is recommending that Council consider contributing $75,000 in funding for the Friends of the Children’s
Justice Center capital campaign by amending the FY20 budget.

Attachments:
Children's Justice Center Donation Staff Report
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https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/395751/Staff_Report_7.18.19_AB_edits.pdf


City Council
Staff Report

Subject: PCMC Financial Contribution for Friends of the Children’s 
Justice Center

Author: Jed Briggs, Budget Operations and Strategic Planning 
Manager

Department: Budget Department
Date: July 18, 2019
Type of Item: Administrative

Summary Recommendation
Staff is recommending that Council consider contributing $75k in funding for the Friends 
of the Children’s Justice Center capital campaign by amending the FY20 budget.

Analysis
Staff is asking Council to consider contributing $75k to the Friends of the Children’s 
Justice Center for their capital campaign. Utah has the highest reported incidence of 
child abuse in the country. 1 in 4 girls and 1 in 6 boys are sexually abused before the 
age of 18. Only 2% of the perpetrators are a stranger to the victim, which means the 
other 98% are friends, relatives, caretakers, or family acquaintances. Sadly, our 
mountain town is no exception to these statistics. Fortunately there is a place where 
families can begin to put their lives back together. Since its inception in 2012, the 
Summit County Children’s Justice Center (CJC) has served over 1000 children of abuse 
and their families and the number of cases continues to increase annually.

The center is designed to make children feel comfortable and safe when they are 
meeting with investigators and other team members about allegations of abuse. 
Professionals from several different agencies collaborate on each child's case. This 
team approach increases coordination among child protection and criminal justice 
agencies, allowing them to track a child's progress through the investigation, judicial 
process, and health care treatment.

Specially trained professionals talk to children about the alleged abuse they have 
experienced. The goal is to minimize trauma to the child by reducing the number of 
times a child must talk about his or her experience. The center provides abused children 
and their families with referrals for support services, such as mental health therapy, 
medical care, and victim resources. Multi-disciplinary team members receive ongoing 
training to ensure that children receive the most professional care possible.

Child abuse affects EVERY area in Summit County. It occurs regardless of 
socioeconomic status, educational background or ethnicity and the incidence is 
increasing as our community grows.
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The Friends of the Children’s Justice Center, the nonprofit organization formed to 
secure a standalone facility for the Summit County Children’s Justice Center, is asking
the community for help. The organization is trying to raise $800,000 before Sept. 1 to 
pay off the mortgage for the property that will serve as the new location for the 
Children’s Justice Center. The property, located on Silver Summit Parkway, was 
purchased in October.

Friends of the Children’s Justice Center is in the middle of a capital campaign to raise 
money to cover the necessary renovations to make the facility operational and create an 
endowment. The mortgage needs to be paid in order to start the renovations.

The Children’s Justice Center is currently located in the Sheldon Richins Building in 
Kimball Junction next to the state Division of Motor Vehicles office. It is the only center 
in the state that does not operate out of a separate, standalone facility. It is part of the 
Utah Attorney General’s Office’s Children’s Justice Program and operates under the 
auspices of the county attorney’s office. Operation of the Children’s Justice Center is 
funded by Summit County, as well as the Utah Legislature, federal grants and private 
donations.

Also of note, Park City police detectives, case workers, prosecutors, and victim 
advocates work with Summit County and the CJC team on child abuse investigations in 
the current CJC.

The $75k could be spent out of the General Contingency account. The General 
Contingency is set up to address unanticipated costs necessary to fulfill the objectives 
of Council and the City’s goals and mission. There are no special restrictions on these 
funds and if unused, they carry forward to the 2020 General Fund Balance. At this point, 
staff believes we have sufficient remaining FY19 contingency funds to allocate $75k for 
the CJC. Thus, Council could use contingency funds from last fiscal year to cover the 
CJC capital campaign. This would be a one-time special allocation which is unrelated to 
the City’s Special Service Contracts process. If Council choses to do this, the FY20 
budget will be amended in order reflect this change. 

Recommendation
Staff recommends Council give direction if they would like to amend the budget to 
contribute funding to the CJC capital campaign in the amount of $75k.

Department Review
The Budget, Legal, and Executive Departments have reviewed this report.
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Agenda Item No:

Council Agenda Item Report
Meeting Date: July 18, 2019
Submitted by: Darcy Glenn
Submitting Department: Sustainability 
Item Type: Work Session
Agenda Section: 

Subject:
5:20 p.m. - Carbon Footprint Update- Buildings & Outdoor Lights

Suggested Action:

Attachments:
Carbon Footprint Building and Lights Staff Report

Attachment A: Figures
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City Council 
Staff Report 

 
 
 
 
Subject: Carbon Footprint Update- Buildings & Outdoor Lighting 
Author:                   Darcy Glenn 
Department:  Sustainability 
Date:  July 18th, 2019 
Type of Item: Informative 
 
Executive Summary 
The Park City Municipal Corporation (PCMC) carbon footprint can be divided into three 
components: (1) Buildings & Outdoor Lighting (32%), (2) Water Treatment & Distribution (40%), 
and (3) Transportation (28%). This report provides the 2016-2018 analysis of the Buildings & 
Outdoor Lighting carbon footprint. Buildings & Outdoor Lighting’s Carbon footprint was 5,288 
metric tons in 2017, a decrease from 2016. In 2018, the carbon footprint increased to 6,217 
metric tons. 91% of this increase was due to increase in city-owned facilities, and 9% was due 
to weather and changes in operating hours (Figure 1). 
 
Abbreviations 
CO2e-Carbon dioxide equivalent 
HDD- Heating degree days 
PC MARC- Park City Municipal Athletic & Recreation Center 
PCMC- Park City Municipal Corporation 
WTP- Water treatment plant 
 
Background 

• On March 24, 2016, City Council elevated Energy to a Critical Priority and set a goal of 
net zero carbon emissions for municipal operations by 2022 and citywide by 2032. (link) 

• On October 12, 2017, Park City established a net-zero energy performance standard for 
all new buildings, facilities and major renovations (link) 

• On November 29, 2018, City Council voted to accelerate this goal to 2030 and invite 
other local governments to set similar ambitious goals. (link) 

• On May 2, 2019, Environmental Sustainability presented the Water Treatment & 
Distribution section of the 2017 & 2018 carbon footprint. (link) 

• On May 29, 2019, Environmental Sustainability presented the Transportation section of 
the 2017 & 2018 carbon footprint. (link) 

Discussion 
Methodology: 
The municipal carbon footprint was broken into three scopes for the sake of interjurisdictional 
comparisons.  Collected data was entered into ClearPath, an industry-standard tool for 
calculating CO2e emissions. ClearPath was created by ICLEI-Local Governments for 
Sustainability. No Scope 3 emissions were seen in the Buildings & Outdoor Lighting report. 
 
Scope 1: Reflects emissions from fuels burned by sources owned or controlled by PCMC. It 
covers all natural gas used by municipal buildings and facilities. The Finance Department’s 
billing numbers were confirmed by Dominion Energy. Summit Energy and Questar Gas have 
also provided gas to PCMC’s. 
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Scope 2: Reflects carbon emissions due to electrical use within municipal boundaries. The 
electrical use information came from Rocky Mountain Power bills and was confirmed by their 
Complex Billing team. Both Buildings and Outdoor Lighting had Scope 2 emissions. 
 
Outdoor Lighting: 
Outdoor Lighting accounts for the second smallest portion, 2%, of the municipal carbon 
footprint. It encompasses all outdoor lighting including streetlights, traffic signals, holiday 
lighting, trail lights, etc. The electricity usage has decreased each year. Both increased 
efficiency and solar credits have contributed to the decrease in Outdoor Lighting’s emissions.  
 
Buildings: 
The number of buildings using natural gas and/or electricity has fluctuated every year as 
buildings are built/purchased or sold. The number of buildings using natural gas or electricity is 
not straight forward. Some use only natural gas, some use only electricity, and some use both. 
Buildings using only electricity are outdoor facilities and some public restrooms. Buildings using 
only natural gas include water facilities (electricity is part of the water footprint) and 
affordable/transit housing (Park City pays natural gas when buildings are under 
construction/vacant/housing transit seasonal workers).  
 
Scope 1- Natural Gas 
Municipal natural gas use increased by 39% in 2018 (Figure 2). The net 18 buildings added to 
the municipal natural gas profile accounts for 92% of the 2018 increase in natural gas used. 
These buildings included the Mine Bench, Affordable Housing units, Creekside WTP, the Arts 
and Culture District, and Transit Housing.  
 
The remaining 8% of the natural gas increase was a result of colder weather, increased 
operations, and upkeep. HDDs are the number of degrees that a day's average temperature is 
below 65oF and quantify a building’s heating requirements. There were 7,974 HDDs in 2018 
compared to 7,827 in 2017, so more heat was needed to warm municipal buildings. Changes in 
operations, including expanded hours and expanded months of operation, were also seen in a 
number of buildings around the city. Due to increased services the number of unoccupied hours 
in some buildings has diminished (Public Work, the Bus Bars, and PC MARC). These buildings 
can no longer take advantage of a lower energy “night-mode” for heating. Other buildings, such 
as Kimball Junction Transit Center, only operated for part of 2017 and now operate year round. 
The number of days the Tennis Bubble was in use also increased.  
 
Building Maintenance has worked diligently to fix operational issues associated with increased 
natural gas use. For example, fixing a persistent leak in the MARC pool saved a significant 
amount of natural gas. They have also worked to fix broken bus doors and faulty heating 
sensors at Public Works, which creates are more energy efficient building envelope. 
 
Scope 2- Electricity 
Solar electricity usage for Buildings and Facilities has increased yearly since 2016 (Figure 3). 
Currently, 20% of the electricity is covered by solar production and solar credits. In 2022, 
PCMC’s electrical generation will transition to 100% renewable sources with zero emissions. 
 
The increase in the number of City buildings accounts for 88% of the 2018 increase in municipal 
building electricity use (Figure 3). The net six buildings added to PCMC’s electricity bills are 
associated with the Arts and Culture District and the Mine Tunnel. Operational changes and 
weather account for the other 22% of the electricity increase. Operational changes, such as 
changes in hours (Public Works, Kimball Junction Transit Center) or building use (Lucky Ones 
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in Library). The Library’s heating system, for example, is electric with a natural gas backup, so 
colder weather influenced winter electricity use. 
 
Building Profile: PC MARC Complex 
The PC MARC uses the most electricity and natural gas of all municipal buildings. The MARC’s 
electrical usage for the entire complex increased yearly since 2016. Due to program increases, 
the PC MARC is nearly a 24-hour building with virtually no low-energy “night mode”. Natural gas 
usage is separated between the Rec Building & Lap Pool, and the Tennis Bubble & Leisure 
Pool. Both buildings decreased their natural gas usage in 2017, and increased in 2018. The 
increase in the Rec Building & Lap Pool is due to a leak in the lap pool, which increased water 
heating needs. The Bubble was operation for about 5 additional days in 2018. 
 
Building Profile: Mine Bench 
In 2018, Park City started using the Mine Bench for plow storage, welding, joint 
Streets/Parks/Building Maintenance meetings, equipment storage, etc. In terms of natural gas 
usage, adding this building is similar to adding another PC MARC to the footprint. The building 
is a wide-open space with minimal insulation. The majority of the building is heated by a single 
air vent. To improve natural gas use, the new office spaces are enclosed and have high 
efficiency heaters. The building department continues to seek energy efficiency improvements. 
 
Building Profile: Quinn’s Junction Water Treatment Plant 
Quinn’s Junction WTP’s natural gas use has decreased 31% from 2017 to 2018. The Water 
Department achieved significant savings by implementing temperature zones to better match 
the space’s purpose. For example, the water treatment equipment can be kept much cooler 
than office work spaces or chemical storage. Additional saving strategies include: adding a solar 
wall, jackets for employees working in colder areas, reducing the size of loading doors, etc. 
 
Moving Forward:  
In 2022, electricity emissions for both the Outdoor Lighting and Buildings & Facilities will be 
zeroed out as we switch to renewable electricity. To meet our 2022 municipal climate goals, 
actions must be taken to reduce natural gas use in buildings. The next steps include: 

• Increasing building envelope efficiency measures. 
• The electrification of building heating wherever feasible. 
• Understanding how people use city buildings and enacting systemic changes to reduce 

heating needs 
o In June, a pilot project kicked off to audit the technical and behavior factors 

contributing to City Hall energy usage.  
o The Environmental team plans to conduct another Energy Roadshow with 

municipal teams to deepen understanding on how to reduce energy usage. 
• The Mine Bench, in particular, should be considered for natural gas reduction. 

 
Department Review 
Sustainability, Legal, Executive
 
Attachments 
Attachment A: Figures  
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Figure 1: The carbon footprint of Buildings & Facilities and Outdoor Lighting. New building and 
facilities account for 91% of the increase in PCMC’s carbon footprint.

Figure 2: Natural gas use decreased 0.4% in 2017 and increased 39% in 2018. These numbers have not 
been adjusted to the changes in weather. Most of the increase, 92%, is the result of new buildings 
being incorporated in the PCMC’s natural gas profile.
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Figure 3: In 2018, 20% of Building & Facilities’ electricity came from solar. This is up from 17% in 2017 
and 5% in 2016. Electricity use has increased yearly. In 2022, emissions from all electricity use will go 
to zero.
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Agenda Item No:

Council Agenda Item Report
Meeting Date: July 18, 2019
Submitted by: Michelle Kellogg
Submitting Department: Executive 
Item Type: Staff Report
Agenda Section: 

Subject:
5:50 p.m. - Break

Suggested Action:

Attachments:
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Agenda Item No:1.

Council Agenda Item Report
Meeting Date: July 18, 2019
Submitted by: Ken Fisher
Submitting Department: Recreation 
Item Type: Staff Report
Agenda Section: 

Subject:
Consideration to Appoint Eden Cooper, Emma Garrard and Meg Steele to the Recreation Advisory Board (RAB)
for a Term Expiring July 2022
(A) Public Input (B) Action

Suggested Action:

Attachments:
RAB Appointment Staff Report
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City Council Staff Report

Subject:  RAB Appointments
Author: Ken Fisher, Recreation Manager
Department: Recreation
Date: July 18, 2019
Type of Item: Administrative

Summary Recommendation
Appoint Eden Cooper, Emma Garrard and Meg Steele to the Recreation Advisory Board (RAB) 
for a term expiring July 2022.

Executive Summary
 June 28, 2019 Council member Lynn Ware-Peek and Recreation Manager Ken 

Fisher interviewed three applicants for open seats on RAB.
 August 17, 2017 City Council amended the ordinance that governs RAB to 

change the number of members from seven to a range of between five and nine 
members.  This allows City Council to appoint all three applicants to RAB.

Background
There are currently up to four Recreation Advisory seats available for appointment.  
Eden Cooper, Emma Garrard and Meg Steele will all be new board members appointed 
to terms that will run till July 2022. Meisha Lawson termed out and was not eligible to 
reapply. Cabot Woolley decided to not reapply.  

The Recreation Advisory Board will be made up of the following members:
Name Term
Jane Campbell July 2020
Ed Parigian July 2020
Eric Hoffman July 2020
Bret Isaacson July 2020
Sebe Ziesler July 2021
Eden Cooper July 2022
Emma Garrard July 2022
Meg Steele July 2022

Department Review
Recreation, Legal & Executive reviewed this report
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Agenda Item No:1.

Council Agenda Item Report
Meeting Date: July 18, 2019
Submitted by: Ken Fisher
Submitting Department: Recreation 
Item Type: Staff Report
Agenda Section: 

Subject:
Free Wireless in City Park

Suggested Action:

Attachments:
Free Wireless Staff Report
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City Council
Staff Communications Report

Subject: Free Wireless in City Park
Author: Ken Fisher, Recreation Manager
Department: Recreation
Date: July 18, 2019

Wireless in City Park
With the help of the IT Department the Recreation Department has installed “Free 
Wireless” in City Park.  The signal is broadcast from outside the City Park Building and 
covers most of the northern end of the park but not as far as the tennis courts.

Users need to search for the “Park City Guest” network.  They will then be prompted to 
accept the terms & Conditions.  This will then connect them to the main page of the 
Library website.  This is the same procedure that is used at the PC MARC & Ice Arena 
to access the wireless network.
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Agenda Item No:

Council Agenda Item Report
Meeting Date: July 18, 2019
Submitted by: Michelle Kellogg
Submitting Department: Executive 
Item Type: Minutes
Agenda Section: 

Subject:
Consideration to Approve the City Council Meeting Minutes from June 27, 2019

Suggested Action:

Attachments:
June 27, 2019 Minutes
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1

2
PARK CITY COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES - DRAFT3
445 MARSAC AVENUE 4
PARK CITY, SUMMIT COUNTY, UTAH 840605

6
June 27, 20197

8
The Council of Park City, Summit County, Utah, met in open meeting on June 27, 2019, 9
at 3:00 p.m. in the City Council Chambers.10

11
Council Member Ware Peek moved to close the meeting to discuss property at 3:05 12
p.m. Council Member Henney seconded the motion.  13

RESULT:  APPROVED 14
AYES:  Council Members Gerber, Henney, Joyce, Ware Peek and Worel15

16
CLOSED SESSION17

18
Council Member Worel moved to adjourn from Closed Meeting at 4:40 p.m. Council 19
Member Ware Peek seconded the motion.20

RESULT:  APPROVED 21
AYES:  Council Members Gerber, Henney, Joyce, Ware Peek and Worel22

23
WORK SESSION24

25
Discuss Park City Annexation Policy Plan:26
Rebecca Ward and Bruce Erickson, Planning Department, and Heinrich Deters, Open 27
Space Manager, presented this item. Ward explained there were two new 28
developments which made this topic timely: the Town of Hideout proposed an 29
expansion to their area and the Military Installation Development Authority (MIDA)30
project proposed an expansion to their area. She displayed a 2014 map of the area.31
Erickson stated Hideout wanted to annex all the property north of SR 248 north of 32
Hideout, south of SR 248 including Snow Ridge, all of Richardson Flat across Highway 33
40 and south of SR 248, including the Mayflower parcels. He then showed the proposed 34
expansion of MIDA including the entire west side of the lake south of the Summit 35
County boundary, which was part of Hideout’s proposed expansion area. He also 36
displayed the regional plan, and noted the Quinn's Junction area had the same density 37
as the Summit County plan. Mayor Beerman asked if the Jordanelle Special Service 38
District (JSSD) had a restriction on it, to which Erickson affirmed.39

40

22
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Four alternatives were presented: the Expansive Annexation Expansion Area (AEA) 1
would include all Richardson Flat, JSSD, Clark Ranch, Round Valley, private property, 2
Bonanza Flat, and the water tank parcels. Erickson stated in order to annex into 3
Wasatch County, the City would need approval from Wasatch County.  The Moderate 4
AEA included the above except Bonanza Flat. The Limited AEA included Richardson 5
Flat, JSSD, and Clark Ranch. The fourth alternative was to do nothing.6

7
Erickson stated the Moderate AEA alternative was staff's recommendation because a 8
two year study would be needed to consider Bonanza Flat. Council Member Joyce9
asked if a two year study was needed in order to have the expansion area or was it just 10
needed for the actual annexation. Erickson stated there were requirements in the State 11
law, but they were not hard to accomplish. Council Member Joyce asked if there was a 12
minimalist way to include Bonanza Flat in the annexation area. Margaret Plane, Special 13
Counsel, stated the Planning Commission needed to consider the criteria, but the City 14
wouldn't need approval from Wasatch County to include it in the plan. There were 15
different criteria the City would have to meet for the actual annexation. Council Member 16
Joyce favored putting everything in the plan and then different parcels could be 17
considered for annexation at different time periods. Plane agreed that an expansive 18
proposal could be included in the plan.19

20
Mayor Beerman stated the priority was Richardson Flat as well as Stone Ridge. 21
Wasatch County expected the City to include Bonanza in the plan, so he was inclined to 22
include it all in the plan. Erickson felt the plan could be ready within six months. Plane 23
added there were three required meetings that had to be properly noticed. The Council 24
favored proceeding with the Expansive AEA proposal.25

26
Building Permit Software Update:27
Dave Thacker, Building Official, Anne Laurent, Community Development Manager, and 28
Michelle Downard, Resident Advocate, presented this item. Thacker indicated the 29
building permit software was implemented in June and was customer friendly. Since 30
implementation, 210 applications were entered in the system. Staff received great 31
feedback from the customers, both compliments and criticisms. The number of 32
customers waiting for in-person help as well as the wait time to receive help had been 33
greatly reduced. He indicated the outreach to contractors and engineers for training 34
sessions had been successful. Thacker gave a brief overview of the software and the 35
process customers encountered when using it.36

37
Thacker indicated Downard was working on a survey that would be linked to the 38
customer's email, so the City could receive feedback on each customer's experience. 39
He also noted additional permits would be added to the system in the future, such as 40
fire and road permits. 41

42
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Laurent was confident this software would help with tracking, efficiency and greater 1
feedback that would help with process change implementation. 2

3
Council Member Worel asked if the software would have the capability to answer 4
customer questions. Thacker stated there was a spot to add a Frequently Asked 5
Questions (FAQ) page. Council Member Ware Peek asked if staff could tell if the user 6
was a contractor or a resident, to which Thacker responded in the affirmative. Council 7
Member Ware Peek asked if each project from one builder was registered separately or 8
just once. Thacker stated it would be under one user and then show all that user's 9
projects. Council Member Ware Peek asked if the system would know what City zone 10
the applicant was in. Thacker stated a GIS link that would overlay what zone the parcel 11
was in was in the works, but currently the system could auto-populate the parcel’s 12
information based on the County records. He indicated the County information was 13
updated quarterly into the software.14

15
Council Member Joyce asked if he could conduct his business without having to come 16
into the City Offices. Thacker stated the software eliminated the need to come into the 17
City Offices. He noted there was a glitch with paying for the permit, but users could call 18
Finance and pay over the phone. Council Member Joyce commented that he was 19
pleased a survey was being drafted for the users.20

21
Mayor Beerman asked that in addition to the FAQ, staff might consider a chat option. 22
Thacker indicated the software vendor had the chat option and it would be implemented 23
in July.24

25
Mayor Beerman opened the meeting for public input.26

27
Mike Sweeney stated he used the program and indicated it was a plus for the 28
community. Staff was willing to help when he had issues using the program. He noted 29
that it was important to post the permits in a conspicuous spot in the building zone. He 30
wanted all to follow the rules for safety reasons.31

32
Mayor Beerman closed the public input portion of the meeting.33

34
2018 Annual Water Quality Consumer Confidence Report:35
Michelle DeHaan, Water Specialist, presented this item. DeHaan stated the Consumer 36
Confidence Report was a federal mandate that was implemented 15 years ago. She 37
reviewed that a copy of the report was mailed to all residences and hard copies were 38
placed in the library. It was available in both English and Spanish. One requirement was 39
to report on all the City's water sources. DeHaan stated the water was tested for over 40
100 contaminants and the report included potential risks associated with the water. 41

42
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DeHaan was pleased with the City's compliance to the water regulations. She stated 1
that when the 3Kings Water Treatment Plant was finished, it would require more staff 2
support. She also reviewed the continuous improvement programs in the Water 3
Department, and stated the City was part of the State's Water Quality Alliance. She also 4
hoped to join 300 other water utilities in the Partnership for Safe Water, and noted all 5
three of the City's facilities would qualify to be in this organization.6

7
Council Member Joyce asked if there was any testing at the tap. DeHaan stated there 8
was a household test for lead and copper, and her team would test 20 homes in areas 9
that had the highest risk for contamination. This test was done three years ago and the 10
levels were very low.11

12
Council Member Henney complimented DeHaan on the brochure, which was readable 13
and understandable. Council Member Worel agreed and asked if there were other areas 14
of outreach in case residents did not read the brochure. DeHaan stated last year she 15
went on the radio and TV to educate the community. She was willing to do that again 16
this year as well.17

18
Council Member Ware Peek gave a suggestion for improving the brochure, noting the 19
acronyms should be defined before the acronyms were used. She also asked how the 20
homes were selected for testing. DeHaan stated there were guidelines that helped staff 21
determine the areas.22

23
REGULAR MEETING - 6:00 p.m.24

25
I) ROLL CALL26

27
Attendee Name Status
Mayor Andy Beerman 
Council Member Becca Gerber
Council Member Tim Henney
Council Member Steve Joyce
Council Member Lynn Ware Peek 
Council Member Nann Worel
Diane Foster, City Manager 
Matt Dias, Assistant City Manager
Margaret Plane, Special Counsel
Michelle Kellogg, City Recorder

Present

None Excused

28
II) AWARDS AND RECOGNITION29

30

25
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1. 2019 Utah Library Association Awards - Recognizing Park City Library 1
Executive Director Adriane Herrick Juarez and Library Board Member Margie 2
Green Schloesser:3
Becca Lael, Community Engagement Librarian, Adriane Juarez, Library Director, Jane 4
Osterhaus, Library Board Chair, and Daniel Mauchley, Duchesne County Library 5
Director and president-elect of the Utah Library Association, were present for this item. 6

7
Mauchley stated the distinguished career award was being given to Juarez. He 8
reviewed that she had been a library director for the past 30 years, and with Park City 9
for the last five years. Her accomplishments included creating the Library Leadership 10
podcast, earning a Master’s Degree in both Library Science and Business, leading11
renovation projects, serving on boards outside the library, and more.12

13
Juarez stated she felt lucky that the City and Council supported the library to make it the 14
vibrant place it was. 15

16
Lael stated Schloesser was given the Special Service of Libraries award since she was 17
an advocate for libraries and did extensive fundraising. She lived in Park City for 19 18
years and volunteered with several organizations. Unfortunately, Schloesser was not in 19
attendance.20

21
III) APPOINTMENTS22

23
1. Consideration to Appoint Bill Humbert and Reappoint Kristy Hoffman to the 24
Library Board for Three-Year Terms Beginning July 1, 2019:25
Adriane Juarez, Library Director, Jane Osterhaus, Library Board Chair, and Sarah Hall, 26
Library Board Vice Chair, proposed to appoint Humbert and Hoffman for three year 27
terms. 28

29
Mayor Beerman opened the meeting for public input. No comments were given. Mayor 30
Beerman closed the public input portion of the meeting.31

32
Council Member Worel moved to appoint Bill Humbert and reappoint Kristy Hoffman to 33
the Library Board for three-year terms beginning July 1, 2019. Council Member Ware 34
Peek seconded the motion.35

RESULT:  APPROVED 36
AYES:  Council Members Gerber, Henney, Joyce, Ware Peek and Worel37

38
IV) COMMUNICATIONS AND DISCLOSURES FROM COUNCIL AND STAFF39
Staff Communications Report:40

41
1. Fourth of July Event Reminders42

26
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Council Questions and Comments:1
The Council members reviewed the events and activities they participated in since the2
last meeting. Council Member Gerber asked that the boards and commission openings 3
be listed on the City’s Facebook page or Instagram sites. Linda Jager stated those 4
openings were noticed in the newsletter and they would also appear in the Park Record. 5
She also noted she would post them on social media.6

7
Council Member Ware Peek stated a resident requested Prospector Park be renamed 8
for a former City Manager Irene Lobel. Lobel was instrumental in preventing Prospector 9
from becoming a Super Fun site. 10

11
V) PUBLIC INPUT (ANY MATTER OF CITY BUSINESS NOT SCHEDULED ON 12
THE AGENDA)13

14
Mayor Beerman opened the meeting for public input on matters not being addressed on 15
the agenda. 16

17
Tracy Walton and Nicole Kennedy, Summit County Children’s Justice Center (CJC).18
Walton indicated they purchased property to build a new facility, but they needed 19
$600,000 to pay off the mortgage so they could open their doors in the fall. Kennedy 20
stated an email was sent to the City Council requesting funds to help them reach their 21
goal. 22

23
Mayor Beerman closed the public input portion of the meeting.24

25
VI) CONSIDERATION OF MINUTES26

2728
Consideration to Approve the City Council Meeting Minutes from May 30, 2019:29

30
Council Member Gerber moved to approve the City Council Meeting minutes from May 31
30, 2019. Council Member Worel seconded the motion.32

RESULT:  APPROVED 33
AYES:  Council Members Gerber, Henney, Joyce, Ware Peek and Worel34

35
At the request of staff, Mayor Beerman elected to reorder the agenda as follows:36

37
IX) PARK CITY REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY38

39
I) ROLL CALL40

Attendee Name Status

Chair Andy Beerman Present

27
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Board Member Becca Gerber
Board Member Tim Henney
Board Member Steve Joyce
Board Member Lynn Ware Peek
Board Member Nann Worel
Diane Foster, City Manager 
Matt Dias, Assistant City Manager
Margaret Plane, Special Counsel
Michelle Kellogg, Secretary

None Excused

1
II) PUBLIC INPUT (ANY MATTER OF CITY BUSINESS NOT SCHEDULED ON 2
THE AGENDA)3

4
Chair Beerman opened the meeting for public input on matters not being addressed on 5
the agenda. No comments were given. Chair Beerman closed the public input portion of 6
the meeting. 7

8
III) NEW BUSINESS9

10
1. Consideration to Approve an Economic Development Grant for Lucky Ones 11
LLC in the Amount of $20,000:12
Jonathan Weidenhamer, Economic Development Manager, stated Lucky Ones 13
requested $20,000 to buy a mobile coffee camper, which would expand their business 14
and allow them to hire more staff. He reviewed the business had grown and prospered 15
in the last two years.16

17
Board Member Worel asked about insurance for the coffee camper. Taylor Matkins, 18
owner, stated the insurance had been increased and would cover the coffee camper. 19
Council Member Gerber asked if one of the owners would be with the camper. Katie 20
Holyfield, owner, stated the camper would be reserved for different events so they 21
would be able to schedule their time accordingly. It was indicated the Lucky Ones would 22
be open for the July 4th event. 23

24
Board Member Ware Peek asked if Lucky Ones was still planning on expanding to 25
include a bakery, using the Christian Center’s kitchen. Holyfield stated the Center asked 26
them to put a hold on that plan for the time being. Weidenhamer stated professionals 27
were helping them with their business plan which helped a lot. 28

29
Mayor Beerman opened the public hearing. 30

31

28
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Thom Brown stated he knew the founders, participants, employees and parents. The 1
parents stated the trajectory of their children’s lives was changing because they worked2
at Lucky Ones.3

4
Mayor Beerman closed the public hearing.5

6
Board Member Gerber moved to approve an economic development grant for Lucky 7
Ones LLC in the amount of $20,000. Board Member Joyce seconded the motion.8

RESULT:  APPROVED 9
AYES:  Board Members Gerber, Henney, Joyce, Ware Peek and Worel10

11
Board Member Joyce moved to adjourn from the Park City Redevelopment meeting. 12
Board Member Gerber seconded the motion.13

RESULT:  APPROVED 14
AYES:  Board Members Gerber, Henney, Joyce, Ware Peek and Worel15

16
IV) ADJOURNMENT17

18
The City Council reconvened and discussed New Business.19

20
VII) NEW BUSINESS21

22
6. Consideration to Approve an Economic Development Grant in the Amount of 23
$10,000 for Auntie Em's Homebaked Goods:24
Jonathan Weidenhamer, Economic Development Manager, introduced Emily Burney25
and stated she was expanding her bakery into the Kimball Arts Center and was 26
requesting $10,000 for a second employee and kitchen equipment. Burney thanked 27
Council for this opportunity.28

29
Council Member Joyce stated he saw this business while at the farmer's market and 30
they were almost sold out. Council Member Gerber stated the bakery brought a lot of 31
life to the Kimball Arts Center. 32

33
Mayor Beerman opened the public hearing. 34

35
Pete Earle stated he knew the business owner for a while, when she just dreamed of 36
having a bakery here one day. He thought the home-owned businesses were needed in 37
town. He noted he was her husband.38

39
Mayor Beerman closed the public hearing. 40

41

29
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Council Member Joyce moved to approve an economic development grant in the 1
amount of $10,000 for Auntie Em's Homebaked Goods. Council Member Ware Peek2
seconded the motion.3

RESULT:  APPROVED 4
AYES:  Council Members Gerber, Henney, Joyce, Ware Peek and Worel5

6
1. Consideration of Utah Open Lands Funding Request in the Amount of $550,000 7
to Finalize the Purchase of Armstrong Snow Ranch Pasture:8
Heinrich Deters, Open Space Manager, Wendy Fisher, Utah Open Lands Executive 9
Director, and Nate Rockwood, Budget Manager, presented this item. Deters reviewed 10
that Utah Open Lands (UOL) requested funds so that UOL could purchase the 11
Armstrong parcel. He indicated he received 20 emails which were all in support of the 12
funding request, and gave them to the City Recorder to include in the public record.13

14
Fisher stated Carrie Armstrong announced that a conservation easement would be 15
placed on the big red barn with no purchase required. This purchase plus the easement 16
was a huge contribution to the community. Fisher stated UOL would still need $385,00017
in donations by June 30th in addition to the request that the City donate $550,000, in 18
order to make this open space purchase.19

20
Rockwood explained the General Obligation bond that was issued to pay for the 21
Treasure Hill and Armstrong properties, and indicated there was an extra $1 million so 22
this request fit within the authorized amount.23

24
Mayor Beerman opened the public hearing.25

26
Sally Elliott stated this was not just about open space, but was also about historic 27
preservation.28

29
Charlie Sturgis observed that he never heard buyers’ remorse on open space that30
voters had purchased over the years.31

32
Linda Dugin, with Jamie Peters and Rosemary Cariole, indicated land acquisition over 33
the years required community support. She displayed the names of the 711 donors that 34
contributed to the Armstrong properties thus far.35

36
Suzanne Engelhardt, a second homeowner in Thaynes, stated it was clear that the 37
community wanted to support what they had. She was willing to pay more taxes to get 38
what she enjoyed so much. 39

40
Charlotte Browning, part time homeowner, stated she bought a home here because of 41
the open space. She favored paying more taxes to preserve that open space.42

30
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Judy Hale supported the bond to finalize the purchase. She didn't want to lose the 1
Armstrong properties. She asked for Council support.2

3
Robert Dugin was in business in Park City for 34 years. Having open space was one of 4
the things that made Park City special. He did not want to see 50 new homes and 5
construction in that area. He asked Council to donate to save the property. 6

7
Mike Sweeney stated he contributed to Armstrong and he pledged $50,000 more to 8
save the open space. 9

10
Satish Rishi stated he came to Park City for the open space and the activity that was 11
found here. He asked that the City make up the difference needed to fund the purchase. 12

13
Sam Graham didn't own property in Park City, but donated to preserve this open space. 14

15
Ed Parigian supported the funding request and stated it was an opportunity that couldn't 16
be passed up. He stated there was a beautiful view from the golf course.17

18
Sally Tauber supported this request. There was much wildlife on the property and that 19
was one reason the property should be saved. 20

21
Cheryl Fox, Summit Land Conservancy Executive Director, stated she actively 22
campaigned for the Treasure Hill and Armstrong open space bond last fall. She noted 23
preserving open space helped stall climate change. She requested that the City close 24
the funding gap entirely. 25

26
Ruth Drapkin stated the property was beautiful and historic and she supported the 27
request.28

29
Susan Philips indicated the open space touched her soul and asked to make this 30
happen.31

32
Bill Beckman stated he golfed and thought Hole Five was beautiful, and people 33
remembered that. He pledged to give more to reach the funding goal.34

35
Mayor Beerman closed the public hearing.36

37
Council Member Gerber thanked Rockwood for putting the City in a position that 38
enabled the City to fund this purchase. She thanked the residents who supported open 39
space. Council asked a lot from the residents and she supported this request.40

41
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Council Member Ware Peek thanked Fisher and Fox as well as Rockwood for their 1
work. She also thanked Carrie Armstrong and stated this conservation easement made 2
the deal a game changer. She supported this request. 3

4
Council Member Worel echoed the thank yous and also thanked the Armstrong family 5
for their interest and commitment to conservation. She loved that everyone could 6
participate in the public process. With all the comments she heard, there was not one 7
negative comment. She supported the request.8

9
Council Member Joyce stated it was amazing that the City could contribute and that it 10
was within the $48 million bond. It was a wonderful opportunity. Council Member 11
Henney indicated there was a mandate and an opportunity. The City had the money12
and he supported the request.13

14
Mayor Beerman looked to the core values of the City: small town, sense of community, 15
natural setting, and historic character, and indicated this would encompass at least 16
three of those values. 17

18
Council Member Joyce moved to approve the Utah Open Lands funding request in the 19
amount of $550,000 to finalize the purchase of Armstrong Snow Ranch Pasture. 20
Council Member Worel seconded the motion.21

RESULT:  APPROVED 22
AYES:  Council Members Gerber, Henney, Joyce, Ware Peek and Worel23

24
2. Consideration to Approve the Bonanza Flat Development Agreement with 25
Wasatch County:26
Heinrich Deters, stated Wasatch County drafted the proposed development agreement27
specific to the Bonanza Flat open space. Council Member Gerber asked if the diagram 28
showed an accurate account of the spots that would be available in each location.29
Deters indicated there were 121 lots. Council Member Gerber noted the bigger lots 30
were located at trailheads and asked about Lot 1. Deters stated the majority of that lot 31
was located in Summit County and would have 11 spaces. He indicated that for now, 32
the plan was not to add striping or parking blocks; only road base.33

34
Council Member Worel asked if restrooms were located at the parking spaces. Deters 35
stated there would be restrooms at the trailheads. Summit County would maintain and 36
regulate those located in Summit County and Wasatch County would do the same for 37
those located in Wasatch County. 38

39
Council Member Ware Peek asked how many restrooms were planned. Deters stated 40
there would be a total of six restrooms, but one was being considered for mid-mountain. 41

42
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Mayor Beerman opened the public hearing. No comments were given. Mayor Beerman 1
closed the public hearing.2

3
Council Member Ware Peek moved to approve the Bonanza Flat Development 4
Agreement with Wasatch County. Council Member Worel seconded the motion.5

RESULT:  APPROVED 6
AYES:  Council Members Gerber, Henney, Joyce, Ware Peek and Worel7

8
3. Consideration to Approve Ordinance 2019-35, and Ordinance Repealing 9
Municipal Code Title 4A, Chapter 3, Outdoor Music Plazas:10
Jenny Diersen stated Title 6 had the language for these plazas so repealing this code 11
was a cleanup. Council Member Ware Peek asked how events would apply for 12
amplified music. Diersen stated they would apply for a noise variance.13

14
Mayor Beerman opened the public hearing. 15

16
Mike Sweeney reviewed the history of this code and stated it outlived its life.17

18
Mayor Beerman closed the public hearing.19

20
Council Member Gerber moved to approve Ordinance 2019-35, an ordinance repealing 21
Municipal Code Title 4A, Chapter 3, Outdoor Music Plazas. Council Member Joyce22
seconded the motion.23

RESULT:  APPROVED 24
AYES:  Council Members Gerber, Henney, Joyce, Ware Peek and Worel25

26
4. Consideration of the Application to Remove a Significant Site from the Park 27
City Historic Sites Inventory Located at 1060 Park Avenue:28
Hannah Tyler, Senior Planner, and Craig Elliott, Elliott Workgroup, presented this item. 29
Tyler stated the application was for a 1946 structure that was designated significant. 30
She displayed a map of significant structures, including the affected property and 31
explained the criteria for not being significant. Tyler indicated the structure complied 32
with all three criteria. She noted the Historic Preservation consultant, Ann Oliver, had 33
stated the local district had the authority for significant sites to be designated. It was 34
noted this structure could not be on the National Registry. 35

36
Tyler stated this structure was built in the mining decline, when residents were moving 37
out of town and buildings were being demolished. This was one of the few structures 38
that remained intact.39

40
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Elliott addressed Item D in the determination, specifically the word "important" in that 1
requirement. He looked at the Historic Design Guidelines and nothing addressed the 2
mining decline era. He then referred to the National Register Bulletin, which stated ". . . 3
the property's specific association must be considered important as well." This structure 4
was considered World War II housing, but those were typically mass produced, which 5
this one wasn't. He stated this house was not important in architecture and no important 6
people lived there. He asked what the City was trying to say with that building. He 7
proposed the building be removed.8

9
Council Member Joyce didn't think the structure should be demolished with the 10
reasoning that it was the only one and there were no other similar structures.11

12
Council Member Gerber asked if all the historic significant homes fit in a designated 13
type. Elliott stated not all the homes fit, but they all fell under other descriptions in the 14
Land Management Code. Council Member Ware Peek asked if the cinder block would 15
be exposed if the structure was restored. Elliott didn't know the answer to that.16

17
Mayor Beerman opened the public hearing. No comments were given. Mayor Beerman 18
closed the public hearing.19

20
Council Member Joyce asked Tyler if there were other examples that would fit the time 21
frame, but had been destroyed. Tyler stated 1302 Norfolk was an example that was 22
restored and noted there were others from this period as well. Mayor Beerman clarified 23
that this was deemed significant from the local perspective. Council Member Henney24
stated 1930-1962 Park City was referred to as a ghost town, so it was logical that not 25
many of these structures were built. He thought there would have to be a strong 26
argument to overturn the recommendation of the Historic Preservation Board (HPB).27
Council Member Worel agreed that if the HPB voted unanimously then she would have 28
a hard time overturning that. She also referred to Page 11 of the staff report and stated 29
this structure was even more precious because it was so rare.30

31
Margaret Plane indicated the burden of proof was on the applicant to show that the City 32
findings were wrong. Elliott stated he was not asked to prove that something was 33
significant, but to show examples to prove it wasn't significant.34

35
Council Member Joyce moved to deny the application to remove a Significant site from 36
the Park City Historic Sites Inventory located at 1060 Park Avenue. Council Member 37
Gerber seconded the motion.38

RESULT:  DENIED39
AYES:  Council Members Gerber, Henney, Joyce and Worel40
NAY: Council Member Ware Peek41

42
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5. Consideration to Approve Ordinance 2019-36, an Ordinance Approving the 1
Woodside Park Subdivision - Phase I Condominiums Modification, Located at 2
1333 Park Avenue, 1343 Park Avenue, 1353 Park Avenue, 1330 Woodside Avenue, 3
and 1350 Woodside Avenue, Park City, Utah:4
Hannah Tyler, Senior Planner, and Anne Laurent, Community Development Manager,5
presented this item. Tyler reviewed that Council Member Worel added the e-bike station 6
on the site when the plat was approved, and stated there was not room on the 7
easement to install it and Summit Bike Share was a third party. It was also indicated 8
there would be an e-bike station at City Park. She requested that condition be removed.9
Laurent stated the intention was to promote bicycle and walkability for this project. The 10
Planning Commission was satisfied with putting in plug-ins in the storage units. Tyler 11
stated this ordinance was a modification of the approval.12

13
Council Member Ware Peek asked if an e-bike station was planned for City Park. 14
Laurent affirmed the plans for City Park and stated the housing project was located 15
between the library and City Park e-bike stations.16

17
Council Member Joyce didn't mind this modification, but he was frustrated that the 18
condition was part of the Master Planned Development (MPD), and then the project was19
developed with the station as an afterthought. Laurent stated there was a lack of 20
information on what was required. If there weren’t accessible stations, she would be 21
doing all possible to make it work. Mayor Beerman stated with new technology, it was 22
sometimes hard to plan. Council Member Joyce was concerned about the process 23
rather than the actual station.24

25
Mayor Beerman opened the public hearing. No comments were given. Mayor Beerman 26
closed the public hearing.27

28
Council Member Worel moved to approve Ordinance 2019-36, an ordinance approving 29
the Woodside Park Subdivision - Phase I Condominiums Modification, located at 1333 30
Park Avenue, 1343 Park Avenue, 1353 Park Avenue, 1330 Woodside Avenue, and 31
1350 Woodside Avenue, Park City, Utah. Council Member Ware Peek seconded the 32
motion.33

RESULT:  APPROVED 34
AYES:  Council Members Gerber, Henney, Joyce, Ware Peek and Worel35

36
VIII) ADJOURNMENT37

38
With no further business, the meeting was adjourned.39

40
_________________________ 41
Michelle Kellogg, City Recorder42
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Agenda Item No:1.

Council Agenda Item Report
Meeting Date: July 18, 2019
Submitted by: Roger McClain
Submitting Department: Water 
Item Type: Staff Report
Agenda Section: 

Subject:
Request to Authorize the City Manager to Execute Amendment No. 2 to the Agreement, in a Form Approved by
the City Attorney, with Alder Construction Company for Design Support and Shop Drawing Process Services in
an Amount Not to Exceed $61,336.00

Suggested Action:

Attachments:
3KWTP Preconstruction Services Amendment Staff Report
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City Council
Staff Report
Subject: 3Kings Water Treatment Plant ECI Pre-construction and 

Construction Services – Amendment No. 2, Alder Construction 
Company

Author: Roger McClain, Public Utilities Engineering Manager
Department: Public Utilities
Date: July 18, 2019
Type of Item: Administrative

The Opportunity
Staff is seeking City Council’s authorization for supplemental Early Contractor 
Involvement (ECI) Contractor pre-construction services to support the 3Kings Water 
Treatment Plant (3KWTP) design work.

Executive Summary
To enable the 3KWTP Architect/Engineering (AE) Team to incorporate equipment 
specific layout and design elements into the treatment plant design, the City and ECI 
Contractor solicited requests for proposals for suppliers of key treatment plant 
equipment. Based on statements of qualifications and cost proposals received, and a 
value based selection process, the City, AE Team, and ECI Contractor have selected 
suppliers for two specific equipment systems. Amendment No. 2 incorporates supplier 
design support services for this equipment into the ECI Contractor’s preconstruction 
services.

Background
 On January 31, 2018, Council authorized the execution of the Agreement and 

Amendment No. 1 to the Agreement for the 3Kings Water Treatment Plant Project
Early Contractor Involvement Pre-construction Services with Alder Construction 
Company for in an amount not to exceed $183,500.00.

 To support the 3KWTP design development by Jacobs Engineering and reduce 
post-design services and construction time (by providing the AE Team the 
opportunity to tailor the design to selected equipment) the City, in conjunction with 
the ECI Contractor, on February 15, 2019 and April 17, 2019, publically advertised
requests for proposals to prequalify suppliers for key treatment process equipment. 
Through a subsequent process of prequalifying suppliers based on statements of 
qualifications, requesting proposals from prequalified suppliers, and a cost proposal
and value based selection process, equipment suppliers have been selected.

Action Requests – Staff Recommendations
Staff recommends Council authorize the City Manager to execute the Amendment No. 2 
to the Agreement, in a form approved by the City Attorney, with Alder Construction 
Company for design support and shop drawing process services for standby power 
generation system equipment and flocculation mixers for an amount not to exceed 
$61,336.00.
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Amendment No. 2 includes only the described design support services and does not 
commit the City to purchase the equipment. Any equipment purchases will be subject 
to the future successful GMP negotiation and award of a construction agreement with 
Alder Construction for the construction of the 3KWTP.

Related Upcoming Council Action Requests

Four additional ECI Contractor Preconstruction Services amendments, for identified key 
treatment process equipment items (UV Disinfection System, Backwash Waste 
Clarification Skid System, Filter Press System, and Micro Hydro Power Generation 
System), are anticipated to be presented to City Council within the next 60 days.
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Agenda Item No:2.

Council Agenda Item Report
Meeting Date: July 18, 2019
Submitted by: Alexis Verson
Submitting Department: Transportation Planning 
Item Type: Staff Report
Agenda Section: 

Subject:
Request to Authorize the City Manager to Sign a Professional Service Agreement, in a Form Approved by the
City Attorney, with AJM & Associates for a Summer On Board Transit Survey in an Amount Not to Exceed
$39,803.00

Suggested Action:

Attachments:
Summer On Board Transit Survey Staff Report

Appendix A: Summer Budget On Board Survey

Appendix B: HOA Survey Results Winter 2019

Appendix C: On Board Survey Results Winter 2019

39

https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/395939/Summer_On_Board_Transit_Survey_PSA_Staff_Report_w_EDITS__1_.pdf
https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/392099/Appendix_A_Summer_Budget_On_Board_Survey.pdf
https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/396233/HOA_Survey_Results_Winter_2019.pdf
https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/396234/On_Board_Survey_Results_Winter_2019.pdf


 

 

City 
Council 
Staff 
Report 
 

Subject: Approval a Professional Service Agreement with AJM & Associates 
for a Summer On-Board Transit Survey in an Amount Not to Exceed 
$39,803.00. 

Author: Alexis Verson, Senior Transportation Planner Alfred Knotts, 
Transportation Planning Manager  

 Julia Collins, Senior Transportation Planner  
Department:         Transportation Planning, Transit Operations  
Date:   July 18, 2019  
Type of Item:  Administrative 

 
Summary Recommendation 
Authorize the City Manager to sign a Professional Services Agreement (PSA), in a form 
approved by the City Attorney, with AJM & Associates, in partnership with Nelson Nygaard, 
not to exceed $39,803.00 to conduct one on-board transit survey in July and August 2019 
and provide a detailed report upon completion. 

 
Executive Summary 
Park City Municipal Corporation (“PCMC”) plans to continue data collection efforts in the form 
of On-Board Transit Surveys of all transit routes operated by Park City Transit in July of 2019 
and provide related data tabulation and processing. This particular contract addresses the 
summer peak season surveying (scheduled July and August 2019). An initial contract was 
approved for $41,750 for the development of the survey tool and execution of the winter 
2019 survey. A small portion of the budget still remains from the original contract approval, 
approximately $7,000 that will also be used for this project. 
 
Park City Transit and Summit County are conducting ongoing surveys to gain a better 
understanding of today’s transit riders and how they utilize the Park City Transit system. The 
data collected will be used to improve transit funding forecasts and anticipate customer 
service and route planning needs of both local residents and heavy visitor ridership in the 
region. The contractor will  focus on accuracy and consistency in data collection, and is 
familiar with Park City Transit from previous survey work. A final report of survey results will 
be provided to both Park City and Summit County Council, JTAB, and Transit staff to help  
improve to the regional transit system and boost ridership  customer satisfaction, and route 
and service efficiency.  

 
The Problem and Opportunity 
In January 2019, PCMC selected AJM & Associates to provide an on-board transit survey of 
the Park City Transit system and Nelson Nygaard as the sub-consultant to provide data 
tabulation and compile a detailed report on findings. The firms worked closely with PCMC 
and Summit County to develop and execute the survey on all routes operated by Park City 
Transit on both weekdays and weekends. The original contract was awarded in early March 
2019, with an option to contract for up to 3 additional years. The firms have done exemplary 
work with Transit Operations and Transportation Planning to understand baseline data 
needs, and survey implementation strategies.  40



 

 
Pending approval, this contract will be awarded for the 19/20 FY with an option to extend for 
up to three (3) additional years and will include up to Thirty Nine Thousand Eight Hundred 
and Three Dollars ($39,803.00) of work for the July 2019 survey.  
 
The July 11, 2019 staff communications to City Council about the on-board transit survey 
highlighted some of the interesting findings about our transit riders as well as an overview of 
survey results distributed by HOAs in the area. Staff have garnered that more frequent 
service, and later service is valued by residents, and that often during peak winter season, 
first-time transit users (visitors) are nearly half of our riders and are transit-dependent while 
they are in town. This means that making an easy-to-use system is important to cater to 
those potential riders, and if done successfully can help cut down on the use of TNC 
(rideshare) services in town. 
 
Staff also obtained origin and destination and trip purpose data from riders that will positively 
impact the way Park City Transit does future route and service planning. The on-board 
survey results are incredibly valuable as the next iteration of the Short Range Transit Plan 
kicks off. 
 
The preliminary results have been shared with the Joint Transportation Advisory Board, on 
July 16, 2019, and a final report that tabulates the winter and summer surveys will be 
provided to City Council in late summer 2019 after this surveying effort. The final report will 
include information on trip characteristics, rider characteristics, customer experience 
priorities, perception of safety and ease of transit system use, as well as a compilation of 
open-ended comments from riders. 
 

Selection Process 
The original selection process took place in January of 2019. Staff received three (3) 
proposals. To evaluate and score the proposals, a Consultant Review Committee was 
formed: 
 

Representative    Department/Agency________________ 
Caroline Rodriguez Summit County, Regional Transportation 
Alfred Knotts PCMC Transportation 
Alexis Verson PCMC Transportation 
Barbara Murdock PCMC Transit 
Robbie Smoot PCMC Transit & Parking 

 
The Committee determined that AJM & Associates, in partnership with Nelson Nygaard, 
were exceptionally qualified given their overall approach to the project, industry 
experience, and previous work with on-board transit surveys. A score card was used on 
all proposals; the consultant selected had the highest overall score.  

 
Alternatives for City Council to Consider 
1. Recommended Alternative: Authorize the City Manager to sign the Professional 

Service Agreement to provide up to $39,803.00 of services for FY 19/20. 
 
Pros 

a. The proposed agreement will result in robust data collection of existing 
transit service and riders, and recommend long range solutions to Park City 
Transit improvements for the region.  41
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b. This project will further the City’s transportation related goals, particularly the 
new metric identified in the Council Retreat on February 7, 2019, of reducing 
AADT on gateway corridors by 25%, and the Park City Forward (long range 
transportation planning) efforts currently underway. 

Cons 
a. Funding will need to be allocated on a yearly basis to maintain consistent 

data collection practices. 
 

2. Alternative 2 - Deny: Do not authorize the contract.  
 
Pros 

a. Funding for $39,803.00 will not be expended. 
Cons 

a. The summer on-board transit survey will not be conducted. A more detailed 
understanding of travel behaviors, rider needs will not be obtained.  

 
Department Review 
This report was reviewed by Budget, Executive, Legal, Transit Operations, and 
Transportation Planning. 
Funding Source 

  Funding will come from the Transit Fund. 
 
Appendices 
Appendix A – Proposed Summer 2019 Consultant Budget for On-Board 
Surveying 
Appendix B – Winter On-Board Survey PSA Staff Report from February 28, 
2019 
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Summer 2019 Budget AJM

Professional Professional Supervisor Technical

Flat Rate 115.00 115.00 90.00 50.00

Total Billing Rate $115.00 $115.00 $90.00 $50.00 Hours Cost Expenses Expenses

Task Description
1 Work Plan and Schedule 4 4 $460 4 $460 $460

2 Survey Design and Sampling Plan 4 4 $460 4 $460 $460

3 Develop Survey Instrument 2 2 $230 2 $230 $230

4 Administration of On-Board Survey 8 90 8 106 $9,420 106 $9,420 $9,880 $0 $9,880 $19,300

5 Data Processing and Analysis 12 10 16 38 $3,330 38 $3,330 $938 $0 $938 $4,268

6 Prepare Final Report and Data Files 7 7 $805 7 $805 $0 $805

TOTAL HOURS 29 18 90 24 161 $14,705 161

TOTAL LABOR COST $3,335 $2,070 $8,100 $1,200 $14,705 $10,818 $0 $10,818 $25,523

TOTAL COSTS $25,523

Summer 2019 Budget NN

Principal 1 Principal 1
Senior Associate 

1 Associate 1 Associate 1

Flat Rate 180.00 180.00 150.00 100.00 100.00

Total Billing Rate $180.00 $180.00 $150.00 $100.00 $100.00 Hours Cost Expenses Expenses

Task Description
1 Work Plan and Schedule 0 $0 0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

2 Survey Design and Sampling Plan 0 $0 0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

3 Develop Survey Instrument 0 $0 0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

4 Administration of On-Board Survey 0 $0 0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

5 Data Processing and Analysis 0 $0 0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

6 Prepare Final Report and Data Files 16 8 52 40 116 $13,280 116 $13,280 $1,000 $0 $1,000 $14,280

TOTAL HOURS 16 0 8 52 40 116 116

TOTAL LABOR COST $2,880 $0 $1,200 $5,200 $4,000 $13,280 $13,280 $1,000 $0 $1,000 $14,280

TOTAL COSTS $14,280

AJM NN Total

Total Summer 2019 Budget 25,523$         14,280$         39,803$         

Total
 Costs

Richard A. 
Young

Andrew J. 
Mundew

AJM Labor

AJM & Associates

AJM & Associates Labor Costs

Total
Labor 
Hours

Total
Labor Costs

Total
Direct 

Expenses

Nelson Nygaard

Nelson\Nygaard Labor Costs

Total
Labor 
Hours

Total
Labor Costs

Total
Direct 

Expenses
Total

 Costs

James Gamez Phil Olmstead Jamey Dempster Mariel Kirschen Joe Poirier

NN Labor

44



How were the surveys distributed?

THE SURVEY WAS CREATED USING SURVEY MONKEY AND SENT TO THE 
HOA DISTRIBUTION LIST. SEVERAL HOA’S INDICATED THEY DISTRIBUTED 
TO RESIDENTS

19 HOA’s contacted 174 responses received

APPENDIX B
HOA SURVEY
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APPENDIX B
HOA SURVEY

How often are they riding Park City transit?

NEVER USE 
TRANSIT

ONLY USE TRANSIT 
DURING MAJOR EVENTS

2-3 TIMES A
MONTH

36%

22%
21%
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What bus routes do they currently use, if any?
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APPENDIX B
HOA SURVEY
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For those that use transit, what are their primary reasons?
APPENDIX B
HOA SURVEY

RIDE FOR ENVIRONMENTAL
REASONS

AVOID DRIVING 
DURING EVENTS

TO ACCESS RECREATION
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How many have access to a car(s)?
APPENDIX B
HOA SURVEY

99%

ALL BUT TWO RESPONDENTS HAVE REGULAR ACCESS TO AT LEAST 
ONE VEHICLE
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What other modes are used to regularly to make trips?

RESPONDENTS WERE ASKED TO PICK THEIR TOP THREE:

APPENDIX B
HOA SURVEY

51% BIKE
21% WALK

11% TNC
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What prevents them from utilizing the system more?

TOP THREE ANSWERS WERE:

APPENDIX B
HOA SURVEY

1. NO TRANSIT STOPS NEAR MY HOUSE

2. USING TRANSIT TAKES TOO LONG

3. TRANSIT DOES NOT GO WHERE I NEED TO
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Noteworthy responses not mentioned on former page -

RESPONDENTS ALSO HAD AN “OTHER” OPTION WHEN ASKED 
WHY THEY DO NOT RIDE TRANSIT MORE, SOME USEFUL 
COMMENTS INCLUDE:

APPENDIX B
HOA SURVEY

The summer schedule isn’t frequent enough

ADA access is poor
 
I feel unsafe waiting for the bus

Carrying skis is too hard

Route changes are inconvenient for accessing Deer Valley

Cold weather / icey walkways and roads

No dogs makes it tough

New routes make for inconvenient transfers
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What would make people more likely to ride transit?

TOP THREE ANSWERS INCLUDE:

APPENDIX B
HOA SURVEY

1. BUS STOPS CLOSER TO MY HOUSE

2. MORE FREQUENT BUSES

3. MORE BUS-ONLY LANES

3. AN UPDATED TRANSIT MOBILE APP

Tied for third
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Noteworthy responses not mentioned on former page -

RESPONDENTS ALSO HAD AN “OTHER” OPTION WHEN ASKED 
WHY WHAT WOULD HELP THEM RIDE MORE FREQUENTY:

APPENDIX B
HOA SURVEY

Real-time information on the app

Needs to be more convenient than paying for parking

Smaller vehicles that can access more neighborhoods

I don’t have a good understanding of where stops are and how to ride

Direct routes from Park and Rides to resorts with NO stops

Change the Pink line back

The ability to take my dog

More direct routes

We can’t bike to bus stops in the winter, we need to address a coordinated system
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How were the surveys distributed?
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WEEKDAY

SATURDAY

SUNDAY

SURVEYS WERE TAKEN ACROSS ALL ROUTES AND ON ALL DAYS OF 
SERVICE (WEEKDAY, SATURDAY, SUNDAY). 1,101 TOTAL RESPONSES.

APPENDIX A
ON-BOARD SURVEY
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Who responded to the survey?

Live in Summit County

Commute to 
Summit County

Short-term Visitor
(<2 Days)

Long-term Visitor
(>2 Days)

38% 15% 15% 33%

SLIGHTLY MORE RESPONDENTS WERE RESIDENTS (LIVE AND/OR WORK 
IN SUMMIT COUNTY) THAN VISITORS.

APPENDIX A
ON-BOARD SURVEY
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Who is riding Park City Transit?

36% HAVE A HOUSEHOLD 
ANNUAL INCOME
 
<$25,000

31% HAVE A HOUSEHOLD 
ANNUAL INCOME

 
>$100,000

42% OF RESIDENTS AND COMMUTER 
HAVE A HOUSEHOLD ANNUAL INCOME
 
<$25,000 +

APPENDIX A
ON-BOARD SURVEY
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Who is riding Park City Transit?

TWO-THIRDS 
OF ALL RIDERS DO NOT 
HAVE ACCESS TO A CAR

86% OF COMMUTERS 
TO SUMMIT COUNTY DO 
NOT HAVE ACCESS TO A 
CAR

APPENDIX A
ON-BOARD SURVEY
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Who is riding Park City Transit?

9 OUT OF 10 
RIDERS SPEAK ENGLISH FLUENTLY

3 OUT OF 10 
RIDERS SPEAK SPANISH AT HOME

APPENDIX A
ON-BOARD SURVEY
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50% LIVE IN 
SUMMIT COUNTY

27% COMMUTE TO 
SUMMIT COUNTY

50%  
LONG-TERM 

VISITORS

WEEKEND
WORK 

46%
OUTDOOR 

RECREATION 
23%

GROCERY
SCHOOL
MEDICAL

PERSONAL
OTHER

SHOPPING
DINING

ENTERTAINMENT
16%

14%

WEEKDAY

43%

29%

14%

15%

How are riders using Park City Transit?

NEARLY HALF OF RIDERS COMMUTE TO OR FROM WORK. HALF OF 
COMMUTERS LIVE IN SUMMIT COUNTY.

APPENDIX A
ON-BOARD SURVEY
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How are riders using Park City Transit?

56%
OF RIDERS USE PCT

5-7 DAYS PER WEEK 

47% LIVE IN 
SUMMIT COUNTY

26% LONG-TERM 
VISITORS

How are riders using Park City Transit?

OVER HALF OF RIDERS ARE FREQUENT RIDERS (RIDE TRANSIT 
5-7 DAYS PER WEEK).

APPENDIX A
ON-BOARD SURVEY
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How are riders using Park City Transit?

22% TRANSFERRED 
TO OR FROM ANOTHER BUS

78% HAD A 
SINGLE-SEAT RIDE

WEEKDAY

WEEKEND

75%

25%

How are riders using Park City Transit?

LESS THAN ONE-THIRD OF RIDERS TRANSFERRED TO OR FROM 
ANOTHER BUS TO COMPLETE THEIR TRIP.

APPENDIX A
ON-BOARD SURVEY
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How are riders using Park City Transit?

9 OUT OF 10 
RIDERS WALK TO AND 
FROM THE BUS STOP

6% 
DRIVE
ALONE

49%
OF THOSE WHO DRIVE ALONE LIVE IN SUMMIT COUNTY

4%
DROPPED-OFF/ 

PICKED-UP

1%
BICYCLED OR 
SCOOTERED

4%
OTHER

How are riders using Park City Transit?

THE LARGE MAJORITY OF RIDERS WALK TO AND FROM THE BUS STOP.

APPENDIX A
ON-BOARD SURVEY
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What are the priority service improvements for riders?

FREQUENT RIDER 
(5-7X DAYS WEEK)

MORE FREQUENT
SERVICE

LATER SERVICE

EARLIER SERVICE

MORE RELIABLE
SCHEDULE

BETTER REAL-TIME
INFORMATION

SERVICE TO
NEW AREAS

BETTER BUS
STOPS

ROOM OF BUSES
FOR LUGGAGE

REGULAR RIDER
(3-4X DAYS PER WEEK)

OCCASIONAL RIDER
(1-2 DAYS PER WEEK)

5min

23% 26%

16%

8%

17%

17%

6%

4%

30%

7%

6%

13%

14%

15%

8%

7%

20%

15%

12%

12%

9%

7%

3%

5%

RIDERS ARE INTERESTED IN MORE FREQUENT BUS SERVICE, REAL-TIME 
ARRIVAL INFORMATION, AS WELL AS LATER AND EARLIER SERVICE.

APPENDIX A
ON-BOARD SURVEY
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Are riders using the MyStop Mobile App?

Two-third of riders
use the myStop Mobile app

84% find the 
app useful

79% OF SUMMIT 
COUNTY RESIDENTS

79% OF COMMUTERS 
TO SUMMIT COUNTY

46% OF LONG-TERM 
VISITORS

31% OF SHORT-TERM 
VISITORS

16% believe 
the app has room 
for improvement

myStop

MOST RIDERS USE AND BENEFIT FROM THE MOBILE APP.

APPENDIX A
ON-BOARD SURVEY
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Rider Types

A Visitor to 
Park City
48% of riders

AGE 25-44 (50%)

TAKES TRANSIT TO 
RECREATION (41%)

HOUSEHOLD INCOME 
>100,000 (37%)

A Resident 
of Summit
County
38% of riders

AGE 25-44 (36%)

TAKES TRANSIT 5-7 DAYS 
PER WEEK (73%)

HAS TAKEN TRANSIT FOR 
5+ YEARS (32%)

A Commuter
to Summit 
County
15% of riders

AGE 19-24 (43%)

TAKES TRANSIT 5-7 DAYS 
PER WEEK (85%)

DOES NOT HAVE ACCESS 
TO A CAR (85%)

HOUSEHOLD INCOME 
<$25,000 (44%)

APPENDIX A
ON-BOARD SURVEY
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Agenda Item No:1.

Council Agenda Item Report
Meeting Date: July 18, 2019
Submitted by: Elizabeth Jackson
Submitting Department: Planning 
Item Type: Ordinance
Agenda Section: 

Subject:
Consideration to Approve Ordinance 2019-40, an Ordinance Approving the 526 Park Avenue Plat Amendment
Located at 526 Park Avenue, Park City, Utah
(A) Public Hearing (B) Action

Suggested Action:

Attachments:
526 Park Avenue Staff Report and Ordinance

Exhibits B-G

67

https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/395365/PL-19-04140_526_Park_Ave_Plat-CC_Report_07.18.19_FINAL.pdf
https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/391451/Exhibits_PC_6.26.19_REDUCED.pdf


 

 

City Council  
Staff Report 
 
Subject: 526 Park Avenue Plat Amendment 
Author:  Liz Jackson, Planner  
Project Number: PL-19-04140 
Date:   18 July 2019 
Type of Item:  Legislative – Plat Amendment  
Designation: Significant Site  
 
Summary Recommendations 
Staff recommends that the City Council review and hold a public hearing for the 526 
Park Avenue Plat Amendment and consider approving the application based on the 
Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law, and Conditions of Approval as found in the draft 
ordinance. 
 
Description 
Applicant:  Warren Bonham, Wasatch Engineering Contractors, Inc. 
Location:  526 Park Avenue 
Designation:  Historic Significant Site 
Zoning: Historic Residential (HR-2A) District 
Adjacent Land Uses: Residential (Single Family and Multi-Unit Dwelling) and 

Commercial, Quasi-Public 
Reason for Review: Plat Amendments require Planning Commission review and 

City Council approval. 
 
Proposal/Executive Summary 
The proposed 526 Park Avenue Plat Amendment seeks to combine two (2) existing 
Lots located at 526 Park Avenue into one (1) Lot of record. The site consists of the 
entirety of Lot 41 and Lot 42 of Block 9 of the Park City Survey. This is a Significant 
Historic Site and the Historic Structure was constructed c. 1897. The property line 
between the two (2) existing Lots runs along the south side of the Structure. The 
proposed Plat Amendment will create a Lot of 3,534 square feet in size. 
 
Background  
1897 – The existing Structure was constructed on this site according to the Park City 

Historic Sites Inventory (HSI - see Exhibit G). The HSI form for this site indicates 
that the Historic Structure was originally built as a garage. The 1907 Sanborn 
Map indicates Structures on the site, but as they are not dimensioned it is 
unclear if the garage existed at this time.  

 
1957 – Earliest available tax card indicates the garage Structure as being 30+ years old, 

so it is possible it was constructed in the 1920s.  
 
1968-1995 – At some point during this timeframe the garage was adapted for 

Residential Use. 
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August 21, 2018 – The City received a Historic District Design Review Pre-application 

(PL-19-03966) for 526 Park Avenue. Through a site visit on September 5, 2018, 
Planning staff determined the Ancillary Structures on the site, besides the 
Significant Historic Structure, were non-historic and could be removed. See 
Exhibit H Memo to File. The Ancillary Structures located at the rear (east) of the 
Lot were connected (estimated to be two Structures at the time of the site visit, 
although the survey submitted to the Planning Department on February 13, 2019 
lists three connected Structures) and one other detached Structure was located 
at the front (west) of the Lot, to the south of the Significant Historic Structure.  

 
February 13, 2019 – The City received application (PL-19-04140) for the 526 Park 

Avenue Plat Amendment. The application was deemed complete on April 23, 
2019. 

 
March 27, 2019 – The City received a Historic District Design Review (HDDR) 

application (PL-19-03966) for the 526 Park Avenue to build a Single-Family 
Dwelling and restore the Historic Structure to be used as a garage with 
renovation of the existing living space to be an Accessory Apartment. The 
application is currently under review and deemed incomplete. The proposed 
scope of work will need to be reviewed by the Historic Preservation Board (HPB), 
and abide by the Land Management Code and the Design Guidelines for Historic 
Districts and Historic Sites. 

 
May 14, 2019 – The City issued a Demolition Permit (BD-19-26718) to remove the non-

historic sheds located along the rear (east) property line and greenhouse 
Structure on the front of the Lot as noted in Exhibit H. These are noted on the 
survey (Exhibit B) as four (4) “existing sheds.” These Structures were deemed to 
be the same non-historic Structures that were listed in Exhibit H through a site 
visit on April 9, 2019. The Structures are connected in a manner that makes them 
appear to be the same Structure, hence the discrepancy in the number of sheds 
between Exhibit B and Exhibit H. See referenced Structures in image below 
taken from Exhibit B (Existing Conditions – Non-historic buildings permitted for 
removal). This permit did not give any approval to complete work on the 
Significant Historic Structure. 
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Existing Conditions – Non-historic buildings permitted for removal 

 
June 26, 2019 – The Planning Commission forwarded a positive recommendation to 

City Council. Linked here are the staff report and minutes (beginning on page 
23). 

 
Lot Analysis 
The purpose of this Plat Amendment is to combine two (2) existing Lots addressed at 
526 Park Avenue into one (1) Lot of record. The current interior Lot line abuts the 
Significant Historic Structure on the Site and does not allow it to meet the Side Setbacks 
of the HR-2A Zone. Both lots exist within the Park City Survey. The proposed Lot will be 
3,574 square feet in size with a Lot width of 50 feet and a length ranging between 68.42 
feet and 71.41 feet.  
 
The existing Significant Historic Structure at this address was constructed circa 1897. 
The applicant submitted an incomplete HDDR application on March 22, 2019 proposing 
an addition to the Significant Historic Structure. The application will not be reviewed until 
it is deemed to be complete. Any changes to the Site must be conducted in accordance 
with the Land Management Code (LMC) and with the Design Guidelines for Historic 
Districts and Historic Sites.  
 
Encroachments 
There are several encroachments on this property along each side of the Lot. On the 
north side of the Lot, there is a stone wall, patio, and covered entry that extends to a 
stairway that leads to Park Avenue. See image below – Existing Conditions Survey 1, 
zoomed in. There are also railroad ties (Site Photo 3) and rock retaining walls (Site 
Photo 2) that appear to cross the property line to the north (PC-142), and a metal fence 
on the west (atop the front encroaching retaining wall – Site Photo 1) but are not shown 
on the survey. At the time the survey was completed, there was snow likely covering 
these encroachments. These are pictured below (labelled as Site Photos 1-3), taken at 
a May 21, 2019 Site visit. An Encroachment agreement with 528 Park Avenue (PC-142) 
is required or all encroachments must be removed before the plat can be recorded. 
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Existing Conditions Survey 1, zoomed in 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Site Photo 1                                                             Site Photo 2 

 
Site Photo 3 
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On the west (front) side of the Lot there are three (3) stone retaining walls encroaching 
into the Park Avenue right-of-way. Encroachment agreements with the City and the 
owners of 528 Park Avenue (PC-142) are required, or all encroachments must be 
removed before the plat can be recorded. The Historic Structure encroaches into the 
Park Avenue right-of-way for 20.5’ in length and 5.5’ in width. This is a valid Non-
complying Structure per LMC 15-2.3-5 and will require an encroachment agreement 
with the City (see Condition of Approval 8). 
 

 
Existing Conditions Survey 2, zoomed in 
 

To the east (rear) side of the Lot, the neighboring 515 Main Street and 525 Main Street 
(PC-125) abuts the shared property line. Those Structures are within the Historic 
Commercial Business Zoning District, which have no minimum setback requirements. 

 
HR-2A Requirements 
The existing home is a Single Family Dwelling which is an allowed use in the HR-2A 
District. The minimum Lot area for a Single Family Dwelling is 1,875 square feet, and 
the minimum Lot for a Duplex Dwelling is 3,750 square feet; a Duplex Dwelling would 
not be allowed on this Lot as the proposed Lot is 3,534 square feet. The minimum Lot 
width is in the HR-2A zone is 25 feet. The proposed Lot meets the requirements of the 
HR-2A zone at 50 feet wide. The proposed Lot will also be 68.42 feet to 71.41 feet 
deep. These measurements determine the minimum setback requirements which are as 
follows: 
 
 

 Required Existing 

Front 
Setback 

10 feet  0 feet (encroaches into Public 
Right-of-Way) 

Rear 
Setback 

10 feet 44 feet 

Side 
Setback 

5 feet each N: 3.5 foot, S: 25 feet; 28.5 feet total 
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The Setback requirements which are not met are the northwest Front and north Side 
Setbacks. The existing Historic Structure encroaches 5-6 feet as measured into the 
Park Avenue Right-of-Way so therefore, the Historic Structure does not comply with the 
10 foot Front Setback requirement. The Historic Structure is also less than 5’ from the 
north (side) property line. However, since the Structure is Historic, the Structure is 
considered to be a valid and complying according to LMC Section 15-2.3-5. All new 
construction is required to meet the current LMC Lot and Site requirements. 
 
The maximum Building Footprint for the proposed Lot is 1,448.75 square feet according 
to the Building Footprint Formula illustrated in Table 15-2.2 of the LMC. The existing 
Building Footprint complies with this standard as the Structure has a Building Footprint 
of 615 square feet as measured.  
 
Good Cause  
Staff finds good cause for this Plat Amendment in that it will resolve any issues created 
by the extraneous Lot line that abuts the south side of the Historic Structure located on 
the property, as the location of this Lot line currently prevents the Historic Structure from 
meeting Side Setback requirements of the HR-2A Zone. The Lots are currently too 
small (Parcel PC-143 is 1,746.2 square feet and Parcel PC-124-D is 1,787.8 square 
feet) to meet the 1,875 square feet minimum lot Area requirement of the HR-2A Zone. 
This amendment will allow the property owner to make improvements and changes to 
the existing Historic Structure, as allowed by the LMC and Design Guidelines for 
Historic Districts and Historic Sites. Public snow storage easements will be required to 
be dedicated on the final mylar prior to recordation. This Plat Amendment will resolve 
existing encroachment issues. 
 
Process 
The approval of this Plat Amendment application by the City Council constitutes Final 
Action that may be appealed following the procedures found in LMC Section 15-1-18. A 
Historic District Design Review application will need to be submitted for review by 
Planning Staff prior to issuance of building permits.  
 
Department Review 
This project has gone through an interdepartmental review. No issues were brought up 
at that time.  
 
Notice 
On June 10, 2019, the property was posted and notice was mailed to property owners 
within 300 feet. Legal notice was also published in the Park Record and the Utah Public 
Notice Website on June 8, 2019, according to requirements of the Land Management 
Code.  
 
Public Input 
No public input has been received at the time of this report. 
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Alternatives 

 The City Council may approve the 526 Park Avenue Plat Amendment as 
conditioned or amended; or 

 The City Council may deny the 526 Park Avenue Plat Amendment and direct 
staff to make Findings for this decision; or 

 The City Council may continue the discussion on the 526 Park Avenue Plat 
Amendment, and request additional information or analysis in order to make a 
recommendation; or 

 The City Council may remand the 526 Park Avenue Plat Amendment to the 
Planning Commission with specific direction. 

 
Significant Impacts 
There are no significant fiscal or environmental impacts from this application. 
 
Consequences of not taking recommended action 
The subject property would remain as two separate, sub-standard Lots. 
 
Summary Recommendation 
Staff recommends the City Council review and hold a public hearing for the 526 Park 
Avenue Plat Amendment and consider approving the application based on the Findings 
of Fact, Conclusions of Law, and Conditions of Approval as found in the draft ordinance. 
 
Exhibits 
Exhibit A – Draft Ordinance with Proposed Plat (Attachment 1) 
Exhibit B – Survey  
Exhibit C – Existing Plat 
Exhibit D – Applicant’s Project Description 
Exhibit E – Site Photographs 
Exhibit F – Aerial Photograph 
Exhibit G – Memo to File for HDDR Pre-application Site Visit on September 5, 2018 
Exhibit H – Historic Sites Inventory Report (link) 
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Exhibit A – Draft Ordinance 
 
Ordinance No. 2019-40 
 

AN ORDINANCE APPROVING THE 526 PARK AVENUE PLAT AMENDMENT 
LOCATED AT 526 PARK AVENUE, PARK CITY, UTAH. 

 
WHEREAS, the owner of the property located at 526 Park Avenue has petitioned 

the City Council for approval of the Plat Amendment; and 
 

WHEREAS, on June 10, 2019, the property was properly noticed and posted 
according to the requirements of the Land Management Code and courtesy letters were 
sent to surrounding property owners; and 
 

WHEREAS, on June 8, 2019, proper legal notice was published according to 
requirements of the Land Management Code; and 
 

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission held a public hearing on June 26, 2019, to 
receive input on Plat Amendment; and 
 

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission, on June 26, 2019, forwarded a positive 
recommendation to the City Council; and, 
 

WHEREAS, on July 18, 2019, the City Council held a public hearing to receive 
input on the Plat Amendment; and 
 

WHEREAS, it is in the best interest of Park City, Utah to approve the 526 Park 
Avenue Plat Amendment located at 526 Park Avenue. 
 
NOW, THEREFORE BE IT ORDAINED by the City Council of Park City, Utah as 
follows: 
 
SECTION 1. APPROVAL.  The 526 Park Avenue Plat Amendment, as shown in 
Attachment 1, is approved subject to the following Findings of Facts, Conclusions of 
Law, and Conditions of Approval: 
 
Findings of Fact: 
1. The property is located at 526 Park Avenue.  
2. The property consists of Lot 41 and Lot 42 of Block 9 of the Park City Survey. 
3. The property is in the Historic Residential (HR-2A) District.  
4. There is an existing Significant Historic Structure at this address.  
5. The existing home was constructed c. 1897.   
6. The applicant proposes to combine the subject Lots into one Lot of record. 
7. There are several encroachments on this property along both sides and to the rear 

of the Lot as follows: 
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a. To the west (front) side of the Lot, there are three stone retaining walls and 
associated landscaping encroaching into the Park Avenue property owned by 
the City.  

b. There is also an existing covered entry patio and uncovered stone patio, 
multiple stone retaining walls, and concrete steps, and multiple wood 
retaining walls with associated landscaping encroaching into the neighboring 
property to the north.  

8. The existing home is a Single Family Dwelling which is an allowed use in the HR-2A 
District.  

9. The minimum Lot Area for a Single Family Dwelling is 1,875 square feet. The 
proposed Lot has an area of 3,534 square feet. This Lot size is not large enough to 
permit a Duplex. 

10. The minimum Lot width is in the HR-2A zone is 25 feet. The proposed Lot meets the 
requirements of this zone at 50 feet in width. 

11. The proposed Lot will also be between 68.42 feet and 71.41 feet deep.  
12. The minimum Front Setback is 10 feet. The existing Historic Structure crosses over 

the front Lot line by 5.5 feet. 
13. The minimum Rear Setback is 10 feet. The existing Historic Structure has a 44 foot 

Rear Setback. 
14. The minimum Side Setback is 5 feet on each side. The existing Historic Structure 

has a 3.5 foot Side Setback on the north side and a 25 foot Side Setback on the 
south side. 

15. Because this is a Historic Structure, the existing setbacks are considered to be valid 
and complying. 

16. The maximum building footprint for a Lot this size is 1,448.75 square feet. The 
existing footprint meets this standard at approximately 615 square feet. 

 
Conclusions of Law: 
1. There is good cause for this Plat Amendment. 
2. The Plat Amendment is consistent with the Park City Land Management Code and 

applicable State law regarding Lot combinations. 
3. Neither the public nor any person will be materially injured by the proposed Plat 

Amendment. 
4. Approval of the Plat Amendment, subject to the conditions stated below, does not 

adversely affect the health, safety and welfare of the citizens of Park City. 
 
Conditions of Approval: 
1. The City Planner, City Attorney, and City Engineer will review and approve the final 

form and content of the plat for compliance with State law, the Land Management 
Code, and the conditions of approval, prior to recordation of the plat. 

2. The applicant will record the plat at the County within one year from the date of City 
Council approval.  If recordation has not occurred within one (1) years’ time, this 
approval for the plat will be void, unless a request for an extension is made in writing 
prior to the expiration and an extension is granted by the City Council. 

3. Residential fire sprinklers will be required for all new construction per requirements 
of the Chief Building Official. 
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4. New construction shall meet Site and Lot requirements of the HR-2A District per the 
Land Management Code in effect at the time of application submittal. 

5. A Historic District Design Review application is required for any new construction 
proposed at the existing Site. 

6. A 10 foot wide public snow storage easement will be required along Park Avenue. 
7. The applicant can either remove the existing encroachments (excluding the Historic 

Structure) from the properties of 528 Park Avenue (Parcel PC-142) and the City 
Right-of-Way, or enter into an encroachment agreement(s) with the respective 
property owners prior to final recordation of this plat. Any encroachments over the 
south or east property line (if any) that were not disclosed by the applicant must be 
removed prior to the recordation of this plat. The applicant shall file all appropriate 
City application/permits to complete this Condition.  

8. Regarding the Historic Significant Structure: An encroachment agreement, for the 
Right-of-Way, between Park City Municipal Corporation and the property owner of 
526 Park Avenue for the Significant Structure will be required prior to plat 
recordation. The applicant shall file all appropriate City applications/permits to 
complete this Condition. 

 
SECTION 2. EFFECTIVE DATE. This Ordinance shall take effect upon publication. 
 
 
PASSED AND ADOPTED this 18th day of July, 2019. 
 
 

PARK CITY MUNICIPAL CORPORATION 
      
 
________________________________ 
MAYOR 

 
 
ATTEST: 
   
____________________________________ 
City Recorder 
 
 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
________________________________ 
City Attorney 
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Attachment 1 – Proposed Plat 
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Memo to the File 
 
Subject: 526 Park Avenue  
Address: 526 Park Avenue 
Project#:  PL-18-03966 
Author:  Anya Grahn  
Date:   September 5, 2018 
 
On September 5, 2018, Historic Preservation Planner Anya Grahn met with contractor 
Dave Baglino on site to determine the historical significance of three (3) existing sheds.  
There are two (2) sheds on the property—one across the east (rear) property line and a 
second perpendicular to that shed that is located on the southeast corner of the 
property.  A third accessory building (greenhouse) is located at the front of the lot, 
directly south of the house/garage structure.  Upon further inspection, staff found that 
these accessory buildings are not historic.  They are constructed of contemporary and 
salvaged building materials and were likely built in the last 30 years.  They were used 
as storage and an art studio for the previous homeowner. 
 
In looking at the façade staff found evidence of the original spiral-designed metal 
hinges.  Staff believes that originally this garage was constructed as a two-car garage, 
with two separate door openings.  Each door opening had two doors.  When the garage 
was converted to a house, it appears that the garage doors were framed in to create 
walls for the house.  Door and window openings were then cut into the garage doors; 
these openings were framed with salvaged windows and doors that did not necessarily 
fit the openings.  There are currently casement windows on either side of a door that is 
covered with shingles, matching those on the rest of the structure.  The garage has 
since been covered with cedar shingles, painted a mint green color.  Historic 
photographs show that the garage may have been sided in metal, and staff believes 
further exploratory demolition may reveal the original siding material and openings of 
the garage. 
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Agenda Item No:2.

Council Agenda Item Report
Meeting Date: July 18, 2019
Submitted by: Elizabeth Jackson
Submitting Department: Planning 
Item Type: Ordinance
Agenda Section: 

Subject:
Consideration to Approve Ordinance 2019-41,  an Ordinance Approving the Hulbert Subdivision Located at 1503
Park Avenue, Park City, Utah
(A) Public Hearing (B) Action

Suggested Action:

Attachments:
1503 Park Avenue Staff Report and Ordinance

Exhibits B-I

88

https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/395368/PL-19-04180_1503_Park_Avenue_Hulbert_Sub_7.18.19_CC_Staff_Report_FINAL.pdf
https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/391703/CC_7.18.19_Exhibits.pdf


 

 

City Council  
Staff Report 
 
Subject: Hulbert Subdivision (1503 Park Avenue) 
Author:  Liz Jackson, Planner 
Project Number:  PL-19-04180  
Date:   18 July 2019 
Type of Item:  Legislative – Preliminary Subdivision 
Designation: Landmark Site  
 
Summary Recommendations 
Staff recommends that the City Council review and hold a public hearing for the Hulbert 
Final Subdivision Plat, and approve the application based on the Findings of Fact, 
Conclusions of Law, and Conditions of Approval as found in the draft ordinance. 
  
Description 
Applicant:  Dennis Hulbert, represented by Marshall King, Alliance 

Engineering, Inc. 
Location:  1503 Park Avenue 
Designation:  Historic Landmark Site 
Zoning: Recreation Commercial (RC) District 
Adjacent Land Uses: Residential (Multi-family Dwelling) and Commercial. Single 

Family sites exist to the south on Park Avenue, Woodside 
Avenue and Empire Avenue. 

Reason for Review: Subdivisions with four (4) or more parcels require Planning 
Commission preliminary and final review, and City Council 
review and action. 

 
Proposal 
The proposed Hulbert Subdivision is a request to divide two (2) metes and bounds 
parcels (also known as Parcels 1 and 2, including 16,045 square feet) into four (4) lots 
of record. The applicant is also proposing to dedicate 4,171 square feet of Parcel 2 
(southern lot) for the 15th Street Public Right-of-Way. The entire area is already 
identified by Summit County as Parcel SA-243. The proposed application is considered 
a Major Subdivision because it consists of a Subdivision of land into four (4) or more 
Lots. 
 
Background  
The two (2) metes and bounds parcels that are included in this application are 16,045 
square feet in total, and include an existing Landmark Historic Structure and non-
historic garage. The garage was approved to be removed from the Historic Sites 
Inventory (see public meeting chart below, Exhibit G for photos, and Exhibit J for current 
Historic Site Inventory Form).  
 
On March 25, 2019 Dennis Hulbert applied for a Subdivision to subdivide the property 
into four (4) lots. The application was deemed complete on March 27, 2019. Per LMC 
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15-7.1-3(A)(2), a Subdivision of land into four (4) or more lots is considered a Major 
Subdivision and requires the review of a Preliminary and Final Plat by the Planning 
Commission.  
 
The applicant currently has a Historic District Design Review (HDDR) Pre-application 
under review.  This Subdivision is the first step in moving forward with their future 
improvements to this Landmark Historic Site. Below are applicable past Land Use 
Determinations for this site.  
 

Meeting Date Summary Links 

January 9, 1997 City Council approval of a two (2) lot 

Subdivision.  

Staff Report (starting on 

page 65) 

Minutes (starting on page 

23) 

January 14, 1999 City Council approval of Extension 

Request for a two (2) lot Subdivision. 

Subdivision Plat was not recorded 

with Summit County and has since 

expired. 

Staff Report (starting page 

59) 

Minutes (starting page 11) 

 

May 16, 2018 Historic Preservation Board approved 

the Determination of Significance 

removing the non-historic garage 

from the Historic Sites Inventory.   

Staff Report (starting page 

231) 

Minutes (starting page 23) 

June 21, 2018 City Council approval of a Land 

Management Code (LMC) 

Amendment to remove the non-

historic garage from the Historic Sites 

Inventory.  

Staff Report  

Minutes (starting page 12) 

June 26, 2019 Planning Commission forwarded a 

unanimous positive recommendation 

to City Council, combining the 

Preliminary and Final Plat review 

requirements per LMC 15-7.1-3. 

Staff Report 

Minutes (starting on page 

17) 

 
Analysis 
The subject site is located at 1503 Park Avenue. The site is within the RC Zone. The 
proposed Plat Amendment creates four (4) lots from two (2) metes and bounds parcels. 
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The applicant requests to divide the existing parcels and dedicate the southerly portion 
of the southern lot for the 15th Street road. The 15th Street Public Right-of-Way 
dedication will contain 4,171 square feet. The existing Landmark Historic Structure is 
proposed to remain within the newly created Lot 1.  
 
The applicant has indicated that Lots 2-4 are intended to be Single Family Dwelling 
Lots. The existing Historic Structure on Lot 1 will remain a Single Family Dwelling. 
Single Family Dwellings would be allowed to be developed on Lots 2-4, per the lot size 
requirements of the Zone. Single Family Dwellings exist within the block to the south, 
and Staff has determined that Single Family Dwellings on Lots 2-4 will best complement 
the existing Landmark Structure on 1503 Park Avenue. Any future development would 
need to abide by the requirements of the RC Zone. Lot Requirements for the RC Zone 
are shown in the table below. 
 

  Proposed Lot LMC Requirements: Comments: 

Lot 1  Lot 2      Lot 3 Lot 4 

Front/Rear 

Yard 

Setbacks 

by Use – 

feet (ft.) 

 

10’ Allowed 10’ 

Allowed 

 

 

12’  Allowed 

(25’ total 

front and 

rear 

combined) 

10’ 

Allowed 

Lot 1 Single-Family 32.5’ front 

and 10’ rear  

complies, Historic Structure 

(existing condition)  

Lots 2-4 development will need 

to abide by these 

requirements.  

Side Yard 

Setbacks– 

feet (ft.) 

5’ Allowed 

(18’ total 

combined) 

3’ Allowed 3’ Allowed 3’ Allowed Lot 1 Single-Family 25’ (south) 

and 6.25’  (north)  

 complies, Historic Structure 

(existing condition) 

Lots 2-4 development will 

need to abide by these 

requirements. 

Minimum 

Lot Width 

25’ 25’ 25’ 25’ Lot 1: 66.01’ complies, Park 

Avenue facing 

Lot 2: 32.15’ complies 

Lot 3: 31’ complies 

Lot 4: 33’ (measured 15’ from 

southwest corner) complies 

Lot Size 4,755 2,373 2,373 2,373 Minimum lot size is 1,875  
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(Sq. Ft.)  all lots comply 

Maximum

Building 

Footprint 

(Sq. Ft.) 

1820.03 1038.38 1038.38 1038.38 Lots 1-4 development will 

need to abide by these 

requirements. 

Maximum 

Height 

27’ 27’ 27’ 27’ Lot 1 Single-Family (single 

story) 

complies, Historic Structure 

(existing condition) 

Lots 2-4 development will 

need to abide by these 

requirements. 

 
Based on the above table, the proposed lot configurations are compatible with the 
surrounding development (see image below titled 1503 Park Avenue nearby Single 
Family Dwellings), examples include:  

1) 1450 and 1488 Park Avenue 
2) 1455,1445 and 1439 Woodside Avenue 
3) 1430, 1422, and 1414 Empire Avenue 

 

 
1503 Park Avenue nearby Single Family Dwellings 
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The proposed Subdivision meets lot and site requirements of the RC Zone. This Zone 
encourages clustering of development, which this Subdivision would allow. Pictured 
above not only shows the nearby Single Family Dwellings near 1503 Park Avenue, but 
there are multiple lots that vary in size and Use (i.e. multiple clusters of development 
types). The dedication of the 15th Street Public Right-of-Way would be a benefit for the 
public and adjacent properties. Any development on Lots 2-4 would be benefitted by 
this as well as it would allow for access to a public Right-of-Way for each lot. Lots 1-3 
and a portion of 4 are included in the Frontage Protection Zone (FPZ). Staff is 
recommending that any construction within the FPZ shall be regulated by LMC 15-2.20 
Frontage Protection Overlay Zone.  
 

Encroachments 
Lot 1 
There is a wood slat fence, stone slab path, and stone patio on this site that encroaches 
onto Lot 2. There is also a curb cut that encroaches into the proposed 15th Street Right-
of-Way dedicated area and crosses between Lots 1 and 2. This is approximately 72’ 
long at the widest points. See photograph below and illustration from Exhibit D – 
Existing Conditions Survey with Proposed Plat Overlay, Lot 1 and 2 zoomed in.   
 

 
Existing Conditions Survey with Proposed Plat Overlay, Lot 1 and 2 zoomed in 

 
This curb cut will need to either be removed by the applicant prior to recordation of the 
Subdivision Plat or the applicant can include the curb cuts in the proposed area to be 
dedicated to the City. 
 
Lot 2, 3, and 4 
There is a second curb cut area that encroaches into the proposed 15th Street Right-of-
Way dedicated area, and crosses the property lines between Lots 2 and 3. This is 
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approximately 25’ wide at the widest points. There is also a wire mesh fence that 
crosses the property lines of each of these lots. See illustration from Exhibit D below – 
Existing Conditions Survey with Proposed Plat Overlay, Lot 2-4 zoomed in.  
 

 
Existing Conditions Survey with Proposed Plat Overlay, Lots 2-4 zoomed in 

 
Staff recommends that before the Subdivision Plat is recorded, the portion of all 
encroachments that cross property lines be removed or reconfigured to be entirely 
within one property. See Condition of Approval no. 3 in Exhibit A. As stated above for 
Lot 1, the applicant will need to either remove the curb cut crossing over Lot 2 and 3 or 
include this in the proposed area to be dedicated to the City.  
 
Because the proposed Subdivision is unique in that it is classified as a Major 
Subdivision according to LMC 15-7.1-3(A)(2) , as it is proposing four (4) separate lots, a 
Preliminary Plat is required for this application. Per LMC 15-7.1-3, the Planning 
Commission reviewed the Preliminary and Final Subdivision Plats together (July 26, 
2019 meeting) and forwarded a positive recommendation to City Council to review the 
Final Subdivision Plat.  
 
Good Cause  
Staff finds that there is good cause for this Subdivision because the proposed lots meet 
the underlying zoning requirements, are compatible with surrounding Uses, and 
dedicate a Public Right-of-Way to the City. This Subdivision is unique in that it is 
classified as a Major Subdivision according to LMC 15-7.1-3(A)(2), as it is proposing 
four (4) separate lots, but does not require a change to any public utilities or creation of 
roadways. The proposed Subdivision is also in alignment with the RC Zone’s Purpose 
and the Park City General Plan. As a common practice, a public snow storage 
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easement will be provided on the site to be reflected on the proposed Plat (see 
Condition 6). Snyderville Basin Water Reclamation District has approved this 
Subdivision (see Exhibit H). Existing encroachments will also be resolved prior to Plat 
recordation.  
 
Process 
Planning Commission provides a positive/negative recommendation to City Council on 
the final Subdivision (if preliminary plat is waived). The approval of this Subdivision 
application by the City Council constitutes Final Action that may be appealed to District 
Court in accordance with state code.  
  
Department Review 
This project has gone through an interdepartmental review. No further issues were 
brought up at that time.  
 
Notice 
On June 10, 2019, the property was posted and notice was mailed to property owners 
within 300 feet.  Legal notice was also published in the Park Record and the Utah Public 
Notice Website on June 8, 2019, according to requirements of the LMC.  
 
Public Input 
One public comment was received on June 24, 2019 and addressed at the June 26, 
2019 Planning Commission meeting. See Exhibit I.  
 
Alternatives 

 The City Council may approve the Hulbert Subdivision Plat, as conditioned or 
amended; or 

 The City Council may deny the Hulbert Subdivision Plat, and direct staff to make 
Findings for this decision; or 

 The City Council may continue the discussion on the Hulbert Subdivision Plat, 
and request additional information or analysis in order to make a 
recommendation; or 

 The City Council may remand the Hulbert Subdivision Plat to the Planning 
Commission with specific direction. 

 
Significant Impacts 
There are no significant fiscal or environmental impacts from this application. 
 
Consequences of not taking recommended action 
A consequence of not taking the recommended action is that the site would continue to 
be two parcels with various unaddressed encroachments between properties and 15th 
Street. 15th Street would also remain undedicated as a Public Right-of-Way.    
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Summary Recommendation 
Staff recommends that the City Council review and hold a public hearing for the Hulbert 
Final Subdivision Plat, and approve the application based on the Findings of Fact, 
Conclusions of Law, and Conditions of Approval as found in the draft ordinance. 
 
Exhibits 
Exhibit A – Draft Ordinance for Final Subdivision Review with Proposed Plat 
(Attachment 1) 
Exhibit B – Applicant’s Project Intent 
Exhibit C – Existing Conditions Survey 
Exhibit D – Existing Conditions Survey with Proposed Plat Overlay 
Exhibit E – Aerial Photograph 
Exhibit F – County Plat Map 
Exhibit G – Site Photographs  
Exhibit H – Snyderville Basin Water Reclamation District Approval 
Exhibit I – Public Comment received June 24, 2019 
Exhibit J – Historic Sites Inventory Form (link) 
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Exhibit A – Draft Ordinance  
 
Ordinance No. 2019-41 

 
AN ORDINANCE APPROVING THE HULBERT SUBDIVISION LOCATED AT 1503 

PARK AVENUE, PARK CITY, UTAH. 
 

WHEREAS, the property owners of the property located at 1503 Park Avenue 
have petitioned the City Council for approval of the Subdivision; and 
 

WHEREAS, on June 10, 2019, the property was properly noticed and posted 
according to the requirements of the Land Management Code; and 
 

WHEREAS, on June 8, 2019, proper legal notice was published according to 
requirements of the Land Management Code and courtesy letters were sent to 
surrounding property owners; and 
 

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission held a public hearing on June 26, 2019, to 
receive input on the Preliminary Subdivision; and 
 

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission, on June 26, 2019, forwarded a positive 
recommendation, combining the Preliminary and Final Subdivision Plats per the 
requirements of LMC 15-7.1-3, to the City Council; and, 
 

WHEREAS, on July 18, 2019, the City Council held a public hearing to receive 
input on the Subdivision; and 
 

WHEREAS, it is in the best interest of Park City, Utah to approve the Hulbert 
Subdivision, located at the same address. 
 
NOW, THEREFORE BE IT ORDAINED by the City Council of Park City, Utah as 
follows: 
 
SECTION 1. APPROVAL.  The Hulbert Subdivision as shown in Attachment 1 is 
approved subject to the following Findings of Facts, Conclusions of Law, and Conditions 
of Approval: 
 
Findings of Fact: 
1. The site is located at 1503 Park Avenue. 
2. The site is within the Recreation Commercial (RC) Zoning District. 
3. The subject site consists of two metes and bounds parcels. 
4. On March 25, 2019, the applicant applied for a Subdivision; the application was 

deemed complete on March 27, 2019. 
5. The proposed Subdivision creates four (4) lots from two metes and bounds parcels, 

dedicating a portion of one parcel as the 15th Street Right-of-Way.  
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6. Lot 1 (addressed as 1503 Park Avenue in the Subdivision Plat) includes a Historic 
Landmark Site.  

7. Per LMC 15-7.1-3, at its discretion, the Planning Commission may waive the steps in 
the Preliminary Plat approval process by allowing the Applicant and/or Developer to 
combine the requirements of the Preliminary Plat and Final Subdivision Plat into a 
single submittal. 

8. The minimum lot size within the Historic Residential-1 District is 1,875 square feet. 
9. The proposed lot sizes are 4,755 square feet (Lot 1), 2,373 square feet (Lots 3, 4, 

5).  
10. The minimum Setbacks for Lot 1 include: 

a. Front/Rear – 10 feet. The existing Historic Structure complies with this 
requirement as it is approximately 33 feet from the front property line and 
10 feet from the rear property line. There is an existing deck that is jutting 
8.5 feet into the rear setback, but it abides by the setback requirements for 
the RC Zoning District as it is less than 30” above grade.  

b. Side – 5 feet (18 feet total combined). The existing Historic Structure 
complies with this requirement as it is approximately 6.5 feet from the 
north side property line and 34 feet from the south side property line. 

11. The minimum Setbacks for Lot 2 include: 
a. Front/Rear – 10 feet 
b. Side – 3 feet 

12. The minimum Setbacks for Lot 3 include: 
a. Front/Rear – 12 feet (25 feet total combined) 
b. Side – 3 feet 

13. The minimum Setbacks for Lot 4 include: 
a. Front/rear – 10 feet 
b. Side – 3 feet  

14. The minimum lot width within the Recreation Commercial District is twenty five feet 
(25’). 

15. The proposed lot widths are 66.01 feet (Lot 1), 32.15 feet (Lot 2), 31 feet (Lot 3), 33 
feet (Lot 4).  

16. The maximum Building Footprints are 1820.03 (Lot 1), 1038.38 (Lots 2, 3, and 4). 
The Historic Structure on Lot 1 would be included in this calculation.  

17. The maximum height for the RC Zoning District is 27 feet. The Historic Structure on 
Lot 1 is a single story and complies with this requirement.  

18. The proposed Subdivision meets lot and site requirements of the Recreation 
Commercial District. 

19. A Subdivision is necessary in order for the applicant to move forward with an HDDR 
for the purpose of developing the sites at 1503 Park Avenue. The Subdivision is also 
necessary for the purpose of developing the Lot 2, Lot 3, and Lot 4 sites.   

20. All development shall comply with the applicable LMC Requirements.  
21. A Single Family Dwelling is an Allowed Use in the RC Zoning District.   
22. There are curb cuts on Lots 1, 2, and 3 on this site that encroach onto the proposed 

15th Street Public Right-of-Way. See Condition of Approval no. 3 and 4. 
23. There is a mesh fence that encroaches onto Lots 2, 3, and 4. The mesh fence is not 

Historic. See Condition of Approval no. 3. 
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24. There are a stone patio, slat wood fence, and stone slab path that encroach 
between Lots 1 and 2. The applicant will need to remove the portions of the stone 
patio, slat wood fence, and stone slab path that cross the property lines of Lots 1 
and 2. See Condition of Approval no 3.  

25. The Site is not located within the Sensitive Lands Overlay District.  
26. The Site is not located within the Soils Ordinance Boundary.  
27. On June 10, 2019 the property was posted and notice was mailed to property 

owners within 300 feet. Legal Notice was also published in the Park Record and 
Utah Public Notice Website on June 8, 2019 according to the requirements of the 
Land Management Code.  

28. All findings within the Analysis section and the recitals above are incorporated herein 
as Findings of Fact. 

 
Conclusions of Law: 
1. There is good cause for this Subdivision. 
2. The Subdivision is consistent with the Park City Land Management Code and 

applicable State law regarding lot subdivisions. 
3. Neither the public nor any person will be materially injured by the proposed 

Subdivision. 
4. Approval of the Subdivision, subject to the conditions stated below, does not 

adversely affect the health, safety and welfare of the citizens of Park City. 
 
Conditions of Approval: 
1. The City Planner, City Attorney, and City Engineer will review and approve the final 

form and content of the Subdivision Plat for compliance with State law, the Land 
Management Code, and the conditions of approval, prior to recordation of the 
Subdivision. 

2. The applicant shall record the Subdivision Plat at the County within one year from 
the date of City Council approval.  If recordation has not occurred within one (1) 
years’ time, this approval for the Subdivision will be void, unless a request for an 
extension is made in writing prior to the expiration date and an extension is granted 
by the City Council. 

3. Prior to Subdivision Plat recordation, the applicant shall remove the existing 
encroachments from the City Right-of-Way and any encroachments (or portions 
thereof) that cross property lines between Lots 1-4.  The applicant is responsible of 
securing appropriate City approvals and permits before any work on the 
encroachments can begin. 

4. The applicant shall either include the curb cuts in the 15th Street Right-of-Way 
dedication or remove the encroachments prior to Subdivision Plat recordation.  

5. Residential fire sprinklers are required for all new construction per requirements of 
the Chief Building Official, and shall be noted on the Plat. 

6. Ten foot (10’) public snow storage easement and non-exclusive utility easement 
shall be granted along the Park Avenue Right-of-Way for Lot 1 (1503 Park Avenue) 
and along the newly dedicated 15th street public Right-of-Way for Lots 1-4. 

7. Any construction within the Frontage Protection Zone (FPZ) shall be regulated by 
LMC 15-2.20 Frontage Protection Overlay Zone. 
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SECTION 2. EFFECTIVE DATE. This Ordinance shall take effect upon publication. 
 
 
PASSED AND ADOPTED this 18th day of July, 2019. 
 
 

 
 
PARK CITY MUNICIPAL CORPORATION 
      
 
________________________________ 
Andy Beerman, MAYOR 

 
 
ATTEST: 
   
 
____________________________________ 
Michelle Kellogg, City Recorder 
 
 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
 
________________________________ 
Mark Harrington, City Attorney 
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Attachment 1 – Proposed Subdivision Plat 
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HULBERT SUBDIVISION
1503 PARK AVENUE

March 22, 2019

PROJECT INTENT

The property at 1503 Park Avenue consists of two metes and bounds parcels located in 
the south half of the southwest quarter of Section 9, Township 2 South, Range 4 East, Salt Lake 
Base and Meridian.  The property is also located north of Snyder’s Addition to Park City and is 
not within a platted subdivision. The property is currently occupied by a single family residence
which is on the Historic Sites Inventory with a detached garage to the west. To the west of the 
detached garage is approximately 70 feet of vacant property.  The southerly portion of the 
property contains existing 15th Street which is approximately 25 feet wide and has been used as 
a public right-of-way for many years.

This application proposes to dedicate to Park City the southerly portion of the property
containing 4,171 square feet being used as the 15th Street right-of-way and to divide the 
remainder into four single family residential lots.  Lot 4 contains the historic home and is 
proposed to be the largest lot with 4,755 square feet.  The proposed Lots 1, 2 and 3 are 
approximately 32 feet by 75 feet and each contains 2,373 square feet.
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From: Wayne Best 

To: Elizabeth Jackson 

Subject: PL-19-04180 1503 Park Ave lot subdivision 

Date: Monday, June 24, 2019 3:00:09 PM 

 
 
I want to provide coments on the proposed subdivision application # PL-19-04180 
located at 1503 Park Ave. 

 
The proposed subdivision of this lot creates too many small lots out of an already 
small lot.  Having 4 lots is such a small area will result in parking issues.  No matter 
how hard you try, this subdivision will result in additional street parking in an area 
where there are already winter street parking issues. 

 

At most, this lot could be subdivided into two lots. 

Thank you, 

Wayne Best 
19 year homeowner 
1842 Empire Ave. 
PC, UT 84060 
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Agenda Item No:3.

Council Agenda Item Report
Meeting Date: July 18, 2019
Submitted by: Alfred Knotts
Submitting Department: Transportation Planning 
Item Type: Resolution
Agenda Section: 

Subject:
Consideration to Approve Resolution 16-2019, a Resolution Regarding Park City’s Position on the Preferred
Alternative Identified in the State Route 248 Environmental Assessment
(A) Public Hearing (B) Action

Suggested Action:

Attachments:
SR 248 Staff Report

SR 248 Resolution

Resolution Attachment: Corridor Entry Agreement - 2006

Save PC Hill Petition
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City Council 
Staff Report 
 

Subject: Resolution Regarding Park City’s Position on the Preferred Alternative 
Identified in the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) 
Environmental Assessment (EA) for the State Route (SR) 248 Corridor 
Improvement Project (Project) 

Author:          Alfred Knotts, Transportation Director 
Department:      Transportation  
Date: July 12, 2019  
Type of Item: Administrative 
 
Summary Recommendation 
Staff recommends Council adopt a joint resolution with Summit County to officially record Park 
City’s Position on the Preferred Alternative Identified in the National Environmental Policy Act 
(NEPA) Environmental Assessment (EA) for the State Route (SR) 248 Corridor Improvement 
Project (Project).  
 
Park City is not in alignment with the preferred alternative because it directly conflicts with Park 
City transportation related goals, policies, and objectives. Further, Park City actively seeks 
commitment from UDOT to work cooperatively to identify a multi-modal project more reflective 
of Park City’s local context, character, and community support. 
  
Executive Summary 
On June 11, 2019, the official 30 day public comment period was initiated for the NEPA Draft EA for 
the SR 248 Corridor Improvement Project.  The public comment period concluded on July 11, 2019.  
Although public comments in their entirety have not been reviewed at the time of preparing this staff 
report, Council directed staff to prepare  a resolution outlining Park City’s desires to work with 
UDOT on a transit-centric design that better reflect local transportation goals and character within 
the confines of the Preferred Alternative.    
 
Background 
December 2016 UDOT SR 248 Corridor Report 
https://sr248.pennapowers.co/wp-content/uploads/2017/09/2016-Concept-Report.pdf 
July 20, 2017 –  Council approval of Lochner Inc., contract  
http://parkcityut.iqm2.com/Citizens/FileOpen.aspx?Type=1&ID=2274&Inline=True  
January 23, 2018 – SR 248 Council Update on Scoping Summary Report and Purpose and Need Statement Staff 
Report   
http://parkcityut.iqm2.com/Citizens/FileOpen.aspx?Type=1&ID=2330&Inline=True 
May 16, 2019  SR 248 Contract Modification with Lochner Staff Report  
https://legistarweb-
production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/359043/SR_248_Contract_Addendum3_Lochner_FINAL.pdf 
June 20, 2019 SR 248 Project Update 
https://legistarweb-
production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/381429/SR_248_EA_public_cmt_6_20_19_FINAL.pdf 

 
Discussion 
Preferred/Build Alternative Description: 
  
The Build Alternative includes the following improvements: 
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• Eliminate the bottleneck and provide a consistent cross-section with five lanes: two travel 
lanes in each direction and a median/center turn lane through the entire corridor. 

• Improve the SR-224 intersection to provide dual left-turn lanes from southbound SR-224 
to eastbound SR-248, as well as dual right-turn lanes from westbound SR-248 to northbound 
SR- 224. 

• Improve the Bonanza Drive intersection to include dual left-turn lanes from westbound SR-248 
to southbound Bonanza Drive and northbound right turn lane onto SR 248 westbound. 

• Add right-turn bays along the SR-248 corridor where they do not currently exist. 

• Add left-turn bays at Comstock Drive, Wyatt Earp Way, and Richardson Flat Road. Add 
signed and striped bicycle lanes from SR-224 to US-40. The bicycle lanes would be carried 
east and west through each intersection along the SR-248 corridor as shown in Figure 2-
10. A 5-foot shoulder would be used on west end (SR-224 to Wyatt Earp Way) and an 8-foot 
shoulder on east end (Wyatt Earp Way to US-40) of SR-248 

 
While providing two new lanes in each direction would allow for greater flexibility to implement 
transit or managed lanes in the future, Council desires to further memorialize transit-first elements 
prior to any local support for a future project approval.  
 
Summary Recommendation 
Staff recommends Council adopt a joint resolution to officially record Park City’s Position on the 
Preferred Alternative Identified in the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) Environmental 
Assessment (EA) for the State Route (SR) 248 Corridor Improvement Project (Project).  
 
Park City is not in alignment with the preferred alternative because it directly conflicts with Park 
City transportation related goals, policies, and objectives. Further, Park City actively seeks 
commitment from UDOT to work cooperatively to identify a multi-modal project more reflective 
of Park City’s local context, character, and community support. 
 
Following adoption of the resolution, Park City staff will meet with UDOT staff to review the 
public comments and determine how best to proceed with improvements within the corridor 
consistent with local goals and within the legal parameters of NEPA. After the consultation 
concludes, staff anticipates additional updates to Council to engage and inform the 
public.  Typically, projects within in this process would receive project approval and proceed to 
final design, which is the next stage in the process.   
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Resolution No. 16-2019

JOINT RESOLUTION REGARDING PARK CITY AND SUMMIT COUNTY’S POSITION ON 
THE PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE IDENTIFIED IN THE STATE ROUTE 248 

ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT

WHEREAS Park City Municipal Corporation and Summit County have adopted policies to 
improve alternative modes of transportation including public transit, walking, and biking; and

WHEREAS, transportation is a critical priority for both the City and County councils; and

WHEREAS, the 2014 Park City General Plan and Snyderville Basin General Plan resolved to 
make ‘transit first” priority the principal filter for transportation solutions; and 

WHEREAS, Park City and Summit County seek an effective and efficient use of the limited 
transportation systems serving Park City’s residents, businesses and visitors; and 

WHEREAS, Park City and Summit County entered into an “Entry Corridor Transit-
Transportation Letter of Intent” (LOI) dated January 25, 2006 related to traffic management on 
both SR 224 and SR 248 and is included in this resolution as Attachment A; and

WHEREAS, the LOI states that both parties agree to work cooperatively on various 
transportation related planning, management, and capital improvements along SR 224 and SR 
248; and

WHEREAS, both parties have worked cooperatively and aggressively to implement the various 
programs, projects, and policies as outlined in the LOI; and 

WHEREAS, both parties acknowledge in the LOI that “even with the most efficient use of the 
current capacity of the road network in the Entry Corridor new and expanded roads will be 
required;” and  

WHEREAS; it is in the public interest to improve transportation mobility on SR 248 within Park 
City and its surrounding area; and

WHEREAS, Park City and UDOT jointly initiated the SR 248 National Environmental Policy Act 
Environmental Assessment (EA) to address existing and future congestion on the SR 248 
Corridor which has identified a preferred alternative that meets existing and future local, 
regional, and state transportation demand; 

WHEREAS, Park City and Summit County acknowledge that the identified preferred alternative, 
while consistent with the 2006 LOI, is not in full alignment with current City and County 
transportation related goals, policies, and objectives as described in the EA absent a phased 
emphasis on transit improvements and transportation demand management strategies in 
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conjunction with other necessary physical improvements to facilitate transit and improve safety; 
and 

WHEREAS, Park City and Summit County acknowledge and appreciate UDOT’s longstanding
partnership and looks forward to addressing existing and future transportation needs in and 
around Summit County; 

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that Park City and Summit County, hereby formally 
requests a commitment from UDOT to work cooperatively on a phased and scalable multi-
modal implementation plan that accommodates current and future highway, bicycle, and transit 
modes that fit the local context and character of Summit County’s natural and human 
environment for the mobility needs of all corridor users following the close of public comment 
and prior to project approval.

Park City Municipal Corporation PASSED AND ADOPTED this 18th day of July, 2019.

PARK CITY MUNICIPAL CORPORATION

_________________________________
Mayor Andy Beerman

Attest:

___________________________
Michelle Kellogg, City Recorder

Approved as to form:

___________________________
Mark D. Harrington, City Attorney

Summit County Council PASSED AND ADOPTED this ____ day of July, 2019.

__________________________________
Roger Armstrong
Chair

Attest:

___________________________
Kent Jones
County Clerk
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Summit County and Park City Municipal Corporation 
Entry Corridor Transit-Transportation Letter of Intent 

This Letter oflntent is made and entered into this 1!."J day o~w.~06, by and between Summit· 
County and Park City Municipal Corporation (PCMC) GointiY7eferred to herein as the Parties). 

Purpose: The purpose of this letter of intent is to clarify the understanding of Summit County and 
PCMC regarding cooperation on transit and transportation planning, management and capital 
improvements along SR 224 from US Interstate 80 to the Roundabout in Historic Park City and 
along SR 248 between US 40 and SR 224 (hereinafter referred to as the Entry Corridor). Summit 
County and PCMC agree to use best efforts to adhere to the concepts, ideas. and tasks identified in 
this letter of intent. These concepts, ideas and tasks are not binding on the parties. 

Whereas, regional collaboration and partnerships are high priorities for both Parties; and 

Whereas, both Parties recognize that traffic congestion along the Entry Corridor is a regional issue 
that requires regional collaboration; and 

Whereas, both Parties acknowledge that the first step in effective traffic management is to mai--A the 
make the mcst efficient use of capacity of the existing road network before building or expanding 
roads. 

Whereas, it is the intention of both Parties to communicate, interact, and cooperatein good faith to 
address transit service, transportation management and infrastructure needs along the Entry Corridor . 
and to provide mechanisms for oversight and dispute resolution regarding actions and review of 
development proposals that affect transit and transportation along the Entry Corridor; and 

Whereas, both Parties understand that congestion along State Highway 224 and 248 will have 
significant impact on the safety and well being of citizens and visitors of both Park City and 
Summit County. 

Therefore, the Parties intend to work cooperatively, and in good faith, on the following: 

1. Both parties agree that a complete understanding of current and future traffic conditions along 
the Entry Corridor will require ongoing study and reporting. TI1e parties intend to work 
cooperatively on the following: 

a. ongoing traffic counts all along the Entry Corridor to assist in 
determining the magnitude and characteristics (i.e., origin, 
destination, direction) of peak traffic volumes and the affect of 
these volumes on Entry Corridor road network service levels. 
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b. annual reporting of traffic conditions along the Entry Corridor 
to assist in understanding the impact of mitigation efforts. 

2. Both Parties agree that Traffic Demand Management (TOM) will assist in more effectively 
utilizing existing road network capacity. The parties intend to work cooperatively to 
accomplish the following tasks: 

a. improved signal coordination. 
b. improved special event traffic planning and coordination. 
c. improved travel information systems (to advise motorists of 

current road conditions). 
d. work with local business community to develop a transportation 

management association (to involve businesses in assisting in 
managing traffic demand) 

3. Both parties agree that reducing the number of single occupant vehicles from the road network 
will assist in more effectively utilizing the existing road network capacity. The parties intend 
to work cooperatively to accomplish the following: 

a. expand public transit (including all capital projects identified in 
the Snyderville Transportation\ Transit Master Plan). 

b. development and promotion of van pool and rideshare programs. 
c. development and implementation of programs to promote the 

use of alternative modes of transportation. 

4. Both parties acknowledge that Land Use and Planning decisions can have a significant impact 
on travel demand and the need to enhance road network capacity. The parties agree to work 
cooperatively to accomplish the following tasks: 

a. formation of a joint planning task force to review and make 
recommendation on annexation and developments that will 
impact traffic demand along the Entry Corridor. 

5. Both parties acknowledge that even with the most efficient use of current capacity of the road 
network in the Entry Corridor new and expanded roads will be required. The parties intend to 
work cooperatively on the following: 

11a.~ 
a. joint determination of those road projects that if-is. appropriate 

for both parties to assist in providing funding for the projects. 
b. coordina.te efforts to secure Federal and State financial assistance 

to fund necessary transit and road projects. 

6. Either Party will give advanced notice to the other if a different course of action or decision 
contrary to the terms herein is contemplated. 
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SU~ 
Summit County Commissioner 

Attest· · 

. ummit County· 

PARK CITY MUNICIPAL CORPORATION 
1

~0/?Y.& 1<( )!.ff.~/nv> 
Dana Williams, Mayor 

Approved as to form: 
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Brian Jordan Allen, PE 
Project Manager 
Utah Department of Transportation 
2010 South 2760 West 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84104 

Lochner c/o SR-248 EA 
3995 South 700 East, Suite 450 
Salt Lake City, UT 84107 

City Council of Park City 
City Hall, Park City 
445 Marsac Avenue 
Park City, UT 84060 

Roger Armstrong 
Chair, Summit County Council 
60 North Main Street 
Coalville, UT 84017 

July 9, 2019 

Naomi Kisen 
Environmental Program Manager 
Utah Department of Transportation 
4501 South 2700 West 
Salt Lake City, UT 84129 

Mayor Andy Beerman 
City Hall, Park City 
445 Marsac Avenue 
Park City, UT 84060 

Alfred Knotts 
Park City Project Manager 
445 Marsac Avenue 
Park City, UT 84060 

County Council of Summit County 
60 North Main Street 
Coalville, UT 84017 

COMMENTS ON THE UDOT PROPOSAL TO EXPAND SR 248 
AND THE RELATED ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT 

This document presents comments on the proposal to expand SR 248 particularly on the 
section of road between Wyatt Earp Way and Richardson flat road in Park City. A summary of 
these has been shared with other concerned citizens who signed a petition opposing the 
proposed expansion on this stretch of road and particularly the damage that the expansion 
would cause to PC Hill. More than 200 cit izens have signed the petition and I expect many 
more will do so over t ime. I submit the petition now to comply with the 30-day limit UDOT set 
for comments on the Draft Environmental Assessment. 

Enclosed is a set of written signatures on a paper survey signed by 153 people between July 4 
and 7. Also enclosed is a printout of an online petition signed by 80 people between July 7 and 
9, along with comments that many of them added. The online petition is available at 
https://www.change.org/p/utah-department-of-transportation-save-pc-hill 
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Comments on the UDOT Proposal for SR 248 

July 9, 2019 

Page 2 

UDOT PROPOSES TO CUT AWAY PC HILL TO A HEIGHT OF 80 FEET 

Flgure 3.18·12: Parle City Hill ExlstJng 
Ind Build Cond1tfOM 

Here's what the cut would look like 

THE PROPOSAL TO EXPAND THE EARP-TO-RICHARDSON STRETCH IS: 

1. UNNECESSARY. This stretch can be expanded by using the unused center lane. 
2. UNDULY COSTLY. It would cost $35 million of a total project cost of $60 million. 
3. ENVIRONMENTALLY DAMAGING. It would require cutting PC Hill to a height of 80' . 

EXPANDING THE EARP-TO-RICHARDSON STRETCH IS UNNECESSARY 

• This stretch of SR 248 already consists of 3 lanes plus shoulders on both sides, though 
the center lane is currently unused. This stretch is able to accommodate all traffic, 
except during rush hours, even without the use of the center lane. 

• The back-up along this stretch during rush hours is due to the bottlenecks to the west 
around the high school, Sidewinder, Bonanza and Park Avenue. If UDOT completes the 
proposed work in that area, the flow of traffic along the Earp-to-Richardson Stretch 
should improve to acceptable levels even during rush hours. 

EXPANDING THE EARP-TO-RICHARDSON STRETCH WOULD BE UNDULY COSTLY 

• UDOT's Environmental Assessment (EA) estimates the entire project would cost $60 
million. UDOT's "Design Lead" for the project estimates the cost just for the Earp-to­
Richardson Stretch would be about $35 million out of the $60 million total. 

EXPANDING THE EARP-TO-RICHARDSON STRETCH WOULD SEVERELY DAMAGE PC HILL 

• In order to achieve the proposed expansion, UDOT plans to cut away PC Hill to a height 
of 80' above the road. The EA states at pages 3-101to102: "At approximately MP 1.62 
(just east of Wyatt Earp Way), the cut would increase to approximately 80-feet-high." 
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Comments on the UDOT Proposal for SR 248 
July 9, 2019 

Page3 

• This 80' cut may get even worse. UDOT based this height on a 1:1 slope, but has not 
done any study to determine if that slope would hold. If not, the cut could be higher. 

• The cut would destroy grazing land for elk and deer, risk damage to the wetlands below, 
create an eyesore at an entryway to the City, and deface the landmark hill . 

A BEITER AND GREENER ALTERNATIVE: MANAGE THE CENTER LANE 

UDOT's "Build or No Build" alternative is a false dichotomy. There is a better alternative for the 
Earp-to-Richardson Stretch. UDOT could, and should, take advantage of the unused center 
lane. That lane could be converted to a second lane inbound, which would relieve any back-up 
to SR 40. Or this lane could be managed as an inbound lane in the morning rush hours and an 
outbound lane in the afternoon rush. That alternative would accomplish the goal UDOT 
advances, which is to provide two lanes for rush hour traffic, without the need for excessive 
and unduly costly construction, and without damaging PC Hill. 

Current Arrangement 

Enclosures: 
Written Petition 
Printout of Online Petition 

Better Alternative 

---------------------
~ ONE WAY INBOUND ~ 

.~-~--- INBOUNDAM i OUrBOUNDPM ----·--··· 
--+ ONE WAY OUTBOUND --+ 

-~~~~~~~~~~~~~~-

Respectfully submitted on behalf of 
myself and more than 200 petitioners, 

Richard E. Wallace, Jr. 
2925 Cochise Court 
Park City, UT 84060 
Email: therickwallace@gmail.com 
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SAVE PCHl _L 
A PETITION TO UDOT NOT TO CUT PC HILL 

We, the undersigned, petition UDOT to ABANDON THE PLAN and to SAVE PC HILL by halting the 
proposal to expand SR 248 on the stretch of road from Wyatt Earp Way to Richardson Flat Road, in 
Park City. We submit that expanding that stretch is unnecessary and too damaging to PC Hill. 

~=:~~=- -~:::~: ~::. 
Address: Z..92-S- <kxJ.,i~ {Y-, Address: 2.h2-z 51'/Vev(;!iJt'{>y 

Po-+ ~ u ·-r (JM-k.. CcfJ u =-_ 3_0,~CJ 
Other Contact Info (Optional): Other Contact Info (Optional): 

Other Contact Info (Optional): 

Other Contact Info (Optional): 

Signed:~dfl7IZj,1JZit[llf:: -
Name: +\ Vl'flL W Vl l lG.1 CA-­

Address: ~ -Z-ti z;s L oc \'")I "{Si_ er 
-Po_(°K'.-Li"T0\, l/l ) . 

Other Contact Info (Optional): 

Address: d I f. 
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SAVE PC NILL 
~ - . - - - - --

A PETITION TO UDOT NOT TO CUT PC HILL 

We, the undersigned, petition UDOT to ABANDON THE PLAN and to SAVE PC HILL by halting the 
proposal to expand SR 248 on the stretch of road from Wyatt Earp Way to Richardson Flat Road, in 
Park City. We submit that expanding that stretch is unnecessary and too damaging to PC Hill. 

Other Contact Info (Optional): 

Signed: 

Name: 

Address: Address: 

Other Contact Info (Optional): 

Signed: t-..;;; , . - - -~ -- -;~- -= ~ ~ ~ 
Name: t?t, ~ /\ ( 

Address' = S c&~~ /_qr)[l 

Other Contact Info (Optional): Other Contact Info (Optional): 

Other Contact Info (Optional): Other Contact Info (Optional): 

.r. 

Signed: 
~~·. ---~0,' 

;--r-:---t-------:~--- Signed: --T-::~~~~-+-+...:::k---r~-­
Name: Name: 

Address: Address: 

Other Contact Info (Optional): 
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SAVE PC Hill 
A PETITION TO UDOT NOT TO CUT PC HILL 

We, the undersigned, petition UDOT to ABANDON THE PLAN and to SAVE PC Hill by halting the 
proposal to expand SR 248 on the stretch of road from Wyatt Earp Way to Richardson Flat Road, in 
Park City. We submit that expanding that stretch is unnecessary and too damaging to PC Hill. 

- Sig~;d~ -~--~--,~~ ~---=--·-- ~-Signed~ -;~~-- - ~ --~~ -

Name: ·rso.'oe\ CC\.S-\
10 Name: f?Otft 0:411 iJ tJ L,1e1-1" 

- Address: Address: ff 2 ;' 9b f1 f/d _z -
Other Contact Info (Optional): : Other Contact Info (Optional): 

06c3\ -::f2..o·~~1)~ · 

·s;g~~-~r-·t tef~ -~-·- Sign•;-- pvra:Zlfla11 rw-;:e71L< ". 
Name: __ J~ ___ k L Name: VV\OP{ ,·r-o f\ (baa /.~ 
Address: . Address: -f!J9 'l 7:°7 S- Bu fc?-, ( f?t..SS!cA,j 

Other Contact Info {Optional): Other Contact Info (Optional): 

Other Contact Info (Optional): Other Contact Info (Optional): 

Signed: 

Name: 

Address: 

Other Contact Info (Optional): ~ Other Contact Info (Optional): I 

-Sig~ed~~~ Signed,-~ -k~ ~ 
Name: '"'~- ____!/Name: .j..........<'"J ! 
Address: 8 4 3 La.tk$bu / D / ' Address: h!CYO ~)..__ ~ ' 

?a=('\f- 9 =tx/, YT (>c .A\ Nb6 b 

Other Contact Info (Optional): 1''-1 O-b D ' Other Contact Info (Optional): 
' 
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~A Ve li'iC Ml LL - - . ..,. __ 
A PETITION TO UDOT NOT TO CUT PC HILL 

We, the undersigned, petition UDOT to ABANDON THE PLAN and to SAVE PC HILL by halting the 
proposal to expand SR 248 on the stretch of road from Wyatt Earp Way to Richardson Flat Road, in 
Park City. We submit that expanding that stretch is unnecessary and too damaging to PC Hill. 

Signed: - ~-~~ ~ - ~--~ Sig~ed~~-~ -----, 
Name: (1'rtAf',e: 'N'ril>\ lot{} Name: ~ , 

Address: \L\CQ. £:..Jt\\(?1r(.. \'Wt. * LiD9 Address: Z~~Cl\Jt<' G1--4f .3'-f 
tbvdf Ct\\6; L)t S;;l.fCXo6 e (._I vl\ _ o9i 

Other Contact Info (Optional): Other Contact Info (Optional): 

~mt CD lL uw1 &4@ ~cu L com 
Sig~ed~ - ~rt==~~~.~~~ Signe;= 

Name: L(J\)'{.Q.AJ \l()~f-tf<J.A- Name: 

Address: z_e,_ 1. 0 .\-1 () \ ~-~ ? ?\ V\C f/\J Address: 
t ODP '!(, __ _ 

-~arnauz: ~--~-

c WV\ll\u {" fr.tiqc,h 

Other Contact Info (Optional): 

Other Contact Info (Optional): Other Contact Info (Optional): 

Signed: 

Name: 

Address: 

Other Contact Info (Optional): 
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SAVE PC HILL 
A PETITION TO UDOT NOT TO CUT PC HILL 

We, the undersigned, petition UDOTto ABANDON THE PLAN and to SAVE PC HILL by halting the 
proposal to expand SR 248 on the stretch of road from Wyatt Earp Way to Richardson Flat Road, in 
Park City. We submit that expanding that stretch is unnecessary and too damaging to PC Hill. 

Signed:~t\~:#u;~~-rsig,;d~= '-1: ~.l...11<....L.....:'!~~.!...p:;:::....L~--­
Name: ~~~Yt- Name: 

Address: ()i\Je-C/fl{if ilf1Fi: J?'§\ ~ Address: 

Other Contact Info (Optional): Other Contact Info (Optional): 

Other Contact Info (Optional): Other Contact Info (Optional): 

-sig~;ci~~. ~~~;:J;j:C-- · --s~~eci~~=. -'~~~"""""-----....-----
Name: J"ladd 1-e 1Yv\\ h Name: 

Address: 0. CJ l\. <,,,.,_) \ \\ \\:!- X'VlSi ~\Jun Address: 

\~~V\ ~~(-<=G\.C-"'-~~~-------
· Other Contact Info (Optional): Other Contact Info (Optional): 

-=·~=i:-::d~::~.- H~~~~-::--~F'-~~---h-~~:::d: . - ;~~1~ ~ ~· 
Address: , Address: ;;Lb 1 S- Eo. / e C Dve l.R.[ 

~ u.T 
Other Contact Info (Optional): 
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A PETITION TO UDOT NOT TO CUT PC HILL 

We, the undersigned, petition UDOT to ABANDON THE PLAN and to SAVE PC HILL by halting the 
proposal to expand SR 248 on the stretch of road from Wyatt Earp Way to Richardson Flat ad in 

. ~ark Ci;;:~mit~hat ::di~ that stretch i'. unnecessaz and to~ dama~ing to P~ .. 

Signed: ~ ...._,,.._.... Signed: /)l 
Name: n e.\fw M_c....Uo~ F\ Name: :._Yh....;.:tf~v~l-'----=-..:....:...!~.!::.µ.:~~f-/1-,/.~ 
Address: l-\C\ o CS /L, !/ h Q d . Address: 

)?c.; 'K Y 04 ?' 
Other Contact Info (Optional): Other Contact Info {Optional): 

Sign~d:~~~~~- ~:-Q --=--.- -

Name: (}~ik,!fS;LAC0Jsi@ib 
Address: ~ kBS/.1:3= 
~ ci::d'.,- ux 61a~s 

Other Contact Info (Optional): 

Signed:~~~ 
Name: -~~LJ?:= 
Address: ~JW ~~ ( J=jllo1 tg;0~S 
Other Contact Info (Optional): 

Address: 

~ 

Signed: 

Name: 

Address: 

Other Contact Info (Optional): 

Signed: 

Name: 

Address: 

Other Contact Info (Optional): 

Signed: 

Name: 

Address: 

Other Contact Info (Optional): 

Signed: 

Name: 

Address: 

Other Contact Info (Optional): 

Signed: 

Name: 

Address: 5§(\ 5<,.JQ!c/%7(.p '2JMg,i I., Q:)(V'l 

Other Contact Info (Optional): 
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A PETITION TO UDOT NOT TO CUT PC HILL 

We, the undersigned, petition UDOT to ABANDON THE PLAN and to SAVE PC HILL by halting the 
proposal to expand SR 248 on the stretch of·road from Wyatt Earp Way to Richardson Flat Road in 
Park City. We submit that expanding that stretch is unnecessa and too dam · g to PC Hill. 

sig~ed~- "t?[o-\\;A:::r:---~=~-™~--- -~ ~si~g~ed-: - \~r:--'-_....;.........;:::;..._--,,~_;._-t-'o-.,......,..~ 

Name: '1,g\_rz.;.,. ~6l::X·' ,___ . ~"= Name: 

Address: A oco W c)L .I k:i01J ckt Ja.. Address: 
Pc ur 

Other Contact Info (Optional): · Other Contact Info (Optional): 

Signed: Signed: 

Name: Name: 

Address: r Address: 

Other Contact Info (Optional): Other Contact Info (Optional): 

·~:::d~~~~~~::~:- -·-N;~· .~··' 
Address: &~ .JJl:w- DV Address: (:.;;C{';&a_~4 V 

Other Contact Info (Optional): 

''¥!(---~-

Address: 

Other Contact Info (Optional): 
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A PETITION TO UDOT NOT TO CUT PC HILL 

We, the undersigned, petition UDOT to ABANDON THE PLAN and to SAVE PC HILL by halting the 
proposal to expand SR 248 on the stretch of road from Wyatt Earp Way to Richardson Flat Road in 
Park City. We submit that expanding that stretch is unnecessary and too damaging to PC Hill. 

~:::~= ~~:) 
Address: \03 t 'fiJ8~ '.) ,Y,7 L 

&xi+- L<a v12 C1"-hj uT 
Other Contact Info (Optional): ~ 8 410 ) 

. -
Signed: 

Name: 

Address: 

Other Contact Info (Optional): 

Sign~~ wflt.:;16: .. = Signed: ~ < 

Name: ~\(£ t\fi'°:)u-.:e@iWV Name:~--
Address: :?.t) N\ \\ LJA "''ryNi-W1\'AAO?OD Address: U[ '£; VeevJ) LJ 

PMt a:1r:o 'iyoCr (:? 

Other Contact Info (Optional): Other Contact Info (Optional): 

-
Signed: Signed: 

Name: Name: 

Address: Address: 

Other Contact Info (Optional): 

I 

Other Contact Info (Optional): 

Signed: 

Name: 
~~"" 

dress: t]_B 5~2 
t/ll J;tf/ t(ffJt/6~ D 

Other Contact Info (Optiona1;.
7 

Address: 

Other Contact Info (Optional): 
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~~!/F PC fl 
: ... • . 

A PETITION TO UDOT NOT TO CUT PC HILL 

We, the undersigned, petition UDOT to ABANDON THE PLAN and to SAVE PC HILL by halting the 
proposal to expand SR 248 on the stretch of road from Wyatt Earp Way to Richa dson Flat Road in 

Par~ Ci~. we submit th~t exP. nding t~at s:tc~~ unnecessary and too dama ng_tr Hill. 

Signed: Signed: 

Name: 

Address: ~~'--4,1~~+-'1-l'~-J--,i=......;. ff 
Other Contact Info (Optional): 

Signed: ·~~ 
-..;;>-, n • a • 

Name: (fv\dA-CLUuA\/\.J... I /\:5l~ 
Address: ;.ror B ~\ a.@'Va.u, u. rs 

Other Contact Info (Optional): 

Signed: 

Name: 

Address: 

Other Contact Info (Optional): 

Name: 

Address: 

Other Contact Info (Optional). 

Other Contact Info (Optional): 

·-· ~ -Signed: 

Name: ~ .tvl ftLO~ 
Address: \4J:=K"" W Bl AC II HC>~ 

V 8:YY\ Yl r; \.J t 6A 03(o 
Other Contact Info (Optional): 

--4-i...---__;,,_:;___-_ -~ Signe~ ~=fbt -
Name: K11• ~J"l.A LL121.r1f__, o 

Address: Address: ?-2,.0 I :C vt:) !tve 
&000 

Other co Other Contact Info (Optional): 

Signed: Signed: 

Name: Name: 

Address: Address: -+.-.,...L..Ci~~~,44.1.4W~~:..1:::1..l.L'~ 
1rJC 
' Other Contact Info (Optional): Other Contact Info (Optional): 
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~\ ·. . • ~ .& :1·.°' .. ~ . . r-~ 
.. ..,~~ I 

... ·.···.,··; 
. J/£ PC H. 
__ ._"r. ~ <\•. - ... 

A PETITION TO UDOT NOT TO CUT PC HILL 

We, the undersigned, petition UDOT to ABANDON THE PLAN and to SAVE PC HILL by halting the 
proposal to expand SR 248 on the stretch of road from Wyatt Earp Way to Richardson Flat Road in 
Park City. We submit that expanding that stretch is unnecessa d too damaging to PC Hill. 

Signed: - ~~..,..... 
Name: 0~&e i(g-p'erz ~ 
Address: U?5 I W /C>r ~·~IL :S1 · 

!VI ~dvq/e LIT J/±04--2 
Other Contact Info (Optional): 

.. ~~--Signed: 

Name: 1 -~ v; 
Address: JRWJ= OOi{~ 
Other Contact Info (Optional): 

Signed: 

Name: 

Address: 

Other Contact Info (Optional): 

-~-~- ... 

Signed: · ~ 

Name: K{C)Ji 
Address: ~Ill.~~:\£ e.1 

i~ eCu1 JfQ~ 
Other Contact Info (Optional): 

Signed: 

Name: Loou l'J. OJ,).] 

Address: IV\ ';}i (~ Jf!"J!E_AM 
M 1dWu \J\ · __ I 

Other Contact 1flio (Opt~nal): 

Signed: 

Name: 

Address: 

Other Contact Info (Optional): 

- -
Signed: 

Name: 

Address: 

Other Contact Info (Optional): 

Name: 

Address: 

' Other Contact Info (Optional): 

~!:e:~~w-
Address: tY' ~ · Svv\ c;,\ ~ VW\ ~ 

__ QS 'id ~.vy vT G'\Qf1 
Other Contact Info (Optional): 

Signed: 

Name: 

Address: 

Other Contact Info (Optional): 
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A PETITION TO UDOT NOT TO CUT PC HILL 

We, the undersigned, petition UDOT to ABANDON THE PLAN and to SAVE PC HILL by halting the 
proposal to expand SR 248 on the stretch of road from Wyatt Earp Way to Richardson Flat Road in 
Park City. We submit that expanding that stretch is unnecessary and too damaging to PC Hill. 

~::e:: ~t:ttl \7;:; ~ ~:::d: . - .. -~ - - ~ ~~ -
Address: l(OO \)f?'f<.Q.'Y ·, Y"DVl V\{)_~ Address: ~' ~:::....-..,,.__~ _ _,....,;,;,:....,.~:::__:_ 

1CXJ0 tl'ot. b(9 Qc. , vt,BC./O(oo 
Other Contact Info (Optional): Other Contact Info (Optional): 

Signed: 

Name: 

Address: 

Sig~~d : ~ e~~- Signed: 

Name: Ma x: 'r(fb\\\)en Asik:·tv:Q Name: 

Address: ·sg S Ma+±er-h.;/'o b...- Address: 

Other Contact Info (Optional): Other Cop~act Info (Optional): 
1 / 
f 

Lt '9 5 t ~ 22 cto ~ ~ 6 - Z-o~ LI 7 '--\ 
Sign~ci~ E-~~-- -· -·- -sig~ed~ -~(k--dJJ • 
Name: ~ ,.!::\D1J0'-( Name: I )t.v1 PctJ (2. 1 CJ{ {~ \t--
Address:\12\~ '1 ~ Address: ~ J-4 ·::t >-W Vi Vhf 

'rJ'f 0) 'g 
Other Contact Info (Optional): 

~~- ll~~1 -A ( u~ 
Other Contact Info (Optional) : 

- ==----- -c.: - - 137



A PETITION TO UDOT NOT TO CUT PC HILL 

We, the undersigned, petition UDOT to ABANDON THE PLAN and to SAVE PC HILL by halting the 
proposal to expand SR 248 on the stretch of road from Wyatt Earp Way to Richardson Flat Road in 
Park City. We submit that expanding that stretch is unnecessary and too damaging to PC Hill. 

Signed: <ZJ!f ~/{/-~- ~-~ -
Na me: r.,;-(__._ .__.:ry---, l--1 1 U3JC <c t-1 

Address: j"'i;'""c:t.)O s;: 7'._---=iS"o--1 -,,.(_:!) 

-

Signed: 

Name: 

Address: 

Signed· 

Name: 

Address: 

· Other Contact Info (Optional): 

Signed~ - --~-==~~"""'- - - -

/W YTDCJ'( ~( ~ 
It= I Lot~ cc 4---t/'{2_ If} ~ 
/!_!;- uy---d If JY& 6 ~ 

Name: 

Address: 

Other Contact Info (Optional): 

Signed: 

Name: 

Address: 
R- o $Sm vJv CA q vi "L 

Other Contact Info (Optional): 

Sig0ed~b=·---- ~...... · ......... . Signed: 

Name: ?f'A-'(f CD 4 Li? e-~ z.;Jtj/pd Name: 

Address: 5"2 51 (. Oy;t__ c A\liaN. l) f? Address: 
uf>ltT!2 

Other Contact Info (Optional): Other Contact Info (Optional): 
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~).nc PC r{ 
'· . 

A PETITION TO UDOT NOT TO CUT PC HILL 

We, the undersigned, petition UDOT to ABANDON THE PLAN and to SAVE PC HILL by halting the 
proposal to expand SR 248 on the stretch of road from Wyatt Earp Way to Richardson Flat Road in 
Park City. We submit that expanding that stretch is unnecessary and too damaging to PC Hill. 

-~=:~: ~i&" k.::c: 
Address' f!Ji'£~ z;f££ 
Other Contact Info (Optional): (S- VO(;,G 

Signed' !'.~'2,,2-,.~ 
Name: pWh(CoYJCz, 
Address: fl, !Jr 'fJJ9':f. {p t/5: 

Pcb ./!. ~ I {Jf 'ftt;o !iz 6 
Other Contact Info (Optional): 

Signed: -~~ ---
Name: /l1/t'e C3u1 ,.,,,Afc/ 
Address: 2 3 J ~ tl6f"l~r/oc/r [2(' 

R"/? c/-y rJ t 5?1{060 
Other Contact Info (Optional): 

~::ee~' tf!:f:t::r; 
Address: \:~'? Lo LA/ ,L-./ l VllV\ ~v"){ 

lu??_ iftJfl=f 1\ <6Y-O_ Q 
Other Contact Info (Optional): 

(_Li ~tS J 14'1- - -=t> ~ CR i 
Signed: p~~<) _. \);J-Vl~=- = -- .. 

Name: {? ~ l.H -.4 \ · f I\ r.;, ... rt. ~~ 
Address: 

Other Contact Info (Optional): 

Si(ined ' - --:flbv' ;!tt;,lzx:x:v-( \) 
Name: '.ffey ~\o<A. v\ U 

Address' ~ '?hitf?~ 'V'JfCA ~ 
Other Contact Info (Optional): 

Signed' ~~ -- ----

, ~:::~~~tr;; 
. f'= o u<l 

Other Contact Info (Optional): 

Other Contact Info (Optional): 

Signed: 

Signed: 

Name: 

Address: 

Other Contact Info (Optional}: 
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A PETITION TO UDOT NOT TO CUT PC HILL 

We, the undersigned, petition UDOT to ABANDON THE PLAN and to SAVE PC HILL by halting the 

proposal to expand SR 248 on the stretch of road from Wyatt Earp Way to Richardson Flat Road in 
Park City. We submit that expanding that stretch is unnecessary and too damaging to PC Hill. 

~::d: ?i:k ~~[L_ 
Address: P ,.L. ) UJ1 PY O{J; O 

~::~: ~?K,-i 
Address: 1i" 31 F\ ·f -s ~ 

f.! K Ct1 llll',, }4o Go 
Other Contact Info (Optional): Other Contact Info (Optiona l): 

~~ 
:::v~ ~ 1:tti~k\Tu 

Signed: 

Name: 

Address: 

Signed: 

Name: 

Address: 

Other Contact Info (Optional): Other Contact Info (Optional): 

Other Contact Info (Optional): 

~ Signed:~~ 
Name: /' Ci1,._0_t iofJ:vr.5 
Address: ~J \,,_~,~~, 
Other Contact~fo (Optional): 

-
Signed: tr!@=--
Name: !~~~ 
Address: ]kM~X\~iWW 
Other Contact Info (Optional): 

signed: ~ - Alcid ~ ~ · = -

Name: 
1 Pfli cl L= Pg_ l Lf. 

~ Address: I A;-6 5 ftlc\A A.1e u :( ~tr?6 0 
Other Contact Info (Optional): 

Signed: Signed: 

Name: Name: 

Address: Address: 

Other Contact Info (Optional): 
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A PETITION TO UDOT NOT TO CUT PC HILL 

We, the undersigned, petition UDOT to ABANDON THE PLAN and to SAVE PC HILL by halting the 
proposal to expand SR 248 on the stretch of road from Wyatt Earp Way to Richardson Flat Road in 
Park City. e submit th xpandin at stretch is unnecessary and too damaging to PC Hill. 

' 

Signed: 

Name: 

Address: ~~~:....f-,-!....!J-11-LI~~~~~::=-

Signed: 

Name: 

Address: 

Other Contact Info (Optior;~I): 

Signed: 

Name: 

Address: 

Signed: cz::r~----~ 
Name: (;.f/' c., [)q~,., 
Address: I q£.. Cco/f c 0r; 

pcrrr{ u +.-71 (;): 0 1.fPPJ:? 
Other Contact Info (Optional): 

Signed: 7/!q_,~ ~ -
Name: M o....cl ..Q f t-; I---.. ~ 

r Address: 5 '1 "2-<6 S ~ o{ (e_ ~ c.._ c..(c 
~ e ttr jc C..t '+-.--( v J: 

Other Contact Info (Optional): 

~I / 
Sig~ed : --- - ( t ~ - -
Name: /Vkr ( G'r 1 'f(rfJt~ 
Address: 14£ [.vc,/(.y,;i:ohn i) (, 

-~C. 1 ur _ Cf o&6 
Other Contact Info (Optional): 

-~= 

Signed: 

Name: 

Address: 

- Signe-d:~OF'n~~\ \"t~-. -==-~~ 
Name: \ GffuQ~ 
Address: b?;5 west M~~#C) 

,~ru ~ rC1A 2JoD\ 
Other Contact ·ifl:{OJ;tional): 
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A PETITION TO UDOT NOT TO CUT PC HILL 

We, the undersigned, petition UDOT to ABANDON THE PLAN and to SAVE PC HILL by halting the 
proposal to expand SR 248 on the stretch of road from Wyatt Earp Way to Richardson Flat Road in 
Park Ci We submit that expanding that stretch is unnecessary and too damaging to PC Hill. 

Signed: 

Name: 

Address: ~~~:...=.~~__,..,,..-+-:::0=---=~-. 

·signed: Q~~ ~ 
Name: ~ 
Address: 39-M- 5--G~ lu 

/Ylr~U4- ~? 
Other Contact Info (Optional): / 

Signed: ~ ~- -"- - Signed: 4J:, 1L 1 
-

Name~/l { l.cvr¥- Name: ~Ylcltte.Z 
Address: k lflt rrl lf f3ov1 •1 fl &. I Address: }tt/.6i )<ea (Vl'3 \31 v d kf-cc-7 

(/) r ' ftJ.oW Jill~ 
Other Contact Info (Optional): Other Contact Info (Optional): 

r 

Signed: ftuvrct , )~ 
Name: Lul liffl~ ·;:t0n.soo 
Address: iZ..I (p E . (Qfd.X)S · 

\v\\\t[Q\~ l4t ?ittl 2 \ 
Other Contact Info (Optional): 

~i:::~~ -~n~ - ~ ­
Address: ~lf \£;~ ~~ 

t [ 1 u :r K<7 o}' 
Other Contact Info (Optional}: 

Signed: 

Name: 

Address: 

6ced\ do.. \/ 
fur~ n Jn-. \Ii !I 11 cc offl e 2,, 

1~~{°'-§lmfV\ c., ~1 'l ~ Asw2f1 

Other Contact Info (Optional): 

Other Contact Info (Optional): 
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A PETITION TO UDOT NOT TO CUT PC HILL 

We, the undersigned, petition UDOTto ABANDON THE PLAN and to SAVE PC HILL by halting the 
proposal to expand SR 248 on the stretch of road from Wyatt Earp Way to Richardson Flat Road in 
Park City. We submit that expanding tha tch is unnecessary and too damaging to PC Hill. 

Signed: 

Name: ~"-\b,G: ~~"" c.._\ 
Address: = QJO Co=~~e C \ 

ta de..... C ~ W 8'-kA.D 
Other contact Info (Option~ 

Signed: 

Name: 

Address: 

Other Contact Info (Optional): 

Signed: 

Name: 

Address: 

Other Contact Info (Optional): 

Signed: 

Name: 

Address: 

Other Contact Info (Optional): 

Signed: 

Name: 

Address: 

Other Contact Info (Optional): 

Signed: 

Name: 

Address: 

Other Contact Info (Optional): 

Signed: 

Name: 

Address: 

Other Contact Info (Optional): 

Signed: 

Name: 

Address: 

Other Contact Info (Optional): 

Signed: 

Name: 

Address: 

Other Contact Info (Optional): 

Signed: 

Name: 

Address: 

Other Contact Info (Optional): 
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[! Pe1111on Utah Department ol T X + 

~ C i https/1 www.change.org lp/utah dt:>pattment of transportation-save pc-hi.I 

change.org 

Save PC Hill 
88 supporters 

Start a petition My petitions Browse Membership 

Save PC Hill 

• Saye pc HUI started this petition to ~partment of Tcansiw:wil!n 

UDOT proposes to expand SR 248, including the stretch of 248 

from Wyatt Earp Way to Richardson Flat Road in Park City. 

Expanding that stretch of 248 is unnecessary as that section of 

road already contains an unused center lane that can be 

converted to an inbound lane in the morning rush and an 

outbound lane in the afternoon rush. This unnecessary and 

costly expansion would also cut away PC Hill to a height of 80 

feet, causing undue environmental damage and destroying a 

local landmark. 

Please submit comments directly to UDOT at 

www.udot.utah.gov/SR248imQroved Please also petition UDOT 

to abandon the plan and to SAVE PC HILL! 

~ -tr t9l 'II 
Q. " 

Petition details 

88 have signed. Let's get to 100! 

-

Utah Department of 
Transportation: Save PC Hill 

ll Share on Facebook 

ll Send a Facebook message 

!Bl Send an email to friends 

c:? Copy link 

Show this petition to more potential 

supporters 

Promote this petition 

0 x 

• -
• I 
v 
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Monica Swindel · 7 hours ago 

Park City is a ski town in a boxed in canyon with a unique, small town 

feel. 

This is the reason people love to visit. Widening 248 to five lanes with an 

eight foot sound barrier wall along Prospector Park is not the answer. 

Let's take a cue from other similar places in the U.S. and Europe who 

have solved the problem with mass transit or light rail. Besides, where 

will all these cars park once they get here? Don't Californicate Park City! 

Oo 

• 

Heleene Sideris 1 day ago • 
Please consider alternatives! Widening the corridor into Park City will 

simply compound the issue of too many vehicles driving throughout a 

small community. We urge you to consider utilizing the center lane to 

combat traffic in the morning and in the evening, this will also 

contribute to long term solut ions that incentive drivers to carpool and 

use alternative transportation. 

00 

Joanne Lemb 1 day ago 

Elk migrate through every morning in the winter. I've seen deer and 

moose as well. Please protect this open space! 

Oo 

C<>ry Cissel 2 days ago 

I think the town needs to keep its historical views and area 

00 

Christine Lapointe 2 days ago 

We need to protect our open space and this beautiful hill! 

Oo 

• 

• 

• 
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