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PARK CITY COUNCIL MEETING
SUMMIT COUNTY, UTAH
JUNE 1, 2000

PUBLICNOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the City Council of Park City, Utah will

hold its regularly scheduled meeting at the Marsac Municipal Building, 445 Marsac Avenue, Park
City, Utah for the purposes and at the times as described below on Thursday, June 1, 2000.

Work Session - City Council Chambers - Lower Level

3:30 p.m. Council questions and comments
4:00 p.m. Trash collection
4:15 p.m. Budget review
5:15 p.m. Review of regular meeting
. Outdoor music ordinance
. Telecommunications ordinance
. Amendment to water agreement - The Colonies
. Other meeting questions and comments

5:45 p.m. Break\snack

Regular Meeting - City Council Chambers - Lower Level

I

1

III

IV

VI

ROLL CALL

PUBLIC INPUT

COMMUNICATIONS FROM COUNCIL AND STAFF

WORK SESSION NOTES AND MINUTES OF THE MEETING OF MAY 11, 2000
RESIGNATIONS AND APPOINTMENTS

Reappointment of Marydee Ojala for a term expiring July 2003 and appointment of Chris
Haerter and Kate Doordan for terms expiring July 2003 to the Library Board

CONSENT AGENDA PUBLIC HEARING

Ordinance approving the 187 Daly Avenue plat lot line amendment plat to combine the
sourtherly 13 feet of Lot 30, all of Lot 31, and the northerly 15 feet of Lot 32 of Elock 73 of
the First Subdivision Millsite Reservtion, into two separate lots located at 187 Daly Avenue,
Park City, Utah
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NEW BUSINESS

Resolution adopting a tentative revised budget for FY 1999-00, a tentative budget for FY
2000-01 for Park City Municipal Corporation and its related agencies and authorizing the
computation of the property tax rate that reflects the issuance of general obligation bonds

Ordinance amending Section 8.30 of the Land Management Code regulating
telecommunications facilities in all zoning districts in Park City, Utah

Amendment to the water and land service agreements for The Colonies - Iron Mountain
Holding Group

ADJOURNMENT

Posted: 5/30/00
See parkcity2002.org
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PARK CITY WORK SESSION NOTES
SUMMIT COUNTY, UTAH
JUNE 1, 2000

Present: Mayor Pro Tem Shauna Kerr, Council members Peg Bodell, Candace Erickson,
Roger Harlan, and Fred Jones

Toby Ross, City Manager; Tom Daley, Deputy City Attorney; Tim Twardowski,
Assistant City Attorney; Rick Lewis, Community Development Director; Jerry
Gibbs, Public Works Director; Patrick Putt, Planning and Zoning
Administrator; Tom Bakaly, Director of Capital Projects and Budget; Melissa
Caffey, Special Events Manager; Mark Christensen, Budget and Grants
Manager; Eric DeHaan, City Engineer

BFI Representatives Brad Mertz, Michael O’Hara, Jason Kumelski; Joanne

Charnes, Executive Director of Arts Council; Keith Kelly, Iron Mountain
Holding Group (The Colony)

Absent: Mayor Brad Olch
Council questions and comments.

Golf Course Revenues - Council member Harlan inquired if the recent good weather reflected an
increase in golf revenues. Capital Improvement and Budget Manager Bakaly responded golf
revenues were up $50,000.00 to date from last year over the same period; reported although season
passes were down, the course has been getting a lot of daily play.

Council member Jones stated he reviewed the golf course budget restructuring; inquired if staff
could prepare a progress update for Council after the end of the fiscal year with financial estimates,
identify how much was borrowed from the Rec fund, what was the deficit. Manager Bakaly
responded staff could provide a report in July following the close of the fiscal year processes.

Skateboard Park - Council member Harlan commented he had the privilege of attending the Treasure
Mountain Middle School 7" grade final art presentations of computer designed skateboard parks.

Council member Jones reported he attended skateboard park meetings with staff, Recreation Board
and Planning Commission representatives to discuss various issues particularly concerns raised by
the Planning Commission; reported the project is moving forward, the Planning Commission
objective is to require temporary landscaping at the Hale-Mawhinney parcel to soften the asphalt and
discontinue use of that lot for parking; recommended Council give direction to the Planning
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Commission to form a task force or take action necessarﬂ to address the planning aspects of Lower
Park Avenue and its relationship with the park, noted i;ES on the Council’s list of priorities, also

recommended a comprehensive revigw of future development and improvement of that area and

incorporation into the General Plan and guiding development principals to get the process moving.

\
Bed and Breakfast, 1011 Empire - Cauncil member Bodell inquired concerning plans for Bed and
Breakfast parking area, noting it was graded for parking then the front was filled in with boulders.
Director Lewis responded he will check if plans have been changed, original plans called for
expansion of the rear parking area with tandem parking on the north side of the house approximately

six feet deeper toward the back of the

lot.

Main Street properties - Council member Bodell reported} the gates providing emergency access off

of Park Avenue for Main Street props
trees there do not look well, and instal
also reported the rear and kitchen arg
open. Director Lewis responded he w
these issues.
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Carr parcel look like they are not do
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a bike on the rail trail tour visiting hig
scheduled for June 17 has fourteen hg
and five plaques will also be awarde
program in conjunction with the Kimt
Utah Humanities Society.

Deer Valley Drive/Marsac - Council 1
Valley Drive, and thanked City Eng
Marsac.

City Show - Council member Ericksg
of Craig Sanchez and Tom Bakaly.

Outdoor Music - Council member B
outdoor music inquiring why it hasn’

rties are not lockei people are using them for access; noted
ation of past due landscaping pursuant to the spring deadline;
a emergency doors‘ to the lower building are being propped
ill followup with building and enforcement staff concerning
Bodell reported thq trees transferred on the north side of the
ing well. Director‘ Lewis responded staff is also concerned

tree, affirmed the trees have been given adequate water, and
ees are under warranty.

odellreported the Historical Society Board met today and will
1g summer programs that include: hikes through History tours,
torical train sites toward the end of summer, Historical Tour
mes lined up, award ribbons have been passed out this week
1. There will also be a historically significant lecture series
vall Arts center on the patio and they have teamed up with the

|
nember Erickson thlanked staff for the speed upgrade on Deer

ineer DeHaan for the response concerning the one way on

n thanked staff for the City Show, and especially the talents

irickson reported s
t started.

he received a call this week concerning
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Water Issues - Council member Erickson inquired concerning status of recent water issues and if
staff intends to submit a report to council. Deputy Attorney Daley responded a lot has happened this
last week and plans to meet with council members; City Manager Ross requested a meeting with
Council members Erickson and Jones next Thursday at 10:30 a.m., Jerry Gibbs office.

ESPN/Oakley Rodeo - Mayor Pro Tem Kerr reported ESPN will be broadcasting the Fourth of July
Rodeo at Oakley, at 6 p.m.; Summit County is buying a couple of spots during the broadcast to
promote tourism and is working with the Chamber Bureau, has asked if Park City has a video or
something that could be used during the two 30 second spots, seems like a good way to showcase
Park City and Summit County and the great sport of rodeo. Requested staff coordinate with the
Chamber.

Cable TV Programming - Mayor Pro Tem Kerr reported she received a citizen call concerned about
a Wall Street Journal front page article concerning pornography channel regulations; requested staff
review the City’s franchise and cable provider agreements. Council member Harlan stated he heard
these channels can now broadcast at unrestricted hours whereas they were regulated to 10:00 p.m.
to 6:00 a.m. in the past.

Courchevel Club - Mayor Pro Tem Kerr announced several times during the meeting she has fund
raiser tickets for sale for a concert at the Canyons tomorrow night 6:00 p.m. to 9:00 p.m.

Max - Mayor Pro Tem Kerr requested 30 seconds of silent respect to pets and good-bye to Max.

Olympic Celebrations Committee update - Council member Jones reported the committee continues
to meet weekly, made a presentation to SLOC in terms of their plans toward the sponsor village in
the north end of the park so they could understand what could potentially happen there; also had a
meeting with a VISA representative indicating interest in participating in the Olympics celebration,
although their interest was vague, no mention of funding, focus seemed to be convention based.
Stated the committee met with Canyons and Park City Mountain Resort representatives who shared
their plans for activities at their resorts during the Olympics; PCMR plans extensive events outside
of the venues after the competitions, mostly evening events, entertainment, on-hill demonstrations,
history of snow sports; the Canyons is also putting together an extensive program comprised of
named entertainment provided by sponsors likely staying at the Canyons as well as community based
events; noted progress is being made, and the committee is happy to see plans being made for events
as the purpose of the committee was to coordinate and not stage events.

Golf Course - Council member Erickson commented she went golfing at the City’s golf course and
the course was in excellent shape, staff was doing a great job, even with the construction going on
there.
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GASB 34 - Finance Manager Colle
Government Finance Officers Asso

Transportation Director - Director
Transportation Director and is no 1o

Main Street Trash Billing Alternatives

Director Gibbs reported BFI indicate
they were beginning to see some de
how things are going and at the last
approximately $1,000 per month fo
strategy where they would lock do
businesses provide small containers
picked up on a regular basis, as the
BFI a collection method to cut off s
stated it was staff’s opinion that wi
potential problems of people taking
overfilling the 55 gallon Main Stree

revenue or solved the problem and it would just incre

Director Gibbs noted the staff report
disadvantages. 1) Existing Service

{t presented ‘Elect
ciation, to Council

:

Gibbs announced kent Cashel has accepted the position of
nger ‘interim’.

Official Guide to GASB 34' booklets by
embers for their information.

!
d last February in a discussion with staff about Old Town trash,
linquencies; staff has quarterly meetings with BFI to monitor
meeting BFI indic#ted that they have not been able to collect

r Main Street collection. Stated BFI is looking at a collection
wn the containers, provide keys to customers, and for small

that would be set out either on Main Street or Swede Alley and
current program having community dumpsters does not allow
ervice to those bus.tnesses not willing to pay. Director Gibbs
1s not a direction the City would want to go in, pointing out
their trash elsewhe#e, dumping it in front of the dumpsters, or
t containers, and njting BFI would still not have received the
ase the trash problems for the City.
|
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- All businesses have unlimited access to the Swede Alley

dumpsters; pickup up daily in winter, three times per week in summer, quarterly bills with fee

established by business type; 2) BFI
BFI would bill Park City at approve
Small Businesses - Subsidize the sm
Ordinance - Adoption of an ordinanc
and be current on billing to have the

Director Gibbs requested Council dir
to the collection problem, or allow I
staff approach to try to come up a s
willing to delay implementing their p
try to develop a different strategy.

Mayor Pro Tem Kerr inquired what
businesses that have never paid. BH
Street are delinquent, some have nevs

for not paying. Mr. Mertz responde
not understand the reason for increas

Council member Bodell inquired if B

proposal - as explaibed in previous paragraph; 3) City Billing -
d rate and City would bill individual businesses; 4) Subsidize
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e that required busir#esses to use BFI’s refuse collection service
ir business license renewed.
|

ection and input, Wﬁether staff work with BFI to find a solution
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roposed collection gan if the City wants to work with them and
|

percentage of the berchants are not paying, and if there are
I Public Sector Manager Brad Mertz responded 24% of Main
er paid. Council member Bodell inquired what were the reasons
d there were many different reasons, many businesses still do
e in fees, others disdgree with fee category they were placed in.
3FT had spoken witd the merchants or the Main Street Business
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Association to figure out the categorizations before implementing the new fees. Mr. Mertz
responded they established the business classifications based on their industry knowledge. Mayor
Pro Tem Kerr inquired if there were businesses not paying based on the fact they never paid before.
Mr. Mertz responded he was unsure if any businesses were not paying because of that reason.
Council member Harlan inquired what collection techniques BFI has used in the past e.g. litigation,
small claims. Mr. Mertz responded their clientele is typically residential, many cities in Utah
combine their commercial and residential in a franchise, BFI has form letters that can be sent that
indicate there may be legal action, they have put liens on properties and gone to small claims court,
however, they want to avoid that.

City Manager Ross pointed out BFI is providing a service and people are taking advantage of it
without actually having to subscribe to it, which would be required before BFI could take someone
to court for non-payment. The City does not currently have an ordinance that requires the
subscription to service, it is one of the alternatives.

Council member Erickson reported one business owner has been contacting her for quite a long time,
begun putting the money into escrow until a BFI representative showed up to personally evaluate
the business and determine the appropriate category, and when that occurred it was found the
business did not generate as much trash as originally determined and there was an adjustment made.
Inquired if BFI should conduct a more thorough review of the differences in restaurants, capacities,
and establish appropriate categories. Director Gibbs noted all businesses are charged per a seven
day a week pick up in the winter even though some of the office buildings have the same amount
of trash then as they do in the summer, but are paying their percentage based on the seven day
pickup; agreed that the pricing structure needs to be reviewed along with the business categories and
allocations. Mayor Pro Tem Kerr concurred there are discrepancies that should be addressed,
suggested a fee structure similar to the business license criteria; stated Main Street Merchants
Association should also be made aware of the certain businesses not paying or contributing. Finance
Manager Collett stated staff has business license information available, restaurants are taxed based
on square footage with some occupancy information. Council member Jones concurred,
recommended the review be coordinated with the Historic Main Street Business Association
representatives, get their ideas. Mr. Mertz agreed with the concept of mediation, stated BFI is
committed to make the fees fair and equitable, however, noted they still need to address the
delinquencies, and if somebody’s bill is cut a dollar, somebody else’s bill has to increase that dollar;
stated BFI representatives can certainly work with the Association, although they have been
contacted in the past and were able to offer little assistance. Council member Jones stated the
Association has new officers, he shared the staff report with certain Association members and they
indicated a willingness to try to work through it, had some ideas, and were willing to cooperate.

Council member Harlan stated he has some reservations with the City’s involvement with the bill
collecting processes, feels the City’s costs need to be passed on to those delinquent in their
payments; stated there may come a point where BFI has to take the business to court; concur with
working with the Association and working out any inequities where timely paying businesses are
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Director Bakaly stated tonight staff would like to answer questions, see if there are any changes;
requested authorization for staff to calculate and submit the certified tax rate, the rate will be an
estimation based on last year’s property tax and include estimated new growth revenue, pointing out
if revenues from new growth come in greater than the amount included in the budget, staff would
return with an adjusted budget. Director Bakaly reported staff is also requesting authorization to
calculate the property tax rate for the general obligation bonds pertaining to the remaining $6 million
dollars of the $10 million approved by voters in 1998.

Arts Council Request: Director Bakaly reported the Grants Subcommittee has submitted a
recommendation addressing the Arts Council request for $29,000 to fund a reorganization within the
Arts Council coinciding with establishment of a special services contract independent from the other
Arts/Culture/Humanities group; reported the Grants Subcommittee reviewed the issue and
recommends a one-time grant of $15,000 be issued to the Arts Council, bringing the balance of the
grant contingency to roughly $20,000. Council member Harlan commented it is hoped the Arts
Council will be successful in obtaining a matching $15,000 grant from Summit County, and that the
Arts Council understands this is a one-time grant and the City will not be obligated in the future for
that level of funding. Council member Erickson noted the Arts Council coordinates a number of
local programs throughout the year and fulfills a number of needs and services, feels it is appropriate
to assist with this grant; Council member Jones concurred, hoping it is the goal of the organization
to become the umbrella organization of the local arts culture and activities. Joanne Charnes,
Executive Director of Arts Council, thanked Council for the grant, stated the Arts Council is looking
at cutting costs internally along with looking for outside grants and funding.

Motion by Council member Harlan to approve the recommendation of the Grants Subcommittee and
grant a one-time grant of $15.000 to the Arts Council. Council member Erickson seconded the

motion. Motion carried 4-0. Council member Bodell abstained due to her affiliation with the Arts
Council.

Peg Bodell Abstained
Roger Harlan Aye
Candace Erickson Aye
Fred Jones Aye
Shauna Kerr Aye

Park Avenue Project - Council member Erickson reported she has discussed with staff what could
be done for Park Avenue resurfacing, possible transfer of funds from other projects. Director Bakaly
responded staff could review for revenue sources to fund an additional $600,000 which would
guarantee construction for a three month period as opposed to the current appropriation of $200,000
for design and engineering only; stated staff believes funds necessary for the entire project to be
approximately 1.5 million, the project would have to be phased or entire funds appropriated; staff
could review and return with options on June 15. Council member Harlan requested staff also return
with project information, and depending on the project time frame, address if we are considering
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n project possibly clne year sooner, with other major projects
lagement expertise ‘for this project outside of current staff and
Bakaly responded lregardless of how much outside expertise
still may not be ph ‘ sically possible to complete the project in
nean Council cannot appropriate the money for the project and
:d out the problem is staff will not know next week at the time
t can be done in one season. Mayor Pro Tem Kerr concurred
pe of the project before making a decision, whether it is a one
ect cost, thereisa cﬁncem of tearing up the neighborhood and
ior to the Olympics| City Manager Ross responded regardless
the project at this time, staff anticipates returning to Council
jary information, logistics and cost; noted the neighborhood
that the project was on track with additional appropriation to
olicy decision rel ﬂjng to the administrative capacity, timing

ossible to do slurry seal this year to improve the road with
expenditure. Council member Erickson concurred, however,
ake a commitment, create a project number and appropriate

additional funds at this time. Council member Jones stated he was reasonably confident revenues
could be shifted by changing priority of projects, willing to appropriate additional money for the
project as a show of good faith, believes it is high priority, however, stated it would be his preference
to go through the budget analysis that includes the CEP sooner than later, has many questions
probably because of lack of project history, use the $200,000 to do the engineering as additional
funds may not get the project any further this year, do anevaluation of all Old Town streets and not
just look at one, as there may be others in a similar condition, need to address preserving the historic
district and make it a showplace. Council member Harlan commented he feels the $200,000 is a
commitment to doing the project, however, would like td? see where the funds for the entire project
is coming from, doesn’t have a proplem doing the project, but doesn’t think it is necessary to
increase the appropriation in this budget to move ahead. City Manager Ross commented he is
comfortable staff can identify $800,000 that would not jleopardize current projects and come back
with that; Council may receive helpful public comment qﬁuring the public hearing or budget review
period. 3

Review of Regular Meeting

Telecommunications Ordinance -
report and recommendation to Coung
whether or not increased utility pole g
telecommunication purposes was ad}
Commission’s recommendation to C
in public rights-of-way, the Commis|

Planning and Zonilng Administrator Putt presented the staff
il to take action on the proposed ordinance; stated the issue of
r antenna heights sﬂlould be considered in the right-of-way for
dressed by the Plaﬁning Commission on May 24, 2000; the
ouncil was not in sypport of additional heights or larger poles

sion would only be willing to recommend consideration of a
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height exception only as part of a franchise agreement entered in between the City and the provider,
and does not recommend the draft ordinance be modified to include that provision. Administrator
Putt reported providers were contacted following that meeting by Assistant Attorney Twardowski
and himself'to get their input whether they would consider entering into a franchise agreement with
the City, and although they did not speak to each and every provider, spoke with a large
representative number who responded they were not interested. Stated the draft ordinance has not
been changed since the last public hearing and has been distributed to interested parties; reminded
Council the temporary zoning ordinance expires June 6, strongly recommends adoption of the
proposed ordinance this evening as there is a concern once the TZO expires a substantial number of
applications would be submitted under the old regulation and not require public hearing and in
staff’s opinion not in the best interest of the City.

Council member Jones clarified if a telecommunications company desired to pursue use of larger
poles, it would be subject to a Board of Adjustment hearing. Council member Bodell inquired what
provisions of the ordinance would the providers object to. Administrator Putt responded the
telecommunications providers do not see themselves as essential utilities, so primarily it is a
philosophical difference of opinion. Mayor Pro Tem Kerr added telecommunications providers are
taking the position as an industry they have the right to do this as a matter of right, therefore, do not
need a franchise agreement. Noted Planner Alison Kuhlow was not able to attend tonight’s meeting,
however, should be thanked for her hard work on this ordinance.

Outdoor Music Ordinance - Special Event Coordinator Caffey and Assistant City Attorney
Twardowski presented the draft outdoor music ordinance. Coordinator Caffey clarified, in response
to Melanie Reif’s letter, restaurants were waiting to see if they were going to have outdoor music
events or rehearsal dinners, they would not be held simultaneously. Reported the Legal Department
made some modifications to the ordinance, primarily to include a ratification provision for license
agreements.

Assistant Attorney Twardowski explained the intent of the changes addressed concerns raised at the
last hearing regarding provision for revocation and suspension of the licenses in the event of police
citations; stated the ordinance allows the police chief or designee to suspend a license until the next
regular Council hearing under any one of those three circumstances which are described 4-8A-
10(B)1-3. Council member Bodell inquired conceming fees charged by the sound engineer;
Coordinator Caffey explained charges were higher for initial events then decreased, staffis checking
into alternatives. Council member Bodell inquired as to the legality of Melanie’s suggestion for a
bond requirement. Assistant Attorney Twardowski responded he believed the intent of the
suggestion was to require placement of a bond before the performance, with a risk of forfeiting the
bond if a violation occurs; stated it was his recollection the City Attorney reviewed the suggestion
and deemed it not an appropriate action. Mayor Pro Tem Kerr noted the City holds bonds for certain
improvements, and there is a specific process to be able to retain. City Engineer DeHaan stated staff
prefers to use the term ‘financial security’ versus ‘bond’ for that type of paperwork, financial
security required by the City is problematic as taking steps to retain the security deposit requires
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enforcement of an agreement and a substantial amount oﬂstaff time. Council member Harlan noted
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continuing relationship with the City. Mr. Kelly stated they
in ten days, annexa;tion proceedings initiated, adjustments to




City Council Work Session Notes 11
June 1, 2000

the contract completed, easement executed. Stated the obligation to grant fee title to land will
continue as currently provided in the agreement, noting they must retain ownership of the land until
the plats are done and then they can be signed over to the City. Council thanked Mr. Kelly for his
report.

Council adjourned the work session at 5:45 p.m. See regular meeting minutes.

Prepared by Cindy LoPiccolo
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option could be to incorporate the issue on the next Council agenda along with the property
ownership of the 1200 block of Park Avenue item.

Field Trip - Director Lewis reminded Council of the bus field trip leaving City Hall next Thursday,
3:00 p.m. for approximately 30 minutes to visit construction sites, wear comfortable shoes.

IV WORK SESSION NOTES AND MINUTES FROM THE MEETING OF MAY 11,
2000

Motion by Council member Harlan to approve the Work Session Notes and Minutes of Mav 11,
2000, as amended. Seconded by Mayor Pro Tem Kerr. Motion carried unanimously.

\4 RESIGNATIONS AND APPOINTMENTS

Library Board - Motion by Council member Harlan to reappoint Marydee Ojala for a term expiring

July, 2003, and appoint Chris Haeter and Kate Doordan for terms expiring July, 2003 to the Library
Board. Seconded by Council member Jones. Motion carried unanimously.

Council member Bodell presented the newly appointed board members tokens of appreciation; the
members were welcomed and thanked for their donation of time to the City.

VI CONSENT AGENDA PUBLIC HEARINGS

1. Ordinance approving the 187 Daly Avenue Plat - Lot Line Amendment to
combine the southerly thirteen feet (13') of Lot 30, all of Lot 31, and the northerly fourteen feet
(14'") of Lot 32 of Block 73 of the First Millsite Reservation Subdivision, into two (2) separate
lots located at 187 Daly Avenue, Park City Utah; Applicants Richard and Leona Martinez -
Planner Satchell presented the staff report and recommendation to approve the proposed plat
amendment. Council member Harlan inquired if the residence will add a basement, and if so, is it
a concern. Planner Satchell responded the residence will not have a basement, explained if it did,
the concern is that area of town is located within the flood zone and new construction that includes
a basement would not be permitted. Mayor Pro Tem Kerr opened the public hearing to receive
public input concerning the fore mentioned issue. Engineer DeHaan advised Mr. Martinez served
on the City Council twenty two years ago, has been a great citizen, and urges approval of the
subdivision. With no further questions or comments from Council or the public, the public hearing
was closed.

2. Ordinance approving an Amendment to the Park City Plat to combine all of Lot
20 and a portion of Lot 21 of Block 28 of the Snyder’s Addition to the Park City Survey into
one lot of record at 1048 Lowell Avenue, Park City Utah; Applicants James and Deborah
Christensen - Planner Millner presented the staff report and recommendation to approve the
proposed resubdivision. Mayor Pro Tem Kerr opened the public hearing to receive public input
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VIII PUBLIC HEARINGS

1. Continuation of Hearing on FY2001 Budget and FY 2000 Revised Budget (Also
see Work Session Notes) Director Bakaly presented the staff report and recommendations; requested
the hearing be continued to June 15, 2000 for final adoption following receipt of public input this
evening. Mayor Pro Tem Kerr opened the public hearing to receive public input concerning the fore

mentioned issue.
Public Comment:

John Plunkett, representing Upper Park Avenue Property Association (UPAPA), presented a petition
containing 74 Park Avenue resident signatures, ‘requesting the rebuilding of Upper Park Avenue as
called for in the Main Street RDA, and to rebuild it in the summer of 2001, as planned for in the
1997 Capital Improvements Budget 5-Year Plan’.

Chris Brand, representing UPAPA, commented in support of the petition request, stated Park Avenue
residents are united and clear in their desire that the street be redone.

Ron Duffaut, commented in support of rebuilding Park Avenue, noting the street in front of his
house is unpaved/dirt.

Monty Coates, representing Main Street merchants, requested continued funding of the Downtown
Action Plan, revitalization of downtown Main Street, and Main Street flower baskets. Mayor Pro
Tem Kerr inquired if Main Street Business Alliance members have discussed contribution to bridge
possible budget reduction concerning the flower baskets. Mr. Coates responded there has not been
discussion, however if necessary, merchants would be asked for contribution. Council member
Bodell noted many merchants have flowers on their own, suggested the Alliance develop an
incentive program that would encourage other merchants to do the same thing.

With no further comments, the public hearing was closed.

Motion by Council member Bodell to continue the budget hearing to June 15, 2000. Seconded by
Council member Jones. Motion carried unanimously.

2. Continuation of hearing on Ordinance amending Section 8.30 of the Land
Management Code regulating telecommunications facilities in all zoning districts in Park City,
Utah (Also see Work Session Notes) Administrator Putt presented the staff report and
recommendation to take final public input, modify the proposed Ordinance as necessary, and adopt
the Ordinance.
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place at the Town Lift Plaza, and 74 DBA for performances taking place at the Summit Watch Plaza.
Stated the L1 average between 12 and 9:00 p.m. is 75.3 DBA.

Public Comment:

Ron Whaley, stated it appears Council does not know what 90 decibels is and cannot testify as to
what that experience will be; expressed opinion the outside maximum should not have been applied
at the outset, particularly where facts were not known or tested, believes the imposition of this level
arbitrarily high and applied opposite other implementations such as speed limits, zoning levels,
whereby you typically begin with something proven safe to protect the health, safety and welfare of
the community, and work from there; stated if the City continues with the ordinance as proposed he
would look for injunctive relief; believes it would be worthwhile to test first and begin at a far lesser
decibel rate.

Dominik Lewinsohn, owner of Dynamite Doms, spoke in support of the proposed ordinance
allowing outdoor music; expressed his opinion the delays were affecting his business and the
community, believes opponents trying to stall action until summer is over; presented letter in
support from Harry Reed, McIntosh Mill, representing Lower Main Street Plaza and Condominium
Board of Summit Watch, noting Lower Main Street Plaza is planning to add financial support for
the venue in their area, owners have voted nearly unanimously for outdoor music in that area, and
urged Council to take action tonight.

Melanie Rief, referred to her May 30 letter with respect to the study by Mr. Fulmer, wherein she
pointed out the road closure brought a significant amount of traffic through the neighborhood and
Park Avenue, and requested consideration if the study reveals the appropriate level of background
noise in their area.

Marcus, Main Street business owner, expressed opinion outdoor music essential to a resort
community and outdoor dining experience and is common in other resort communities; understands
residents concerns, however, feels there should be an understanding of what living in a resort
community entails and a degree of tolerance for the events designed to enhance the tourist
experience.

Council member Jones stated the 90 decibels was set upon an engineer’s recommendation, not a
figure that anyone pulled out of the air without study, noted many City ordinances include
maximums ‘not to exceed’ criteria and does not see a logical comparison of 90 decibels with a speed
limit; explained the ‘don’t know’ is, if he heard a sound, he could not tell what the decibel level was.
Mayor Pro Tem Kerr concurred, stating 90 decibels is a level with scientific data to support it, and
along with data that the sound shells deter noise impact off-site, Council is comfortable that 90
decibels is a number that is legally supportable; pointed out if that proves to be problematic, the
ordinance will provide the flexibility to further limit it; would agree if Council were going with a
greater number not supported by data, however, it should not matter if the sound is 90 decibels right
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2. Ordinance amending Section 8;.30 of the Land Management Code regulating
telecommunications facilities in all zoning districts in Park City, Utah (Also see Work Session
Notes; Public Hearing) Administrator Putt reported staff concurs with some of the comments raised
by industry representatives; specifically Section (C)4b Submittal Requirements, staff recommends
the word ‘any’ in that sentence replaced with the words ‘the applicant’s’; Section (D) Compliance
With Other Laws, staff recommends inclusion of the word ‘substantial’ before the word
‘compliance’, believes that will give a little bit more flexibility and leeway.

Assistant Attorney Twardowski suggested amendment to Section (F)2 Consent Agenda Review, to
include wording as follows ‘Applications placed as a consent agenda item may be removed by the
Planning Commission from the consent agenda and set as a public hearing on the same date or a
later meeting of the Planning Commission at the applicant’s dis¢retion.’ Clarified concering
Section (C)4d, the key language in that particular section is ‘if'gpplicable’," and if there was a
circumstance where more than one carrier coordinated together to co:locate on a specific site, staff
would like to know up front in order to anticipate working with multiple carriers on an application.

Motion by Council member Bodell to adopt Ordinance (00-37) amending Section 8.30 of the Land

Management Code regulating telecommunications facilities in all zoning districts in Park City, Utah,
with those amendments prescribed by staff. Motion seconded by Mayor Pro Tem Kerr. Motion

carried unanimously.

3. Amendment to the water and land service agreements for The Colonies - Iron
Mountain Holding Group (Also see Work Session Notes)

Motion by Council member Harlan to continue this issue to a later date. Motion seconded by
Council member Erickson. Motion carried unanimously.

Council Announcement:

Mountain Stages Fund Raiser - Mayor Pro Tem Kerr announced she received a copy of a
proclamation requesting a campaign be undertaken to elect a Majestic Jester, Ruler of Fun, which
is a fund raiser for Mountain Stages events; explained the election rules and requirements, dollars
are requested and counted as votes, noted the official coronation will take place June, 25, 2000 at
the Egyptian Theater.

VIII ADJOURNMENT With no further business, the regular meeting of the City Council was
adjourned.

ko ok ok ok ok ok ook ok ok ok
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PARK CITY

DATE: June 1, 2000
DEPARTMENT: Public Works

AUTHOR: Jerry W. Gibbs, P.E.
TITLE: Main Street Trash Removal

TYPE OF ITEM: Discussion

SUMMARY RECOMMENDATIONS: Discuss potential changes to the Main Street
trash collection procedures.

DESCRIPTION:

A. Topic:  Main Street trash billing alternatives.

B. Background:

The Summit County Commission entered into a contract with BFI in November 99. The general
terms of the contract as it relates to Main Street commercial uses are:

1. BFI has an exclusive right to provide services to commercial businesses;

2. Commercial businesses (except home business) are required to subscribe to the service;
3. Collection for non-payment is BFI’s responsibility;

4. The County subsidizes commercial rates by not charging a tipping fee at the landfill.

The Issue: BFI has been unable to collect from all Main Street businesses. The community
dumpsters in Swede Alley do not facilitate BFI's ability to stop service for businesses refusing to
pay the quarterly trash collection rate.

There are 22 community and private trash containers located in Swede Alley. The County
through a competitive bid process has established a weekly rates based on the number of
pick-ups. BFI developed a spread sheet identifying all of the Main Street business using the
Swede Alley dumpsters. Working from the capacity of the dumpsters, BFI estimated a volume
used by each business and allocated the cost. These rates varied from $21.63 per month for
small business to $255.23 per month for some restaurants.

Some of the smaller businesses are refusing to pay the quarterly fee for trash. During the G&F
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Q Implementation requires less than 30 days

| BFI would be responsible for collection of past due accounts
Q Rates would better reflect their actual usage
Disadvantages

Q Non-paying businesses may dump their trash in front of the Swede Alley dumpster
requiring city clean-up or an add-on charge for clean-up to paying dumpster users

Qa Non-paying businesses could choose to use the city’s containers on Main Street
Q Containers would need to be set out on the street for pick-up
Q More staff time will be required to monitor dumpster area

3. City Billing- BFI would bill Park City at the approved rate per dump per container size and
Park City would bill individual businesses (approved rate structure is below.) BFI would be
paid for the actual service delivered.

Advantages

BFI is only paid for services delivered

Park City would control trash disposal in the Main Street area
An equitable rate schedule could be developed with public input
City could bill monthly with water billing

A collection fee could be added to cover billing cost

coodoo

Disadvantages

Park City would need to develop and adopt an ordinance

Park City would allocate cost of service to each business

Park City would be responsible for collections and non-payment

Park City would have to expand its billing procedures which could cost up to $10,000
Requires dedication of staff time (Finance, Streets, Community Enforcement)
Implementation would take 90 to 120 days.

City would need a collection policy in place for delinquencies

coodadoo

4. Subsidize Small Businesses- The G& F approach avoided the problem of collection by only
charging the large users This alternative would subsidize the small businesses and increase the
cost for larger businesses.

Advantages
a Reduces the number of delinquencies
Q Reduces billing cost

Disadvantages

a Does not fairly assess cost to all users

Q Large users pay higher costs

(] Provides no incentive for to use Swede Alley containers over Main Street barrels

3



Q Not preferred by BFI

The current county rate schedule is below.

Container Frequency per Week
Size
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
90 gal $7.25 | $14.50/| $21.75 $29.00 $36.25 $43.50 $50.75
2 yard $20.87 | $41.74| $62.44 $82.96 | $103.49 | $124.01 | $144.31
3 yard $25.55 | $56.48 | $87.00| $117.53 | $148.06 | $178.58 | 3$209.11
4 yard $34.21 $75.37/| $115.72 | $156.08 | $196.43 | $236.79 | $277.14
6 yard $51.10 | $111.50 | $173.35 | $233.36 | $293.38 | $353.39 | $413.40
8 yard $68.42 | $147.91]| $230.37 | $309.70 | $389.02 | $468.35 | $547.67

5. City Ordinance- Park City could adopt an ozdinance that required businesses to use BFI’s
refuse collection service and be currgnt on billing to have their business license renewed.

Advantages

cooao

Disadvantages
Park City would need to dev

cooodo

D. Department Review: Finan

ALTERNATIVES:

A. Approve the Request: Staff't
concerns. Staff would coordinate w

Reduces the number of delinquencies
All businesses would pay for services
An equitable rate schedule could be developed with public input
BFI would continue to be responsible for billing
A City fee could be added to BFI to cover administrative costs

y

elop and adopt an ordinance
Park City would probably bg involved in allocat
Requires dedication of staff {ime
Implementation would take 30 to 60 days.
City would need a policy delinquent accounts

ing cost of service to each business

ce, Legal, Community Development, Public Works, and the
City Administration have had an opportunity to review the alternatives.

equests the city coufmcil to 1dentify preferred options and
ith BFI to implement.




B. BFI Proposed Option: If unacceptable options or time frames are suggested to BFI, they
will proceed with their scheduled change over to a locked dumpster and individual tote system
on June 15.

C. Request BFI delay any changes: This option would allow staff to work with BFI to find
suitable alternatives based on Council and public input.

D. Do Nothing: This option would provide the same results as alternative B.

SIGNIFICANT IMPACTS: The County’s position is collection is BFI’s issue. BFI is asking
for Park City’s input and assistance in resolving a billing issue.

The BFT alternative will place bags or containers back on Main Street. The locked container may
encourage non-complying businesses to dump trash on the ground in front of the dumpsters or
use the city’s Main Street containers. All alternatives will require a greater level of direct city
involvement.

Staff does not prefer locked containers due to potential enforcement issues or setting containers
or bags on Main Street due to aesthetics and other nuisances.

RECOMMENDATION:  Staff believes that approaches 2 (BFI Proposal) and 3 (City
Billing) would have significant negative impacts on Park City. Staff asks that the Council
review and discuss the approaches and implementation issues with BFI and provide staff with
direction.






DATE: June 1, 2000

DEPARTMENT: Planning Department

AUTHOR: Derek Satchell

TITLE: 187 Daly Avenue Plat - Lot Line Amendment Plat
TYPE OF ITEM: Legislative

SUMMARY RECOMMENDATIONS: Staff recommends that the City Council conduct
a public hearing and approve the proposed plat amendment to combine the southernly
thirteen feet (13') of Lot 30, all of Lot 31, and the northerly fourteen feet (14') of Lot 32 of
Block 73 of the First Millsite Reservation Subdivision, into two (2) separate lots as
conditioned.

A. TOPIC

Applicant: Richard & Leona Martinez
Location: 187 Daly Avenue

Zoning: Historic Residential District (HR-1)
Adjacent Land Uses: Residential

Date of Application: May 11, 1999

Project Planner: Derek Satchell

B. BACKGROUND

The project site is located at 187 Daly Avenue in the Historic Residential District (HR-1).
The project involves a request for a Plat Amendment to combine the southerly thirteen feet
(13" of Lot 30, all of Lot 31, and the northerly fourteen feet (14') of Lot 32 of Block 73 of
the First Millsite Reservation Subdivision, into two (2) separate lots. An existing historic
structure having several non-historic additions, straddles all the lots. There is also a non-
historic detached garage located near the Daly Avenue right-of-way on the southern-most
corner of the lot. Additionally, a four foot tall concrete retaining wall extends from the
garage, north onto the adjacent property. Lastly, the adjoining single-family structure to the
north encroaches diagonally onto the Martinez property from two to five feet.

The request of the applicant is to subdivide the lots in order to accommodate the possibility
of a duplex on one lot, and reconstruct the historic dwelling on the adjacent lot. Approval of

M:\CDDA\DS\COUNCIL\2000\reports\187daly.wpd
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the plat is subject to the remov
property (the existing house over
the southerly lot line; and the adj
encroachments require approval of
submitted on April 20, 1999. It w
1, 2000, who remanded the proje
2000, Staff found the project t
Guidelines, and approved the app
Public Hearing and approve the H

C. ANALYSIS

The applicant proposes to combine the southerly thir

and the northerly fourteen feet (1
Subdivision, into two (2) separatg
(See Exhibit B). The request of thg
the possibility of a duplex on ong
adjacent lot. The existing detache
lot will be removed.

al of the existing ¢
the proposed interm

lication. Staff is req

> applicant is to subd

>ncroachments involving the subject
ediate lot line; the existing house over
acent house over the northerly lot line). Removal of the
Fa Historic District Design Review Application, which was
as reviewed by the Historic District Commission on May
ot back to Staff for final review and approval. On May 24,
o be in compliance with the Historic District Design
uesting the City Council to conduct a
'lat Amendment application.

teen feet (13') of Lot 30, all of Lot 31,
4') of Lot 32 of Block 73 of the First Millsite Reservation
 lots, which total approximately 7,300 square feet in area
ivide the lots in order to accommodate
> lot, and a reconstruction of the historic dwelling on the
d garage located near the southwestern-most corner of the

Lot A LotB

Lot Size 3,417 sq. feet 3,712 sq. feet
Setbacks

. Front 12

. Rear 12

. Side 3' minimum 3' minimum

6' total 6' total

Height 27
Max. Bldg. 1,413.35 s.f. 1,505.22 s.f.
Footprint

The remnant lots created by the p
the southern portion of Lot 32) ar
separate ownership. The propos
regulations. This proposal does ng
37.55" wide lots are consistent wit

roposed plat amend
e tied to Lot 29 and

ment (northern portion of Lot 30 and
Lot 33 respectively, which are under
sed plat amendment complies with the HR-1 District
bt increase the density on the lot. The proposed 35.55' and
h other lot sizes in the immediate area. After reviewing the

request, the Community Development Department finds that the creation of the new lot is

in compliance with the Land Mar

1agement Code, and supports the plat amendment.
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The Plat Amendment is being processed through the Planning Commission and City Council
procedure due to the fact that State Law prohibits use of the administrative approval when
the action results in the creation of a remnant lot. The Community Development Director
does not have the authority to approve a lot line adjustment that creates a remnant lot even
though signatures from all adjacent properties owners have been submitted.

D. NOTICE

Notice of this hearing was sent to property owners within 300' on May 25, 2000, as part of
the Plat Amendment procedure. No formal comments have been filed at the time of this
report.

E. DEPARTMENT REVIEW

The Community Development Department has reviewed this request. The City Attorney and
City Engineer will review the plat prior to recordation. The request was discussed at a Staff
Review Meetings on May 18, 1999, where representatives from local utilities and City Staff
were in attendance. Discussion focused on issues involving flood hazard (basements in the
area are questionable), possible utilities relocation, snow storage easements, and need for
public improvements.

ALTERNATIVES

A. Approval of the proposed plat amendment combining the southerly thirteen feet (13)
of Lot 30, all of Lot 31, and the northerly fourteen feet (14") of Lot 32 of Block 73
of the First Millsite Reservation Subdivision, into two (2) separate lots.

B. Deny the subdivision plat amendment and retain the original Record of Survey.
C. Continue the item and request further evaluation from the Staff.

SIGNIFICANT IMPACTS:

The proposed amendment will result in two (2) lots which meet the minimum lot
requirement for the HR-1 District. This proposal does not increase the density on the lot and
will resolve existing non-conforming conditions. Given the required setbacks, the historic
district height restrictions, and the predominant ownership pattern and house size in the area,
any increase in density by this subdivision plat amendment will result in structures that are
compatible in mass and scale with the immediate neighborhood.

CONSEQUENCES OF NOT TAKING THE RECOMMENDED ACTION:
If the plat amendment is not approved as proposed, the necessary structural repairs to the
existing historic dwelling will not be permitted.

RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends that the Planning Commission conduct a public hearing, consider public
input and forward a positive recommendation to the City Council to approve the 187 Daly
Avenue Plat based on the following Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law and Conditions
of approval:

M:ACDD\DS\COUNCIL\2000\reports\187daly.wpd
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Findings of Fact:

1.
2.

wn

Conclusions of Law:

1.

2.

3.

Conditions of Approval:

1.

o

10.

The lots are located in th
The site currently contaj
historic construction c

applicants intend to peti

reconstruct the historic d|
The proposed Plat Ame
possibility of two single-t

¢ HR-1 District.
Ins an existing dwelhng composed of historic and non-
paigns which stl(addles all of the existing lots. The
itioned the HlStOI’lC\ District Commission to relocate and
welling on one of the proposed lots.

ndment will combine three (3) lots to accommodate the
lamily residences, ojr a single-family dwelling and a duplex.

This proposal does not increase the density on the lot.
Dedication of a ten (10) foot non-exclusive snow storage easement on Lot A and B

along Daly Avenue is ne
The property is shown a
from FEMA.

There is good cause for

cessary to provide adequate snow removal services.

5 a Flood Hazard Area on the Flood Insurance Rate Map

the amendment aS\ mcreased setbacks are provided and

overall density is controlled.
Neither the public nor any person will be niatenally injured by the proposed plat

amendment.

The proposal is consistent with both the Park City Land Management Code Chapter

2.2 and Chapter 15 and §

City Attorney and City |
compliance with the La
condition precedent to pl
A ten (10) foot non-exchy
Avenue shall be dedicate
Any new structures on L|
maximum footprint requi
Historic District Design (
The design and rehabilita

Historic District Design Guidelines.

Full building permits fo
recorded.

tate subdivision requlrements

Engineer review and approval of the plat amendment for
nd Management Code and conditions of approval is a
at recording v
Isive snow storage easement on Lot A and B, along Daly
d to the City on the plat.

ot A or Lot B shall comply with the setback, height, and
rements set forth in the Land Management Code and the
suidelines, as amended.

tion of all structures on Lots A & B shall comply with the

r Lot A and Lot B may not be issued until the plat is

The Plat Amendment shall not be recorded prior to the removal of the encroachment
of the existing structure oyer the proposed intermediate lot line which will divide Lot

A and Lot B.
A note shall appear on th
Area.
No remnant lot hereby cr

s final plat that the property is a designated Flood Hazard

cated is separately developable.

All Standard Project Conditions shall apply (Please see Exhibit E- Standard Project

Conditions).

This approval shall expir¢ one year from the date of City Council approval, unless

this plat amendment is re

corded prior to that date.

AE

MACDD\DS\COUNCIL\2000\reports\ | 87daly.wpd




EXHIBITS:

Exhibit A - Location Map

Exhibit B - Existing Site Plan

Exhibit C - Existing Plat

Exhibit D - Proposed Plat Amendment
Exhibit E - Standard Conditions of Approval
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Exhibit A
Vicinity Map

187 Daly Ave.
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Ordinance No. 99-

AN ORDINANCE APPROV
AMENDMENT PLAT TO COM
LOT 30, ALL OF LOT 31, AND
32 OF BLOCK 73 OF THE FIRS

TWO (2) SI
187 DALY

WHEREAS, the owng
the northerly fourteen feet (14') of Lo
have petitioned the City Council for

WHEREAS, the prg
requirements of the Land Managemse

WHEREAS, proper 1

WHEREAS, the Plan

to receive input on the proposed plat;

ING THE 187 DALY AVENUE PLAT - LOT LINE
BINE THE SOUTHERLY THIRTEEN FEET (13') OF
THE NORTHERLY FOURTEEN FEET (14') OF LOT
3T MILLSITE RESERVATION SUBDIVISION, INTO
EPARATE LOTS LOCATED AT

" AVENUE, PARK CITY, UTAH

er of the southerly thirteen feet (13') of Lot 30, all of Lot 31, and
t 32 of Block 73 of the First Millsite Reservation Subdivision,

approval of a revisiﬁon to the final plat; and

perty was properly noticed and posted according to the
nt Code; and ‘

egal notice was sent to all affected property owners; and

ning Commission helda public hearing on September 22, 1999,

>

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission, on September 22, 1999, forwarded a positive

recommendation to the City Council

WHEREAS, on June
on the proposed plat amendment; an

WHEREAS, it is in {
survey and plat amendment.

NOW, THEREFORE
as follows:

SECTION 1. FINDI

; and,

1,2000, the City Co
i

uncil held a public hearing to receive input

he best interest of Park City, Utah to approve the record of

BE IT ORDAINED by the City Council of Park City, Utah

The lots are located in the HJ

2.
construction campaigns whig
petitioned the Historic Distrio
on one of the proposed lots.
3. The proposed Plat Amendme
of two single-family resideng
4. The proposed plat amendmen

NGS. The followiﬂg findings are hereby adopted.

R-1 District.

The site currently contains an existing dwelling composed of historic and non-historic

th straddles all of the existing lots. The applicants intend to
t Commission to relocate and reconstruct the historic dwelling

nt will combine three (3) lots to accomme date the nossibility
es, or a single-family dwelling and a oupicx.
I, as conditioned, reduces the potential density on Daly Avenue

3¢




by requiring HDC design review of the all proposed structures.

Dedication of a ten (10) foot non-exclusive snow storage easement on Lot A and B along
Daly Avenue is necessary to provide adequate snow removal services.

The property is shown as a Flood Hazard Area on the Flood Insurance Rate Map from
FEMA.

SECTION 2. CONCLUSIONS OF LAW. The City Council hereby concludes that

there is good cause for the above-mentioned plat amendment, that neither the public nor any person
will be materially injured by the proposed amendment and that the proposal is consistent with both
the Park City Land Management Code and State subdivision requirements.

SECTION 3. PLAT APPROVAL. The plat amendment to combine the southerly

thirteen feet (13') of Lot 30, all of Lot 31, and the northerly fourteen feet (14') of Lot 32 of Block 73
of the First Millsite Reservation Subdivision, into two (2) separate lots, known as 187 Daly Avenue
Plat - Lot Line Amendment Plat, is approved as shown on Exhibit B, with the following conditions:

L.

10.

City Attorney and City Engineer review and approval of the plat amendment for compliance
with the Land Management Code and conditions of approval is a condition precedent to plat
recording

A ten (10) foot non-exclusive snow storage easement on Lot A and B, along Daly Avenue
shall be dedicated to the City on the plat.

Any new structures on Lot A or Lot B shall comply with the setback, height, and maximum
footprint requirements set forth in the Land Management Code and the Historic District

Design Guidelines, as amended.

The design and rehabilitation of all structures on Lots A & B shall comply with the Historic
District Design Guidelines.

Full building permits for Lot A and Lot B may not be issued until the plat is recorded.

The Plat Amendment shall not be recorded prior to the removal of the encroachment of the
existing structure over the proposed intermediate lot line which will divide Lot A and Lot
B.

A note shall appear on the final plat that the property is a designed Flood Hazard Area.
No remnant lot hereby created is separately developable.

All Standard Project Conditions shall apply (Please see Exhibit D- Standard Project
Conditions).

This approval shall expire one year from the date of City Council approval, unless
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this plat amendment is recorded prior to that date.
SECTION 4. EFFECTIVE DATE. This Ordinance shall take effect upon publication.

PASSED AND ADQPTED this 1st day of June, 2000.

PARK CITY MUNICIPAL CORPORATION

Mayor Bradley A. Olch

Attest:

Janet M. Scott, City Recorder

Approved as to form:

Mark D. Harrington, City Attorney




PARK CITY

1884

DATE: June 1, 2000

DEPARTMENT: Planning

AUTHOR: Kirsten Whetstone, AICP KA

TITLE: Park City Mountain Village Subdivision-Phase B-1
TYPE OF ITEM: Final Plat

SUMMARY RECOMMENDATIONS: Approve with conditions.

DESCRIPTION

Owners: Powdr Development Company

Location: 1340, and 1360 Lowell Ave

Zoning: RC-MPD (subject to PCMR Development Agreement)

Adjacent Land Uses: Ski Area, Resort Residential
Reason for Review: Subdivision Plat creating a development parcel for Jupiter Peak Lodge

B. Background

On June 25, 1997, the Planning Commission approved a Large Scale MPD for the Park City
Mountain Resort (PCMR). That approval was later formalized in a Development Agreement
which was dated June 25, 1998. The first phase of the Master Plan (Marriott MountainSide) was
approved by the Planning Commission and is under construction.

The approved phasing plan anticipated that the next parcel for development would be parcel B.
This parcel is the main parking lot in front of the resort. This parcel was proposed to be
developed in three or four phases. In November 1999, the Planning Commission approved a
CUP for the first phase of development on parcel B (B1), which is known as Jupiter Peak Lodge.
Powdr Corp. is now requesting a subdivision of this parcel to allow it to be developed.

On May 10, 2000 the Planning Commission forwarded to City Council a positive
recommendation to approve the subdivision plat for Parcel B.
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C. Analysis

Public Improvements
The staff and Powdr Development

City Mountain Resort and the timi
is not anticipating construction o
Peak Lodge on parcel B1) prior to
Avenue until after the games. In g
that most of the lower parking

beginning in the fall 0of 2001. The
there will be limited skier parking

The relocation of Lowell Avenue 4
pedestrian circulation and landscg
years, the staff asked Powdr Dej
landscape improvements along L
rather to improve an existing defig
stripe a pedestrian lane along Low

have been discussing future development phasing at the Park
ng in relation to the Olympics. The Park City Mountain Resort
f any additional development parcels (other than the Jupiter
the Olympics. They are also not planning to relocate Lowell
ddition, Park City (Dlymplc Coordinator Frank Bell indicates
lot areas will be occupled with Olympic related activities
re will be little roonn for construction staging of any kind and
available.

ind construction in tk
\pe improvements.
velopment to propo

1e lower parking lot will include extensive
Since that will not occur for at least two
se and install temporary pedestrian and
owell Ave. This is not to accommodate the Olympics, but
ient situation along Lowell Ave. The applicant has agreed to
ell Avenue and stripe some crosswalk locations this summer.

Other sidewalk and circulation improvements will be done concurrent with the construction on

the Jupiter Peak Lodge. PCMR hag

There will also be landscape,
development of Parcel B1. No by
until and unless a plan and financ

Parcel B Phasing and Ownership
Eventually, development on Parc

may actually be developed by one
want to release the entire parcel to
control over the future developme
build to property line, with the u
amendment will be processed to ¢
with the subdivision of the Marrig

D. Department Review

RECOMMENDATION
The staff recommends the City C¢

Findings of Fact:
1. The City and Powdr Corporat

forth the Master Planned Developr
City Mountain Resort.
2. The Park City Mountain Resor

agreed to provide perpetual maintenance of all of the striping.

pedestrian and other improvements associated with the
hilding permits will be issued for development on parcel B1
jal security is submitted for those improvements.

el B will have a common underground parking structure and
developer as a phased project. Powder Development does not
any one developer at this time to ensure that they do not lose
nt phases. The development on parcel B1 will be allowed to
nderstanding that when the adjacent parcel develops, a plat
liminate the property line. This same process was followed
tt MountainSide parcel (Parcel A).

Planning, Engineering, Building and Legal Departments have preliminarily reviewed the plat.

buncil approve the éubdivision plat based on the following:

lon have entered into a Development Agreement which sets
nent Approval for the remaining parcels at the base of the Park

t Master Plan anticipated that parcel B (the main parking lot)
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would be developed in phases.

3. The Planning Commission has reviewed and approved a CUP for construction on the first
phase of parcel B which is now known as Jupiter Peak Lodge.

4. In order for Powdr Corporation to transfer ownership of the B1 parcel to the developer of the
Jupiter Peak Lodge, a subdivision is necessary.

5. When the balance of the B parcel is developed, there will be a common parking structure and
a plat amendment will need to be processed to eliminate the property line.

6. On May 10, 2000 the Planning Commission held a public hearing and forwarded to City
Council a positive recommendation to approve the Park City Mountain Village Subdivision-
Parcel B-1.

Conclusions of Law:

1. The proposed subdivision plat is consistent with the Large Scale Master Plan Development
for the Park City Mountain Resort.

2. The proposal, as conditioned, is consistent with the Park City Land Management Code and
General Plan.

3. There is good cause for this proposed plat.

4. Neither the public nor any person will be materially injured by the proposed plat.

Conditions of Approval:
1. All standard conditions of approval shall apply.

2.City Engineer and City Attorney review and approval of the plat for compliance with the

conditions of approval, the Land Management Code and state law is a condition precedent to plat

recordation.

3. The plat shall contain the following notes:

a. A zero sideyard setback is permitted along the lot lines common to Lots B1 and B2.

b. No structural penetration between buildings may be located on separate lots unless the
project is platted under the Utah Condominium Act, as an expandable condominium
project and a lot combination occurs prior to construction. See note “c” for exception.

c. Penetration between lot Bl and B2 will be allowed only to accommodate subsurface
parking and circulation subject to specific requirements of the Park City Chief Building
Official.

4. Prior to issuance of building permits, a final plan for pedestrian improvements will be

required to be approved by the City. A financial security to ensure installation of those

improvements must be posted prior to permit issuance. The applicant is responsible for
maintenance of all pedestrian improvements of whatever nature.

EXHIBITS
Exhibit A - Plat
Exhibit B - Location Map




Ordinance No. 2000-

AN ORDINANCE APPROVING A FINAL SUBDIVISION PLAT

FOR 1340 AND 1360 LOWEL

L AVENUE, KNOWN AS PARK CITY MOUNTAIN

VILLAGE SUBDIVISION- PHASE B-1, PARK CITY, UTAH

WHEREAS, the owner of the property at 1340 and 1360 Lowell Avenue, known as
Park City Mountain Village Subdivision- Phase B-1, peztitioned the City Council for approval of a

final subdivision plat; and

WHEREAS, the property was properly noticed and posted according to the

requirements of the Land Manageme

nt Code; and

WHEREAS, proper legal notice was sent to all affected property owners; and

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission held a public hearing on May 10, 2000 to

receive input on the proposed subdiy

WHEREAS, on June
plat; and

WHEREAS, it is in
subdivision plat for Park City Mount

NOW, THEREFORE

ision; and

1, 2000 the City Council reviewed the proposed subdivision

the best interest of Park City, Utah to approve the final
ain Village Subdivision Phase B-1;

BEIT ORDAINED by the City Council of Park City, Utah as

follows:
SECTION 1. FINDINGS. The following findings are hereby adopted:
1. The City and Powdr Corporation have entered into a Development Agreement which sets

forth the Master Planned Devglopment Approval for the remaining parcels at the base of the

Park City Mountain Resort.
2. The Park City Mountain Resq
would be developed in phase

rt Master Plan anticipated that parcel B (the main parking lot)

by

.

3. The Planning Commission has reviewed and approved a CUP for construction on the first

phase of parcel B which is ng
4, In order for Powdr Corporatio
Jupiter Peak Lodge, a subdiv
S. When the balance of the B par|
a plat amendment will need t

w known as Jupiter Peak Lodge.

n to transfer ownership of the B1 parcel to the developer of the
sion is necessary.

cel is developed, there will be a common parking structure and
b be processed to eliminate the property line.

6. On May 10, 2000 the Planning Commission held a public hearing and forwarded to City

Council a positive recommen
Phase B-1.

dation to approve the Park City Mountain Village Subdivision
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SECTION 2. CONCLUSIONS OF LAW. The City Council hereby concludes that
there is good cause for the above-mentioned subdivision plat, that neither the public nor any person
will be materially injured by the proposed amendment. The final plat is consistent with both the Park
City Land Management Code and State subdivision requirements.

SECTION 3. PLAT APPROVAL. The final subdivision plat for 1340 and 1360
Lowell Avenue, known as Park City Mountain Village Subdivision Phase B-1, is approved as shown
on Exhibit A, with the following conditions:

1. All standard conditions of approval shall apply.
City Engineer and City Attorney review and approval of the plat for compliance with the
conditions of approval, the Land Management Code and state law is a condition precedent
to plat recordation.

3. The plat shall contain the following notes:
a. A zero side yard setback is permitted along the lot lines common to Lots B1 and B2.
b. No structural penetration between buildings may be located on separate lots unless

the project is platted under the Utah Condominium Act, as an expandable
condominium project and a lot combination occurs prior to construction. See note
“c” for exception.

c. Penetration between lot B1 and B2 will be allowed only to accommodate subsurface
parking and circulation subject to specific requirements of the Park City Chief

Building Official.
4. Prior to issuance of building permits, a final plan for pedestrian improvements will be

required to be approved by the City. A financial security to ensure installation of those
improvements must be posted prior to permit issuance. The applicant is responsible for
maintenance of all pedestrian improvements of whatever nature.

SECTION 4. EFFECTIVE DATE. This Ordinance shall take effect upon

publication.

PASSED AND ADOPTED this 1 st day of June, 2000.

PARK CITY MUNICIPAL CORPORATION

Mayor Bradley A. Olch

L/



Attest:

Janet M. Scott, City Recorder

Approved as to form:

Mark D. Harrington, City Attorney
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' PARK CITY

DATE: June 1, 2000

DEPARTMENT: Planning Department

TITLE: 1048 Lowell Avenue - Plat Amendment
TYPE OF ITEM: Legislative

SUMMARY RECOMMENDATIONS: Conduct a public hearing and approve the proposed
resubdivision of Lots 20 and 21, Block 28, of the Snyder’s Addition to the Park City Survey into
one (1) lot.

DESCRIPTION:

A. Topic.

PROJECT STATISTICS

Owners: James and Deborah Christensen
Location: 1048 Lowell

Proposal: Plat amendment

Zoning: Historic Residential (HR-1)
Adjacent Land Uses: Residential

Project Planner: Ray Milliner

B. Background.
The proposed plat amendment will combine lots 20 and the north % of lot 21 of Block 28 of the

Snyder’s Addition to the Park City Survey. The Planning Commission reviewed the application
on May 24, 2000 and forwarded a positive recommendation to the City Council. The applicant
has filed this application with the intention of some day constructing a new single family
residence on the lot.

C. Analysis
This request is to combine portions of two (2) lots to create one (1) parcel to accommodate a

single family home. Staff has evaluated the overall project against the Land Management Code
regulations for the HR-1 District, and determined the proposed lot combination complies as
presented with all requisite City codes. All proposed building construction will be reviewed by
staff for compliance with all Land Management Code and Historic District Guidelines.

1




D. Notice
Notice of this hearing was sent to prg
comments have been filed at the timsg

E. Department Review.

The Community Development Depai
City Engineer Offices will review th
Staff Review Meeting on April 18, 2
attendance and found it to be in confi

F. Recommendation:

Staff recommends that the City Cour
Amendment for 1048 Lowell based ¢
Conditions of approval;

Findings of Fact:

dperty owners withib 300' on March 27, 2000. No
> of this report.

rtment has reviewed this request. The City Attorney and

e plat prior to recording. The request was discussed at a
000, where representatives from City Staff were in
brmance with all current requisite City development codes.

icil conduct a public hearing and approve the Plat
n the following Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law and

nt will combine one lot and a portion of another lot into one
ruction of a new single family home.

s and driveway improvements will diminish the amount of
ze on Lowell Avenue during the winter months.

L. The property is located in the HR-1 District.
2. The property in question is clirrently vacant.
3. The proposed Plat Amendme

lot to accommodate the const
4. The construction of this hom

land available for snow storaj
5. The Planning Commission fo

Conclusions of Law:

1. There is good cause for the a1

2. Neither the public nor any pe
amendment.

The proposal is consistent wi

and 15 and State subdivision

"
J.

Conditions of Approval:
1. City Attorney and City Engin
compliance with the Land Mz
precedent to plat recording.
This approval shall expire or
plat amendment is recorded p
A five foot snow storage easd
Lowell Avenue.
A note shall be added to the
developable

W2

Exhibits:
Exhibit A - Location Map
Exhibit B - Proposed Plat

rwarded a positive recommendation to the City Council

mendment. ‘
rson will be materially injured by the proposed plat

th both the Park City Land Management Code Chapters 2.2
requirements.

eer review and approval of the plat amendment for
anagement Code and conditions of approval is a condition
le year from the date of City Council approval, unless this
rior to that date.

ment shall be dedicated and shown on the final plat near

plat that the remnant lot is not hereby rendered separately
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PARI CITY

Ordinance No. 00-

AN ORDINANCE APPROVING AN AMENDMENT TO THE PARK CITY PLAT TO
COMBINE ALL OF LOT 20 AND A PORTION OF LOT 21 OF BLOCK 28 OF THE
SNYDER’S ADDITION TO THE PARK CITY SURVEY INTO ONE LOT OF RECORD
AT 1048 LOWELL AVENUE

WHEREAS, the owners, James and Deborah Christensen, of the property known
as 1048 Lowell Avenue, have petitioned the City Council for approval of a subdivision plat; and

WHEREAS, proper notice was sent and the property posted according to
requirements of the Land Management Code and State Law; and

WHEREAS, on May 24, 2000 the Planning Commission held a public hearing to
receive public input on the proposed plat amendment and forwarded a positive recommendation
of approval to the City Council; and

WHEREAS, the proposed plat amendment allows the property owner to
consolidate one lot and a portion of another into one lot of record; and

WHEREAS, it is in the best interest of Park City Utah to approve the plat
amendment.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED by the City Council of Park City, Utah
as follows:

SECTION 1. FINDINGS OF FACT. The above recitals are hereby incorporated
as findings of fact. The following are also adopted by City Council as findings of fact:

l. The Planning Commission forwarded a positive recommendation for the subdivision plat
to the City Council on May 24, 2000.

2. The property is located in the HR-1 District.

2. The property in question is currently vacant.

3. The proposed Plat Amendment will combine one lot and a portion of another into one lot
to accommodate the construction of a new single family home.

4. The construction of this home and driveway improvements will diminish the amount of
land available for snow storage on Lowell Avenue during the winter months.

5. The Planning Commission forwarded a positive recommendation to the City Council.

SECTION 2. CONCLUSIONS OF LAW. The City Council hereby adopts the
following Conclusions of Law:

1. There is good cause for the amendment.



attached as Exhibit B is hereby ado

1.

2. This approval shall expire o
plat amendment is recorded

3. A five foot snow storage ea:
Lowell Avenue.

4. A note shall be added to the
developable.

publication.

Attest:

Neither the public nor any p
amendment.
The proposal is consistent v
and 15 and State subdivisio

SECTION 3. CON]

erson will be materially injured by the proposed plat

yith both the Park City Land Management Code Chapters 7
n requirements.

DITIONS OF APPROVAL. The proposed subdivision plat

City Attorney and City Eng
compliance with the Land N
precedent to plat recording.

pted with the following Conditions of Approval:

ineer review and approval of the plat amendment for
lanagement Code and conditions of approval is a condition

ne year from the date of City Council approval, unless this
prior to that date.

sement shall be dedicated and shown on the final plat near

plat that the remnant lot is not hereby rendered separately

SECTION 4. EFFECTIVE DATE. This Ordinance shall take effect upon

PASSED AND ADQPTED this 6" day of June, 2000.

PARK CITY MUNICIPAL CORPORATION

Mayor Bradley A. Olch

Janet M. Scott, City Recorder

Approved as to form:

Mark D. Harrington, City Attorney
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DATE: June 1, 2000

DEPARTMENT: Planning Department

AUTHOR: Derek Satchell

TITLE: 347 Woodside Replat - Lot Line Combination Plat
TYPE OF ITEM: Legislative

SUMMARY RECOMMENDATIONS: Staff recommends that the City Council conduct
a public hearing and approve the proposed plat amendment to combine the north 20' of Lot
12, Lot 13, and southerly half of Lot 14, Block 30 of the Park City Survey into one (1) Lot
as conditioned.

A. TOPIC

Applicant: George Nitze and Carol Carter
Applicant’s Representative: Jonathan DeGray, Architect
Location: 347 Woodside Avenue

Zoning: Historic Residential District - HR-1
Adjacent Land Uses: Residential

Date of Application: December 15, 1998

Project Planner: Derek Satchell

B. BACKGROUND

The project site is located at 347 Woodside Avenue in the Historic Residential District (HR-
1) immediately east of the Treasure Hill Subdivision. The project involves a request for a
Plat Amendment to combine the north 20' of Lot 12, all of Lot 13, and southerly half of Lot
14 into one (1) platted lot. An existing historic structure (having several non-historic addition
campaigns) straddles all the lots. There are two retaining walls/planters made of railroad ties
which transverse the downhill side of the front yard set back, and a dry-stack stone retaining
wall between the front property line and the edge of Woodside Avenue. Additionally, there
is a non-conforming exterior parking pad (located in the city right-of-way) which “benches”
into the hillside fronting Woodside Avenue.

A Conditional Use Permit Application for development on a steep slope was reviewed ~nd
approved by the Planning Commission on April 12, 2000, to construct a two-story addition

MACDD\DSY\COUNCILA2000\reports\347wood.wpd




to the rear of the existing historic single family structure. Furthermore, the applicant

proposes to remodel the historic
level, front deck and two-car tand
a Public Hearing and approve the
Application was submitted by the
with the Historic District Design
upon the approval of the plat ame

C. ANALYSIS

The applicant proposes to combin
half of Lot 14 into one (1) platted

The applicant proposes to create

existing historic structure.

The existing structure has vehicu
non-conforming in use. Because o
no garage and no driveway acces
leading to the front door which is

portion of the dwelling that will include a full basement
em garage. Staff is requesting the City Council to conduct
Plat Amendment application. An Historic Design Review
applicant, and the design was found to be in compliance
Guidelines. The addition design proposed is incumbent
ndment.

e the north 20' of Lot 12, all of Lot 13, and southerly most
ot, which totals 3,619 square feet in area (See Exhibit B).
a single lot in order to accommodate an addition to the

lar access off Woodside Avenue, although it is currently
fthe steep uphill slope of the front yard, there is currently
s to the existing structure. There is an existing stairway
approximately thirty-five (35) feet back from Woodside

Avenue. The applicant proposes to “bench-out” the front yard of the existing Lot 12 (along

Woodside Avenue) in order to ac

commodate a driveway leading to a garage.

Tot#12 | Lot #13 [ Lot #14

Existing Current
Use

Existing Historic Dwelling

Proposed | Lot Size

3,619 sq. ft.(Total)

Units

1

Code

Requirement | getbacks

Existing Historic Dwelling w/ Addition

S

*  Front 10! min/ 20' total with rear
e Side 5" min/
10’ total
* Rear 10' min
Height 27 maximum
Parking Not required by Code
Design Conditional Use Permit Review and

Historic District Design Review

The remnant lots created by the proposed plat amendment (southern 5' of Lot 12 and the
northern 2 of Lot 14) are tied to Lot 11 and Lot 15 respectively, which are under scperatc

M:ACDD\DS\COUNCIL\2000\reports\347wood.wpd
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ownership. The proposed plat amendment complies with the HR-1 District regulations. This
proposal does not increase the density on the lot. The proposed 57.5' wide lot is consistent
with other lot sizes in the immediate area. After reviewing the request, the Community
Development Department finds that the creation of the new lot is in compliance with the
Land Management Code, and supports the plat amendment.

The Plat Amendment is being processed through the Planning Commission and City Council
procedure due to the fact that State Law prohibits use of the administrative approval when
the action results in the creation of a remnant lot. The Community Development Director
does not have the authority to approve a lot line adjustment that creates a remnant lot even
though signatures from all adjacent properties owners have been submitted.

D. NOTICE

Notice of this hearing was sent to property owners within 300' on April 26, 2000, as part of
the Plat Amendment procedure. No formal comments have been filed at the time of this
report.

E. DEPARTMENT REVIEW

The Community Development Department has reviewed this request. The City Attorey’s
Office will review the plat prior to recordation. The request was discussed at a Staff Review
Meeting on February 2, 1999, where representatives from local utility companies and City
Staff were in attendance and found it to be in conformance with all requisite City
development codes of which we are currently aware. The City Engineer shall review and
approve the slope and drainage issues related to the installation of the new driveway off
Woodside Avenue, since there exists a small-scale local drainage impairment.

ALTERNATIVES

A. Approval of the proposed plat amendment to combine the north 20' of Lot 12, Lot 13,
and southerly half of Lot 14, Block 30, into a single lot as conditioned to accommodate
the existing single-family residence and addition.

B. Deny the plat amendment and retain the original Record of Survey which would prohibit
the applicant from making the proposed modifications to the existing historic structure.

C. Continue the item and request further evaluation from the Staff.

SIGNIFICANT IMPACTS:
The proposed amendment will result in one (1) lot which will meet the lot requirement for
the HR-1 District. The plat amendment will not increase the density of the lot.

CONSEQUENCES OF NOT TAKING THE RECOMMENDED ACTION:
If the plat amendment is not approved as proposed, the necessary structural repairs to the
existing historic dwelling will not be permitted.

RECOMMENDATION:
Staff requests that the City Council conduct a public hearing and consider Staff’s
recommendation to approve the 347 Woodside Replat - Lot Line Combination Plat to

MACDD\DSNCOUNCILA2000vreports\347wood.wpd
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combine the north 20' of Lot 12, ]
lot based on the following:

Findings of Fact:
1.

2.

7.
8.

Conclusions of Law:

. An Historic Design Review 4

The property is located in the

The amendment will combin

Lot 13, and southerly half of Lot 14, Block 30, into a single

> Historic Residential District (HR-1).

e the north 20' of Lot 12, Lot 13, and northern most half of

Lot 14, Block 30 into a single lot to allow for proposed improvement to the property.

The lots are occupied by an ¢
The Conditional Use Perm

reviewed and approved by th
two-story addition to the reat

the existing historic house an
Historic District Design Guig
The addition design propose

The plat amendment will not

existing historic dwelling.

it Application for Development on a Steep Slope was
le Planning Commission on April 12, 2000, to construct a
r of the existing historic single family structure.
Application was reviewed by Staff for the rehabilitation of
d construction of the rear addition for compliance with the
lelines. The application was approved on May 22, 2000.

d is incumbent upoﬁ the approval of the plat amendment.

increase density on the lot.

Parking is a problem in the area.

1.

2.

Conditions of Approval:

There is good cause for the amendment.

Neither the public nor any
amendment.

The proposal is consistent w

person will be materially injured by the proposed plat

ith both the Park City Land Management Code Chapter 7

and Chapter 15 and State subdivision requirements.

1.

City Attorney and City Engineer review and approval of the plat amendment for

compliance with the Land M
precedent to plat recordation

anagement Code and conditions of approval is a condition

Design of the proposed addition and garage requires compliance with the Historic

District Design Guidelines.

This approval shall expire one year from the date of Planning Commission approval,

unless this Plat Amendment

s recorded prior to that date.

1Y
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4. No remnant lot created is separately developable.

5. Anote shall be added to the plat stating that no accessory apartment and/or lockouts, etc.
shall be permitted as part of the historic dwelling or lower living areas (including the

garage).

6. The City Engineer shall review and approve the slope, configuration and drainage pattern
of the proposed driveway fronting Woodside Avenue.

EXHIBITS:

Exhibit A - Location Map

Exhibit B - Existing Plat

Exhibit C - Proposed Plat Amendment
Exhibit D - Standard Conditions of Approval

M:ACDD\DS'\COUNCIL\2000\reports\347wood.wpd




hibit A
Vicinity Map
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Ordinance No. 99-

AN ORDINANCE APPROVING THE 347 WOODSIDE REPLAT - LOT LINE
COMBINATION PLAT TO COMBINE THE NORTH 20' OF LOT 12, ALL OF LOT 13,
AND THE SOUTHERLY HALF OF LOT 14, BLOCK 30 OF THE PARK CITY SURVEY
INTO ONE PLATTED LOT, LOCATED AT 347 WOODSIDE AVENUE, PARK CITY,
UTAH

WHEREAS, the owner of the north twenty feet (20') of Lot 12, all of Lot 13, and the
southerly half of Lot 14 in Block 30 of the Park City Survey have petitioned the City Council for
approval of a revision to the final plat; and

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

WHEREAS, proper legal notice was sent to all affected property owners; and

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission held a public hearing on May 10, 2000, to
receive input on the proposed plat;

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission, on May 10, 2000, forwarded a positive
recommendation to the City Council; and,

WHEREAS, on June 1, 2000, the City Council held a public hearing to receive input
on the proposed plat amendment; and

WHEREAS, it is in the best interest of Park City, Utah to approve the record of
survey and plat amendment.

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT ORDAINED by the City Council of Park City, Utah
as follows:

SECTION 1. FINDINGS. The following findings are hereby adopted.

1. The property is located in the Historic Residential District (HR-1).

2. The amendment will combine the north twenty feet (20") of Lot 12, all of Lot 13, and the
southerly half of Lot 14 in Block 30 of the Park City Survey, into a single lot to allow for
proposed improvement to the property.

3. The lots are occupied by an existing historic dwelling.

4. The Conditional Use Permit Application for Development on a Steep Slope was reviewed

and approved by the Planning Commission on April 12, 2000, to construct a two-story
addition to the rear of the existing historic single family structure.
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SECTION 4. EFFECTIVE DATE. This Ordinance shall take effect upon publication.

PASSED AND ADOPTED this 1st day of June, 2000.

PARK CITY MUNICIPAL CORPORATION

Mayor Bradley A. Olch

Attest:

Janet M. Scott, City Recorder

Approved as to form:

Mark D. Harrington, City Attorney
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 CITYCOUNCIL

~ STAFFREPORT
DATE: June 1, 2000
DEPARTMENT: Community Development
AUTHOR: Rick Lewis, Community Development Director,
Megan Ryan, Consultant
TITLE: Housing Element - Phase II General Plan
TYPE OF ITEM: Adoption of Resolution

SUMMARY RECOMMENDATIONS: Discuss and adopt the proposed resolution
adopting a Housing Element for the Park City General Plan.

A. Description
Housing Element of Phase II of the General Plan.

B. Background
This element set the direction for City’s policies on housing. The element was reviewed

at a public hearing by the Council on May 18, 2000 with a positive recommendation from
the Planning Commission. The staff had also asked the Council for direction on the
establishment of the Park City Housing Authority. An issues paper has been attached as
Exhibit B for discussion and future action by the Council.

C. Analysis
The housing element focuses on policies and suggested action plans for the production of

housing in our community. Many of the items have already been accomplished but are
included because this is the first Housing element adopted by the City and it is felt past
achievements should be chronicled as evidence to the City’s ongoing commitment to
affordable housing.

D. Impacts
As drafted some of the policies outlined in the document would have financial impacts to

the City. The policies would require staff review and/or additional funds to contract for
services to implement the program. Action plan items would require code amendments
and/or new ordinances and would require action and review by the Planning Commission
and/or City Council prior to implementation.
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E. Department Review
Community Development Department, Office of Capital Management and Budget and
the City Attorney’s Office.

RECOMMENDATION:
Adopt the attached Resolution adopting a Housing Element for the Park City General
Plan.

Exhibits

Exhibit A - Proposed Resolution
Exhibit B - Housing Authority issues paper

M:\CDD\GENPLAN\hsingelem.report.cc.may2000.wpd
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"PARK CITY

Resolution No.

RESOLUTION ADOPTING THE HOUSING ELEMENT
OF THE GENERAL PLAN FOR PARK CITY, UTAH

WHEREAS, the Comprehensive Plan was adopted by City Council in 1985 and
certain elements have not been substantively amended or replaced since that time; and

WHEREAS, the Utah State Municipal Land Use Development and Management
Act specifies that municipalities prepare and adopt a comprehensive, long-range general plan to
accomplish the purposes of the Act; and

WHEREAS, the City Council recognized the inadequacy of the 1985
Comprehensive Plan and the need to adopt an effective planning tool to address the many
planning challenges which have been prompted by the dramatic changes in the community since
the original Comprehensive Plan was adopted; and

WHEREAS, the City Council has identified the updating of the General Plan as a
high priority and an integral component in the long range planning of the community; and

WHEREAS, Phase 1 of the revised General Plan was adopted on March 20, 1997;
and

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission held work sessions and public hearings on
the Housing Element of Phase II of the General Plan on March 8 and April 12, 2000, and the
City Council held public hearings on May 11, 2000 and May 18, 2000; and

WHEREAS, our a diverse community is vital to the quality of life for our
residents and visitors, and providing diverse housing stock is crucial to the economic success of
our world-class mountain resort community; and

WHEREAS, the City Council considered public input, recommendations from its

staff and consultants and the Planning Commission and deems it in the best interest to proceed
with the adoption of the Housing Element of the General Plan.
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NOW, THEREFORI
that the Housing Element is hereby
Resolution.

PASSED AND ADC

Attest:

Janet M. Scott, City Recorder

Approved as to form:

Mark D. Harrington, City Attorney

%, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of Park City, Utah
adopted and becomes effective upon the adoption of this

)PTED THIS 1st day of June, 2000.

PARK CITY MUNICIPAL CORPORATION

Mayor Bradley A. Olch

M:\CDD\GENPLAN\hsngelem.resolution.é ¢.june2000.wpd
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Housing Authorities
Background paper prepared for Park City Council

Issue:

A Housing Authority is enabled by State Statute Utah Code Title 9, Chapter 4 Section 9-4-603.
In 1980, The City Council created a Housing Authority with five commissioners per State law. In
1984 the Council amended the 1980 resolution to create a five member board with staggered
terms. Since the early 1990's, the City Council has been meeting as the Housing Authority. The
Council may either continue to meet as the Housing Authority, appoint five community members
to serve or disband the authority. In any case a resolution is needed to clarify the Council’s
preferred course of direction.

Background:
Housing Authorities are limited in scope by the following statute:
Utah State Code

9-4-609. Powers of housing authority. (1) Each authority shall have perpetual succession and
all the powers necessary or convenient to carry out and effectuate the purposes and provisions of
this part.
(2) Any authority may:
(a) sue and be sued;
(b) have a seal and alter it;
(c) make and execute contracts and other instruments necessary or convenient to the exercise of
its powers,
(d) make, amend, and repeal bylaws and rules;
(e) within its area of operation, prepare, carry out, and operate projects and provide for the
acquisition, construction, reconstruction, rehabilitation, improvement, extension, alteration or
repair of any project;

undertake and carry out studies and analyses of housing needs within its area of operation
and ways of meeting these needs, including data with respect to population and family groups
and its distribution according to income groups, the amount and quality of available housing
and its distribution according to rentals and sales prices, employment, wages and other factors
affecting the local housing needs and meeting these needs,;
(g) make the results of studies and analyses available to the public and the building, housing,
and supply industries and engage in research and disseminate information on housing programs;
(h) utilize, contract with, act through, assist, and cooperate or deal with any person, agency,
institution, or organization, public or private, for the provision of services, privileges, works, or
facilities, or in connection with its projects,
(i) notwithstanding anything to the contrary contained in this part or in any other provision of
law, agree to any conditions attached to federal financial assistance relating to the
determination of prevailing salaries or wages or payment of not less than prevailing salaries or
wages or compliance with labor standards in the development or administration of projects,
include in any contract awarded or entered into in connection with a project stipulations
requiring that the contractor and all subcontractors comply with requirements as to minimum
salaries or wages and maximum hours of labor, and comply with any conditions attached to the
financial aid of the project;
() lease, rent, sell, or lease with option to purchase any dwellings, lands, buildings, structures,
or facilities embraced in any project;
(k) subject to the limitations contained in this part with respect to the rental or charges for
dwellings in housing projects, establish and revise the rents or charges therefor;



(1) own, hold, and improve real or pe

ersonal property;

(m) purchase, lease, obtain options upon, acquire by gift, grant, bequest, devise, or otherwise

any real or personal property or any
(n) sell, lease, exchange, transfer, as
any interest in it,
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(3) No provision of law with respect
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Discussion:
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owns. The form of the Authority could be regional with members from both the city and county,
local with community members or local with the City Council as members.

At this time it may be premature to create a regional authority (which is permitted under state
law) due to the infancy of the neighboring counties programs but it is an idea that may warrant
future analysis. If the Council appoints community members to the position they would probably
only be required to meet on an as needed basis and could monitor the annual housing reports and
ongoing work with Mountainlands. They would also be enabled to pursue projects as outlined in
the state statute above. Fiscally there is currently a housing authority budget with nominal funds
(approximately $90,000). The majority of the housing funds rest with the City in the Capital
Improvement Project Fund.

The Council can also resolve to appoint themselves to act as the Housing Authority as they have
informally for the past few years. This alternative would be the preferred recommendation at this
time.

Attachments:
A. Park City Housing Authority resolutions 1980, 1984
B. State Statute on Housing Authorities - Title 9, Chapter 4, Sections 609 through 632
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PARIKN CITY

s/

DATE: May 23, 2000

DEPARTMENT: Legal Department

AUTHOR: Mark Harrington, City Attorney

TITLE: Prospector Athletic Club- Settlement Agreement
TYPE OF ITEM: Administrative

SUMMARY RECOMMENDATIONS: Approve the Settlement Agreement
attached as Exhibit A.

DESCRIPTION:
A. Topic.

Lawsuit filed by Prospector Athletic Club (“PAC”) in September, 1998. Causes of action
include misrepresentation, unfair competition and promissory estoppel. PAC also files for
temporary restraining order (“TRO”) and preliminary injunction to prevent the City from
adopting a new Recreation Fee Resolution that includes monthly and annual passes. On
October 8, 1998, the Court denies the request for the TRO and grants City’s motions to strike
various portions of affidavit of Jon Gage. The judge directs both parties to try and resolve
the matter without further litigation.

B. Proposal.

The Agreement is consistent with the direction provided by the City Council to address in
good faith the concerns of PAC. without an admission of wrongdoing by the City.

C. Analysis.

The Agreement was reviewed by the Parks, Rec. and Beautification Board and the Recreation
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Department managers. No outst

D. Significant Impacts

The proposal imposes some not

anding issues remain.

fication responsibilities on the City and prohibits the City

from conducting “direct and unfair competition” with the Club in a manner to specifically

attract customer base away fro

m the Club. Although on-going monitoring is required,

impacts are predicted to be minimal to existing and future recreation programs.

E. Alternatives
1. Approve the Agreemen

2. Modify the Agreement.
should direct staff accordingly.

3. Delay Action. Schedule
F. Staff Review
The Legal and Leisure Service I
G. Recommendation

Adopt the Agreement.

t. This is the recommended action.

If after discussion, the Council desires further changes, it

close session re: litigation to discuss.

Jepartments reviewed this matter.




X Thomas L. Howard (1550)
- LAW OFFICE OF THOMAS NOWARD

Attorney for Plaintiffs
1912 Sidewinder Drive, Suite 216
Park City, Utah 84060
Telephone: (801) 649-4660

IN THE THIRD DISTRICT COURT

SUMMIT COUNTY, STATE OF UTAH

PROSPECTOR ATHLETIC CLUB, INC.

and JON GAGE and PAT GAGE,

as individuals,

SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT
Plaintiffs,

Vs.

. CITY OF PARK CITY, UTAH;
&' CITY COUNCIL OF PARK CITY, UTAH, Civil No . 980600254
TOBY ROSS, as City Manager;

City of Park City, Utah d/b/a

PARK CITY RACQUET CLUB;

ROBERT JOHNSTON, individually

and as Leisure Services Director;

KATHY KELLY,

as Recreation Services Director; and

PARK CITY PARKS, RECREATION AND

BEAUTIFICATION BOARD,
Judge
Defendants.

SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT

In order to resolve litigation pending in the Third Judicial District Court, Summit County,
Civil No. 980600254 (“Litigation”), the following parties enter into this Settlement Agreement

L (“Agreement”) on this day of , 2000: PROSPECTOR ATHLETIC CLUB,
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INC, (“The Club”), and JON GAG;E and PAT GAGE, as individuals, CITY OF PARK CITY,
UTAH; CITY COUNCIL OF PARK CITY, UTAH; TOBY ROSS, as City Manager; City of Park
City, Utah d/b/a PARK CITY RACQUET CLUB; ROBERT JOHNSTON, individually and as
Leisure Services Director; KATHY KELLY, as Recreation Services Director; and PARK CITY
PARKS, RECREATION AND BEAUTIFICATION BOARD, and Mayor Bradley Olch for purposes
of consenting to this Agreement on behalf of the Park City Municipal Corporation. The above entities
resolve the pending litigation under the following terms and provisions:
MUTUAL RELEASE

Each of the above named parties, individually and in their capacities as elected or public
officials, officers, directors, managers, ‘board members or otherwise of their respective organizations

or corporations, hereby fully and unconditionally releases and forever discharges all other parties and

their respective members, officers, directors, committees, representatives and agents from any and
all claims, losses, liabilities, demancis, actions and/or causes of action of any kind or character,
including without limitation claims for éattomey’s fees, costs and expenses (“Claims”) that any of them
may now have, both known and un]icnown and in whatever capacity, against any released parties
ansing out of, or by virtue of any fact gevent or circumstance occurring or in existence up to the date
of this Agreement, including, but ndt limited to any and all Claims that were or could have been
asserted at any time in the Litigationé
SiPECIFIC PROVISIONS

l. Policy Statement. It is the City’s policy to protect and promote the continued

existence and viability of the privateésector business in the City in keeping with the spirit of a free

enterprise system. Because this Agreiement addresses the claims by the private business sector that

the City has been in direct competition with them and has engaged in predatory pricing practices, the

0
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City agrees to refrain from “direct and unfair competition” with the Club in a manner to specifically
attract customer base away from the Club. “Direct and unfair competition” shall mean:

a. City advertisements naming the Club or the Club’s rates or programs, and comparing
any such Club offering to City programs and rates.

b. Directly subsidizing specific programs identical to those offered by the Club in a
manner inconsistent from subsidies of other City recreation programs. Said restriction shall not apply
to promotional offerings that do not exceed one month.

2. Play Magazine Advertising. The City shall list the Club in a section of Play
Magazine devoted to alternative recreation providers.

3. Bus Marquee. The City will explore the possibility of changing City bus
marquees with the name “Racquet Club” to “Racquet Club Condos” or a similar derivative. The Club
acknowledges that any such name change would have to go through a public process and the City
may decline to change the name, so long as such decision is not arbitrary and capricious. The City
has installed a bus shelter in front of the Club parking area as consideration for this settlement.

4. Signage and Fee Resolution. The City will notify the Club of the proposed
changes to the City’s master signing plan contemplated for later this year énd of proposed changes
to the Recreation Fee Resolution prior to consideration of the resolution by the City Council, so that
the Club may provide input on the proposals:

5. No Third Party Beneficiaries. =~ No third party beneficiary is created by the terms
herein.

6. Dismissal of Litigation. The pending Litigation shall be dismissed with prejudice

and each party shall bear its own attorneys fees and costs.



7. Enforcement.
Settlement Agreement either through
party shall be entitled to recover fro

IN WITNESS WHEREOF,

indicated below:

TOBY ROSS

In the event any party is required to enforce any portion of this
mediation, arbitration or judicial determination, the prevailing
m the other party its attorney’s fees and costs so incurred.

, the undersigned have affixed their signatures hereto the dates

PROSPECTOR ATHLETIC CLUB, INC.

f Jon'Gage, Tts President
Date: //4, / P

) 2
B4

PAT GAGE

otz pc

Date: 4//4/2&(59

City Manager
Date:

PARK CITY RACQUET CLUB

By Kathy Kelly, its Manager
Date:

ROBERT JOHNSTON

Date:

T2
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KATHY KELLY

Date:

PARKS. REC & BEAUTIFICATION BOARD

By: George Hull, its Chairman
Date:

ATTESTATION: This Settlement Agreement was approved by the City Council of the Park City
Municipal Corporation at its meeting held on the day of , 2000.

JANET M. SCOTT

City Clerk
Date:

BRADLEY OLCH

Mayor
Date:

Approved as to Form:

W\~

MARK D. HARRINGTON THOXIAS L. HOWARD
City Attorney Attorney for Plaintiffs
Date:






_PARK CITY

DATE: June 1, 2000
AUTHORS: Planning, Facilities and Special Events, and Police Staff
TITLE: Outdoor Music at Town Lift Plaza and Summit Watch Plaza

TYPE OF ITEM:  Legislative and
Administrative ( Section 4-8A-5 only)

SUMMARY RECOMMENDATIONS:

Staff requests the City Council review the revised draft and approve the Ordinance amending Title
4, Chapter 8 (Master Festival Licenses) and Title 6 (Noise) of the Municipal Code to allow for
regulated outdoor music events.

A. Topic
Recommendation from the Outdoor Music Task Force and City Staff in regards to outdoor music
events.

B. Background

Attached is the Ordinance revised according to the direction given by the Council at the last meeting.
A revocation section has been added. Please review the changes in light of last meeting’s discussion
and approve the Ordinance.

C. Analysis

The revocation section gives the Police Chief the ability to suspend the license at both venues and
schedule a revocation hearing before the Council.

D. Department Review
The Police, Community Development, Special Events and Facilities, and Legal Departments have
reviewed the Ordinance.

ALTERNATIVES

A. Adopt the proposed Ordinance amending Title 4, Chapter 8 and Title 6 of the Municipal
Code to allow for Music Plazas within the HCB zone.

B. Deny or modify the proposed Ordinance.
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C. Continue the item for further information, input or discussion.

SIGNIFICANT IMPACTS

If the proposed Ordinance is adopted, the music plazas will feature outdoor events throughout the
summer in the designated stages. As outlined in the proposed Ordinance, comprehensive mitigation
measures and time/program limits dre required to be followed and additional concerns must be
addressed on an on-going basis by the on-site manager.

E. Recommendation
Staff requests Council adopt the Ordinance amending Title 4, Chapter 8 and Title 6 of the Municipal
Code to allow for regulated outdoor music events.

Exhibits ;
Exhibit A - Ordinance
Exhibit B - Sound Check Cost Estimate; Spectrum Acoustical Engineers
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ORDINANCE 00-___
- AN ORDINANCE AMENDING TITLE 4, CHAPTER 8 OF THE
MUNICIPAL CODE OF PARK CITY REGULATING MASTER FESTIVAL
LICENSING; BY ADDING A NEW SUB-CHAPTER 8A REGULATING PUBLIC
OUTDOOR MUSIC PLAZAS; AND AMENDING SECTION 6-3-10, OF TITLE 6,
HEALTH, NUISANCE ABATEMENT, NOISE BY CREATING AN EXEMPTION
FOR SUCH OUTDOOR MUSIC PLAZAS

WHEREAS, Utah Code Annotated (“UCA™) § 10-8-73 and 10-8-76 give the City
the power to regulate and prohibit public demonstrations, processions and other street or
otherwise public performances which may interfere with public order or otherwise create a noise
nuisance; and

WHEREAS, UCA § 10-8-84 allows the City to pass all ordinances and rules, and
make all regulations, not repugnant to law, necessary for carrying into effect or discharging all
powers and duties conferred by Chapter 8 of UCA Title 10 which are necessary and proper to
provide for the safety and preserve the health, and promote the prosperity, improve the morals,
peace and good order, comfort and convenience of the City and its inhabitants, and for the
protection of property in the city; and

& WHEREAS, UCA § 10-8-60 gives the City the right to declare what constitutes a
public nuisance, and provide for the abatement of the same, and impose fines upon persons who
may create, continue or suffer nuisances to exist; and

WHEREAS, the City Council received a petition supporting outdoor music, but
also heard from several area residents who objected to amplified music; and

WHEREAS, the City Council received recommendations based upon the findings
and experiences of a volunteer citizen committee, and a University of Utah class concerning the
effects and regulation of noise and the construction of sound mitigating stages, to properly set
forth reasonable regulations and time limits to substantially mitigate the effects of such music
upon neighboring residents and businesses; and

WHEREAS. the Community Development Department recommended the
restrictions herein based upon the Department’s noise measurements around the neighborhood
and other parts of the City: and

WHEREAS. the City commissioned an independent noise study by Spectrum
Acoustical Engineers along Park Avenue and the study concluded that music performed pursuant
to the restrictions herein should be compatible with the existing background and traffic noise of
the neighborhood: and



WHEREAS, the plazas authorized herein are within the Historic Commercial
Business (“HCB™) zoning district, where noisy commercial operations, businesses and public
master festivals/parades are common;j and

WHEREAS, the adjoining neighborhood to the west of the Town Lift Plaza is
primarily residential, however the neighborhood is separated from the plaza by Park Avenue, is
adjacent to ski runs with permitted but not yet installed snow making with noise levels as high as
85 decibels, and Park Avenue is along a primary municipal transit route with existing noise
levels as high as 90 decibels. The snow making decibel limitation was established after
extensive on-site testing and analysis with the City staff and officials; and

WHEREAS, licensing and zoning are legitimate and reasonable means of time,
place and manner regulations to ensure that outdoor music performers comply with reasonable
regulations and to ensure that performers do not knowingly allow their music to become a
nuisance to nearby residences and businesses, nor create public disorder; and

WHEREAS, the City Council received convincing testimony that outdoor music
performances, because of their very nature, have a positive effect on both the existing businesses
around them and the community at large causing enhanced resort atmosphere and business
patronage; and v

WHEREAS, as a result of these findings and testimony, the City Council finds
that public outdoor music in the specified plazas is not a nuisance per se, but if performed
consistently with the regulations conéained herein, is reasonably within the standard of comfort
prevailing in the areas of and adjaceni to the plazas defined herein, promotes the arts and cultural

enhancement in the community, and i 1s consistent with pending Master Festival Licensing section
4-8-5; and »

WHEREAS, the City Council finds that outdoor music, if unregulated, may have
serious objectionable operational characteristics particularly when located in close proximity to
residential neighborhoods, thereby cdntributing to increased noise, pedestrian traffic and
downgrading the quality of life in such adjacent residential areas; and

WHEREAS, the City Council desires to minimize and control these adverse
effects and thereby preserve the property and character of surrounding neighborhoods, deter
unreasonably large pedestrian crowds, protect the citizens from increased noise, preserve the
quality of life, and protect the health,fsafety and welfare of the citizenry; and

WHEREAS, the time, place and manner restrictions of this ordinance are required
to protect legitimate and important governmental interests and are reasonably related to achieve
the protection of those interests with the minimum interference necessary to rights protected by
state and federal constitutional provisions; and

WHEREAS, implementation of the Ordinance elimina‘:s ppro.c. .a . aine
potential venues for non-master festival licensed outdoor music; and
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WHEREAS, the City Council finds that barring all amplified events and music
would be over broad and arbitrary; and

WHEREAS, the City Council held work sessions with public input on this matter
as regularly scheduled meetings on November 18, 1999, and February 10, 2000, and public
hearings on March 2, 2000, March 30, April 13, and May 18, 2000.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF PARK CITY, UTAH,
AS FOLLOWS:

SECTION 1. FINDINGS. The recitals above are incorporated herein as findings by the City
Council, the legislative body of Park City.

SECTION 2. AMENDMENT. The Municipal Code of Park City is hereby amended by
adding the following Chapter 8a to Title 4:

CHAPTER 8A - PUBLIC OUTDOOR MUSIC PLAZAS
4- 8A- 1. TITLE FOR CITATION.

This section shall be known and may be referred to as the Public Outdoor Music Plaza
Ordinance.

4- 8A- 2. PURPOSE: REASONABLE LICENSING PROCEDURES.

It is the purpose and object of this section that the City establish reasonable and uniform
regulations governing the licensing and manner of operations ot Public Outdoor Music Plazas in
Park City. This section shall be construed to protect the legitimate and important governmental
interests recognized by this Chapter in a manner consistent with constitutional protections
provided by the United States and Utah Constitutions. The purpose of these regulations is to
provide for the regulation and licensing of Public Outdoor Music Plazas within the City in a
manner which will protect the property values of surrounding businesses and neighborhoods, and
residents from the potential adverse secondary etfects, while providing to those who desire to
perform in and patronize Public Outdoor Music Plazas the opportunity to do so. The purpose of
this Chapter is to prevent and control the adverse effects of Public Outdoor Music Plazas and
thereby to protect the health, safety, and welfare of the citizens and guests of Park City, protect
the citizens from increased noise, preserve the quality of life, preserve the property values and
character of the surrounding neighborhoods.

4- 8A- 3. APPLICATION OF PROVISIONS.
This section imposes regulatory standards and license requirements on certain activities, which

are characterized as "Public Outdoor Music Plazas.” It is not the intent of this Chapter to
suppress any speech activities protected by the First and Fourteenth Amendments to the United

7



States Constitution and the Constltutlon of the State of Utah, but to impose content-neutral
regulations which address the adverse secondary effects of Public Outdoor Music Plazas. This
Chapter is intended to supersede any other related ordinances including, but not limited to, Title
6 Chapter 3, Noise, of the Municipal Code; and Chapter 7 (including pending Municipal Code §
15-2-6.10(B)(4)) of the Park City Land Management Code, as amended.

4- 8A -4. DEFINITIONS.

For the purpose of this Chapter, the following words shall have the following meanings:

(A) AMPLIFIED EVENT OR MUSIC An event or music utilizing an amplifier or other
input of power so as to obtain an output of greater magnitude or volume through speakers or
other electronic devices. -

(B) PUBLIC OUTDOOR MUSIC PLAZA. The following plazas used for public
performances and outdoor music:

(O Town Lift Plaza as sﬁown on Exhibit A; and
(2) Summit Watch Mmfot Plaza as shown on Exhibit B.

(C) STAGES. The raised and sémi enclosed platforms that are designed to attenuate sound,
in a form substantially 51m11ar to as depicted in Exhibit C or as otherwise approved by
Special Events staff. '

4- 8A-5. MASTER FESTIVAL LICENSE; REVIEW PROCEDURE.

The City Council hereby grants Master Festival Licenses for each of the plazas in Section 4. The
Licenses shall be subject to all regulations and conditions of this Chapter. The Licenses shall be
valid as of June 1, 2000 and shall expire October 1, 2000, unless renewed by the City Council.
The City Council may not renew said licenses until after a public hearing and receipt of a staff
evaluation of the prior year’s compliance with this Chapter. Renewal shall be granted in the sole
judgment of the City Council based upon compliance with the regulations herein, community
impacts, and so long as such dec1510n is not arbitrary and capricious. No licensee nor performer
shall accrue any vested rights under thls revocable license.

4- 8A- 6. PROGRAM LIMITS AND CATEGORIES.
Each Stage may be programed for not more than four days per week, and of those four days, only
one program day may be a weekend dav (Saturday or Sunday). The categories of programming

allowed at Public Outdoor Music Plazas are:

(A)  Amplified Event or Music: El"his type of event shall be programmed for no more tua. °
days a week at each plaza, only one of which may be a weekend day (Saturday or Sunday).
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Amplified Music shall be limited to no more than 5 hours of total performance time on each of
those two days (breaks are not included in total time but warm-up and rehearsals are).

(B)  Non-amplified music and events: Programming for music and events such as poetry
readings, dance, or other events that require no amplification.

4- 8A-7. GENERAL REGULATIONS.

(A)  The program manager, or his/her designee, shall provide on-site management for each
event.

(B) A sound technician shall provide on-site noise monitoring for each event with music,
Amplified or otherwise, and any Amplified Event.

(C)  For Amplified Events or Music, a sound limiter will be placed on the sound system that
maintains the sound at an A-weighted sound level adjustment and maximum decibel level of 90,
as measured twenty five (25) feet from the stage. Non-amplified music and events shall not
exceed a maximum decibel level of 90, as measured twenty five (25) feet from the stage.

(D)  All events shall be open to the public and free of charge.

(E)  Power controls. A timer device will be installed that shuts the power of the stage and
sound system off at 8:00 p.m.

(F Time: All performances, regardless of type, are permitted only between noon (12:00
p.m.) and 8 p.m.

(G)  No event shall exceed 250 people unless a separate Master Festival License is granted for
that event.

(H)  The Police Department or other proper City official shall have access at all times to all
plazas under this Chapter, and may make periodic inspection of said premises whe:her the officer

or official is in uniform or plain clothes.

(h All events shall take place only on authorized Stages and shall have clean-up services
directly following each event so as to leave the plazas in a clean and litter free manner.

4- 8A-8. ALCOHOL.
It is unlawful for the licensee or any person or business to allow the sale, storage, supply, or
consumption of alcoholic beverages on the Public Outdoor Music Plazas. unless licensed

pursuant to Chapters 4-6 of Title 4, as applicable.

4- 8A-9. LICENSE HOLDER; PROGRAM BOARD

@,



(A)  The Park City Arts Council will be the licencee of the events and will own the Stages.
The Arts Council will hire a program manager, approved by the City, said approval not to be
unreasonably withheld. The prograni manager will be responsible for general management of
each plaza and on-sight oversight for each event. Agreements with the individual property
owners will be provided to the City Specxal Events Department by the program manager.

(B)  The Arts Council will appoirit an independent Programming Board, consisting of five
residents of Park City (community and arts). The Programming Board will schedule the
selection and times of events. Nothing herein shall allow the City to regulate the content or
otherwise censor plaza productions or speech. The Arts Council shall at all times hold the City
harmless and indemnify the City for all claims, actions and liability arising from the Arts
Council’s use of the Public Outdoor Music Plazas. The Arts Council shall maintain its own
liability insurance, with the City listed as an additional insured in a form approved by the City
Attorney.

(C)  Nothing in this Chapter shall be interpreted to create a contract or implied-contract
between the City and any performer, or plaza owner.

4- 8A-10. ON-GOING COMPLIA;NCE EVALUATION.

(A)  The City Special Events Department will appoint an independent neighborhood review
group of at least three area residents which will be contacted weekly by the City Special Events
staff and the program manager to receive comments and concerns. A phone number will also be
available at each venue so that individuals may phone in comments. Based upon such
comments, the Special Events staff may issue additional conditions consistent with the intent of
this Chapter to the program managelf'. A summary of, and recommended response to comments
will be forwarded to the City Council within seven days of the end of each month of operation, or
sooner if requested by the program manager to resolve any issue. At the end of the season, the
Special Events staff will forward a final recommendation to the City Council, with proposed
changes, if any, prior to renewal of the licenses granted herein.

(B)  The Police Chief, or his/her demgnee, may suspend the Licenses granted herein and
schedule a revocation hearing before the City Council at the next regularly scheduled City

Council meeting for any of the following causes:

(1) Any violation of '(hlS Chapter as evidenced by a citation issued by the Police
Department. a

(2) Any violation of law or City ordinance.

3) Upon any other evidence that the Program Manager or entertainer constitutes a
hazard or nuisance to the health, safety, or welfare of the community.



4- 8A-11. TRANSFER LIMITATIONS.

The Master Festival Licenses granted under this Chapter are not transferable without the written
consent of the Mayor. It is unlawful for an individual to transfer a Public Outdoor Music Plaza
master festival license without City approval as provided herein. If any transfer of the
controlling interest in a Public Outdoor Music Plaza license occurs without City approval, the
license is immediately null and void and the Public Outdoor Music Plaza shall not operate until a
separate new license has been properly issued by the City as herein provided. The City will not
unreasonably withhold consent of transfer provided the proposed Licensee is a non-profit
organization within Park City, meets all the criteria of this Chapter, and demonstrates experience
managing special events.

4-8A-12. PLAZAS LICENSES IN LIEU OF ADMINISTRATIVE PERMITS FOR
OUTDOOR MUSIC AND OUTDOOR SPEAKERS.

The Master Festival Licenses granted under this Chapter are in lieu of any Administrative
Conditional Use Permit for outdoor music (including outdoor speakers) pursuant to the existing
Land Management Code and pending ordinance MCPC § 15-2-6.10(B)(4) . The Community
Development Department shall not issue any outdoor music permits in the Historic Commercial
Business (“HCB”) zoning district north of Heber Avenue. The City may still issue outdoor
music permits in conjunction with an approved Master Festival License.



SECTION 3. AMENDMENT. Seiction 6-3-10, of Title 6, Health, Nuisance Abatement, Noise,

is hereby amended to add the following to as an exemption to Chapter 3, Noise:

(J) Noise resulting from a duly licensed and operated Public Outdoor Music Plaza pursuant to

Title 4, Chapter 8a of the Municipal

SECTION 4. SEVERABILITY. I
Ordinance is declared unlawful by a

affect any of the remaining phrases, clauses, sentences, paragraphs, or sections of this Ordinance.

SECTION S. EFFECTIVE DATE.

Code of Park City.

f any phrase, clause, sentence, paragraph, or section of this
Court of competent jurisdiction, such decision shall not

This ordinance shall become effective upon publication.

PASSED AND ADOPTED this day of , 2000.

Attestation by:

Park City Municipal Corporation

Bradley A. Olch, Mayor

Jan Scott, City Recorder

Approved as to Form:

Mark D. Harrington, City Attorney

K:\legabMH ORD\outdoor.music.plaza.ord.6.1.final.wpd
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Sent By: SPECTRUM PROFESSIONAL SERVICES; 1 801 328 5185; May-24-00 2:02PM; Page 1
° 3

Spectrum Acoustical Engineers

May 23, 2000

Melissa Kaftey

Park City Municipal Corporation
445 Marsac Avenue

P.O. Box 1480

Park City, Utah 84060-1480

Attn: Melissa Kaffey

Wae appreciate this opportunity to submit this acoustical engineering services
agreement for the project described below.

Name: Park City Concert Sound Measurements
Location: Park City, Utah
Estimated beginning/end dates: May 2000 through May 2001

Descripti;:n: Acoustical engineering services.
We propose the following general description of acoustical gngineering services:

Sound level measurements at two (2) locations for each of two (2) concarts,
two (2) hours minimum,

Data compilaticn and analyses.

Data reduction and report.

Includss all sound level measurement equipment.

{

, We propose the fcliowing compensation basis for the acoustical engineering services
"- within the scope of this agreement:

Proposed Fee: $1,200.00

Additionél services, not expressly or Implicitly included with those herein specified, are
not covered by this agreement.

’ /

‘ i
: ' :

: Spectium Professional Services Inc.

175 South Muin Street, Suite 300, Salt Lake City, Uah 84111
BO!1.328.5151 » 00-678-7077 « FAX B01.328.5155

: ZH



s T T nayTe® VU  <&.VeTM, rFage 2Z/4

Spectrum Acoustical Engin:eers

The hourly rates for engineering services are as follows:

Principal Engineer $65.00
Principal Lighting Designer $75.00
Principal Acoustical Engineer $75.00
Principal Electronic Systams Designer $75.00
Project Engineer $45.00
Staff Englneer $35.00
CAD Draftsman $30.00
Clerical | . $20. 90

Reimbursable expansas, whlch are expenditures by the engmeer in the interest of the
project, include but are not limited to: expense of transportation, subsistence and lodging:
when traveling In connection with the project; expenses for the reproduction of drawings;
postage and handiing of drawings. spacifications, reports or other prcject-related
instruments of service of the engineer (excluding two [2] sets at each phase of design);
expense of computer modeling for energy, sound, and lighting analyses where other than
standard programs owned by the engineer are utilized.

The englneer shall present an Invoice covering current services performed each month.
Payment is due upon receipt of statement.

Client has read and understood the terms and conditions set forth in Attachment NO. 1
and agrees that such ltemns are hereby incorporated into and made a part of this
agreement. : :

Having read, understood and agrbed to the foregoing, client and engineer, by and through
their authorized reprasentatwes have subscribed thelr names hereon effective
this day of ., 2000 ,

| |

ectauﬂ’gofessio

| Servicas, Inc.

Park City Municipal Corporation

Title: Richard K. “Jim" Fullmer, P.E., Principal
Date: : Date: May 23, 2000
rit

Si«trum Prolessional Services Inc.
175 South Main Street, Suite 300, Salt Lake City, Utah 84111
8U1-328-5151 ¢ BU-678.7077 ¢ FAX BO1.318-5155
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DATE: May 26,2000 (June 1, 2000 Meeting)
DEPARTMENT: Planning Department

AUTHOR: Alison Kuhlow and Patrick Putt
TITLE: Telecommunications Ordinance
TYPE OF ITEM:  Legislative

SUMMARY RECOMMENDATIONS: Staff recommends that the Council take final public input,
modify the attached ordinance as necessary, and adopt the revised telecommunication regulations.

DESCRIPTION:
A. Topic.

The intent of this policy is to modify the review criteria for telecommunication facility siting permits
in response to a Temporary Zoning Ordinance approved as a result of concerns by Park City
residents. The language within the ordinance makes no attempt to regulate satellite dishes. The
Temporary Zoning Ordinance 99-51 expires on June 6, 2000.

B. Background.
On April 26, 2000, the Planning Commission forwarded a positive recommendation to the City

Council on the proposed modifications. At that meeting the Commission expressed their desire to
continue to participate in any revisions of the ordinance as well as developing a proactive approach
for the siting of these utilities.

At the May 11, 2000, City Council meeting, representatives from the telecommunications industry
approached the Council requesting an allowance for a ten (10) foot height increase to existing utility
poles to accommodate the location of antennas. The issue over whether or not to allow an exception
for utility pole/antenna height in the public rights-of-way was the last primary concern remaining for
the Council prior to the ordinance’s adoption. The Council directed Staff to return to the Planning
Commission to receive direction on this request.

The Planning Commission reviewed this matter on May 24, 2000. The Commission forwarded a

recommendation to Council that it would be appropriate to consider allowing an increase in utility
pole/antenna height within public rights-of-way, but only as part of a franchise agreement with the

MACDD\AEK\2000\CC\Ordinances'telecom601.wpd

TE




telecommunication provider. None of the telecommunication industry representatives present at the
meeting offered comment on the Planning Commission’s recommendation.

C. Analysis

Following the May 24, 2000 Planning Commission meeting, Staff contacted several
telecommunication industry representatives for input regarding the Commission’s recommendation.
The representatives which were contacted were uniform in their response that the industry would not
support a height exception linked to arequirement that involved entering into a franchise agreement
with the City. In general, industry representatives offered that they are fundamentally different from
utilities such as gas or electric and therefor oppose the franchise approach entirely. Based on the
Planning Commission’s input and feedback from the telecommunication carriers, Staff recommends
Council adopt the ordinance without an exception for increased utility pole/antenna height in public
rights-of-way. Staff recommends that Council take final public and industry input prior to taking
action on this matter. :

D. RECOMMENDATION:
The Planning Department recommends that Council take final public comment, modify the attached
ordinance as necessary, and adopt th{;a revised telecommunications regulations.

EXHIBITS:
Exhibit A - Ordinance

MACDD\AEK\2000\CC\Ordinances\telecom60{.wpd
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(A)

®)

Exhibit A

TELECOMMUNICATIONS FACILITIES. The intent of this section is to ensure that
Telecommunications Facilities are compatible with the unique characteristics of each zoning
district of Park City, and that adverse impacts on community quality andpublieheatth and
safety in residential, commercial and industrial areas, are mitigated. The intent of these
requirements is to locate sueh Telecommunications Facilities and related equipment where
they are least visible from public streets, public areas and designated view corridors and, to
the best extent possible, provide screening from adjacent property owners. The installation
of these devices is governed by the following regulations.

Permit Required. The installation of Telecommunications Facilities, unless otherwise
addressed in this Code, shall be deemed a Conditional Use and subject to the Park City
Building Permit process. It shall be unlawful to install any Telecommunications Facility
without first having a Conditional Use Permit and Building Permit from the City —Plans-of

stichfacttity-shal-be-submitted-witheachTelecommunicatrons Applicatton:

Definitions. ‘

1. Antenna. Fransmittingorrecerving device-used-irtetecommunications A device
that transmits and/or receives thatradiates-orcaptures Telecommunications and/or
radio signals for Telecommunications.

...... o~

2. Antenna, Drive Test. A Temporary Antenna which is used for field testing of
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pole. lift tower, light standard, flag pole or other vertical support.

5. Antenna, Roof Mounted. An Antenna or series of individual Antennas mounted on
a roofrmechantcal-roomorpenthouse of a building.

6. Antenna, Temporary. An Antenna used for a time period of less than thirty (30)
days.

7. Antenna, Wall Mounted. An Antenna or series of individual Antennas mounted

of a chimney or penthouse. A wall of or face of a building is defined as the entire
area of all exposed vertical surfaces of a building that are above ground and facing
approximately the same direction.

8. Co-location. The location of a wiretess Telecommunications Facility on an existing
structure, tower or building in a manner that precludes the need for that wiretess

Equipment Shelter. A cabinet or building used to house equipment for

Telecommunications Facilities.,

10. Stealth Telecommunications Facility. A Telecommunications Facility which is
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Telecommunications and/or radio signals.

e e R AR R X IR T aw.

ticular design. placement, construction, or location of a

o T S A A g g e e N

13.  Technical Necessity. A p

R AR S A R R S -

Telecommunications Facility that is technically necessary for Telecommunications

consistent with the Federal Telecommunications Act of 1996, as amended.

(C) SUBMITTAL REQUIREMENTS. A complete application shall include all elements ofthe

proposed Telecommunications Facility and shall produce all information required by. the

Telecommunications Facility| Application. Applicants shall provide the following submittal

.......

requirements: therequirementsas-stated withirthe Fetecommmunications Facitity-Apptication

ng the need for
on shall identify the

to demonstrate
I i

unications Facility shall provide

An applicant proposit

I~

e el o i

co-location,

pIP-Fhy A &y

Such evidence shall i

............. e S

suitability of existir

coverage area for the |

e s e B e S e A8 o o S ]

property owner(s) of
Applicants prdp’éSing"W
the locations of all o

.........................

[«

B A e - Y
.......................

Telecommunications

e R S i T o o v e

Telecommunications

Each application shall include a site location alternative analysis describing the
location of other sites/considered for the proposed Telecommunications Facility, the

.................................................................................... e

e

R A A L L A A N L A e e L R o R e e e R N e e B A e R e M A e Sy R i

for_the proposed Telecommunications Facility. The analysis shall address the

S et R o -

a. How the proposed location and Telecommunications Facility relate to the
object of providing full Telecommunications services within the City area;
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(D)

(E)

)

[

How the proposed Telecommunications Facility relates to the location of any

|

S e A N T e R

ations Facility relates 'tb the apypk licant’s
anticipated need for additional Telecommunications Facilities that provide

Telecommunications within and near the City;

d.  If applicable, how the applicant’s plans specifically relate to, and are

coordinated with, the needs of all other Telecommunications providers within
 andneartheCity. | o

A visual impact study. graphically simulating through models. computer enhanced
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graphics or similar techniques, the appearance of any proposed Telecommunications
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of the proposed Telecommunications Facility will be most visible,

COMPLIANCE WITH OTHER LAWS. Suchstructures Telecommunications Facilities

shall comply with applicable Federal Aviation Administration and Federal Communications
Commission regulations. Evidence of compliance must be submitted prior to the issuance of
a Building Permit for tower-construction a Telecommunications Facility.

NOT ESSENTIAL SERVICES. Telecommunications Facilities shall be regulated and

R e A e T A AT S R R e S e e e S0 N T B B L b e e e A

S o o, e S

permitted pursuant to, this and other applicable sections of the Park City Land Management

R L A S e L T SRR e A A e s R LT
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Code, General Plan and Sensitive Lands Ordinance and shall not be regulated or permitted

...........................................

e - S S5 e L o s S o

as essential services, public utilities or private utilities.

CONDITIONAL USE REVIEW PROCESS. A Conditional Use Permit is required for all
Telecommunications Facilities. The Community Development Department shall review all

Telecommunications Facility Applications and forward the applications to the Plé.n'ning

Commission. The Planning Commission Community BevelopmentDepartment shall review

an application administratively-ptrstant-to-Seetions(f-and{m)-below: pursuant to Section

1.13 herein. _

1

&

[

Noticing. ici lications shall comply with Section 15-1.10(c) which
requires a published notice of not less than fourteen (14) days prior to the hearing and
courtesy mailed notice to_owners of property within 300 feet of the proposed
Telecommunications Facility. If there are no occupied properties within 300 feet,
notice shall be given to the closest, registered Home Owners Association.

Consent Agenda Review. Applicationsmeeting the Consent Agenda Review criteria
will be placed on the Planning Commission’s agenda and will not require a public
hearing. Applications placed as a consent agenda item may be removed by the
Planning Commission from the consent agenda and set as a public hearing.

Public Hearing. Applications requiring a publiél hearing shall be placed on the
Planning Commission’s regular agenda for review.




(G)

(H)

SITE REQUIREMENTS.

L Sethacks. The placen 'gp"c of Telecommunications Facilities on a lot shall com |
with the_setbacks of ithe underlying zone as stated herein. Telecommunications
Facilities shall co _with the ‘setbacks for main_structures and shall not be

2.
exemptions shall apply.

2. Roof Mounted Antenna, placed on a flat roof. may extend up to ten (10) feet
above the existing structure, provided that the Antenna setback from the edge
of the roof is 2 minimum distance equal to or greater than the height of the
Antenna.

Ro

3,

4.

1=

[ 10

public heari
Architec

Antenna
present in the ¢
Faclites shal
environment,

R ARy Y

Panel Antenna
Freestanding 4

Guidelines.

L

ont e surrounding area, Stealth Telecon

e T O T e T T A O oy S O . 0 o

be designed in a manner to blend with the existing and natural

s shall be no more than five (5) squarc feet in area per face.
Antennas and Wall Mounted Antennas shall be mounted a

maximum of t

welve (12) inches from the wall or pole.

SITE DISTURBANCE. Af

roads a

e S R e e e S o o o a2 2

removal of significant vegeta

A K XA L AN -~ Ay

length greater than tw

ny_application, temporary. or_permanent. which. re uires, the

tion. og;p_rppo‘ses_ any_new,_or improvements._to_driveways or

...............................................

shall require a public hearing

...........

Vegetation” includes trees si>

"

b

e L S R i e S 4 28w D o T o e, o

4°6") above the ground, gro

enty, (20) feet and/or a width greater than ten (10) feet wide,
vefore the Planning Com

_________________ ission. As used herein, “Significant

........................... 2 Stl XY

inch in diameter (6"). or. greater measured four feet six inches

T Gy o W e - e G T A T L S o o e e

s of small trees or clumps of oak and maple covering an area

.......................... e B g A A A A e e S ALt

T o e T Sy i T 0 e L s e 0 B s 1 i 1 o o 0 e

.............................................................

................................................

mitigation for loss of significant vegetation consistent with Landscape Criteria in (hapter 9.
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L Freestandmg Antenna.

a.

|

12

[

a.

b.

c.

had

a.

b.

c.

|

a.

b.

c.

Prohibited. Any Antenna located on Hlstonc structures and all Freestandmg

....................

B Lt L R e )

Consent Agenda Revxew Freestand lngAntenna located in RDM, GC, and L1
zones may be approved by the Planning Commission on its consent agenda.

Public Heanng"Reqmred Freestanding Antenna located in HRC, HCB. RD,
and RC zones. Any Freestanding Antenna located on existing poles in the

~

AN Y T it i

Roof Mounted Antenna.

rohxblted. Any Roof Mounted Antenna located on a Historic or underground
structure or within the COS zone.

N R R e S m R A oty Ko D R £ 44

Consent A‘g‘ enda Review. Roof Mounted Antenna within the RDM, RC, GC,

and LI zones may be approved by the Planning Commission on its consent

e ]

agenda, o : T
Public Heanng Reg mred Roof Mounted Antenna located in HRL, HR-1,HR-
2. HRM HRC HCB ROS E-40.E. SF R-1.RD. and RM zones.

Wall Mounted Antenna. o

Prohlblted Anv Wall Mounted Antenna located on a Historicor underground
structure u within the - COS zone.

Consent. Agenda Rewew WaII Mounted Antennas Iocated w1th1n the RD=

-..--..------------ T

SR AL 2 SR IRy

Enclosed Antenna.

Prohibited; ¥Any Enclosed Antenna located within a Historic structure or

A T ity SNt A

B A I - b A A T e P B e B A S N e e

B et Pt e X e o P A T P e e A it~ Xt

Public Hearmg Required. The location of Enclosed Antenna which require an
increase in height or exterior wall modification to the existing structure,

TECHNICAL NECESSITY EXCEPTION. If the application does not meet the criteria as
stated in Sect10n5_ F.G,Handl (c) the appllcant may apply to the P}amnng—eommon

of Ad]ustment -shall review the application as a eonéﬁond-Hse-Penm’c Variance pursuant to

Seettonr+-+13-herein Chapter 5 and mmay shall require the applicant to provide any additional
technical information in order to approve the variance including the following.
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Act of 1996, as amend

—mE XL P -y ) = e e D o D = S e e o e e =

.............................................................

munications consistent with the Federal Telecommunications
ed.

CO-LOCATION. Todiscours
: P e
Placementof more-thamrone<(t

\ge the proliferation Telecommunications Facilities co-location
reduse-of tower structures is both permitted and encouraged.
Ftower Co-location on a tandsite lot may be permitted by the

Planning Commission if all s

tower Telecommunicatio

b

but unbuilt, Telecommunicati
Telecommunications area th
documentation shall evaluate 1
1. Structural capacity of t
2 Geographic Telecomm
3. Mechanical or electrics
4 Inability or ability to I¢
and
5. Any restriction or limit
preclude the shared usg

SIGNS. Signs shall only be

general public. All propose

Do a1 A e

application and subiect to revi

stbacks, design and landscape requirements are met for each

A glltyThe gpplication shall include any existing or approved,

ns Facility commmmication—towers within the transmisston
at may meet the needs of the applicant. The supplied
he following factors:
he communication Antenna towers;
unications service area requirements;
a1l incompatibilities;
bcate equipment on existing communtcation Antenna towers;

ation of the Federal Comn}unication Commission that would
> of the commumnteatton Antenna tower

y batirevi bt Lentionstt i

bt Otd : ettt

assign(s) shall be responsible for the removal of unused Telecommunications Fagcilities towers
within twelve (12) months of qcssatron abandonment of use. If such tower is not removed by
the property owner, then the City may employ all legal measures, including as necessary,
obtaining authorization from a court of competent jurisdiction, to remove the tower, and after
removal may place a lien on the subject property for all direct and indirect costs incurred in

dismantling and disposal of thEe tower, including court costs and reasonable attorney fees.

SUBDIVISION AND CONDOMINIUM COVENANTS.

Many subdivision and

condominium covenants may aj
stattorts within condominium

ddress the location of Telecommunications Facilities reeetving
units and the lots of a subdivision. The City is not a party to

those covenants, and no permit from the City shall effect the enforceability of such covenants
which might be more restrictive than this ordinance. Applicants for the installation of
wiretess Telecommunications Facilities recetvers are advised to determine what private land
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use restrictions apply to their site before applying for the permit from the City. If the
proposed installation is within the common area of a condominium or planned unit
development, and the application submitted is not in the name of the Home Owner’s
Association or management committee, the applicant shall provide a letter from the Home
Owner’s Association or management committee indicating consent to the location of the
Telecommunications Facilities Antentra within the common area has been granted as a part
of the permit application filed with the City.

only in conjunction with a special event licensed under. Title 4. Chapter 8 of the Park City

S A L L e L R R L N N L e A Y R T R e L e L L e I R N R N M R i s

Community Development Department. The application will be administratively reviewed by

e e e M B e L I b e e 2 e e s S ALy i n el

the Community Development Department based on the following criteria:

L Time. Permits will be issued only for the duration of a licensed special event plus five
(5) calendar days. Inno case will a temporary administrative permit be issued for a

N AR, R L SR e L AL ALY

2. Height. The height of the Temporary Antenna may not be greater than five feet

3. Zoning. Temporary Antennas are permitted in the following zones: RCO., GC, HCB,

4. Permission. Temporary Antenna permit applications shall be accompanied by written

Department stating the location and the date of the proposed test. Antennas in use for a drive
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PARIN CI'TY

DATE:

June 1, 2000

DEPARTMENT:  Office of Capital Management and Budget

AUTHOR:.
TITLE:

Tom Bakaly, Mark Christensen ™| < 'ﬁé’i/
FY2001 Budget (next year) & FY2000 Revised Budget (current year)

TYPE OF ITEM:  Legislative

SUMMARY RECOMMENDATION:
1) Pass and Adopt the Resolution that contains the following items:

a)

Tentative adoption of the City Manager’s Amended Budget for FY 1999-00 (with
adjustments that have occurred during the budget process).

b) Tentative adoption of the FY 2000-01City Manager’s Recommended Budget
presented to City Council on May 4%, 2000 ( with adjustments that have occurred
during the budget process).

c) Authorization for the City’s Director of Capital Management and Budget to
compute the City’s Certified Property Tax Rate for 2001 at a “No Tax Increase
Rate” and file said rate with the County.

d) Authorization for the City’s Director of Capital Management and Budget to
compute the City’s Tax rate in regards to the issuance of $6 million General
Obligation Bond for the Open Space Bond as approved by voters.

e) Adopt the City’s budget policy regarding public service contracts as amended.

DESCRIPTION:

A. Topic: Tentative Adoption of the FY 1999-00 Amended Budget and FY 2000-01
Recommended Budget in accordance with Utah State Law.
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B. Background: On May 4, 2000, Staff presented City Council with a balanced amended
budget for FY 1999-00 (current year) and a recommended budget for FY 2000-01 (next year).
Since that time there have been several changes made to both the FY2000 Budget (current year)
and the FY2001Budget (next year)., These changes will be outlined in this report. The focus of
the June 1st meeting will be to review and comment on the changes that were made as a result of
the technical cleanup and to review and move on the aforementioned resolution.

On May 4, City Council was infomjed that to balance the General Fund Budget in FY2001,
beginning balance reserves have been used. At the May 11" meeting alternatives were presented
to balance the budget. At the May 18“‘ meeting Council reviewed Transient Room Tax (TRT),
changes to the Capital Improvement Budget, City Services Agreements and wrapped up changes
for the budget. The following is the recommended schedule for updating the FY2000-2001
Budget:

Budget Review Schedule

June 1th 1) Hold Public Hearing on the Budget and
continue to 6/15/2000.
2) Tentative adoption of FY2001 Budget (no tax increase)
3) Tentative adoption of FY2000 Amended Budget

June 15th The schedule for June 15, 2000 will be as follows:

(No Tax Increase) Continuation and closure of the public hearing
on the budget, with final adoption, by resolution, of both the
FY20p1 Budget, the FY2000 Adjusted Budget and the certified no
increase tax rate for FY 2001.

C. _Analysis:

Operating Budget: This year there _liave been changes to the Operating budget within the City
including both cuts and increased expenditures. On May 11%, 2000 City Council directed staff to
take all of the proposed General Fund Reductions totaling $657, 602 in FY2001. Because the
reductions, including decreased personnel costs, the vacancy factor was reduced. The total
reductions controlling for the vacancy factor is $655,159. These reductions represent a 5%
reduction in General Fund Expenditures. In addition to the General Fund reductions, City
Council authorized the new appropriations for FY 2000 totaling $96,546 and $127,483 in FY
2001. (Attachment A) In addition Public Service Contracts were reduced roughly $15,000.

Staff have also presented several options for revenue enhancements. On May 18", City Council
directed staff that at this time the City will not impose a Transient Room Tax, nor will they
increase property taxes for FY2001. Instead they directed staff to conduct a comprehensive
review of potential revenues, expenditures and programs. This study will begin this summer and
by early fall staff will complete a dll‘CCt cost analysis determining the costs are associated with
the city’s services. '




Additional Operating Budget Changes: In addition to the above analysis staff recommends
that 1 Full Time Temporary Secretary Position be moved from OCMB to Public Affairs. This
position has been used primarily for general office and clerical support for Public Affairs and
Olympic Planning. This position is budgeted in the system and this move represents no net
impact on the City’s budget and is “housekeeping” in nature..

Capital Improvement Program(CIP): As explained on May18%, there have been relatively
few changes in the CIP. Last year the City went through a comprehensive prioritization process

for the CIP. On May 18" Staff were encouraged to provide more detailed descriptions of
projects that have expenditures planned for FY2001. (Attachment B contains expected FY2001
expenditures including a cost breakdown of the proposed expenditures. With a few exceptions as
described, Staff recommends that the CIP remain basically as prioritized last year. At present
there have been four projects added to the CIP. In addition to the four new projects money has
been moved from several projects as shown below. The following list shows the changes in the

CIP.

FY2000 FY2001
Project # Project Title Adjusted Adjusted

32 Old Town Stairs (511,508) 511,508
37 Hillside Avenue Design and Widening (78,969)
48 City Park Improvements (1,060,891) 829,095
445 Affordable Housing (381,054) 381,054
485 Lower Park Avenue (328,825) 328,825
579 Library Donations Expenditures 29,001 70,750
630 Bus Turn Out and Shelters 40,000
648 5 Year CIP Project Funding (200,000) (200,000)
681 Golf Pro Shop (200,000) 1,665,000
699 Open Space Acquisition (6,000,000) 6,000,000
705* Water Source, Storage and Delivery (58,255)
708 Trails Master Plan Implementation (841,291) 861,291
709 Property Improvements (92,000) 92,000
712%* Building Replacement & Enhancement 22,000
713 Golf Course Improvements 100,000 (80,000)
719 Snow Creek Parcel 2,239,702
740* CIP Transfer to General Fund 0 0
741 Storm Water Runoff - Upper Park Ave. 200,000
743% DVD equipment for PC Film Series. 40,000
744 Snowcat Replacement 6,524

($7,075,567) $10,459,523

~

* Amounts have been updated as discussed in previous budget meetings.

On May 18", City Council asked if the $100,000 assigned to project 713 Golf Course

Improvements was new money. Staffs response to this was that the money was in fact new and
in addition to the other money being appropriated to the Golf Course. The $100,000 that is being
appropriated to this account is grant money received from the County for the purchase of a Snow
Cat.
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The project funding for Storm Water Runoff (Upper Park Avenue) has changed from Impact fees
to revenues from the water fund. In addition to this all of the carryover from project 37 that is
not impact fees has been moved to project 741. These changes are offset in projects 37 Hillside
Avenue, and 705 Water Source, Storage and Delivery. At present Upper Park Avenue is funded
through the design phase only. Resldents of Upper Park Avenue have asked throughout the
budget process that Park Avenue south of Heber be reconstructed. Their request that $800,000
be included in the 2001 CIP and that the project to be 100 percent funded before the Olympics.
Project 743: This project is funded through money received from a County grant for the Park
City Film Series. This money is to be used for DVD equipment purchase for the film series. It is
anticipated that all of the money w111 be spent in FY2001.

On May 18", City Council directed ?staff to provide information regarding the CIP planned
expenditures for FY2001 including a cost breakdown. Attached is a list of projects that staff
anticipates will have expenditures m the next fiscal year. (Attachment A) All CIP projects are
listed in Attachment D.

Changes June 1: At the June 1¢ meeiting it will be necessary for Council to give staff direction for
the final budget. Due to time constraints staff will need the councils final recommendations and
changes regarding the FY2001 budget On June 1%, council should be prepared to give staff
direction on all of the issues dlscussed in the budget meetings. Any new changes to the
Operating Budget or Capital Improvement Program, and any additional direction regarding the
comprehensive should occur on June 1st.

Arts Council Request: The Arts Council Request presented on May 18%, was twofold in nature.
First they wanted to have a special Sewices contract established independent from the other
Arts/Culture/Humanities group. The second part of the request was for an additional $29,000
dollars to fund a reorganization w1th1n the Arts Council. Organizationally the Arts Director
would be changed from Part Time to Full Time, along with an increase for the Arts Council
contract services. These changes represent a shift in their structure with long term organizational
and financial implications. Specifically, the Arts Council requested long term funding support
from the city for this organizational restructuring.

The direction given to staff on May 18" was to execute part on of the Arts Council request by
separating their funding to a special service contract in the amount of $13,775 ($14,500 less 5%).
Council asked the Grants Subcommittee to make a recommendation about the appropriation of a
one-time grant contingency funds. On May 26, the Grants Subcommittee reviewed this issue and
recommends that a one-time grant in the amount of $15,000 be issued to the Arts Council. This
will bring the balance of grant contihgency to roughly $20,000.

Budget Wrap-up: This report combletes the discussion of budget changes for the revised
FY2000 budget and FY2001 budget. City Council indicated on May 11™ that they would be
willing to reduce General Fund expenses by roughly $657,000 as outlined in Attachment D of
the May 11" report. Council stated on May 11" that they were not interested in increasing
property taxes at this time. One Council member suggested we monitor how other cities respond
to State action relating to liability clalms levels, and that the City may want to raise property




taxes to compensate for this action. It appears that major cities are not implementing this
property tax increase. Council supported the option of studying City fees and programs in
anticipation of a difficult budget process this time next year.

D. Department Review: - To be provided as needed.

ALTERNATIVES:

A. Provide Direction About Tentative Budget

B. Amend the Tentative Budget Presented

C. Continue the Item - June 15, 2000 is the last date on which adoption (No Tax Increase Rate)
can occur in order for us to meet the filing deadlines with the County and State if there is no
property tax increase.

D. Do Nothing

SIGNIFICANT IMPACTS: The City’s budget must be balanced. Staff recommends that
Council provide direction on any revenue and CIP changes. Any additions or changes to the
Operating budget or the CIP need to made by June 1st to allow staff to present a completed and
balanced budget according to State Law deadlines.

CONSEQUENCES OF NOT TAKING THE RECOMMENDED ACTION:

The staff has presented a balanced budget for tentative adoption on Junelst as required by state
law. However, this budget may not fully meet the City Council’s expectations given the nature
of some issues that still remain undecided. Council should direct staff on these issues on June
1%, in order to make changes by June 15%,
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RECOMMENDATION: The City Council should follow the budget presentation schedule
described above and provide final direction if needed. The Council should Pass and Adopt the
Resolution that contains the followmg items:

a) Tentative adoption og'fthe City Manager’s Amended Budget for FY 1999-00 (with
adjustments that have occurred during the budget process).

b) Tentative adoption of the FY 2000-01City Manager’s Recommended Budget
presented to City Councﬂ on May 4%, 2000 ( with adjustments that have occurred
during the budget pr«pcess)

c) Authorization for the City’s Director of Capital Management and Budget to
compute the City’s Certlﬁed Property Tax Rate for 2001 at a “No Tax Increase
Rate” and file said rate with the County.

d) Authorization for thq City’s Director of Capital Management and Budget to
compute the City’s Tax rate in regards to the issuance of $6 million General

Obligation Bond for the Open Space Bond as approved by voters.

e) Adopt the City’s budget policy regarding public service contracts as amended.

Attachments:

A. Changes to Budget

B. CIP Project Summary t

C. Grants Spreadsheet and Pohcy Update

D. Arts Council Request :

E. Resolutions adopting the FYZOOO 2001 Budget.

F. Resolution Adopting the FY2000-2001 Municipal Building Authority Budget.
G.

Resolution Adopting the FY2000-2001 Redevelopment Agency Budget.
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Resolution No. -00

A RESOLUTION ADOPTING A TENTATIVE REVISED BUDGET FOR FY 1999-00,
A TENTATIVE BUDGET FOR FY 2000-01, FOR PARK CITY MUNICIPAL
CORPORATION AND ITS RELATED AGENCIES AND AUTHORIZING THE
COMPUTATION OF THE PROPERTY TAX RATE THAT
REFLECTS THE ISSUANCE OF GENERAL OBLIGATION BONDS

WHEREAS, the Utah State law requires that city budgets be adopted by
resolution: and;

WHEREAS, a public hearing was held on May 11, 2000, and May 18, 2000, and
one is scheduled for June 1, 2000, and June 15, 2000, at the City Council's regularly scheduled
meetings, complying with State law;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of Park City, Utah
that:

SECTION 1. TENTATIVE REVISED BUDGET ADOPTED. The budget as
outlined in the City Manager’s Recommended budget presented on May 11, 2000 and with
changes as summarized in the Attachments to this resolution is hereby adopted as the Tentative
Revised 1999-00 Operating Budget for Park City Municipal Corporation and its related agencies.

SECTION 2. TENTATIVE BUDGET AND TENTATIVE PLAN ADOPTED.
The budget as outlined in the City Manager’s Recommended budget presented on May 11, 2000
and with changes as summarized in the Attachments to this resolution is hereby adopted as the
tentative budget for FY 2000-01 and the tentative plan for FY 2000-01 for Park City Municipal
Corporation and its related agencies.

SECTION 3. CERTIFIED TAX RATE. The City's Director of Capital Programs
and Budget is authorized, after the County has provided the Certified Property Tax data, to
compute the City's Certified Property Tax Rate for 2000 at a "No Tax Increase Rate" and file
said rate with the County. The Director of Capital Programs and Budget is also authorized to
compute the City’s Certified Property Tax rate for the issuance of General Obligation Bonds as
approved by a vote of the people in November of 1998.
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SECTION 4. EFFECTIVE DATE. This Resolution shall take effect June 1, 2000
for the FY 1999-00 revised budget, the FY 2000-01 budget.

PASSED AND ADOPTED this Ist day of June, 2000

PARK CITY MUNICIPAL CORPORATION

Mayor Bradley A. Olch
Attest: 5

|

Janet M. Scott, City Recorder

Approved as to form:

Mark D. Harrington, City Attorney
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