PARK CITY COUNCIL MEETING
SUMMIT COUNTY, UTAH
MARCH 21, 1996

PUBLIC NOTICE 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, March 21, 1996.

AGENDA
Closed Session
3:45 p.m. Property acquisition
Work Session
4:00 p.m. Council questions/comments
4:20 p.m. Amplified music in City Park
5:05 p.m. Review of regular meeting
Plats
Signalization - Bonanza Drive
Deed/easement

Change application protest
Appointments- Summit County Olympic Planning Committee

Regular Meeting
6:00 p.m.
I  ROLL CALL
I  PUBLIC INPUT
Refund of school impact fees - Edward F. Brophy
III COMMUNICATIONS FROM COUNCIL AND STAFF

IV MINUTES AND WORK SESSION NOTES OF THE MEETING OF MARCH 7, 1996
AND MINUTES OF MEETING OF MARCH 14, 1996

V  PUBLIC HEARING

1. Ordinance approving the resubdivision of Lots 7 and 8, Block 30 of the Park City Survey -
327 Woodside, Park City, Utah

2. Ordinance approving the MSLD resubdivision amending the Park City Survey for Lots 20,
21, 22,26, 27 and a portion of Lots 19 and 28, Block 9 located at 577 Main Street, 578 and
584 Park Avenue, Park City, Utah



VI

VII

VIII

IX

Ordinance approving the amended Record of Survey Plat of Stein Ericksen Lodge, located
at 7700 Stein Way, Park City, Utah

CONSENT AGENDA

Ordinance approving the resubdivision of Lots 7 and 8, Block 30 of the Park City Survey -
327 Woodside, Park City, Utah

Ordinance approving the MSLD resubdivision amending the Park City Survey for Lots 20,
21, 22, 26, 27 and a portion of Lots 19 and 28, Block 9 located at 577 Main Street, 578 and
584 Park Avenue, Park City, Utah

Ordinance approving the amended Record of Survey Plat of Stein Ericksen Lodge, located
at 7700 Stein Way, Park City, Utah

Authorization for Mayor to execute quit claim deed in a form approved by the City Attorney
to Gail Walton

Authorization for Mayor to execute a cooperative agreement, in a form approved by the City
Attorney, with UDOT for traffic signalization at Bonanza Drive and Deer Valley Drive and
authorization of the transfer of up to $105,000 from the Capital Improvement Program, Old
Town Streets and Utilities Master Plan Implementation Project to pay for the City’s share of
the cost '

Authorization to Mayor to execute drainage easement to McGinnis in conjunction with RDA
deed

Authorization to appeal State Engineer’s denial of Park City’s Change Application Protest

NEW BUSINESS

Authorization to appeal State Engineer’s denial of Park City’s Change Application Protest

'RESIGNATIONS AND APPOINTMENTS

Appointment of two City Council members to the Summit County Olympic Planning Task
Force

ADJOURNMENT
Posted: 3/18/96

Note: It should be noted that the entry under Public Input occurred at the meeting and was not
posted. It appears here on the agenda for reference purposes.



PARK CITY WORK SESSION NOTES
SUMMIT COUNTY, UTAH
MARCH 21, 1996

Present: Mayor Brad Olch; Council members Shauna Kerr, Paul Sincock, and Chuck
Klingenstein

Toby Ross, City Manager; Jodi Hoffman, City Attorney; Frank Bell, Chief of Police;
Janice Lew, Planner; _Eric DeHaan, City Engineer

Joan Calder and Beth Hofmeister, Chamber/Bureau; Jeff Appel, counsel for
Snyderville Basin Sewer Improvement District; Jon Brinton, Chairman Citizen
Olympic Committee

Absent: Hugh Daniels and Roger Harlan

1. Council questions/comments. Paul Sincock reminded Council of ReNae Rezac’s
fund-raiser on March 29. Toby Ross advised Council that their pictures will be taken at the retreat
next week for the orientation packet.

2. Amplified music in City Park. Frank Bell explained that the prior Council
discussed the issue of disturbing the neighborhood with amplified music three years ago. Amplified
music is allowed through a special event license, but other locations are preferred for those types of
performances. He continued that that was the issue with the Teen Center’s request for the battle of
the bands last summer. The only exception for amplified music in the park is the Chamber/Bureau’s
Wednesday night series, and given the uses in the park and neighborhood compatibility, the staff is
not recommending loosening the restrictions. Chief Bell noted that there has not been a request for
a battle of the bands this year. Paul Sincock pointed out that the kids at the high school are still upset
about the inequity of denying their request and allowing the Chamber/Bureau to have amplified
performances. Chief Bell pointed out that the fear is that allowing this event would prompt other
applications. He added that the series has been a positive experience and there have been no
neighborhood complaints about noise. There are 11 performances scheduled from June through
August.

Chuck Klingenstein reported that he received a call from a resident supporting the
series and that he is in favor of keeping the event for the locals, although parking seems to be a
problem. Frank Bell discussed the success of the series and that it has grown. He added that it is
not the intention to add police resources there to manage traffic and parking and emphasized the
importance of keeping the event free. Joan Calder advised that the funding for the series comes from
the Chamber/Bureau and First Security Bank. The Mayor suggested that if the event grows that it
could be held at Deer Valley where the symphonies are held. Ms. Calder noted that it would be
expensive to lease space at Deer Valley and the Chamber/Bureau would prefer to work on
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controlling the size of the event so that it could continue at the park. Shauna Kerr discussed keeping
it a local event and not to market it in Salt Lake. Beth Hoffmeister discussed their local marketing
strategy. Chuck Klingenstein pointed out the importance of community balance and hoped that this
would not get out of control like Park City’s fourth of July celebration which attracts Salt Lake
visitors. Ms. Calder pointed out that they really don’t have a parking management plan. There was
one concert that prompted illegal parking but there wasn’t a problem with the other performances.
Chief Bell suggested that parking could be monitored by a volunteer group like the Ambassadors.
Beth Hoffmeister noted that flyers encourage people to car pool or ride their bikes. Discussion
ensued regarding auxiliary parking like the First Security parking lot, Park City Ski Area, and
Education Center.

Ms. Kerr discussed the request from the teens for the battle of the bands which was
an equity issue for her. She recommended that the Chamber/Bureau series be limited to 12
performances a year and if there is a request from the high school, the Chamber could give up one
of its concert dates. Chief Bell pointed out that if noise is the issue, then the battle of the bands is
not an appropriate use in the park. The Chamber is diligent about having acoustically oriented
concerts that are amplified by microphone rather than by amplifiers. Shauna Kerr explained that her
suggestion relates to intensity and that the neighborhood would be aware of the number of scheduled.
Paul Sincock expressed his concern about the battle of the bands attracting thousands of Salt Lake
kids and noted that if it is a fund-raiser, it would be impossible to collect money at the park. Ms.
Kerr noted that this was discussed last summer. In response to a question from Chuck Klingenstein,
the City Manager stated that the request last summer was on short notice, and Mr. Klingenstein felt
that the kids need to submit a proposal that addresses the crowd issue.

There was a consensus to keep the music series in the park this summer. Chuck
Klingenstein added that the parking needs to be monitored. With regard to the battle of the bands,
the Mayor suggested that the Council wait until a request is initiated and pointed out that this is a
separate issue.

3. Review of regular meeting.

Authorization to appeal State Engineer’s denial of Park City’s Change
Application Protest. See attached staff report. Jodi Hoffman explained that this is a request to
authorize service of an appeal of the State Engineer’s decision to approve Summit Water
Distribution Company’s exchange application to divert and treat East Canyon Creek water. The
appeal has been drafted at the request of Snyderville Basin Sewer Improvement District. Jeff Appel,
counsel for SBSID, explained the nutrification of the East Canyon reservoir and creek and its
negative effect on habitat and recreational uses; both the reservoir and stream are in violation of
water quality standards. Mr. Appel described the nutrient problems and the millions of dollars
involved in treating the water. He explained that the benefit of Park City filing a protest on its own
and read the State Engineer’s inadequate explanation of his decision which did not address the
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questions raised like water quality and the impacts of the diversions on the reservoir and the stream.
As a result, Mr. Appel felt that we have a good case as the State Engineer has not properly
discharged his duties.

Ms. Hoffman noted that although this appeal is based on the same facts, the outcome
of Park City’s efforts may be upheld. She stressed that there is a larger public interest involved as
there is a potential $10 million liability if the State Engineer’s decision is upheld. In response to a
question from Paul Sincock, Mr. Appel stressed the merit in having another governmental entity
challenge the State Engineer’s decision.

Paul Sincock pointed out that if Park City participates in a lawsuit, we will not be a
neutral third party and cannot act as a mediator. Mr. Sincock stated that he is only hearing one side
of the case and has investigated the matter. He continued that the SBSID treats water and doesn’t
have water rights and asked if there was a standard flow required for treatment. Mr. Appel answered
that some of the standards are tied to a minimum stream flow of 3.5 cfs; the phosphates are not but
SBSID is charged with treating phosphates. Mr. Sincock understood that Summit Water agreed to
always allow 3.5 cfs in the stream and has agreed never to take any water out of the stream during
the winter when SBSID has the highest flows of sewage and the lowest demand for regular water and
didn’t understand the problem. MTr. Appel responded that he is unaware of any agreement
concerning the winter months; the 3.5 cfs number is something that Wildlife Resources was forced
to accept and SBSID is currently in court to overturn that application because the 3.5 cfs doesn’t
meet criteria to protect the reservoir and stream. Mr. Appel stated that he has seen projections of 38
cfs for the reservoir and 11 cfs for the stream. Mr. Appel explained that diversions of water result
in pollution because of concentrations and diversions become critically important under water quality
standards. Mr. Sincock referred to a letter, dated April 13, 1995, from Diane Nielson from the
Department of Environmental Quality which indicates that the Department has not taken the position
that it should control water quality in order to maintain minimum water flows in the stream flows
as affected by diversions under valid state water rights or under the primary purview of the State
Engineer. The letter stated that the Board has never seen fit to regulate stream flows or interfere or
abrogate valid state issued water rights and their rules relate primarily to the regulation of pollutant
discharges. Mr. Appel responded that the letter prompted the SBSID to sue the Department and this
issue is before the Board of Water Quality at this time; this is the Elkhorn Case. Paul Sincock stated
that he is reluctant to join a lawsuit without being convinced of the benefits to Park City. He added
that he called the State Engineer’s office about the change applications; one is for the LDS Church
for a well and one from Summit Water for a well not for a stream and stated that the cases cited in
the appeal are not the ones in question and there are technical problems that need to be remedied.
Ms. Hoffman assured Mr. Sincock that the appeal was researched and drafted by Nielsen & Senior
who are experts in water issues. Mr. Appel added that wells are an important consideration because
it affects the flows in the aquifers and phosphate levels. He continued that there has been a
moratorium since the early 1980s on large exchange applications and the State Engineer has to
review all impacts. Ms. Hoffman explained that one thing that Park City would bring to the table
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is the fact that we are a large water right holder and Park City would bring a different perspective.
Shauna Kerr explained to Mr. Sincock that if SBSID fails to prevail on this, it could cause a
substantial cost to treat water and subsequently, these costs would be passed to Council’s
constituency. This assessment could be as much as $10 million, and if the City can assist in this
effort to prevent this expenditure, participating in the appeal seems to be a compelling benefit. Mr.
Sincock pointed out that every upstream user takes water out of the stream, but Ms. Kerr answered
that what he is failing to consider is that Summit Water has created the issue by filing the change
application and started the process in motion. She continued that the State Engineer failed to
conduct a proper review to evaluate the change application and what we are trying to accomplish is
having the State Engineer apply the law appropriately. Ms. Kerr felt that as a substantial water right
holder, Park City has a better stake in raising the issue of consideration of impacts. The Mayor
stated that even with a moratorium, the State Engineer has been approving change applications and
it is a concern of the District. Ms. Kerr noted that even if the same decision is rendered, but a better
review process is implemented in the future, the City is better off. Paul Sincock expressed his
confusion about the point of the appeal, and the City Manager responded that the 3.5 cfs is standard
but not adequate and Mr. Appel added that this will continue the degradation of East Canyon
reservoir and stream.

Toby Ross asked Mr. Appel to characterize Summit Water’s position. Mr. Appel
stated that when SBSID informed Summit Water that diverting the water would increase treatment
costs, Summit Water didn’t feel it was its problem. Mr. Appel described the water situation as
overburdened which affects water quality. It is Summit Water’s position that it has the water right
to take the water. Mr. Appel felt that if the State Engineer was doing his job, the water right would
have been rejected or severely limited. Although the State Engineer is going to look at this again,
the City will have no standing unless it perfects its appeal. Ms. Hoffman felt that the most cost
effective means to intervene in a meaningful manner is to have a perfected appeal, and if the appeal
lapses the City doesn’t have as good of a position. Ms. Hoffman discussed the amicus curiae brief
approach which can be filed with the court, with or without standing, but this is not typical at the
district court level. Amicus curiae briefs are allowed only at the discretion of the court, and it is only
supplemental information. She pointed out that an amicus curiae brief would be more costly to the
City because it is not written and there would have to be a petition to the court to accept it, creating
levels of work which have not yet been performed, while the appeal has already been drafted. Mr.
Appel concluded that if these change applications stand, there are potentially 2,452 additional new
connections unprotected by water quality conditions. Ms. Hoffman described the downside of
participation as cost and strained relationships with the State Engineer and Summit Water, although
this probably has already occurred. Chuck Klingenstein described the bigger issue of the diligence
of the State Engineer, and the City Manager noted that the state seems to be extremely rigorous with
Park City’s applications, but lenient with others. Park City has had change applications in the
process for eight years, and Summit Water’s took two years.

Plats. Janice Lew discussed plat amendments for 327 Woodside, 577 Main Street
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and Stein Erickson Lodge. See back-up and regular meeting minutes.

Signalization - Bonanza Drive. See attached staff report. Eric DeHaan explained
that he has been working with UDOT on this intersection which has the highest accident rate in the
City. This request is only for the signal; the existing alignment, curb and gutter on Bonanza Drive
will be used although there will be some patching and curb work in the area. The poles will be
galvanized. Mr. DeHaan described that UDOT will provide the hardware and the City’s contractor
will install the equipment and perform the pavement work. UDOT will contribute $30,000 once the
contractor has completed the work and Council is being asked to front $105,000 in a transfer from
the Old Town streets and utilities master plan capital improvement budget. Mr. DeHaan described
how the intersection will be improved to a more traditional t-intersection. It is hoped that this will
be installed by Christmas. A pedestrian crossing and driveways too close to the intersection were
discussed. Frank Bell reported that over the past 18 months there have been 20 accidents at the
intersection, resulting in six injuries, approximately $65,000 in property damage and 14 of the 20
accidents were caused by people turning left from Bonanza Drive to Deer Valley Drive southbound.

Appointments - Summit County Olympic Citizen Committee. The Mayor
reported that the County has agreed to allow two elected officials from Park City on this voting
board. Paul Sincock, and Chuck Klingenstein felt that the Mayor and Hugh Daniels would be good
candidates. Shauna Kerr expressed her concern that the board is composed of advocates of the
Olympics and not balanced or representative although she didn’t know everyone on the board. Jon
Brinton, Chairman, explained that the membership represents a broad range of the County’s
constituency who are interested in the planning process. The Mayor added that the appointed
delegates would represent the Council, get direction from the Council, and would report back on a
regular basis.

Prepared by Janet M. Scott
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I ROLL CALL

Mayor Brad Olch called the regular meeting of the City Council to order at
approximately 6 p.m. at the Marsac Municipal Building on Thursday, March 21, 1995. Members
in attendance were Brad Olch, Shauna Kerr, Chuck Klingenstein, and Paul Sincock. Hugh Daniels
and Roger Harlan were excused. Staff present were Toby Ross, City Manager; Janice Lew, Planner;
and Jodi Hoffman, City Attorney.

I PUBLICINPUT

of s | impact fees - E - Mr. Brophy stated that he built a duplex
about a year ago and paid school impact fees for both units. At the time he applied, he was assured
by the City Attorney’s Office that his money would be refunded in the event that the impact fees
were invalidated. The City Manager explained that representatives of the City, County and School
District discussed this issue. When the interlocal agreement was developed, it was never
contemplated that invalidation would occur by inaction of the legislature, but rather lawsuits. Since
this was never addressed, the issue of refunds has to be worked out with the parties. Dates will be
set the end of April and beginning of May to take public input, which will be advertised.

With no further comments, the public input session was closed.
IIT COMMUNICATIONS FROM COUNCIL AND STAFF
None.

IV  MINUTES AND WORK SESSION NOTES OF THE MEETING OF MARCH 7, 1996
AND MINUTES OF MEETING OF MARCH 14, 1996

Shauna Kerr, “I move approval”. Paul Sincock seconded. Motion carried.

~ Hugh Daniels Absent
Roger Harlan Absent
Shauna Kerr Aye
Chuck Klingenstein Aye
Paul Sincock Aye

V  PUBLIC HEARING

1. in roving the resubdivision Bl k

- 32 odside, Park Cit h - Planner Janice Lew explained that this is a request to
formally combine two Old Town lots. The applicant intends to build a single family structure and
is therefore requesting to remove the common lot line. The staff is recommending approval with the
findings, conclusions of law, and conditions as outlined in the staff report (attached). Tom Carlson,
a resident across the street, stated that there should be adequate street parking. Ms. Lew responded
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that the applicant is required to provide two parking space. With no further questions from the
Council or the audience, the pubic hearing was closed.

2. Ordinance approving the MSLD resubdivision amending the Park City Survey for
Lots 20, 21. 22, 26, 27 and a portion of Lots 19 and 28, Block 9 located at 577 Main Street, 578 and

584 Park Avenue, Park City, Utah - Janice Lew explained that this property is located between the
Claimjumper and The Family Jewels on Main Street. The property runs through to Park Avenue so

there is frontage on both streets. On the portion of the property fronting on Main Street, the
applicant would like to combine his four parcels to construct a commercial building. The are three
lots on the Park Avenue section and the applicant would like to construct two single family
structures and is therefore proposing a two lot configuration. With regard to the temporary zoning
ordinance, Ms. Lew clarified that this application was only for a plat amendment which was received
in November. An application for the design of the building would be subject to the TRO and design
guidelines producing a compatible building. The staff is recommending approval and the Planning
Commission has forwarded a positive recommendation with the findings, conclusions of law, and
conditions of approval outlined in the staff report (attached). The Mayor invited public input.

Tom Carlson suggested that if there is a restaurant use there that the exhaust fan be
buffered with some sort of noise fencing because the fans can be annoying. With no further
questions from the Council or the public, the public hearing was closed.

3‘ 3. rdinance roving the amen Record of Survey Plat of Stein Ericksen [.o
located at 7700 Stein Way, Park City, Utah - Ms. Lew explained that the owners would to convert

approximately 12,000 square feet of existing commercial convertible space to common ownership.
The space includes the restaurant and the lobby area and the staff is recommending approval with
the findings, conclusions of law and conditions of approval. See staff report. With no questions or
comments, the public hearing was closed.

VI CONSENT AGENDA

The Mayor requested that Item 7 be moved to New Business. Paul Sincock, “I so
move”. Chuck Klingenstein seconded. Motion carried. Shauna Kerr, “I move approval of Consent

Agenda Items 1 - 6". Motion carried.
Hugh Daniels Absent
Roger Harlan Absent
Shauna Kerr Aye
Chuck Klingenstein Aye
Paul Sincock Aye

1. Ordinance approving the resubdivision of Lots 7 and 8, Block 30 of the Park City
Survey - 327 Woodside, Park City, Utah - See public hearing comments and staff report.

2. Ordinance roving the MISLD resubdivision amending t k Ci
2 26, 27 and a portion of Lots 1 28, Bl Main Str

L 584 Park Avenue, Park City, Utah - See public hearing comments and staff report.
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3. Ordinanc roving th nded Record of Survey Plat of Stein Ericksen L.
located at 7700 Stein Way, Park City, Utah - See public hearing comments and staff report.

4, horization fo or to ex it claim deed i m th
Attorn Gail Walton Roesinger (subject to the conditions and restrictions specified i st

report) - See staff report.

5. Authorization for Mayor to execute a cooperative agreement, i I r
Attrn w1hU T for traffic signalization at Bonanza Driv r Vall
sfer of up to $105.000 from the Capital I nt Program. l oW

SII.QQI& and [lmmgs Mgster Plan Implementation Project to pay for the Q ity’s share of the cost - See
work session notes and staff report.

6. Authorization to Mayor xecute drai ment to innis i i i
with RDA deed in exchange for a six foot trail easement - See staff report.

7. Authorization to al State Engineer’s denial of Park City’s Change Applicati

Protest - See work session notes, staff report, and New Business.

VII NEW BUSINESS

k Authorization to appeal e Engineer’s denial of Park City’s Ch Applicati
Protest - The Mayor requested a motion to continue this to next Thursday’s meeting. Paul Sincock,
“Iso move”. Chuck Klingenstein seconded. Motion carried.
Hugh Daniels Absent
Roger Harlan Absent
Shauna Kerr Aye
Chuck Klingenstein Aye
Paul Sincock Aye

VIII RESIGNATIONS AND APPOINTMENTS

Appointment of two City Council 1s to th

Task Force - Shauna Kerr, “I move int Brad O d Hugh Daniels t
Planning Task Force (Citizen Commi ”. Chuck Klingenstein seconded. Motion

carried.

Hugh Daniels Absent

Roger Harlan Absent

Shauna Kerr Aye

Chuck Klingenstein Aye

Paul Sincock Aye

IX ADJOURNMENT

-
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With no further business, the meeting of the City Council was adjourned.
MEMORANDUM OF CLOSED SESSION

The City Council met in closed session at approximately 3:45 p.m. Members in
attendance were Mayor Brad Olch, Shauna Kerr, Chuck Klingenstein, and Paul Sincock. Hugh
Daniels and Roger Harlan were excused. Staff present were Toby Ross, City Manager; Mark
Harrington, Assistant City Attorney; and Jodi Hoffman, City Attorney. Shauna Kerr, “l move to

close the meeting to discuss property acquisition”. Chuck Klingenstein seconded. Motion carried.

Hugh Daniels Absent
Roger Harlan Absent
Shauna Kerr Aye
Chuck Klingenstein Aye
Paul Sincock Aye

The meeting opened at approximately 4 p.m.

& sk ok sk sk ok ok ok kk ok

The meeting for which these minutes were prepared was noticed by posting 24 hours
in advance and by delivery to the news media two days prior to the meeting.

Prepared by J anet/M. Scott
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MEMORANDUM

TO: Toby Ross
City Manager

FROM: F.M. Bell %
Chief of Police

SUBJECT: Amplified Music

It is my understanding that the City Council will be revisiting the
issue of amplified music in their upcoming meeting. I am not sure
of the specific question, but here are some thoughts as back up.

At present, amplified music is prohibited around town except under
authorization of a Master Festival (Event) License and the Chamber
Summer Concert Series in City Park which was received a special
exemption from the prior council. The ordinance is generally used
to deal with live performances. Loudspeaker nuisances from recorded
music may occasionally fit the ordinance, but are generally dealt
with by other noise limiting ordinances.

A Master Festival License is required when an event is deemed to
create a significant public impact, requires the use of city
services or public resources, or requires special permitting to
circumvent existing city ordinances which would otherwise prevent
the event from occurring (mostly outdoor sales, noise, signs, and
beer licensing).

I assume the issue is once again City Park, where conflict arises
between groups wanting live musical performances and the nearby
residents who often complain of park noise and disruption to their
lives by large gatherings. Further, under certain atmospheric
conditions, amplified music from the park can be heard all over
town, and thus can become a widespread community problem.

Given the large number of groups who book the park for picnics,
reunions, weddings and the like, I do not think we ought to open
the park up to random musical performances. We generally do not
license groups using the park except for the reservation permit,
nor do I want to be in the business of licensing such gatherings
when they wish to have music.

Other events around town requesting music such as block parties or
fundraisers are generally handled through the festival license
process since often a street closure or other public impact is
involved. We handle those on a case by case basis, and the problems
and complaints resulting from such events have been minor.

Lo



Regarding the Wednesday night Chamber of Commerce concert series,
while noise is an issue, I am not sure it is the premier issue. The
concerts are increasingly popular, and thus have developed parking
and crowd problems which strain already overused park facilities.
While the claim is made that it is a "locals" event, it has
unquestionably become a part of summer in Park City for locals, as
well as visitors and daytrippers from Salt Lake.

I think the Chamber has done a r
mitigate the impacts of the conce
are loud enough to be heard in ot
carries to Prospector Sguare and %
softball and other activities cq¢
parking is frequently a problem 3
block park roads and private dr
volunteers have tried to mitigat
routinely provided public resourg
concert series.

easonably good job of trying to
rts series, but some of the acts
cher areas of town (sound easily
o the area of the resort). Since
)exist with the concert series,
s is emergency access when cars
iveways. To this point Chamber
e parking problems. We have not
ces or police assistance to the

If the Council wishes to ban all
then I suggest that the Chamber
series. The lower hillside areas

mind where speakers could be dir

where parking and public faciliti

If the council wishes to continu

live performances from the park,
might want to move the concert
of the Park City Resort come to
ected against the mountain, and
es are in place.

the Wednesday series and thus

exempt the concerts from the amplified music restrictions, then we
will continue to work with the Chamber to mitigate noise impacts as

well as parking problems.
assigning people or other resourc
consider some cost recovery as we

If |controlling the

impacts means
s to the park, the we may have to
11.
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DATE: March 21, 1996

DEPARTMENT: Planning Department

AUTHOR: Stephen R. Call

TITLE: MORRISON RE-SUBDIVISION - A Plat

Amendment combining lots 7 and 8 of Block
30, Park City Survey, 327 Woodside Avenue
TYPE OF ITEM: Legislative

SUMMARY RECOMMENDATIONS:

Staff recommends the Council consider approval of the proposed amendment to the
Park City Survey Subdivision Plat combining lots 7 and 8 of Block 30, Park City
Survey into one lot at 327 Woodside Avenue as conditioned by Staff.

DESCRIPTION:
A. Topic.

Plat amendment proposing the combining of two lots into one lot (lots 7 and 8 of Block 30,
Park City Survey - to be referred to as 327 Woodside Avenue). See EXHIBIT A - Proposed
Plat and EXHIBIT B - Location Map.

B.  Background.

Application for this plat amendment was submitted by Paul de Groot on behalf of the owner,
David Morrison.

The owner wishes to build a single family residence on the proposed combined lots. State
subdivision law currently prohibits building over a property line. Therefore, the owner must
first have the plat amended to combine the two lots into one lot before building permits can
be issued (subject, of course, to review by City staff and the Historic District Commission
as required).

/8




C. nalysi

Context:
The subject property, 327 Woodside Ave.,
Avenue between two existing homes (321
north (335 Woodside) is a one and one-hal
historic homes in the area and is qualified :
the south is a three story structure built in 1
East, there are two homes addressed as 33(]
330 Woodside Ave. was built in 1992 and
older one story frame home qualified as co
addition added in 1992.

f

The land is vacant directly behind the subjg¢
structure is located behind the home to the

Existing options:
Each existing lot is the standard 1875 SF
residence in the HR-1 Zone. As the lots arg
two homes (one each on lot 7 and lot 8). A
floor area for this scenario is 1,687 square
square feet for each garage) with the stands
each house.

Total allowable living area for both lots wg
800 SF for garages).

Proposed:
If combined, the single lot created by the p

total floor area of 2,250 SF plus an additiox
additional square feet if a duplex is built) a
the HR-1 Zone. The wider lot would also r
six feet total to a ten foot combined setbacl

[
!

=3
-

Total allowable living area for the combing
2,250 SF (plus 400 SF garage) if a sing
(plus 800 SF for garages if a

Dy
=}

In comparison, the proposed plat amendment
at least 1,124 square feet of living area and an|
a single family home is built instead of a dupl

The maximum height allowed (27 feet) remai
create new building masses that are more conj
design will be subject to review and approval
Commission.

is located on the uphill side of Woodside

and 335 Woodside Ave) The home to the

story frame residence typical of older

s contributory to the district. The home to
983. Immediately across Woodside to the

and 332 Woodside Avenue. The home at

the structure at 332 Woodside Ave. is an
ntributory to the district with a garage

ct lot. However, a three-story multi-family
south at 321 Woodside.

linimum required for a single family

presently platted, the owner could build

ind as platted in the HR-1 zone, allowable
feet per house (plus an additional 400
ird three foot minimum sideyard setback for

uld be 3,374 square feet (plus an additional

oposed plat amendment would allow a
al 400 square feet for a garage (800

s calculated using the Floor Area Ratio for

quire an increase in sideyard setbacks from

K.

*d lots would be:

le family home is built or

duplex is built)

would provide a net decrease in density of

additional 400 square feet in garage area if

€X.

ns the same for all cases and will help to
\patible with historic homes. Building
by city staff and the Historic District
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Findings:

Staff supports the re-subdivision of these lots because:
1. The lot combination results in a net decrease in density.
2. The resulting increase in the sideyard setbacks will also provide better separation
for snow shedding and fire protection.

Conclusions of Law:

1. There is good cause for the amendment because the lot combination will result in a net
decrease in density.

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

D. Department Review.

The Community Development Department and the City Attorney's office have reviewed
this application.

ALTERNATIVES

A. Approve the plat amendment combining two lots into one lot.
B. Deny the plat amendment request.
C. Continue the item for further discussion and input.

IGNIFICANT IMPACTS:

Alternative A: This alternative would combine two standard 25' x 75' lots into one lot.
The allowable floor area for this lot would be 2,250 SF compared to 3,374 square feet if
the lots are developed independently. Minimum sideyard setbacks would also increase
from six feet total per lot to ten feet combined per lot. Net density would be decreased by
at least 1,124 square feet.

Alternative B: This alternative would still allow the owner to build a single family home
on each of lots 7 and 8 resulting in a higher density than that proposed in alternative A.

Alternative C: Defers action to a later date.

CONSEQUENCES OF NOT TAKING THE RECOMMENDED ACTION:
The owner would still be able to build a single family home on each lot.

PUBLI MMENTS:

This item was noticed on March 7, 1996.
As of March 14, 199, no public comments have been received.
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RECOMMENDATION:
Approve the request for a plat amendment to {
combining lots 7 and 8 of Block 30, Park City
conditions:

1. Prior to plat recordation, the City A

he Park City Survey Subdivision Plat
Survey into one lot subject to the following

ttorney and City Engineer shall review

and approve the final plat in accordance with these conditions of approval

and the Land Management Code.
2. The plat must be recorded prior to i
permits.

EX AT ENTS:
EXHIBIT A - Proposed plat
EXHIBIT B - Location Map
EXHIBIT C - Ordinance

ssuance of any building
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Ordinance No. 96-3

AN ORDINANCE APPROVING THE RE-SUBDIVISION OF LOTS #7 AND #8, BLOCK
30 OF THE PARK CITY SURVEY, PARK CITY, UTAH

WHEREAS, the owners of the property known as Lots #7 and #8, Block 30, Park City
Survey have petitioned the City Council for approval of the amendment to final plat; and

WHEREAS, proper notice was sent and the City Council held a public hearing to
receive input on the proposed amendment on March 21, 1996; and

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

SECTION 1. Conclusions of Law.
L. It is in the best interest of Park City to approve the amended plat.

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

roval. The amendment of the final plat of The Park City Survey,
Lots 7 and 8, Block 30, is approved as shown on the attached Exhibit A with the following
conditions:

l. Prior to plat recordation, the City Council, City Attorney, and City Engineer shall review and
approve the plat in accordance with the Final Conditions of Approval and the Land
Management Code.

2. The plat must be recorded prior to issuance of any building permits.

PASSED AND ADOPTED this 21st day of March, 1996.

PARK CITY MUNICIPAL CORPORATION

Mayor Bradley A. Olch

Attest:

Janet M. Scott, Deputy City Recorder

Approved as to form:

Mark D. Harrington, Assistant City Attorney

EXHIBIT C
Ordinance
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DATE: March 21, 1996

DEPARTMENT: Planning Department

AUTHOR: Janice Lew

TITLE: 577 Main Street - Plat Amendment
TYPE OF ITEM: Legislative

SUMMARY RECOMMENDATIONS:
Adopt the ordinance approving the plat amendment to the Park City Survey for 577 Main

Street and 578 and 584 Park Avenue.

DESCRIPTION:

A. Topic.

PROJECT STATISTICS

Application: Jack Jackson Company for Jim Gaddis
Location: 577 Main, 578 and 584 Park Avenue
Zoning: HCB and HR-1

Adjacent Land Uses: Commercial, Residential

Date of Application: November 22, 1995

Project Planner: Janice Lew

B.  Background.
The applicant submitted a request to amend a portion of the Park City Survey which includes

their property on Main Street between the Claimjumper and Family Jewels. The property
consists of several lots with frontage on both Main Street and Park Avenue.

X5




C. Analysis.
The applicant would like to construction appr
space including a full basement and two leve
Main Street property consists of three standard
lot, the plat amendment would remove the com
development of this portion of the property
Temporary Zoning Ordinance. Therefore, thg
and the maximum allowable area for any one t¢
2800 square feet. The design is also subject to
Commission for compliance with the Historic

Two single family structures are proposed
proposed plat amendment would reconfigure th
size of any new development is limited b
requirements of the Land Management Cods
regulated by the Historic District Design Guid

The applicant is proposing a court yard be

oximately 16,000 square feet of commercial
Is above grade on Main Street. Because the
Old Town lots and a small portion of a fourth
imon lot lines and create one parcel. Current
would be regulated by the recently adopted
» building height would be limited to 27 feet
enant or use on the ground floor is limited to
review and approval by the Historic District
District Design Guidelines.

for the three lots along Park Avenue. The
ese lots to create two individual parcels. The
y the setback, floor area ratio and height
> for the HR-1 district. The design also is
lelines.

tween the two uses which would provide

pedestrian access from the commercial development to Park Avenue. The applicant has

agreed to provide an access easement for this u
Park Avenue.

D. Department Review.
The Community Development Department an
application. The request was reviewed by the|
A recommendation of conditional approval w
public hearing.

A RN ES:
A. Approve the proposed amendment the
property. :
B. Deny the proposed amendment and re
C.
IGNI P

The proposed plat amendment will result in Ig
Town” lots measuring 25' X 75'. Historic Dis
lots promote the construction of larger structu

2L

se as well as a snow storage easement along

d City Attorney’s Office have reviewed this
Planning Commission on March 13, 1996.
as forwarded to the City Council after a

reby allowing the reconfiguration of the

fain the current lot configuration.

Continue the item and request additional evaluation from the staff.

its which are larger than the standard “Old
trict plat amendments which create larger
res.




NSEQUENCES OF NOT TAKING THE RECOMMENDED ACTION:

If the Council decides to deny the request, the applicant will retain the right to develop
the property as currently platted subject to all City ordinances, codes and guidelines.

PUBLIC INPUT: The property was posted and legal notice sent to all property owners
within the affected subdivision plat. As of March 14, 1996, no public input has been
received in opposition of the proposal.

RECOMMENDATION:

The staff recommends the City Council approve the ordinance amending the plat for 577
Main Street and 578 and 584 Park Avenue based upon the following:

Findings of Fact:

L. The proposal is consistent with both the Park City Land Management Code and
Comprehensive Plan in that the HR-1 district allows single family homes.

2. The staff has reviewed the neighborhood and finds that other larger structures are
located on the east side of Park Avenue. Therefore the impacts to the City and
surrounding area are not significant.

3. The applicant has agreed to dedicate a ten foot snow storage easement along Park
Avenue.

4. The applicant has agreed to dedicate an access easement on the rear portion of the
residential lots.

5. The Temporary Zone Regulations will apply to any new development on the Main

Street portion of the property and assure compatibility in context with historic
structures of new construction.

Conclusions of Law:

1. There is good cause for the amendment.
2. Neither the public nor any person will be materially injured by the proposed plat
amendment.
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Conditions:
L. Prior to plat recordation, the City Council, City Attorney, and City Engineer shall
review and approve the final plat in accordance with the Land Management

Code and conditions of approval.

2. All Standard Project Conditions shall |apply.

3. A ten foot public snow storage easement shall be provided along Park Avenue.

4. The applicant shall execute the required easement agreements to provide public
access from Park Avenue to the rear of the commercial structure prior to final plat
recordation.

Exhibits:

Exhibit A - Location Map
Exhibit B - Ordinance and Amended Plat

RE
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Ordinance No. 96-

AN ORDINANCE APPROVING THE MSLD RESUBDIVISION AMENDING THE
PARK CITY SURVEY FOR LOTS 20, 21, 22, 26, 27, AND A PORTION OF LOTS 19

AND 28, BLOCK 9 LOCATED AT 577

MAIN, 578 AND 584 PARK AVENUE

PARK CITY, UTAH

WHEREAS, the owner of the property indicated above, Jim Gaddis , petitioned

the City Council for approval of the amendment t

WHEREAS, proper notice was se

p the Park City Survey Plat; and

nt and the Planning Commission held a public

hearing on March 13, 1996 and the City Council ¢onducted a public hearing on March 21, 1996
to receive testimony on the proposed plat amendment; and

WHEREAS, on March 13, 1996 the Planning Commission forwarded a positive

recommendation of approval to the City Council,

with conditions regarding easements; and

WHEREAS, it is in the best interest of Park City, Utah to approve the amended

plat;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED by the City Council of

Park City, Utah as follows:

SECTION 1. CONCLUSIONS OF LAY
there is good cause for the above-mentioned amer
person will be materially injured by the proposed

SECTION 2. PLAT APPROVAL. The
21,22, 26, 27 and a portion of Lots 19 and 28, Bl
with the following conditions:

1. Prior to plat recordation, the City (
review and approve the final plat fi
Code and conditions of approval.

2. All Standard Project Conditions sh

3. A ten foot public snow storage eas
Avenue.

4. The applicant shall execute the req

V. The City Council hereby concludes that
idment and that neither the public nor any

plat amendment.

amendment to the Park City Survey for Lots 20,
bck 9, is approved as shown on Attachment A

Founcil, City Attorney, and City Engineer shall
pbr compliance with the Land Management

all apply.

ement shall be provided along Park

uired easement agreements to provide public




access from Park Avenue to the rear of the commercial structure prior to final plat
recordation.

SECTION 3. EFFECTIVE DATE. This ordinance shall become effective upon
publication.

PASSED AND ADOPTED this 21th day of March, 1996

PARK CITY MUNICIPAL CORPORATION

Mayor Bradley A. Olch

Attest:

Janet M. Scott, Deputy City Recorder

Approved as to form:

Mark D. Harrington, Assistant City Attorney
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PARIK CITY
1884

DATE: March 14, 1996

DEPARTMENT: Community Development Department

AUTHOR: Megan B. Ryan

TITLE: Amendment to Record of Survey Plat - 7700 Royal Street

East, Stein Ericksen Lodge
TYPE OF ITEM: Legislative

SUMMARY RECOMMENDATIONS: Conduct a public hearing, consider
staff’s recommendation and take action on the proposed amendment to convert
existing convertible commercial space to common ownership on the Record of
Survey Plat at 7700 Royal Street East, Stein Ericksen Lodge.

DESCRIPTION:

A. Topic.

The Stein Ericksen Lodge Owner’s Association is requesting City Council approval to
convert approximately 13,000 square feet of existing commercial convertible space to
common ownership. As per Utah State Code, this request requires City Council
authorization in order to amend the Record of Survey plat for this condominium project.

B. Background.

This condominium project was approved in 1982 and constructed in 1983 under a
Conditional Use Permit process. The square footage of this project and corresponding
parking requirements were considered under this process. The existing restaurant and
lobby area where platted as convertible space. The Lodge Owner’s Association, Inc. was
the record of owner of the space. The Association is now requesting that the space be
converted to common area. This changes would affect the form of ownership only. The
Lodge Owner’s Association voted unanimously at their meeting of December 3, 1995 to
approve this change.

25




C. Analvsis
The Planning Staff does not have any plan
proposed change. The proposed change af]

existing space.

D. Department Review.

ning or design concerns with the
fects only the title ownership of the

The Community Development Department and City Attorney’s Office have

reviewed this request.
ALTERNATIVES

A. Approve the request to convert the con
B. Deny the request to convert the comm
C. Postpone action for further discussion

SIGNIFICANT IMPACTS:

Approval of the requested change does no
simply a change in ownership form which

CONSEQUENCES OF NOT TAKING

nmercial area to common area ownership.
ercial area to common area ownership.
or clarification.

L impact the site in any physical way. It is
would not directly affect the city.

THE RECOMMENDED ACTION:

If the Council decides to not approve the
common ownership.

RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends that the Council cond
recommendation to approve the amend
approximately 13,000 square feet of con
Stein’s Way based on the following Fing
Approval:

Findings:

1. The proposal is consistent with the (

project in 1982 and the Land Managen

2. All owners are in unanimous support
to common ownership.

3. Property Owners within 300’ were not
been received by staff.

Conclusions:

1. There is good cause for the amendmen

A
~
<=

roposed request the area would remain in

uct a public hearing and consider staff’s
ment to the Record of Survey plat of
nmercial space to common area at 7700
lings and Conclusion, and Conditions of

'onditional Use Permit Approved for the
nent Code. ‘
of the conversion of the commercial area

ified of this action and no comments-have




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

Conditions of Approval:

1. Prior to plat recordation, the City Attorney and City Engineer shall review and
approve the amended Record of Survey plat for compliance with the Land
Management Code and any applicable Utah State Codes.

EXHIBITS

Exhibit A - Amended Record of Survey
Exhibit B - Location map
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ORDINANCE NO. 96-___

AN ORDINANCE APPROVING THE AMENDED RECORD OF SURVEY PLAT

OF STEIN ERICKSEN LODGE LOCAT

UT!/

WHEREAS, the owners of the property

City Council for approval of an amendment to thg

ED AT 7700 STEIN WAY, PARK CITY,
\H

known as Stein Ericksen Lodge petitioned the
Record of Survey plat; and

WHEREAS, proper notice was sent and the City Council held a public hearing to receive

input on the proposed conversion on March 21, 1

WHEREAS, on March 25, 1996, the C

Survey plat attached hereto as Exhibit A; and

WHEREAS, it is in the best interest of P4

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT ORDAINEL

SECTION 1. Conclusions: The City Council her
L.

2.

SECTION 2. The Stein Ericksen Lodge Recor

attached Exhibit A with the following condition:
1.

applicable Utah State Codes.

there is good cause for the revision as no pysi

neither the public nor any person will be matg

Prior to plat recordation, the City Attorney 4
amended Record of Survey plat for complia

D96; and

ity Council approved the amended Record of

irk City to approve the final plat;

) by the City Council of Park City as foilows:
eby finds:

cal changes are proposed, and;

erially injured by the proposed plat revision.

d of Survey plat is approved as shown on the

ind City Engineer shall review and approve the
nce with the Land Management Code and any

SECTION 2. This ordinance shall take effect immediately.

DATED this 21st day of March, 1996.

PARK CITY MUNICIPAL CORPORATION

BRADLEY A. OLCH, MAYOR

ATTEST:

Anita Sheldon, City Recorder

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Mark Harrington, Asst.City Attorney
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PARK CITY)

DATE: 3/18/96

DEPARTMENT:  Legal

AUTHOR: Mark Harrington

TITLE: Authorization of QCD to Gail Marie Roesinger

TYPE OF ITEM:  Administrative

SUMMARY RECOMMENDATIONS: Authorize the Mayor to execute a Quit Claim Deed
(*QCD”) in a form approved by the City Attorney to Gail Marie Roesinger (a.k.a. Walton) for the

property described in Exhibits A, B and C in exchange for $2100.

DESCRIP N:

A. Topic:

A property claim on the Colman open space parcel.

B. Background:

The City has developed a settlement strategy to help facilitate resolution of long standing
property claims by owners adjacent to the Colman parcels purchased by the City in 1994. This is
the second of several such anticipated claims. Ms. Gail Marie Roesinger is the owner of lot 10
and a portion of lot 11 of Block 19 of the Park City Survey (45 Hillside Ave.). Ms. Roesinger
has submitted a request that the City quit claim its interest in the area directly to the north of the
lots as described in the legal descriptions attached as Exhibits A, B and C and as shown on the
site map attached as Exhibit D. Ms. Roesinger has a deed to Parcel A and a portion of her home
sites on the parcel. She has landscaping improvements on Parcel B, but no other physical
improvements. Parcel C is enclosed by a fence and a hot tub, deck and landscaping
improvements sit on the area.

C. Analysis:

Staff recommends that the City quit claim Parcel A to Ms. Roesinger for the standard
administrative fee of $500, subject to a tree preservation easement for the cottonwood tree as
depicted on Exhibit D, and Ms. Roesinger’s agreement to participate in a lot combination for the
resulting lot.

Based upon negotiations with Ms. Roesinger, the Staff recommends that the City quit claim
Parcel B to Ms. Roesinger for $600, (or $3 per square foot) subject to an open space and utility
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easement over the parcel, a covenant that none o
area ratio calculation, and Ms. Roesinger’s agree|
resulting lot.

Based upon negotiations with Ms. Roesinger, the
Parcel C to Ms. Roesinger for $1000, subject to 2
shall be used for floor area ratio calculation, and
lot combination for the resulting lot.

D. Department Review:

The Legal Department and City Engineer review
ALTERNATIVES:
A. Approve the Request:

This is the recommended action.

B. Deny the Request:

See below for consequences.

C. Continue the Item:

If the Council wants more information, it should
continue to a work session meeting or closed sess

SIGNIFICANT IMPACTS:

Most of the area in question is already encumbers

The staff has negotiated tree, open space, and util
N N F NOT TAKI

Ms. Roesinger may likely attempt to take formal

title to the property would remain unclear.

RECOMMENDATION:

¢ Authorize the Mayor to execute a QCD in
Gail Marie Roesinger for the property des

$2,100.

[ the area of the parcel shall be used for floor
ment to participate in a lot combination for the

Staff recommends that the City quit claim

| covenant that none of the area of the parcel
Ms. Roesinger’s agreement to participate in a

ed this claim.

remove the item from the consent agenda and
sion.

zd by a building, deck and fence improvements.
ity easements for the relevant parts of the area.

legal action. Until the matter is resolved, her

a form approved by the City Attorney to Ms.
cribed in Exhibit A, B and C in exchange for
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PARCEL A
LEGAL DESCRIPTION
FEBRUARY 29, 1996
A PARCEL OF LAND LYING IN TEE NORTHEAST 1/4 CF
SECTION 21, TOWNSHIP 2 SOUTH, RANGE 4 EAST,
SALT LAKE BASE AND MERIDIAN

BEGINNING at the Southwest corner of Lot 10, Block 19, Park City
Survey and running thence southerly (S 21°33'00" W) 25.00 feet
parallel with the easterly side line of Block 73; thence easterly
(N 89°57'00" E) 81.25 feet on a line parallel with the section
line between Sectiocns 16 and 21, Township 2 South, Range 4 East,
Salt Lake Base & Meridian, to the westerly side line of Block 18;
thence northerly (N 13°539'00" E) 23.96 feet along said Block 18

QEV to the said section line; thence westerly alcong the section line
(S 89°57'00" W) 77.86 feet to the place of beginning.

CONTAINS 1849 SQ. FT.

Y : \HLS\GWQCA .wpd

o

323 Main Street P.O. Box 2664 Park City, Utah 84060 801-649-9467 FAX 801-649-9475

Dy



323 Main Street

Il |
A Gﬂ%%g/n@@rmg Inc

Exhibit B

PARCEL B
LEGAL DESCRIPTION

FEBRUARY
A PARCEL OF LAND LYING
SECTICON 21, TOWNSHIP

29, 19396
IN THE NORTHEAST 1/4 OF

2 SOUTH, RANGE 4 EAST,

SALT LAKE BASE AND MERIDIAN

BEGINNING at the Southwest corner of Lot 10,

Survey, thence § 21°33'00" W 25.
beginning; and running thence N

Block 19, Park City
D0 feet to the true point of
B9°57'00"E 19.41 feet to a point

on an existing fence line; thence along said fence line through

the following 3 courses (1) S 45
S 09°27'44" W 15.37 feet; thence
thence N 29°41'53"

CONTAINS 200 SQ. FT.

Y :\HLS\GWQCB.wpd

P.O. Box 2664 Park City, |

P33'24" W 4.51 feet; thence (2)
(3) S 10°38'33" E 8.58 feet;

W 30.78 feet to the point of beginning.

Utah 84060

42

801-649-9467

‘iﬁ

FAX 801-649-9475
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PARCEL C

LEGAL DESCRIPTIOCN
FEBERUARY 29, 1996
A PARCEL OF LAND LYING IN THE NORTHEAST 1/4 OF

Exhibit C

SECTION 21, TOWNSHIP 2 SOUTH, RANGE 4 EAST,
SALT LAKE BASE AND MERIDIAN

BEGINNING at the Southwest corner of Lot 10,
Survey, thence S 21°33'00" W 25.00 feet and N 839°57'00Q"
feet to the true point of beginning; and running thence N
89°57'00"E 48.72 feet; thence S 2%°00'00"

Block 19,

W 36.32 feet;

Park City
E 19.41

thence

S 89°57'00" W 29.70 feet to a point on an existing fence line;
thence along said fence line through the following 4 courses: (1)

‘ N 48°02'55" N 7.48 feet; thence (2) N 10°38'33"
thence (3) N 09°27'44" E 15.37 feet; thence

4.51 feet to the point of beginning.

CONTAINS 1389 SQ. FT.

Y: \HLS\GWQCC.wpd

323 Main Street P.O. Box 2664 Park City, Utah 84060

#2

W 8.58 feet;

(4) N 45°33'24" E

801-649-9467

FAX 801-649-9475
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PARIC CITY

DATE: March 5, 1996

DEPARTMENT: Community Development

AUTHOR: Eric DeHaan, City Engineer

TITLE: Bonanza Drive/Deer Valley Drive - Installation of Traffic Signal

TYPE OF ITEM:  Administrative

SUMMARY RECOMMENDATIONS: Authorize a Cooperative Agreement to be
developed with UDOT whereby the City would take the lead for design, bidding, and payment of
the construction of a traffic signal at the intersection of Bonanza Drive and Deer Valley Drive;
and authorize the transfer of up to $105,000 from the Capital Improvement Program, Old Town
Streets and Utilities Master Plan Implementation project to pay for the City’s share of the cost.

DESCRIPTION:

A. Topic: Installation and partial payment of a traffic signal at the intersection of
Bonanza Drive and Deer Valley Drive.

B. Background: The traffic design firm of MK Centennial has been studying feasibility of
the installation of a traffic signal at the intersection of Bonanza Drive and Deer Valley Drive.
They have prepared a conceptual plan for the intersection which has been coordinated with
various UDOT departments which would be involved. A copy of the conceptual plan is attached
as is the letter from UDOT approving it. Our Police Department supports the reconstructed
intersection as shown.

The remaining issue is how to pay for the construction. It may take several years for this project
to rise to the top of UDOT’s priority list. However, UDOT would enter into a Cooperative
Agreement whereby Park City Municipal Corporation would take the lead on designing, bidding
and paying for the construction. UDOT would supply some of the materials and would
reimburse us for some of the cost.

C. Analysis: It is estimated that it will cost Park City Municipal Corporation
approximately $105,000 for the project, of which UDOT would reimburse us about $30,000,
resulting in a net cost to Park City Municipal Corporation of about $75,000. Over time, Park
City Municipal Corporation may be able to have some of this cost offset with development
impact fees.

ze




If the City Council wishes to contribute to the cor
this project ahead on the priority list, funds from f
Improvements Program, which is part of the Capi
to this project. There are approximately $700,00(

D. Department Review: The Community Deg

and the City Engineer have reviewed this proposal

ALTERNATIVES:

A. Approve the Request: This is the recomms
B. Deny the Request: See below for consg
C. Continue the Item: If the Council want

continued while Staff prepares additional requests

SIGNIFICANT IMPACTS: The Bonanz

a high accident history and a traffic signal is warr

CONSEQUENCES OF NOT TAKING THE R
Council wishes to not participate in the funding o
accidents will continue to occur at this intersectio
additional traffic anticipated. It may be several yg
the use of UDOT funding.

RECOMMENDATION:  Authorize the City t
UDOT whereby the City would take the lead on d|

construction with UDOT supplying some of the m
the cost of approximately $30,000; and authorize
Improvement Program Funds from the Old Town
Program to be transferred for the purpose of instal

ECOMMENDED ACTION:

f the installation of a traffic signal at this time,
n and may possibly increase due to the

Istruction of the traffic signals in order to move
he Old Town Streets and Utilities Master Plan
tal Improvement Program, could be transferred
) in this program at the present time.

velopment Department, the Police Department,

:nded action.

quences.

5 more information, this item could be

d information.

a Drive and Deer Valley Drive intersection has
anted due to these accidents.

If the City

ars before the project would be funded through

o0 enter into a Cooperative Agreement with
esigning, bidding, and paying for the

\aterials and reimbursing the City for some of
approximately $105,000 of Capital

Streets and Utilities Master Plan Improvements
ling the traffic signal.
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& GOING THE ZITRA WILE DEPARTMENT OF TRANS PORTATION

Michael Q. Leavitt
Governor

Thomas R. Wame 1301 South 2700 West
Execunive Director

Clint Topham
Depury Direcror

Salt Lake City, Utah 84119-599
(801) 963-+000
Fax: (801) 9635-4338

-——————

Februarj

Jay L. Nelson, P.E.

roject Manager

MK Centennial Engineering

310 East 4500 South, Suite 200
Salt Lake City, Utah 84107

RE: Signalized Intersection Design - Deer Va

Drive

Dear Jay:

7 6, 1996

Commission
Glen E. Brown
Chairman

Todd G. Weston
James G. Larkin
Ted D. Lewis
Hai M. Clyde

llewv Drive and Bonanza

UDOT Trasfic and Safety Design has reviewed the 2nd concept

plan for the intersection design
approves of the general concept

with Park Citv Municipal Corporarl

that was submitted recently. UDOT
and we look -forward to working
on and your organization to bring

the design and construction of the intersecticn to an acceptable

conclusion.

CJR/cdf

cc: Clint Topham
Sterling Davis
Byron Parker, R-2
Basharat Siddigi, R-2

HH QO

Joe Reaveley,

§
d

P.E.

raffic and Safety Design Engineer



ENGINEER'S ESTIMATE
UTAH DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

PROJECT NUMBER: 1579
NAME CF PROJECT: DEER VALLEY DRIVE & BONANZA DRIVE

PRELIMINARY COST ESTIMATE BASED ON CONCEPT PLAN

SUMMIT COUNTY

TYPE:

SIGNAL, ROADWAY GEOMETRICS

MADE 8Y: LRC
CHECKED BY ___

181000010
20200CC70

NO. __MEMNO el DESCRIFTION __
ROADWAY
MCBILIZATICN
REMOVE CONCRETE CURB AND GUTTER
REMCVE SIGN

202000220
202000225
210000210
22000CC40
2400C0C1U
301000C40
402C0C021
403C00010
411000C10
411000188
602000310
8200001Cs
8230001Cs
82600C010
826000020
8300CC170
850CCCC10
85100CC10
85100CC80
85200CC10
85300CC20
899CC01Cs

201000CC0
83000C012
83CC0C014
83C0CCC1S
830000019
830C00CC30
8300CCC31
830000033
830000035
830000040
830000CE0
830000CS1
830000071
830000072
830000078
830000C%0
830000110
830CC0112
830CCa120
830CC0122
830000140
83C0CC150
830000151

REMOVE DELINEATOR

ROADWAY EXCAVATICN

GRANULAR BORRCW

TEMPORARY EROSION CONTROL (CCNTINGENT SUM)
UNTREATED BASE COURSE 19mm OR 25mm MAX
ASPHALT CONCRETE MIX 19mm MAX

LIQUID ASPHALT MC-7C OR MC-250

ASPHALT CONCRETE PAVEMENT SAWING

CONCRETE PAVEMENT SAWING

CONCRETE CURB AN GUTTER TYPE B1

TRAFFIC STRIPING PAINT

PAVEMENT MESSAGE PAINT

REMOVAL OF PAVEMENT MARKINGS

REMOVAL OF PAVEMENT MESSAGE

REMOVAL, RELOCATICN, AND SALVAGING OF EXISTING EQUIPMENT
TRAFFIC CONTROL SUPZRVISOR

CONSTRUCTION SIGN

CHANNELIZING DEVICE

FLAGGING

TYPE 3 - STATIONARY, ADVANCE WARNING ARROW PANEL
LAW ENFORCEMENT CFFICER

ROADWAY

SIGNALS

CLEAR AND GRUB

SINGLE CONDUCTOR NC. 6 CABLE

SINGLE CONDUCTOR NC. 14 STRANDED CABLE
TWC CONDUCTOR NO. 14 SHIELDED STRANDED CABLE
SIX PAIR NO. 19 SHIELDED STRANDED CABLE
19mm PVC CONDUIT

38mm PVC CONDUIT

50mm PVvC CONDUIT

43mm PVC CONDUIT

GROUND WIRE NO. 6

GROUND ROD 16mm X 2439mm

GROUND ROD 19mm X 3C48mm

TYPE | SIGNAL HEAD

TYPE | SIGNAL HEAD WITH LEFT TURN ARROW
TYPE il SIGNAL HEAD WITH RIGHT TURN ARROW
LOUVERED BACK PLATE, THREE SECTION HEAD
MAST ARM SIGNAL POLE FOUNDATION

TYPE P-1 CABINET FOUNDATION

PLASTIC TYPE | DOUBLE JUNCTION BOX

PLASTIC TYPE Il DOUBLE JUNCTION BOX

TYPE il LUMINAIRE. 4C0 WATT,120/24C VOLT
SIGNAL PCWER SCURCE

STREZT LIGHTING PCWER SOURCE //?

115
1.500

145
kloy;
215

888

— = N W H N0 — N W — M

EACH
UNM
EACH
LUMP
CAL DAY
MA2 DAY
DEV DAY
HOUR
HOUR
HCUR

SUBTOTAL

LUMP
LIN M
LIN M
LIN M
LIN M
LIN M
LN M
LIN M
LIN M
LN M
EACH
EACH
EACH
EACH
EACH
EACH
EACH
EACH
EACH
EACH
EACH
EACH
EACH

PAGE

10.00
1.50
1.80
2.00
5.00

500
6.00
7.30
1.25
4500
70.00
360.00
400.00
400.00
65.00
1900.00
635.00
110.00
250.00
400.00
400.00
280.00

1 DATE 2/14/96

- — ——— - D P W - M W e W D D WP T A S W WD S AN A A S s

20000.00
720.00
480.00

1200.00
343.00
200.00
S0C.00
261.00

1680.00

18.75
3.0
0.96

2800.00
120.0C
728.00
180.00
30C.00
180.00

2475.00
285.00

2025.00
96C.00
520.00
300.00

36127.31

10.00
172.50
2280.00
800.00
725.00
2700.00
1075.00
1200.00
146.00
100.00
180.00
70.00
1C8C.00

400.00
390.00
3800.00
635.00
1840.00
750.00
800.0C
4000
280.00
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WL TEMNG Tt BESCRIFION T T[TTTTTTT T DT TN DT BRCE T TAMOUNT
48 830000140 INSTALLATION QF STATE FURNISHED MATERIAL 1 LUMP 30000.00 30000.00
SIGNALS SUBTOTAL 50303.50

TOTAL 86,430.81

20% ENG AND CONT 17,286.16

SUBTOTAL/INCL ENG & CONT 103,716.97

STATE FURNISHED

49 830000700 MAST ARM SIGNAL POLE (7.6m TO 13.7m) 3 EACH 1400.00 4200.00
50 830000704 7.6 m MAST ARM 2 EACH 500.00 1000.00
51 830000706 10.7 m MAST ARM 1 EACH 5§75.00 §75.00
52 830000804 12.2m LIGHT POLE EXTENSION WITH 3 m ARM 2 EACH 511.00 1022.00
53 830000805 MAST ARM MOUNTED SIGN WITH MOUNTING BRACKETS 3 EACH 250.00 750.00
54 830000903 EIGHT PHASE CONTROLLER WITH P-1 CABINET i EACH 6500.00 6500.00
STATE FURNISHED SUBTOTAL 14,047.00

JOTAL 14,047.00

SUBTCTAL|INCLENG & CONT 103,716.97

GRAND TOTAL 117,763.97

by
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PARK CI'TY

1884

DATE: 3/18/96

DEPARTMENT: Legal

AUTHOR: Mark Harrington

TITLE: Drainage Easement to Simone and Kevin McInnis

TYPE OF ITEM:  Administrative

Y N TONS: Authorize the Mayor to execute a drainage easement

substantially as shown on Exhibit A in a form approved by the City Attorney in conjunction with
the deed to Simone and Kevin McInnis for the RDA parcel located north of Heber Avenue.

DESCRIPTION:
A. Topic:

RDA parcel located north of Heber Avenue.

B. Background:

The City Council authorized the sale of the RDA parcel for $80,000 to Simone and Kevin
McInnis in September of 1995. The parties have not yet closed on the sale. The MclInnises now
request a drainage easement over the City’s property to the northeast of the RDA parcel in
conjunction with the closing on the RDA parcel. (See map and legal description attached as
Exhibit A).

C. Analysis:

Staff is still discussing the possibility of an easement trade with Mclnnis’, in lieu of an
compensation for the drainage easement. Jennifer Harrington, Landscape Architect, has
requested a six feet bike path easement on the same border of the property. Staff will discuss this
matter in greater detail during closed session at Thursday’s meeting.

City Engineer Eric DeHaan supports granting the drainage easement subject to the following
conditions:

1) All drainage lines shall be underground; and

2) No trees shall be removed nor damaged without prior City authorization; and

3) Pedestrian access along the trail shall be maintained during construction; and

4) Grantee shall restore all disturbed area resulting from installation of drainage facilities.

S/




D. Department Review:

The Legal Department, Public Affairs and City E
ALTERNATIVES:
A. Approve the Request:

ngineer reviewed this claim.

This is the recommended action. Staff will prepare a formal recommendation regarding type of

consideration for the easement for Thursday’s me

B. Deny the Request:

See below for consequences.

C. Continue the Item:

If the Council wants more information, it should
continue to a work session meeting or closed sess

SIGNIFICANT IMPACTS:

As conditioned, the easement shall have minimun
will facilitate development on the new Mclnnis p;

MMENDATION:

14 Authorize the Mayor to execute a drainagg
in a form approved by the City Attorney ir
Kevin Mclnnis for the RDA parcel located

following conditions:

1) All drainage lines shall be underground
2) No trees shall be removed nor damaged

3) Pedestrian access along the trail shall bg
4) Grantee shall restore all disturbed area 1

eting.

remove the item from the consent agenda and
ion.

1 impacts on the City property. The easement
arcel(s).

TT NG THE

Staff will discuss this matter briefly during closed

ECOMMENDED ACTION:

session.

» easement substantially as shown on Exhibit A
1 conjunction with the deed to Simone and
| north of Heber Avenue, subject to the

; and

without prior City authorization; and

> maintained during construction; and

esulting from installation of drainage facilities.
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EXHIBIT 'A'

LEGAL DESCRIPTION
NON-EXCLUSIVE UTILITY EASEMENT

Beginning at a point which is North 156.48 feet and East 85.28 feet from the
Southwest corner of the Southeast Quarter of the Northeast Quarter of Section
16, Range 4 East, Township 2 South, Salt Lake Base and Meridian, Park City,
Summit County, Utah, hence North 83° 13' 00" East 67.44 feet; thence South
37°08' 11" East 174.11 feet; thence South 53° 05' 10" West 45.40 feet; thence
North 45° 51' 45" West 83.17 feet to a point on a 85.95 foot radius curve to the
left, whose radius point bears South 42° 08' 15" West; thence along the arc of
said curve 41.05 feet thru a central angle of 27° 21' 53"; thence North 75° 13'
39" West 10.25 feet to a point on a 87.07 foot radius curve to the right, whose
radius point bears North 14° 46' 21" East; thence along the arc of said curve
30.99 feet thru a central angle of 20° 23' 37"; thence North 06° 47' 00" West
53.57 feet to the point of beginning.

Y :thdocs\mcinnis2.emt
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PARK CITY

1884

TO: The Honorable Bradley A. Olch
Members of the City Council

FROM: Jodi Hoffman, City Attorney

DATE: March 18, 1996

SUBJECT: SBSID Lawsuit

TYPE OF ACTION: Litigation

SUMMARY RECOMMENDATION: Authorize service of the attached appeal of the
State Engineer’s decision to approve Summit Water Distribution Company’s exchange
application to divert and treat East Canyon Creek Water.

INTRODUCTION:

About a month ago, the Snyderville Basin Sewer Improvement District (SBSID) asked
the City to appeal the State Engineer’s denial of a protest that we had filed a year or more
ago to Summit Water’s (water rights) exchange application. Last fall, the State Engineer
approved the exchange, which will allow Summit Water to construct a water treatment
plant immediately upstream from SBSID’s East Canyon Creek Waste Water Treatment
Plant (WWTP). From SBSID’s perspective, the State Engineer allowed Summit Water to
divert too much water from East Canyon Creek—so much that the Summit Water
diversion would require SBSID immediately to construct another multi-million dollar
WWTP to meet its NPDES (federal) permit requirements for effluent from its system.
Because City property owners would be required to pay for the new multi-million dollar
SBSID WWTP, and because we had only two days under the statute of limitations to file
the appeal, we filed, but did not serve the lawsuit, prior to obtaining your authority. (See
appeal attached hereto.) We have until March 28, 1996 to serve the lawsuit to preserve
our right of appeal.

At the time we filed the appeal, it was something of a “no brainer”. Now the council
must decide whether to go forward in light of the following:

55



Page 2

e Our research indicates that the Summit Water diversion will adversely affect

East Canyon Creek Water Quality,
Engineer, but is required by statute

a factor that was not considered by the State
to be considered by the State Engineer.

e Summit Water’s exchange application was based on Davis and Weber or

Property Reserve Inc. water rights.

o A successful appeal could have an adverse effect on Summit Water.

e SBSID has capable counsel and is arguing similar theories on appeal.

» The State Engineer has granted SBSID a rehearing on its appeal. Park City will
not receive a rehearing, nor be allowed to meaningfully participate in the

SBSID appeal, without first perfect

Ing its appeal.

« If Park City obtains a rehearing, the appeal issues would be stayed, minimizing

Park City’s costs of appeal.

At your request, SBSID’s attorney, Jeff Appel, will be available for Council questions on

Thursday.
COUNCIL ALTERNATIVES:
1. Authorize staff to serve the appeal. This is

the recommended action.

2. Direct staff to file an amicus curiae brief inl lieu of perfecting the appeal.

3. Direct staff to allow the appeal period to ex
SIGNIFICANT IMPACTS:

1. The recommended action preserves the Cit
compromise between SBSID’s and Summi
Water. In perfecting the appeal, the City c¢

pire without perfecting the City’s rights.

y’s options to aid in the process to achieve a
I Water’s interests in East Canyon Creek
uld strive for a mediator’s role.

2. The amicus option could allow the City to ‘weigh in” in support of the public interest.

However, District Courts are not familiar ¥
Further, this option would actually be mor
the appeal is already drafted and can be ser

3. The do nothing approach is an option. We
choosing this option, the Council would co

wvith amicus briefs, and may not allow ours.
e work , rather than less for staff, because
ved and heard as a matter of right.

do not have to perfect this appeal. In
nclude that the public interest is best served

by SBSID pursuing its own protest, without assistance in the appeal from the City’s

perspective.

DEPARTMENTAL REVIEW: The City Attorney, City Manager, and the Public

Works Director each support the recommende

¢: Toby Ross
Jerry Gibbs

d alternative.

1%




SENT BY: ‘ 3-18-96 ;11:158M ; NIELSEN & SENIOR- JODI;# 3710

No ....... ‘ee aw L E W
FILED
| | NOV 2 9 1995
J. Craig Smith (4143) | Clark of Summit Cavty.
David B. Hartvigsen (5390) : ) .

NIELSEN & SENIOR Blooseenregasctziy
1100 Eagle Gate Tower |

60 East South Temple

Salt Lake City, UT 84111

(801) 532-1900

Attorneys for ParkICity Municipal Corporation
and Park City Water Service District
IN THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT

IN AND FOR SUMMIT COUNTY, STATE OF UTAH

PARK CITY MUNICIPAL
CORPORATION 'and PARK CITY
WATER SERVICE DISTRICT,
COMPLAINT
Plaintiffs,

v,

|
|
I
I
I
|
|
SUMMIT WATER DISTRIBUTION E  Civil No. Q/jﬂ R0LU/I5S ’4 A
I
I
I
|
|
I

COMPANY, DAVIS AND WEBER
COUNTIES CANAL COMPANY, and
ROBERT L. MORGAN, State Engineer of
the State of Utah, .

Hon.

Defendants.

PLAINTIFFS Park City Municipal Corporation and Park City Water Service District,

complain and allegff;e against Defendants as follows:

45347.PA1630.34
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SENT BY:

, PAR’

. Plaintiff Park City Municipal
subdivisidn of thé State of Utah and was a prott
(al8467) and 35-7452 (a18524) filed before the

2. Plaintiff Park City Water Service

3-18-96 ;11:15AM §

v

- NIELSEN & SENIOR-

TIES

Cofrporation is a municipality and political
:stzént to Change Application Numbers 35-6986
St%ue Engineer of the State of Utah.

District is a political subdivision of the State of

Utah and was a; protestant to Change Applicatioxix Numbers 35-6986 (al8467) and 35-7452

(a18524) filed before the State Engineer of the

3.

State of Utah.

Defendant Summit WaterDistrihuti?on Company is ostensibly a non-profit Utah

corporation and was a named applicant in Chan

e ?Application Numbers 35-6986 (a18467) and

35-7452 (a18524) filed before the State Enginegr of the State of Utah.

4,

Utah corporation and was a named applicant in

filed before the S:tate Engineer of the State of {

5. Défendant Robert L. Morgan is t
‘ IURISD
6. This Court has jurisdiction to revi

complained of herein pursuant to Utah Code A

Administrative Code § R655-6-18.

7. Tﬁe water sources for Water Rig

De;fendant Davis and Weber Counties Canal Company is ostensibly a non-profit

Change Application Number 35-7452 (a18524)
ftah.

he State Engineer of the State of Utah.

[CTION

pw the final agency actions of the State Engineer

mn §§ 63-46b-15(1)(a) and 73-3-14 and Utah

t Numbers 35-6986 and 35-7452 are in Summit

County, Utah, plhcing venue for this action in ié Court pursuant to Utah Code Ann, § 73-3-

14(1)(b).

45347, PAI630. 1

JODI:# 4/10



SENT BY: 3-18-96 ;11:16AM ; NIELSEN & SENIOR- JODI;# 5710

PETITION FOR REVIEW OF ¥ f AL AGENCY ACTI

8. On November 16, 1994, Dcfcndant Summit Water Distribution Company filed
Change Apphcatlon Number 35-6986 (a18467) w1th the State Engineer seeking to change the
point of dxverswtll, the place of use, and the natur¢ of use of 400 acre-_fect of water.

9. Also on November 16, 1994, Defenciant Summit Water Distribution Company and
Defendant Davis iand Weber Counties Canal Comp&ny jointly filed Change Application Number
35-7452 (a18524$ with the State Engineer seeking to change the point of diversion, the place of
use, and the nature of use of 1244 acre-feet of wa;ter.

10. Pl;j;.intiffs filed a protest against boﬁi Change Applications on several gmunds;
A copy of this Pijrotest is attached hereto as Exhibi:t A.

11, Prti.)tests against both Change Appli;:ations were also filed by the United States
Department of thé Interior, Weber Basin Water Conseryancy District, and Silver Springs Water
Company. '

12, A heanng on the subject Change Apphcahons was held on March 14, 1995
wherein all of the protestants appeared and presented their respective objections.

13. On October 30, 1995, the State Engmeer issued a Memorandum Decision
approving Change Application Number 35-6986 (418467). A copy of this final agency action
is attached as Exhlblt B.

14. On November 8, 1995, the State Engmeer issued a Memorandum Decision
approving Change Application Number 35-7452 (a18524) A copy of this final agency action

is attached as Exhlblt C.

45347 PA1630.34 : 3

N
~L



SENT BY:

3-18-96 ;11:16AM

15.

application if it 1mpa1rs any vested water rights.

16. Under state statutory and case lay

investigations, analyses, and determinations fo

NIELSEN & SENIOR-

Under state statutory and case law the State Engineer cannot approve a change

w, the State Engineer must make all of the same

r af change applications as are required for an

application to apﬁmpriate water, including, inter aiia, an investigation and analysis of the effect

that the applicatifon will have on the vested righis of other water users, the natural stream

environment, -the?public welfare, and on public

17.

Snyderville Basin which will be adversely affects

Applications by, inter alia, loss of return flows

ICOI w.tmn

Plé,muffs have numerous vested water nghts including senior water rights, in the

ed and impaired by the approval of these Change _

to East Canyon Creek, increased concentrations

of pollutants sucri as phosphates in East Canyon C!reek, and enlargement of Defendants’ water

rights at the expeinsc of the water rights of Plai)

nﬁffs and others in the region.

JODI;# 6710

18.  Plaintiffs are also “interested parties” under Utah Code Ann. § 73-3-7 having

substantive interests in the natural stream environment, the public welfare, and/or public

recreation which ;would be affected by approval of the subject Change Applications.

19. The State Engineer either did noft specifically investigate or inadequately
investigated and uiltinmtely did not make any writtej: determinations conceming the impact thaf
approv;l of the sﬁbject Change Applications would have on the stream environment and the
substantial effon§ and investments which Plaintiféfs and others have made in reducing the
phosphate Jevels in East Canyon Creek and in im]proiving the water quality and the natural stream

environment. The only references to this issuein thc Memorandum Decisions are that it was

45347.PA1630.24
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raised by Plainti%ffs in their protests and a boiler-plate statement that "the State Engineer has
considered and addressed all of the above issues oér similar ones on a number of occasions."”

20. ’Iﬁc State Engineer made a ﬁndiné in each Memorandum Decision that if the
enlargement of the underlying water right issue coiuld be resolved, it appeared that other water
rights would noit be adversely affected by appt%‘oval of the subject Change Applications.
However, the eniargement issue was not adequateI:y resolved.

21. The State Engineer either did ncg)t specifically investipate or inadequately
investigated and ﬁlﬁmanely did not make any writt@n determinations concerning the impact that
approval of the subject Change Applications would ;have on other vested water rights in the East
Canyon drainage By the trans-basin transfer of watef to the Silver Creek drainage, thereby totally
eliminating all of the return flows that presently cénstitute a part of the hydrology of the East
Canyon drainage. The only references to this isstie in the Memorandum Decisions are that it
was raised by Pla;ntiffs in their protests and a boilexé—-plate statement that "the State Engineer has
considered and addressed all of the above issues cui' similar ones on a number of occasions. "

22. In épproving the subject Change Appiications, the State Engineer failed to comply
with the requirenfents of state law for approving change applications, including those set forth
in Bonham v, Mo:; gan, 788 P.2d 497 (Utah 1989), ihat where the State Engineer is made aware'
of the potential that the approval of a change appﬁwﬁon will impair other water rights, will
unreasonably affect the natural stream environment, or will be detrimental to the public welfare,

the State Engineer shall not act on such an application until he’ has investigated the matter,

45347.PA1630,34 ' 5
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23. In approving the subject Change Api:lications, the State Engineer failed to comp1;y
with the State Er{gineer’s own policies concerning ;large change and exchange applications in the
Snyderville Basm Copies of the State Engineer:’s January 11, 1988 "Policy on Snyderville
Basin" and Febrixary 2, 1988 "Interim Policy on snydcmnc Basin® are attached as Exhibit D.

24. - For each of the foregoing reasons, Plaintiffs are aggrieved by these Memorandum

Decisions issued by the State Engineer app oving Change Application Numbers 35-6986
(al3467) and‘35-;7452 (al18524).

25. Plfa.intiffs, in timely protesting @ Change Applications, have exhausted all
required admir;ist;raﬁve remedies prior to secking judicial review of the Memorandum Decisions.

26.  Plaintiffs filed this action within O;days after the issuance of the Memorandum
Decisions appmviing Change Application Numbers 35-6986 (218467) and 35-7452 (a18524).

27, Asﬁ interested and aggrieved parti i1aving timely filed this action, Plaintiffs are
entitled to have t%:he Memorandum Decisions o ttflc State Engineer reviewed de novo by this
Court pursuant té Utah Code Ann. §§ 63-46b-15 éand 73-3-14 and Utah Administrative Code
§ R655-6-18. |

WHEREEORE, Plaintiffs pray that the following relief be ordered by this Court:

1. That the Memorandum Decision of ithe State Engineer dated October 30, 1995

45347.PA1630.34
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2, Th%lt the Memorandum Decision of the State Engineer dated October 30, 1995
approving Change Application Number 35-7452 (a18524) be declared vacated.

3. That Change Application Numbers 35 6986 (al8467) and 35-7452 (a18524) both
be rejected or, in the alternative, remanded to ;the State Engineer for re-determination in
accordance withf state law governing change aépﬁwtions, specifically requiring the State
Engineer to mvesiﬁgate, consider, and properly addiress in a new memorandum decision each of
the issues raised by Plaintiffs and the other protest;ants.

4, That Plaintiffs be granted any other%just and appropriate relief.
Dated this 29th day of November, 1995.

NIELSEN & SENIOR

Mﬁ%%;

J. Craig Smith
‘David B, Hartvigsen
Attorneys for Plaintiffs

Addresses of Par:ties:

Plaintiff Park City Municipal Corporation
P.O. Pox 1480
Park City, Utah 84060

Plaintiff Park City Water Service District

P.O. Pox 1480

Park City, Utah 84060

Defendant Summijt Water Distribution Company

1910 Prospector Avenue #300
Park City, Utah $4060

45347.PA1630.34 . 7
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Defendant Davis and Weber Counties Canal Company
138 West 1300 North
Sunset, Utah 84015

Defendant Robml L. Morgan

State Engineer

Department of thural Resources
1636 West North Temple, Suite 220
Salt Lake City, Utah 84116-3156

45347 PA1630,34 : 8




PARIN CI'TY

DATE: March 21, 1996

DEPARTMENT:  Administration

AUTHOR: Jan Scott

TITLE: Appointments to Summit County Olympic Citizen Committee

TYPE OF ITEM:  Administrative

Y ENDATIONS: Appoint two City Council members to the above-

captioned committee.

DESCRIPTION:  There are two Summit County Olympic committees; the Citizen Committee
which is a voting body and the Olympic Advisory Committee. See attached.

Summit County solicited participation on this committee by advertising in the paper, and attempted
to appoint a membership that is representative of different segments of the County. There are
currently 14 members; the addition of two Park City elected officials will increase the membership
to 16 members. Jon Brinton is the Chairman.

The committee meets every other Thursday morning at 8 a.m. at the Snyderville Basin sewer
treatment plat. The next meeting will be April 4.

RECOMMENDATION:  Hugh Daniels relayed his experience with the 1984 Olympics and
indicated his interest in serving on this board. Council will have an opportunity to discuss this
during work session; appointments are scheduled on the regular City Council agenda.

E
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Grant Richins
. P.0O.Box 55
Henefer, UT 84033

336-2542
aae%?!(p)

Jon Brinton

P.O. Box 680128
Park City, UT 84060
() 6490349

(0) 649-5900

(F) 649-8063

P.O. Box 1972

Park City, UT 84060
6490417
649-0424

David Bates

80 W. Wanship Rd.
Coalville, UT 84017
(h) 336-2547

0@0000@0?@0@00@90

Rex Ausburn, P.E,

Snyderville Basin Sewer Improvement District

3060 West Rastussen Road

Park City, UT 84060
649-7993

(F) 649-8040

Doug Dotson

Summit County ext. 210

Community Development Director

Summit County, Uta TO

2749 E. Parley’s Way, St300
Sait Lake City, UT 84109 -
Ph. 486-8787
Fax 488-8870

Joan Calder

P.O. Box 1630
Park City, UT 84060
(h) 649-2977
(0) 649-6100
(F) 649-4132

Judy Staples
4711 S. Bench Creek Rd.
Woodland, UT 84036

(h) 783-2367
(0} 783-2423
(O 783-2787

Dennis Gray
2200 Rasmussen jld
Park City, UT 84098
(h) 649-8935
(0) 649-7910
) 649-9256
Charlic Wintzer
P.O.Box 4199
Park City, UT 84060

(0) 649-1382
(F) 649-1407

Olympic Advisory Committee

¢

Derrick Radke
Engineer
Summit County ext. 293

Fred Eley, Summi{ County Sheriff
3364461

. P.O.Box 2165

Mark Harvey
P.O. Box 4195
Park City, UT 84060
ph. 649-3366

Michael O’ Hara

Park City, UT 84060
(h) 649-2126

(F) 328-3381

David Johnson
P.O.Box 3598
Park City, UT 84060
(0) 649-5602
(h) 6470886
(F) 649-0933

Tonja B. Hanson
71 Democrat Alley
Kamas, UT 84036
(h) 783-2401

(F) 783-2422

Gordon Strachan
P.O. Box 3747
Park City, UT 84060
(0) 649-4111
(F) 6459429

Chief Kelly Gee
Park City Fire District
P.O.Box 680967
Park City, UT 84060

Steve Jenking
Health Director
Summit County ext 222



