
PARK CITY COUNCIL MEETING  
SUMMIT COUNTY, UTAH,  
MARCH 7, 2013 
 
PUBLIC NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the City Council of Park City, Utah will hold its 
regularly scheduled meeting at the Marsac Municipal Building, City Council Chambers, 445 
Marsac Avenue, Park City, Utah for the purposes and at the times as described below on 
Thursday, March 7, 2013. 
 
Closed Session  
1:30 p.m. Personnel, property and litigation 
 
Work Session  
3:30 p.m. Council questions/comments 
3:40 p.m. Legislative update 
3:50 p.m. Walkability update       P. 5 - 16 
4:00 p.m. COSAC special projects      P. 17 - 18 
4:20 p.m. Historical Society request to the City 

to provide archiving solutions     P. 19 - 49 
4:50 p.m. Rocky Mountain Power expansion/relocation   P. 50 - 59 

 Public input 
5:50 p.m. Break 
 
Regular Meeting 
6:00 p.m. 
 
I ROLL CALL 
 
II COMMUNICATIONS AND DISCLOSURES FROM COUNCIL AND STAFF 
 
III PUBLIC INPUT (Any matter of City business not scheduled on the agenda) 
 
IV NEW BUSINESS 
 
 1. Consideration of authorizing the City Manager to enter into a contract with Water 
Research Foundation (WRF), in a form approved by the City Attorney, for a tailored 
collaborative project evaluating the water distribution system in the amount of $200,000 with 
$175,000 in funding from WRF       P. 60 - 63 
 
 2. Consideration of an Ordnance approving an extension for the approval of the 508 Main 
Street Subdivision Plat Amendment, located at 508 Main Street, Park City, Utah P. 64 - 76 
 (a) Public hearing 
 (b) Action 
 
 3. Consideration of an Ordinance amending Title 8, Chapter 3 of the Municipal Code of 
Park City, Utah to include the prohibition of reselling ski lift tickets   P. 77 - 81 
 (a) Public hearing 
 (b) Action 
  
V ADJOURNMENT 
 



A majority of City Council members may meet socially after the meeting. If so, the location will 
be announced by the Mayor.  City business will not be conducted.  Pursuant to the Americans 
with Disabilities Act, individuals needing special accommodations during the meeting should 
notify the City Recorder at 435-615-5007 at least 24 hours prior to the meeting.  Wireless 
internet service is available in the Marsac Building on Wednesdays and Thursdays from 4 p.m. 
to 9 p.m.  
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PARK CITY COUNCIL MEETING  
SUMMIT COUNTY, UTAH 
MARCH 14, 2013 
 
PUBLIC NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the City Council of Park City, Utah will not hold its 
regularly scheduled meeting on Thursday, March 14, 2013. 
 
Posted:  03/04/13 
See:  www.parkcity.org 
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Note: This future meeting schedule is TENTATIVE and subject to change. 
 
March 2013 
14 No meeting 
21 Legislative wrap-up - work 

Water leaks policy – study 
Deer Valley Drive Phase 2 – work (30 min) 
RMP – work (1 hour) 
Marketing and advertising sales contract – ice arena – JP  
Deer Valley Drive CEMP contract – MC - consent 
Deer Valley Drive PIO  contract – MC – consent 
Planning Department funds for CNU sponsorship (public hearing/action) - AG 
520 & 522 Park Avenue plat amendment 

 496 McHenry Lots 21-32 Echo Spur Subdivision plat amendment 
 421 Park Avenue plat amendment 
 315 Park Avenue – old business 
 Walkability bonds 
28 Business retention and attraction – study 
 Historic District grant program update – work 
 Outdoor dining – work/action 

Special event overhaul- work (30 min) 
Award of contract for Transit Residential Building Construction 
Change order Empire Avenue Reconstruction Project 

 
April 2013 
 4 Community technology – study - SR 

Golf course update – work – (20 min) 
Liquor license amendments – old business 

11 Deer Valley Drive Construction Contract 
 Echo Spur Road acceptance and name change 
18 Visioning wrap-up 
25 No meeting 
 
May 2013 
 2 
 9 
16 
23 
30 
 
Pending Items: 
GIS app  
Wasatch Front and Back mountain resort expansions – Mayor Becker team 
Latino Community outreach and engagement – study 
Visioning w/County - Phyllis 
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City Council 
Staff Report 
 
 
 
Subject:   Walkability Project List Review 
Author:  Heinrich Deters and Nate Rockwood 
Department: Sustainability and Budget 
Date:  March 5, 2013 
Type of Item:  Administrative 
 
Recommendation 
Staff recommends that Council approve the proposed walkability project list for the remaining 
$7,175,000 of the $15 Million Walkability bond and direct staff to return in late March with a 
2013 GO Walkability Bond Resolution.  
 
Topic/Description 
Funding Remaining Walkability Projects 
 
Background 
In November of 2007, the citizens of Park City passed the $15 Million ‘Walkability Bond’, to 
fund projects identified within the Walkability Study. Immediately thereafter, Park City 
advertised for applications to form a public advisory committee (WALC), to help prioritize the 
over 113 issues identified within the Study. Thirty six projects with a combined budget of 
$13,154,880 were approved and funded by the City Council during the FY2009 budget.  
(Attachment A)  
   
In February of 2008, City Council approved bonding for approximately $7.8 million of the $15 
million for twenty five projects identified in the initial 1-3 year timeframe. 
 
To date, thirty one of the thirty six projects identified in the first phase of projects have been 
completed. These projects include the Comstock and Bonanza underpasses, pathway 
projects along Comstock Drive, Little Kate Road and Holiday Ranch Loop, as well as, smaller 
traffic calming, wayfinding and connectivity projects. Staff worked with several City 
Departments, specifically Streets, Water and Transit, as well as, the Utah Department of 
Transportation, utility companies and Snyderville Basin Water Reclamation District in an 
effort to coordinate associated projects and minimize construction impacts to the community. 
This coordination effort, often times reprioritized initial project timelines, thus, several projects 
from the 3-5 year timeframe were completed ahead of schedule, and within funding initially 
allocated through Phase 1 bonding. 
 
To date, approximately $7,900,000 has been utilized to fund the thirty one substantially 
completed projects. $7,170,000 in voter approved bond funds remain from the $15 Million 
bond initiative. Approximately $420,000 above the previously bonded amount has been spent 
in anticipation of a second walkability bond issuance. These costs include the design and 
engineering for the Wyatt Earp and Park Ave Pathway project (west side Dan’s to Jans), as 
well as, overruns on the Bonanza project. The $420,000 represents the minimum amount 
currently required for a second walkability bond. 
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Analysis: 
Of the five remaining projects from the Council approved list, the Dan’s [The Market at Park 
City]  to Jan’s project, was allocated over $4,000,000 by the WALC committee. The following 
projects with significant budgets have yet to be completed: Wyatt Earp Way Traffic Calming 
($400,000) and the widening of existing spine pathways such as the Poison Creek Trail 
($555,280).  
 
 The existing walkability project list only identifies $13.1 Million in projects, which leaves 
approximately $1.8 Million in funds for non-prioritized or unidentified projects, or for possible 
overruns to existing project costs. The SR-224 Corridor study Phase I project costs are 
estimated at almost $6M, which provides additional walkability projects and cost estimates 
above the approved $13.1M WALC project list, should Council wish to provide direction to do 
so. 
 
Staff would like Council to consider the following factors associated with a second bond 
issuance: 
 

1. In the fall of 2012, Park City Municipal completed the SR 224 Corridor Study. 
(Excerpts Attachment B) This study employed input from various stakeholder groups, 
including the WALC Committee, to create a ‘project list’ and associated timeline for the 
area. One aspect of the study was to better define walkability projects associated with 
the WALC recommendation referred to as ‘Dan’s to Jans’ improvements. 

 
2. Staff recommends bonding for the entirety of the remaining voter approved bond 

amount in order to realize cost savings associated with bond issuance costs, market 
conditions, and the bank qualified status of issuing the bonds this calendar year. The 
current financial environment is extremely beneficial for entities wishing to bond. 
Borrowing costs and the associated interest rates are at an all-time low and may only 
increase in the near future.  

 
If Council should approve the recommendations made in the report, staff would return to 
Council within a few weeks with a bond resolution, as well as, specifics associated with the 
rates and timing of the issuance. Additionally, each individual project will still need to be 
approved both in the CIP budget process and design/construction contract phase. 
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Significant Impacts: 

+ Accessible and world-class 
recreational facilities, parks 
and programs 

+ Abundant preserved and 
publicly-accessible open 
space

+ Residents live and work 
locally

+ Fiscally and legally sound

+ Multi-seasonal destination for 
recreational opportunities

+ Safe community that is 
walkable and bike-able

  

Responsive, Cutting-Edge 
& Effective Government

Preserving & Enhancing 
the Natural Environment

(Environmental Impact)

An Inclusive Community of 
Diverse Economic & Cultural 

Opportunities

(Social Equity Impact)

Positive Positive Positive

Which Desired 
Outcomes might the 
Recommended Action 
Impact?

Assessment of Overall 
Impact on Council 
Priority (Quality of Life 
Impact)

World Class Multi-
Seasonal Resort 

Destination
(Economic Impact)


Very Positive

  
 
Alternatives: 

A. Approve the attached walkability project list and subsequent funding for the remaining 
$7,175,000 of the walkability bond. This is staff’s recommendation. 

B. Modify the request: Council could choose to modify or reduce the amount of bonds to 
issue. 

C. Deny the request: Council could choose to not to fund the second phase of walkability 
projects at this time. The Dan’s to Jan’s project would not be implemented.    

D. Continue the Item: Council may feel there is not enough information to make a 
decision, and have staff return with more information.  

E. Do Nothing:  This would impact the timeline and completion of approved projects.   
 
 
Departmental Review  
This report has been reviewed by the Sustainability Department, Legal Department, Budget 
Department, and Interim City Manager.  
 
Staff Recommendations: 
Staff recommends that Council approve the proposed walkability project list for the remaining 
$7,175,000 of the $15 Million Walkability bond and direct staff to return in late March with a 2013 GO 
Walkability Bond Resolution.  
 
Attachment A: Existing WALC Projects & Proposed SR-224 Projects 
Attachment B: SR-224 Corridor Study Phase I Projects and Cost Estimates 
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Attachment A: Existing WALC Projects & Proposed SR-224 Projects 
 

 Walkability Approved Project                
(completed if orange)  Project Budget NOTES

8' separated path Park Ave $4,014,000 In design phase
8' separated path D.V. Dr. Jan's-underpa $117,000
Bonanza underpass $1,150,000
Install bike lanes on Bonanza Dr. $0
Ped-signal High School $79,000
Little Kate Sidewalk $923,000
Kearns underpass $3,122,000
Homestake & Kearns $0
Wayfinding for Lost Prospector trail $900
LJ/LDS church sidewalk $78,000
Bridge Rail Trail/Iron Horse $85,000
Traffic calming Monitor Dr. $75,800 Traffic Counts/Speeds show reduced speeds
crosswalk inlay SR-224/HolidayRL/Payday $34,000
Way finding school zone $2,500
Traffic Calming along Comstock $940,000
Prospector neighborhood $400,000 Wyatt Earp Project (soils district) 2013
Monitor Dr./SR-248 intersection $100,000
Safer crossing SR-224 near Albertson's $25,000 Part of Dan's to Jan's Project; HAWK Beacon.
Sidewalk on east side of Park Ave. $34,000
crosswalks on Marsac $8,000 DVD Project
Wayfinding Main St. $4,000
Class II bike lane on Lucky John $0
8' path at Barn $50,000
8' asphalt path east side SR-224 $100,000
Crosswalks Main St. and Heber Ave. $16,000 Main St projects
Widen existing bike paths $555,280 Poison Creek/Kearns (2013)
Stop signs Monitor/Little Kate $0
Class II bike lane along SR-248 $40,200 UDOT implemented from Comstock to Hwy 40
Olympic Plaza sidewalk $13,000
Old Town crossswalks $12,000 Main St projects
8' path Holiday Ranch Loop $922,000
Gun club path connection $0 Part of PC Heights MPD
Meadows Dr. Bike Lane $40,200
TC Park Meadows 1 $71,333
TC Park Meadows 2 $71,333
TC Park Meadows 3 $71,333
Other
Total Budget $13,154,880

SR-224 Corridor Study
Phase I
ROW/Design/Construction 800,000$                Shared Costs
Pathways 370,000$                West side in design
Jans/Coles Underpass 1,780,000$             
Intersection Improvements* 418,000$                Shared Costs
Construction/Design 900,000$                Shared Costs
Contingency 50% 1,700,000$             Shared Costs

TOTAL 5,960,000$              
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Attachment B- SR-224 Corridor Study Phase I Projects and Cost Estimates 
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City Council 
Staff Report 
 
 
 
Subject: COSAC Policy Discussions 
Author:  Heinrich Deters 
Department:  Sustainability Department 
Date:  March 14, 2013 
Type of Item: Administrative 
 
Summary Recommendations: 
Staff requests Council review and provide direction per possible policy discussions with 
the Citizens’ Open Space Advisory Committee. 
 
Topic/Description: 
Policy input from an advisory committee. 
 
Background: 
The Citizens’ Open Space Advisory Committee IV, was created on February 7, 2013. 
COSAC’s role is purely advisory to City Council and is not in any way mandated by law 
or ordinance. COSAC’s mission is to make timely recommendations to City Council on 
acquiring and permanently preserving public open spaces by wisely leveraging public 
funds and other resources as available and entering into appropriate partnerships. The 
group consists of local Stakeholder Representatives and five appointed members of the 
public. 
 
Council has previously acknowledged COSAC as a committee that could provide 
feedback on topics pertaining to open space and restrictive covenants. 
 
Analysis: 
Staff would like to know if Council would like to provide initial direction to have COSAC 
participate in the following policy discussions and, in the future,  present their findings to 
Council. 
 

• Where to use Conservation Easements vs. Deed Restrictions  
• Open Space Regulations- Leash Laws/Hunting 
• Funding priority- Open Space stewardship vs. Property acquisition 
• Passive and Active Open Space Priorities (Wildlife/Recreation) 
• Open Space Management Plan Process 

 
Department Review: 
This report has been reviewed by the Sustainability, Legal and Executive Departments.  
 
Alternatives: 
Council may wish to provide initial direction based on this report, ask for staff to return 
with more information or do nothing. 
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Significant Impacts:  
 

+ Accessible and w orld-
class recreational 
facilities, parks and 
programs 

+ Abundant preserved and 
publicly-accessible open 
space

+ Engaged and informed citizenry Which Desired 
Outcomes might the 
Recommended 
Action Impact?

Assessment of 
Overall Impact on 
Council Priority 
(Quality of Life 
Impact)

World Class Multi-
Seasonal Resort 

Destination

(Economic Impact)


Positive

 

Responsive, Cutting-Edge & 
Effective Government

Preserving & Enhancing 
the Natural Environment

(Environmental Impact)

An Inclusive Community of 
Diverse Economic & 

Cultural Opportunities

(Social Equity Impact)

Positive (Select from List) Positive

Comments: 

 
Funding Source: 
Funding is not applicable to this topic 
 
Recommendation: 
Staff requests Council review and provide direction per possible policy discussions with 
the Citizens’ Open Space Advisory Committee. 
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City Council 

Staff Report 

 
 
 

 

Subject: Park City Historical Society Archives & Collections  
Author:  Diane Foster & Jonathan Weidenhamer 
Department:  Executive & Sustainability 
Date:  March 7, 2013 
Type of Item: Work Session- Project Direction 

 

Summary Recommendations: 
City Council should provide direction on the following questions: 

1. Policy question: What is the City’s role in finding a solution for the Historical 
Society’s archive and collection needs?; 

2. Which option(s) should be further investigated for feasibility? (in blue, below);  
3. Are there other items that Council would like included in the analysis, in addition 

to evaluate, such as liability, PCMC staff time or potential cost sharing? (in blue, 
below); 

4. If Council would like options explored that require funding (in addition to staff 
time), what funding sources would Council like staff to consider?; and 

5. If one of the options that Council would like staff to explore includes the Library, 
is Council supportive of staff returning by the end of May with the evaluation? 

 
Topic: 
The Park City Historical Society (HS) seeks support from City to preserve and conserve 
their current collection of archives, items and objects as well as support in making those 
archives accessible to the public now and in the long term. 
  
Background: 
The HS entered into a lease in 2003 for use of 543 sf at the Library for storage.  That 
lease expires on August 31, 2013 (Exhibit D). 
 
Prior to and through the course of the current library expansion project, the Historical 
Society has been in discussions with City staff exploring potential options to maintain 
storage/use on City property including, and not limited to the Library - see minutes from 
July 26 and November 8, 2012 work sessions (Exhibit E). On December 7, 2012 the 
City Council directed staff to continue those discussions and return with more 
information and decision points.  
 
The HS requested formally to explore the possibility of incorporating their archive needs 
into the proposed remodel of the library and submitted a detailed narrative (exhibit A) 
articulating suggested options to “enhance their level of service to Park City residents 
and visitors” (Exhibit A). The HS’s two options are summarized below and in the 
Options Matrix (Exhibit B): 
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1) Enhanced LOS – A partnership with the City Library whereby the HS history 
library would be consolidated into the City’s library space focused on education 
and research. 2,000 sf is requested as part of the pending remodel. 

2) Significantly Enhanced LOS – Use of an existing City facility or new building to 
allow a state of the art archives and history library. Their proposal estimates the 
need for approximately 4,500 sf to house their entire collection and archives.  

 
Staff currently seeks direction from City Council on their preferred next steps. 
 
Analysis: 
 
Strong Partnership 
The City and HS have a long standing relationship based on common goals of 
promoting and protecting historic fabric and history.  This is displayed through: 
 

 99 year lease of old City Hall for museum on Main Street; 
 10 year lease for storage at library, expires August 2013; 
 Special service contract - $40,000 annually for 

o Ops and staffing of PC research library; 
o Visitor research on their historic district property; 
o Research visitors genealogy; 
o City staff requests on historic research; 
o Exhibits and activities related to youth programming. 

 
Determining HS Archive Needs: 
Since receiving Council direction on December 7, 2012, staff and Council liaisons Peek 
and Matsumoto have had two meetings with HS Executive Director Sandra Morrison as 
well as HS Past President Noah Levine and Board President Ben Massimino.  The 
purpose of the meetings and development of worksheets (see Exhibits B & C) was to 
understand the HS needs and their ideas on how the City might be able to support 
those needs.  The HS is looking for archive space; not storage and not display space. 
 
Staff worked the HS to define the range of their needs so as to present Council with a 
range of possible options, should Council wish to support the HS in meeting their 
archive needs.   
 
While the HS is appreciative of any help Council is willing to lend to meeting their 
archive needs, below is the HS’s ideal option: 

• Accommodate the preservation of our collection & archives including future growth.  
• Total of approximately 4,500 square feet. 
• Work stations for staff and the residents and its guest of Park City.  
• Classroom space for workshops with professional conservators (staff education/ 

professional training and public education) 
• Incorporate a cold storage vault to safeguard historic film-based & photographic 

collections. 
• Located within a 5 mile radius of the Museum. 
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• Long term lease or lease in perpetuity. 
• Accommodate up to a 25 foot delivery truck 

 
Range of Options 
If Council would like staff to take the next step to evaluate specific archive options, 
including evaluating costs and impacts to other city services, it would be helpful if 
Council could narrow the range of options for staff to explore.  “Impacts to other city 
services” specifically refers to potential options at the Library or Miner’s Hospital, where 
some HS archive options could displace existing or planned Library services or existing 
community uses of Miner’s Hospital.   
 
Analysis will include: 

1. Description of level of service 
2. Description of service delivery (how HS or PCMC staff will staff archive) 
3. Cost & potential cost sharing arrangement (if Council does not want to be 

exclusive funder) 
4. Other PCMC resources required (staffing, space) 
5. Displacement of other City services / tradeoffs  (if any) 

 
Below is a list of options that staff could explore.   
Option 
Number 

Title Square 
Footage 

Location Notes 

1  Significant increase in LOS 
of archive (see Exhibit B – 
Significantly Enhanced LOS) 

4,500sf Library or other 
location: entire 
archive in one 
location 

City Council should 
provide direction on 
location(s) to be 
investigated 

2 Enhanced increase in LOS 
of archive (see Exhibit B –

Enhanced LOS) 

2,000sf Library or other 
location 

City Council should 
provide direction on 
location(s) to be 
investigated 

3 Replace current HS archive 
at Library (see Exhibit B –

Business as Usual) 

543ft Library or other 
location – entire 
archive in one 
location 

City Council should 
provide direction on 
location(s) to be 
investigated 

4 Replace current HS archive 
space at other location 

543sf Miner’s Hospital, 
Spriggs Barn, City 
builds new space, 
other location 
(Council directed) 

Council should provide 
direction on which space 
options should be 
considered 

5 No role None NA City would not participate 
in future HS storage needs 

6 Other option  TBD TBD Council direction needed 
 
Additionally, Council may wish to provide additional direction on other items related to 
the scope of the HS archive needs: 

1. Does Council want to be the exclusive funder of the archive space or should the 
cost be shared between PCMC and HS? 

2. Should PCMC staff or HS staff be responsible for retrieving articles from the HS 
archive?  If PCMC staff, what hours and what level of service? 

21



3. Should PCMC have any legal liability for the condition and maintenance of the 
HS archive? 

4. Are there other features that Council would like staff to evaluate? 
 
Staff Time exploring locations and costs 
Staff believes these tasks include: 

a) calling storage companies; 
b) researching costs; 
c) researching other needs related to storage requirements including temperature 

control; and 
d) determining trade offs / possible displacement of other municipal services. 

 
Depending on the option(s) chosen by Council and to ensure that the specific needs of 
the HS can be met, staff recommends  

1. that the Historical Society take the lead on 
a.  exploring alternative archive locations and costs, including 

i.  the cost of local museum quality archive;  
ii. the cost of local storage-only options 

b. investigating the cost of systems and equipment needed to support the 
Council-directed options to explore, such as  

i. cold storage vault 
ii. workstations 

2. that staff take the lead on  
a. Evaluating impacts to other municipal services 
b. Providing options for how Council-directed option could be realized 

(building structure within Spriggs Barn, addition to Library 
 
Use of Library Space 
Should Council be interested in exploring use of library space, staff recommends 
completing an initial public input process and internal programming needs 
process/prioritization recommendations as part of the current library expansion process 
so that any tradeoffs of “giving up” space can be put into context of what library 
programming would be forgone.   Initial feedback from the Library architect is that library 
programming is severely challenged to meet a number of the currently stated goals as 
they understand them.  Next steps in that process include: 
 

when what 

March 5 Public Open House 

March ? 
Council work session to review preliminary options and programming 
needs 

 March  Refine Concept Design, proceed into Schematic Design 

April Council Work Session to finalize programming 

 
Pursuit of this option can be done within the currently approved budget and timeline for 
the library expansion.  
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Other City or New Facility 
Should Council be interested in exploring use of an existing City facility such as Miners 
Hospital or the Sprigg’s Barn, or building of a new facility,  they should direct staff to do 
so.  Pursuit of these option will take approximately 30-40 hours of staff time in addition 
to the need for formal feasibility/structural evaluations that are estimated at minimum of 
$15,000. These can also be accomplished within the existing budget, but will affect 
other Council priorities and implementation of staff business plans.  Staff recommends 
pursuit of this option but is concerned with balancing the timeliness and urgency.  Other 
priorities will have to be delayed.  
 
Department Review: 
This report has been reviewed by Budget, Library, Public Works, Legal and the Interim 
City Manager. 
 
Significant Impacts:  
 

+ Preserved and celebrated 
history; protected National 
Historic District

+ Engaged and informed citizenry 

(+/-) Vibrant arts and culture 
offerings

(+/-) Well-maintained assets and 
infrastructure

(+/-) Community gathering 
spaces and places

+ Ease of access to desired 
information for citizens and 
visitors

(+/-) Fiscally and legally sound

Which Desired 
Outcomes might the 
Recommended 
Action Impact?

Assessment of 
Overall Impact on 
Council Priority 
(Quality of Life 

Impact)

World Class Multi-

Seasonal Resort 

Destination

(Economic Impact)

 

Responsive, Cutting-Edge & 

Effective Government

Preserving & Enhancing 

the Natural Environment

(Environmental Impact)

An Inclusive Community of 

Diverse Economic & 

Cultural Opportunities

(Social Equity Impact)

Neutral Positive

Comments: The Significant Impacts depend largely on the direction given by Council.  For example, should Council wish to 
pursue a significant enhancement in the level of serivce, by dedicating 4,500 sf of the Library to HS archive needs, hsitoric
preservation will be enhanced, but there may be a tradeoff with other library services.  However, no impact will actually be realized 
until Council gives final direction on which option to pursue and that option is implemneted.

 
Funding Source: 
There is a Sprigg’s Barn Feasibility CIP with $23,000 in the approved budget. Otherwise 
there is no other current direct funding source to support any capital facility, expanded 
role or level of support for the HS.  Should Council direct staff to further pursue options, 
there are multiple funding options not limited to the LPA RDA which could be 
contemplated as part of the FY 14 budget process. 
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Recommendation: 
1. Policy question: What is the City’s role in finding a solution for the Historical 

Society’s archive and collection needs?; 
2. Which option(s) should be further investigated for feasibility? (in blue, above);  
3. Are there other items that Council would like included in the analysis, in addition 

to evaluate, such as liability, PCMC staff time or potential cost sharing? (in blue, 
above); 

4. If Council would like options explored that require funding (in addition to staff 
time), what funding sources would Council like staff to consider?; and 

5. If one of the options that Council would like staff to explore includes the Library, 
is Council supportive of staff returning by the end of May with the evaluation? 

 
Exhibits: 
Exhibit A March 1, 2013 letter from Historical Society and 
  Submitted narrative 
Exhibit B Historical Society’s Archive Level of Service Matrix 
Exhibit C Current Archive Locations & Conditions Matrix 
Exhibit D Current Level 2 Floor Plan 
Exhibit E Current Lease 
Exhibit F Meeting Minutes from July 26,  
Exhibit G Meeting Minutes from November 8, 2012  
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March 1, 2013 
 
 
Honorable Mayor and City Council 
Park City Municipal Corporation 
P.O. Box 1480 
Park City, UT 84060 
 
Dear Mayor and City Council, 
 
Thank you for asking Interim City Manager Diane Foster to meet with 
our Board members on February 5, 2013. We appreciated the opportunity 
to clarify our needs.  
 
The Park City Museum is not looking for “storage”. We don’t have any 
old exhibits. Currently housed at the Library are our Collections and 
Archives: the antiques, objects, documents, papers, historic photographs 
and other items important to Park City history. We serve the educational 
needs of Park City residents and visitors by protecting this shared 
historical record in perpetuity. We believe that protecting our history 
helps bridge cultural differences, honors our forbearers, improves our 
town’s economic vitality, and nurtures a shared sense of belonging.  
 
With the recent expansion of the Museum, most of the collections 
(antiques and objects) are on exhibit. But our archives (paper and 
original images) are too fragile to display. We currently operate a History 
Library within the Park City Museum and it is visited by more than 350 
researchers each year. Unfortunately our services are limited and requests 
to view the original documents held in our archives are currently denied 
due to cramped quarters and lack of security. 
 
Our request is two-fold: support from Council to preserve and conserve 
these historic items and objects; and support to make these important 
pieces of Park City history accessible to the residents and its guests of 
Park City for many years to come.  
 
Thank you for your consideration 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
Sandra Morrison 
Executive Director 
 
 
Cc:  Diane Foster, City Manager 
 Jon Weidenhamer, Economic Development Manager
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Park City Museum Archives & Collections 
 
Narrative for Staff Report 
 
Background: 
The Park City Museum holds antiques, objects, papers, historic photographs and other 
items of Park City history for future generations to use for research and education. 
The mission of the museum is to preserve, protect and promote Park City history. 
These archives (the documents, paper, photos etc.) and collections (the antiques and 
objects), stored in multiple offsite locations, are key to our mission of preserving, 
protecting, and promoting Park City History. The Museum continues to collect recent 
archives and collections such as the Park Record newspaper, Myles Rademan’s slides of 
Park City from the past 20 years, and items from the 2002 Olympics. The archives and 
collections will be important to understanding our history 50 and 100 years from 
today. The Museum's collections and archives will continue to grow in to perpetuity. 
Therefore a plan has been put in place to house these precious archives and 
collections. 
 
With the recent expansion of the Museum, most of the collections are on exhibit. 
However the museum has in its trust, vast amounts of achieved materials. The 
archived materials are housed three separate locations; the first is the Park City Library 
and Education center, a climate controlled storage unit near Home Depot, and the 
storage depot on Iron Horse Drive. These archives include original Park Record 
newspapers dating back to 1880, Anchor Mine log books from 1895, Park City High 
School yearbooks dated from 1915-1948, Small Claims Court records dated from 1937-
1948, Congregational Church records dated from 1892-1906, Park City Public Library 
records dated from 1930-1980, Mayflower Mine records dated from 1930s-mid1950s, 
and much much more. Due to cramped quarters and lack of security, the residents and 
guests of Park City are denied access to these incredible archives and collections.  
These archives are unsuitable to be exhibited at the Park City Museum due to their 
fragility. They need climate controlled storage and secure handling to ensure their 
survival for future generations. It is the goal of the museum to make these archived 
items available to the residents and guest of Park City for research and education. 
 
The Museum currently operates a History Library in the museum; the library is visited 
by more than 350 researchers, homeowners, genealogists, scholars, journalists, city 
staff and others each year. Unfortunately requests to view original documents are 
currently denied due to the current constraints of the museum. Staff works to digitize 
the most requested items so their content is available on our Museum database. 
However many items aren't available for Park City residents and its guest due to the 
location and lack of staff to properly handle the archives. 
 
In 2011 the museum received a federal grant to bring a professional conservator Irena 
Calinescu of Fine Arts Conservation in Los Angeles to review the museum's current 
efforts and make appropriate recommendation for the museum's future needs. These 
recommendations are defined in the October 2011 Conservator report and the basis 
for the attached matrix. The Conservator recommended a state-of-the-art facility with 
room for growth as essential to accommodate and safeguard the Museum’s collection 
and archives of Park City artifacts.  
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An ideal facility would include the following items: 

 Accommodate the preservation of our collection and archives including future 
growth.  

 Total of approximately 4,500 square feet. 
 Work stations for staff and the residents and its guest of Park City.  
 Classroom space for workshops with professional conservators (staff 

education/ professional training and public education) 
 Incorporate a cold storage vault to safeguard historic film-based & photographic 

collections. 
 Located within a 5 mile radius of the Museum. 
 Long term lease or lease in perpetuity. 
 Accommodate up to a 25 foot delivery truck 

 
Summary: 
The Museum is not looking for “storage space”. Our request is two-fold: support from 
Council to preserve and conserve the fragile paper, photographic and recent history 
items and objects; and support to make these important pieces of Park City history 
accessible to the residents and its guests of Park City for many years to come.  
 
Timing and Next Steps: 
The following two options represent enhanced level and significantly enhanced levels 
of service to Park City residents and visitors. 
 

 Enhanced Level of Service to the Community through a Partnership with Public 
Library. The Library has proposed a “Park City History room”, a second history 
library in Park City would duplicate the Museum’s History Library. The Museum 
is interested in a true partnership with the library and consolidating the 
museum's history library in the new public library space and creating an area 
for education and research of the many archive materials that the museum 
currently holds out of the reach of the public. The museum believes that this 
would be a great opportunity to expand Park City history services to the 
community, and to provide unique resources in a secure library environment. 
An enhanced level of service would incorporate approximately 2,000 sq ft of 
space in the remodel of the 2nd floor (or where the architect and City Council see 
fit) and provide seamless service to the residents and its guest of Park City; 7 
day per week access; efficiencies of programming and operating costs between 
the Museum and Library; ultimately benefiting the entire community for years 
to come. This type of relationship between a library and a museum is 
commonplace, for example the Ski Archives and Alf Engen Museum partnering 
with the Marriott Library of the University of Utah or the Uinta County Historical 
Society partnering with the Uinta County Public Library in Vernal. 

 
 Significantly Enhanced Level of Service to the Community through an “Under 

One Roof” solution: Some locations of interest could be an adaptive reuse of 
Miners Hospital, Sprigg’s Barn or other underutilized facility or newly 
constructed facility to serve as a state-of-the-art Archives and History Library, or 
incorporating 4,500 sq. ft. to housing the Museum’s entire collection and 
archives in the Library remodel.  This option allows for professional “best 
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practices” in the preservation and conservation of the documents, paper, 
photographs etc.; and expanded digitization efforts; secure public access to 
these unique documents; specialized programming and workshops attracting 
private collectors and professional staff from institutions across the west; and 
more (see “Service Level Matrix”). Services that will engage the community for 
generations to come.  
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Reduced Level -               
substandard archives & 
collections housing

Business as Usual - History 
Library at the Museum with 
limited archives and no room for 
expansion

Enhanced Level -- partnership with Library 
allows increased access and eliminates 
duplication of servces

Significantly enhanced Level - state of the 
art Archives & History Library facility either 
incorporated Library building or separate 
facility

Desired Outcomes
Connected, knowledgeable & engaged 
citizens

citizens disinterested in history portion of the population is 
engaged

many connected, knowledgeable and engaged 
residents

highly connected residents engaged on many 
levels to Park City and its history

Vibrant community gathering spaces no space for community to 
gather

history library at the museum is 
crowded at times. Some 
duplicate services offered at the 
Park City Library

high level of utilization and new offerings for 
Library patrons ensure long-term demands and 
unique offerings

Utilized by both the community and visitors 
with specialized programming attracting 
Museum, Library & Archives staff from 
institutions across the west

Archives and Collections grow to offer 
continued vibrant cultural offerings

stagnant & deteriorating 
offerings

no growth in archives and 
collections due to lack of space

limited growth due to continued space issues Cultural offerings city wide, enhancement to 
residents daily lives

Level of Service
Adult Services limited to computer database & 

web searches
staff services available week days 
10am-4pm

staffed services available in partnership with 
Library staff 7 days per week. 

Professional workshops for residents & 
visitors. Western regional professional 
training center

Youth none none programming for students incorporated with 
Museum field trips and classroom cirriculum

programming for students incorporated with 
Museum field trips and classroom cirriculum

Access to archives and original 
documents

none none some availability during business hours for 
residents and scholars

space allocated within state-of-the-art facility 
for controlled access to entire archives and 
collections

Technology outdated technology limited technology and 
digitization

technology hub w/computers and wifi area; 
flexible us of classrooms; digital media center

Technology hub, digital media center, 
expanded digitization of archives & collections

Preservation no HVAC or environmental 
controls to prevent archives and 
original materials from 
deteriorating

limited preservation of archives continued preservation of archives integrated 
with Library expansion with updated HVAC and 
enviromental controls

Enhanced preservation of archives with 
updated HVAC and enviromental controls, 
professionsal workshops demonstrating 
facility enhancements. Entire collection and 
archives under one roof.

Implementation
cost increased cost for multiple 

storage units to replace 500 sq ft
efficiencies in design/construction and long-
term operations cost sharing (including sharing 
of staff) with Park City Library

TBD. Costs dependant upon adaptive reuse 
versus new construction options

Square footage 1690 sq ft 2000 sq ft (including shared spaces) 4500 sq ft +/- 25%

impacts to Library duplication of services some programming revisions to allow multiple 
use of Tech Hub, Park City room, digital media, 
AV and to allow adjacencies with Museum 
Archive space.

revision of concept floor plan to find 
efficiencies in operations and programming. 
No impacts if separate facilty.

possible locations Library & Education Center Library & Education Center, Miners Hospital, 
Spriggs Barn, Transit Center, or new facility
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   Business As Usual     
          Enhanced Level of Service    
                     Significantly  Enhanced Level of  Service   
 Archives @ Library Archives & Collections 

at Museum 
Mayflower Mine 
Archive 

Mining Equipment & 
other metal antiques 

Total (where total is 
appropriate) 

Current Archive & Collections Location Park City Library  Park City Museum Park City Storage(near 
HomeDepot) 

Storage Depot (on 
Ironhorse drive) 

 

Current Cost to Museum No cost to Museum $1 per year $95 per month $180 per month $275.00 
Estimated Museum $ Contribution to 
Future Archive & Collection space 

     

What is at this location?  Park Record 
newspapers (to 1880), 
High School year 
books, small claims 
court records, Public 
library record, Anchor 
& Daly Mine records, 
and much more 

40,000 original historic 
images (negatives, 
prints, slides, glass 
plate negatives, 
incoming acquisitions, 
oral history tapes & 
transcriptions, antiques 
on exhibition, 1926 fire 
truck, 1870s 
stagecoach,  and much 
more 

-Mayflower/New Park 
mining records 1930-
mid 1950s 
-Mountain Times 
newspaper 
-The Journal 
newspaper 

Shovels, pick, saw, 
stove, mining drill, drill 
bits, water fountain, 
quadricycle, safe, 
washtub, washing 
machine, scales, 
chairlift chair, etc.  

 

Square Footage      
Current Square Footage 543 757 240 150 1690 
Total SF needs within next two 
years 

See below 
 
 

N/A – no room to grow This space is temporary 
and no plans to expand 

This space is temporary 
and no plans to expand 

 

Estimated total SF needs within 
next five years 

 
 
 

    

Why SF needs increasing or 
decreasing within next five years? 

 
 
 

    

Current Conditions Locked, climate 
controlled, UV 
controlled ,light levels 
monitored/controlled, 
humidity monitored 

Locked, alarmed, 
climate control, light 
levels controlled, UV 
control, humidity 25-
30° 

Locked, climate 
controlled, UV 
controlled, light levels 
monitored. 

Locked 
No climate control, 
water leaks possible, 
no air filtration. 
Substandard space 
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   Business As Usual     
          Enhanced Level of Service    
                     Significantly  Enhanced Level of  Service   
 Archives @ Library Archives & Collections 

at Museum 
Mayflower Mine 
Archive 

Mining Equipment & 
other metal antiques 

Total (where total is 
appropriate) 

25-30°  housing our mining 
collection. 
 

Archive & Collections Conditions 
Needs 

     

Bare Minimum Storage Conditions 
Needed 

HVAC, locked, UV & 
light controls. 

    

Desired Minimum Conditions 
Needed 

Meets current 
conditions at  Library  

    

Desired Ideal, but Realistic Storage 
Conditions 

 
 
 
 
 
 

    

When 100% absolutely needs to move August 2013 99 year lease Ongoing rental Ongoing rental  
Reason absolutely needs to move Renovation of the Park 

City Library  
    

Other feedback about move 6 month process that 
will begin in April 2013 

 All archives should be 
consolidated in one 
place to public access 
& preservation 

Substandard 
environment hindering 
long-term preservation  

 

Access      
Museum staff current access 
schedule 

 M-F 10am-4pm    

Museum staff access REQUIRED M-F, 9am to 5pm 
 

    

Museum staff access desired  
 

    

Current Supervised Public Access 
schedule 

none Only to Museum 
exhibits  
Mon –Sat  10am – 7pm 

None 
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   Business As Usual     
          Enhanced Level of Service    
                     Significantly  Enhanced Level of  Service   
 Archives @ Library Archives & Collections 

at Museum 
Mayflower Mine 
Archive 

Mining Equipment & 
other metal antiques 

Total (where total is 
appropriate) 

 
Current Unsupervised Public Access 
schedule 

none none none   

Description of why Museum staff 
needs access 

Preservation, 
cataloging & 
digitization 

Preservation, 
cataloging & 
digitization 

Preservation, 
cataloging & 
digitization 

Preservation & 
cataloguing 

 

Description of why Public needs 
access 

Access requested by 
scholars, students, 
historians, journalists, 
genealogists, etc. 

Access requested by 
scholars, students, 
historians, journalists, 
genealogists, etc. 

Access requested by 
scholars, students, 
historians, journalists, 
genealogists, etc. 
 

  

Services not currently available that 
Museum would like to have 

     

Public access Mon-Sat 9am to 5pm 
complete public access 

 No public access  No public access  

Workshops hosted by Museum staff 
in non-Museum Facility 

Workshops scheduled 
on regular basis 

    

      

 
Future Storage Locations to 
Considered 
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PARK CITY COUNCIL WORK SESSION MINUTES     
SUMMIT COUNTY, UTAH 
JULY 26, 2012 
 
Present: Mayor Dana Williams; Council members Andy Beerman; Alex 

Butwinski; Cindy Matsumoto; Dick Peek; and Liza Simpson 
 

Tom Bakaly, City Manager; Mark Harrington, City Attorney; Jonathan 
Weidenhamer, Economic Development Manager 
 
Wally Cooper, CRSA Architects; Linda Perkins, Park City Co-Op; Kim 
Page, Park City Film Series; Dan Swagger and Paul Wisneski, Senior 
Center 

 
 1. Council questions/comments.  Liza Simpson relayed that she attended the 
interagency meeting yesterday where there was a presentation from DWR on wild land 
fire and wild land interface issues.  Wildfire contingency plans and associated grant 
funding will be available on a water shed basis to communities.  A public meeting will be 
held on August 7 on the application process.   
 
Mayor Dana Williams announced the appointment of Diane Foster as Acting City 
Manager from August 26, 2012 until such time as the Mayor, with advice and consent of 
the City Council, appoints a new City Manager.   
 
 2. Lower Park Avenue Redevelopment Agency Facilities and Master Plan 
update.  Jon Weidenhamer explained that the boundary runs from 7th Street north to 
the end of the golf course and east to west from the base of PCMR to Deer Valley 
Drive, including Bonanza Drive to Ironhorse Drive.  It was created in 1989 and expires 
in 2015.  Redevelopment agencies collect property tax increment for the area which is 
invested back into the district through economic development or housing projects.  A 
master plan was developed by Design Workshop and Jack Johnson Company, 
including a score sheet with projects divided in three categories:  (1) parking lot 
redevelopment, (2) transit, traffic circulation and walkability, and (3) neighborhood and 
community redevelopment.   
 
When this was presented in January 2010, Council wanted more information on the 
community redevelopment element in the short term.  He relayed that Council also 
wanted to preserve existing green and open spaces and maintain existing historic 
fabric, scale, character and authenticity.  Direction was given to explore housing 
alternatives, neighborhood connectivity (east/west corridor), community and senior 
center housing opportunities, and environmental and green goals.  PlanWorks created a 
phased master plan for the City and adjacent private properties which was presented in 
2011.  Two alternatives were offered; a dense option with height and a transitional 
approach which the City Council preferred.  Joint redevelopment meetings were held 
with the Council and Planning Commission over the past year.  He emphasized that 
redevelopment is inevitable and the City needs to take a proactive role to attain 
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City Council Work Session 
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preferred goals.  The library, senior center property, a private parcel, fire station, Miners 
Hospital and the recreation building are being considered.  All of this planning has been 
done in context with the potential of the library expansion in the broader context of the 
redevelopment plan and efficiencies in buildings and services were examined.   
 
Architect Wally Cooper explained that he met with the Library staff and outlined a 
program for expansion of the Library.  There has been a 5% growth in circulation each 
year but visitation is about the same.  There appears to be a need for more space 
because of increased circulation which is what most libraries are experiencing despite 
the availability of the Internet.  Reference collections might be shrinking but other 
collections are growing or remaining stable and dynamics of libraries are changing.  He 
relayed that Salt Lake County has just built three new libraries.   
 
He pointed out that the children’s section on the first floor is 1,150 square feet and is 
undersized for the demand.  It is proposed to move it to the southwest corner of the 
building to allow for growth.  The use of the tech center has dropped a little bit but there 
is still demand for technical assistance and access and the tech hub will be expanded 
as well as the family interactive area.  The library staff areas are inadequate and need 
more space to operate effectively.  There is public meeting space in the northeast 
corner and the storage area and Friends of the Library space would remain.  Mr. 
Cooper stated that the first floor entails relocation of uses more than remodeling.   
 
He stated that the second floor is a little bit more complicated and costly.  The 
conference rooms would be reconfigured on the west side.  The exhibit area would 
remain and the collection area in the south and north would remain.  He spoke about 
needed engineering work with regard to the possibility of expanding the addition.  This 
area is contemplated for a Spanish periodicals which continue to be in demand.  A 600 
square foot patio is proposed on the south side which depends on whether the Co-Op 
remains in the building.  The patio would provide an outdoor reading area.  The entire 
collection will be accommodated upstairs with some areas for displays.  The Park City 
history reading room will be larger and will offer a space for quiet reading for adults and 
there is one extra conference room on the north side.  The second floor hallway is the 
same as the first floor by taking out the walls on the sides of the hallway and both floors 
are dedicated to the Library.   
 
With regard to the third floor, Mr. Cooper noted that the Film Series expressed a desire 
for more space.  The east side where the Montessori School is located would be 
reconfigured as a senior center.  The conference area is in the southeast corner and in 
this scenario PC Co-Op stays.  Another option is locating the senior center in the Miners 
Hospital and in that case, the space on the east side would be devoted to public space 
and configured in a way allowing multiple uses based on needs.  He discussed the use 
of movable partitions and the conference room could be rented.  If the PC Co-Op were 
to be relocated in the recreation building, then additional space would be available on 
the third floor possibly for a non-profit or public use.  The move of the Montessori 
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School results in a lot a space which can be back-filled nicely with the Library 
expansion.   
 
Jon Weidenhamer added that the recreation building fits well with daycare.  Miners 
Hospital could house the seniors but an elevator might need to be added.  He referred 
to visiting community center facilities in Salt Lake where it was demonstrated that joint 
uses can be compatible.  Staff has talked with Craig Elliott, adjacent property owner, 
about housing goals and it is recommended to begin discussions with stakeholders and 
to return to Council.   
 
Liza Simpson suggested that the elevator situation in the Library building be fixed and to 
reconsider the side entrances.  She asked why the Museum and the City is using the 
building for storage.  Wally Cooper stated that the storage area can be studied if the 
materials can be moved.  Ms. Simpson understood that the Museum has been looking 
for alternative storage space and was unclear about the City’s needs and resources.  
Dick Peek explained that the storage area is outside the perimeter of the historic 
building.  The location of the patio was described.  Mr. Peek believed that an elevator is 
a great idea for Miners Hospital but is concerned about its location on the top level and 
changing historic features.  Mr. Cooper explained that it would be a detached structure 
but will still require modification of the historic fabric of the building.  Having multi-users 
in the building complicates access requirements.  Ms. Simpson suggested storing City 
records on the third floor of Miners.  Mr. Cooper stated that stairs would be associated 
with the elevator to move people off of the third floor.   
 
Alex Butwinski recalled talking about Museum storage some time ago, and Dick Peek 
stated that the Museum is actively looking for storage space.  Mr. Butwinski commented 
on the need for seniors to move out for Sundance in January.  Discussion ensued on 
the Library being a stand-alone project with funding from the RDA.  Cindy Matsumoto 
expressed her support of remodeling the Library.  She pointed out that there is no 
access from the Library to the storage area which limits reuse.  Wally Cooper added 
that the wall separating the storage area from the Library is the original wall.   
 
She asked about relocating the seniors to the third floor of the Library and Mr. Cooper 
acknowledged they have a great situation right now with an accessible funky one story 
building with parking right outside the door.  Moving them to the third floor in a more 
educational space somewhat disconnects them from the parking and the third floor is 
accessible by stairs or an elevator.  It isn’t as convenient.  Miners Hospital is a little 
closer to the environment of what the seniors now have, but there are two levels and 
there are ramifications of dedicating the whole building to the senior center.   
 
Andy Beerman expressed concerns about the addition of the Library looking awkward.  
Mr. Cooper explained that it would probably be glass as opposed to brick and is driven 
by the demands of the Library for space.  The added space on the addition was to 
accommodate the Spanish periodicals section.   
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Liza Simpson noted that improvements to Miners Hospital would suit senior center 
activities in a more temporary way but would also enhance the facility for future 
community uses.  It could be planned for both iterations while exploring a stand-alone 
community center.   
 
In response to questions from Mayor Williams about the Co-Op, Linda Perkins stated 
that there are no plans to increase the number of students.  She stated that they are 
willing to consider other space options.  The Mayor invited public input. 
 
Dan Swagger, Senior Center, stated that the current facility has 2,400 square feet, of 
which 400 square feet is kitchen.  He noticed that the third floor plans for the Library do 
not include a kitchen.  Their meals are prepared on-site and members would be very 
reluctant to have that change.  He felt that getting a number of people on the elevator at 
the same time, for dinner for instance, could be a problem and impractical.  The current 
senior center doesn’t have a meeting room for presentations which is something the 
group is interested in having.   
 
Liza Simpson asked if they would use a Library meeting room and Mr. Swagger 
discussed the convenience of having all uses on one floor.  The Mayor pointed out that 
the Library can provide the convenience of one floor, but Miners Hospital would be two 
floors.  The Mayor emphasized that much of the impetus for redevelopment of the area 
was senior-driven.   
 
Paul Wisneski, Senior Center, expressed concerns about egress from the upper levels 
in case of a fire and stairs do not seem practical.  Mr. Cooper confirmed that an elevator 
is not considered a form of egress.   
 
In response to questions from the Mayor, Mr. Cooper noted that the current senior 
center consists of the original building on the north end and an addition which was done 
much later.  Mr. Swagger stated that the original plans for the building are dated 1929 
and the new section was added in the late 1970s.  Mr. Cooper advised that the building 
is not considered historically significant because it has been substantially remodeled.   
 
Tom Bakaly asked for a time line for returning to Council with recommendations on 
implementation.  Jon Weidenhamer felt that meeting with the stakeholders needs to 
occur and staff can return in 45 to 60 days with recommendations.  Mr. Bakaly 
understood that members are okay with the direction this is going on a conceptual 
basis.  The Mayor relayed that his only concern is adding on to the addition at the 
Library with a glass structure.  If the Co-Op moves, there may not be a need for the 
addition to the building.   
 
Jon Weidenhamer believed that in order for the third floor to function well, a commercial 
kitchen is probably needed.  Wally Cooper explained that it would be best to have the 
kitchen on the north side because of the location of the plumbing.   
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Kim Page, Park City Film Series, stated that if they would love a kitchen included in the 
remodel of the Library building and are very flexible. 
 
Andy Beerman spoke about the discussion of relocating post office boxes at the Library.  
He asked if the public meeting space downstairs is sufficient.  Wally Cooper stated that 
he doesn’t know the number of mail boxes which would dictate the amount of space 
needed and the Library is tight right now which is why the expansion on the roof is 
proposed.  The Mayor recalled that gang boxes were proposed outside.  Ms. Simpson 
added that Council is still waiting for a legal opinion.  Mark Harrington interjected that 
the conditional use permit is strict for this facility and Mr. Cooper added that parking is 
already an issue at the Library.  Ms. Matsumoto believed that many PCMR employees 
park there contributing to the parking problem.   
 
Tom Bakaly stated that Council’s prior direction on this was to return with schematics 
and the second part was matching them up with what is planned in the Lower Park 
Avenue area.  Possible ideas include the remodel of the Library and what happens to 
the senior center short-term versus long-tem.  Options are narrowing down and he 
wanted to make sure this direction is supported by Council.  Mayor Williams relayed that 
based on the input from the seniors that Miners is a non-starter while the Library can 
accommodate all activities on one floor.  Mr. Bakaly indicated that the key will be what is 
determined temporary versus what is permanent.  He heard willingness from the seniors 
to consider temporary alternatives.  Ms. Simpson felt both ideas need to be flushed out 
with the seniors.  Tom Bakaly emphasized that the second part of the discussion is the 
permanent location for the senior center. 
 
Prepared by Janet M. Scott, City Recorder 
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events and making the process easier.  He congratulated the new County Councilors 
and thanked John Hanrahan and Sally Elliott for their service.  He acknowledged the 
support of the increase in the Resort Cities Sales Tax for Park City.   
 
 2. Woodward Tahoe debrief.  Jon Weidenhamer explained that the traveling tour 
included Chad Root, Nate Rockwood, Alex Butwinski, Liza Simpson, and Andy 
Beerman.  Dick Peek visited the facility last June.   
 
A Power Point presentation was shown and Mr. Butwinski narrated the slides.  Alex 
Butwinski expressed that touring Truckee was an interesting experience.  He spoke 
about Truckee’s historic district which reminded him of our Old Town 30 years ago.  
Woodward has a progressive learning program and is an amenity that could provide 
PCMR with an activities and training center.  He spoke about how Truckee revitalized its 
downtown sidewalks with pavers and pointed out old fashioned signs painted on the 
sides of historic buildings that could be considered public art.  North Star has been 
significantly upgraded since Vail took it over, however designers did not take advantage 
of framing views and streets dead end looking at another building.  Converting the ice 
rink for other uses was pointed out.   
 
Liza Simpson stated that a lot of investment took place in Tahoe City where the group 
visited after North Star.  Improvements were made to the lake front over 11 years with 
lots of features.  Tahoe City seemed packed with visitors and business seemed good.  
Mr. Butwinski stated that the group also visited Squaw Valley where the streets were 
laid out to maximize the views which brought Bonanza Park to mind.  Slides of the 
features of the Woodward Training Center were presented and activities lend 
themselves to skiing or biking training exercises.  Alex Butwinski felt the trip was very 
informative with regard to what activities could be added to the resort experience.  This 
facility is also great for family members, visiting Park City, who might not want to ski.  
Dick Peek noted that there is also a digital media component in the basement of the 
facility.  Mr. Butwinski spoke about the success of summer camps at Woodward for 
kids.   
 
Liza Simpson commented on the confidence individuals can gain with progressive 
training whether they want to be gymnasts, aerial skiers, etc.  She explained that one 
really needs to see it to understand the programs and there are multitudes of 
applications.  Andy Beerman stated that economic diversity is talked about a lot but this 
type of facility is a nice fit for Park City in the sense that it complements our resort 
economy, our visitors and local athletes or kids who want to learn these skills.  It also 
provides year-round activities.  He felt progressive training is amazing; the Center was 
very orderly in a chaotic sense because the kids self-police.  The Mayor felt this would 
be a great addition to town; it takes recreation to a whole new level and would be a 
good economic development tool.   
 
 3. Lower Park Avenue RDA update.  Jon Weidenhamer stated that Council last 
reviewed this topic on July 26, 2012.  Projects include parking lot, traffic, transit, 
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circulation, walkability and the last element is community and neighborhood 
redevelopment.  Properties include the Library, current Senior Center, some land owned 
by Elliott Workgroup, the vacated Park Avenue fire station which is used for storage and 
bus driver housing, and Miners Hospital.  He understood from the July meeting that 
members were supportive of moving forward with a multi-generational affordable 
housing project at the current Senior Center location and exploring a joint venture with 
the adjacent property owner.  This would necessitate a temporary relocation of the 
Senior Center and the top floor of the Library and Education Center is suggested as a 
possible space.  Through illustration of slides, he pointed out that the new Senior 
Community Center could be located at the vacated fire station site.  If housing is 
dedicated to the current Senior Center site, the seniors will need to be relocated in 
spring 2014.  Mr. Weidenhamer stated that the Senior Community Center should be 
constructed concurrently with the housing projects to reduce relocation time for the 
seniors, realize efficiencies with construction, especially for underground parking, and 
minimize neighborhood impacts.  Consolidating time lines is in the City’s best interest 
and the Iron Horse bus driver housing is scheduled to be completed in May 2014.   
 
Mr. Weidenhamer stated that expanding the Library function is related to moving the 
Co-op which is located on the second floor.  Staff is recommending moving it to the third 
floor so the third floor space needs to be completed first.  This allows for a temporary 
Senior Center which can be shared.   
 
Option 3, estimated at about $600,000, is the lowest impact alternative which involves 
only remodeling the third floor to make it available for seniors.  Staff is recommending a 
new roof, HVAC and replacing the carpeting.  Option 2 allows the Library to expand its 
space and take over the second floor but doesn’t include efficiencies in programming 
and/or an enhanced level of service.  He stated that staff is recommending Option 1 to 
completely renovate the entire building which is estimated at $2 million and includes 
about $500,000 for a geo-thermal system.  Peer city construction comparisons are 
included in the staff report and many communities are investing heavily at $300 to $400 
per square foot while CRSA has estimated $100 per square foot for this project.   
 
He asked members if they are comfortable renovating all three floors, including two 
floors dedicated to the Library and the third floor for a temporary Senior Center.  A 
broad stakeholder process will be conducted but it needs to begin now.  He felt that 
oversight of the housing project and Senior Community Center will require hiring a 
project manager.   
 
Liza Simpson pointed out the eating area contemplated for the Library and felt that the 
commercial kitchen space on the third floor could be shared.  Cindy Matsumoto 
interjected that using the third floor may be out of the way.  Linda Tillson explained that 
the designated area is not a café but an area for vending machines available to people 
who want to work in the technical area.  Ms. Simpson asked about the space 
designated as museum storage and Ms. Tillson explained that the architect specified 
the current uses on the plans.  It will probably remain a storage area for City use.  Wally 
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Cooper stated that the Library lacks adequate storage and this is a place that can be 
used by the Library once the Museum’s storage is relocated. 
 
Andy Beerman felt that the timeline for transit housing should be sooner and understood 
that the expansion was stubbed out and prepared.  Dave Gustafsen noted that 
everything has been stubbed out, but the project is still being designed by the architect 
and the completion date is estimated to November 2013.  Mr. Beerman asked about 
hiring a project manager and Mr. Weidenhamer explained that the strategy has not 
been worked out but staff will return in December with more details.  Diane Foster 
asked members if there is interest in staff exploring hiring a project manager.  Mr. 
Weidenhamer stated that the Library project can be managed with City staff.  Cindy 
Matsumoto asked if that person should be brought in early in the process.  Jon 
Weidenhamer felt that if a project manager is hired earlier, it would be high level and 
limited input on the front end.  Ms. Foster emphasized that this plan involves a number 
of projects and adding expertise is advised to take advantage of efficiencies of scale 
with construction.   
 
Cindy Matsumoto felt community outreach is a good idea to ensure that the third floor 
meets the needs of a variety of non-profits.  Alex Butwinski expressed concerns about 
providing adequate parking.  Jon Weidenhamer commented on the potential for 
underground parking.  Liza Simpson agreed with Ms. Matsumoto’s comments regarding 
stakeholder input on the third floor, but felt that the whole project needs to be discussed 
by the community.   
 
Ms. Matsumoto stated that she has witnessed people parking in the Library parking lot 
and walking to PCMR and it appears they are resort workers.  Eliminating resort parking 
at the Library would free up a lot of parking and underground parking may not be 
needed.   
 
Dick Peek agreed with Council members’ comments.  He stated that the peer 
construction costs should distinguish between remodels and additions.  Wally Cooper 
explained that the number basically represents an interior remodel like carpet, paint, 
ceiling grid, lighting, etc.  Mr. Peek pointed out that Aspen’s and Jackson’s projects are 
additions and Steamboat’s number includes land.   
 
The Mayor thanked architect Wally Cooper and Jon Weidenhamer for a good report.  
Wally Cooper added that the Library and Education Center is a solid building and the 
Library can be very successful in that space.  Mayor Williams agreed that the 
stakeholder meeting is probably a major element and he invited public input. 
 
Linda Perkins, Park City Co-op, thanked Council and staff for their respectful approach 
and stated that the school will be cooperative in this effort.  Ms. Simpson thanked her 
for her patience but felt that it is worthwhile taking the extra time.   
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Diane Foster summarized that staff will move forward on the design of the renovation 
and will return in December with a discussion of the project management piece. 
 
Prepared by Janet M. Scott, City Recorder 
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City Council 
Staff Report 

 
 
 
 
Subject: Relocation of Rocky Mountain Power’s  
   Bonanza Substation  
Authors: Matthew Cassel, P.E., City Engineer 
   Thomas Eddington, Planning Director  
   Phyllis Robinson, Community Affairs Manager 
   Nate Rockwood, Capital Budget Manager 
Date:  March 7, 2013 
Type of Item: Direction 
 
 

Recommendation:  
Staff recommends that the Council provide direction to proceed with developing an 
agreement with Rocky Mountain Power for the relocation of the Rocky Mountain Power 
Substation 1555 Iron Horse Drive in a low profile alignment with associated site design 
improvements as outlined in this report. Staff further recommends that Council direct 
staff to prepare necessary agreements with the applicable private entities, primarily the 
Bonanza Park owner, and take initial steps to finance the move of the substation to 
1555 Lower Iron Horse Drive using Community Development Area (CDA) funding.   
 
Both items are subject to additional public process and land use approvals as 
necessary from the Planning Commission. 
 

Topic/Description: Rocky Mountain Power Substation Relocation 
 
Background: 
Rocky Mountain Power (RMP) owns the Park City Substation in the Bonanza Park area 
which is critical to the City’s power grid.  It takes transmission line energy and converts 
it to distribution level charges that flow to homes and businesses in a significant portion 
of Park City. The substation is at nearly full. RMP has indicated that it needs to upgrade 
the substation by fall 2015 in order to meet local power needs. 
 
For the past several months staff has worked with RMP to identify substation location 
options consistent with the Bonanza Park Area Plan. A range of alternatives was 
presented to Council at its November 15, 2012 work session. Following that meeting 
staff continued its analysis of alternatives and returned to Council on January 24, 2013 
with two scenarios:  
 

 Maintain Existing Location. RMP would upgrade the existing substation within 
the existing footprint without consideration for a low-profile system and with a 
mild attempt to mitigate the visual impacts. 

 Relocate.  Move the substation to 1555 Lower Iron Horse Drive with mitigations 
to utilities, access and visual impacts.  This is staff’s recommendation. 
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Relocating the substation is consistent with the joint City Council/Planning 
Commission redevelopment goals to maximize long term economic and 
community wide benefits for the Bonanza Park area and the resulting draft 
Bonanza Park Area plan presented to the City Council and Planning Commission 
in January 2012. The draft Bonanza Park Area Plan proposes a mixed-use 
concept for the 99 acre area that is envisioned to be a district that is locally 
focused in terms of residential development (mixed-income opportunities) and 
commercial development that diversifies the City’s existing mix and might include 
a satellite campus for higher education, a business incubator, a culinary institute, 
or research/office space for new businesses.   

 
Analysis: 
During the January 24th City Council Work Session meeting, Council asked for further 
information concerning the relocation of the substation, investigation into the possible 
access solutions for the Iron Horse Apartments and the cost to bury power lines. In this 
section staff reviews these options and provides the additional requested information.  
  
Low Profile Site Layout at 1555 Iron Horse Drive 
The low profile site is achieved by increasing the footprint of the substation in exchange 
for a reduction in height. In considering the possibility of relocating the substation 
explored how it could mitigate its impacts upon the surrounding community. 
 

 Reduce the height to mitigate overall visual impact of substation. The 
low profile layout reduces the height of the substation from a height of 60 feet 
to approximately 30 feet, or three stories. At this height it becomes possible to 
effectively screen the substation and significantly reduce its visual impact. 
The ability to screen the substation and incorporate it into the landscape of 
the area reduces the impact on the streetscape that the vertical option will 
have. 

 
 Reduce the height to mitigate visual intrusion in the community. The low 

profile layout reduces the visual intrusion from multiple vantage points 
including Iron Horse Drive and Upper and Lower Iron Horse Drive within the 
district, as well as neighborhoods in Prospector.  

 
 Create opportunities to resolve other land use issues. This layout option 

can also address other land use issues including circulation and access for 
the residents in the Iron Horse Apartments, and in turn through traffic on 
Bonanza Drive. The longer-term option of re-routing access into Prospector 
with a bridge across Silver Creek also provides the opportunity to address 
traffic flow in that area, as well as other development constraints. 

 
 Increase separation between residential uses and substation. While the 

science on the impact of EMFs is not conclusive, the lower profile layout 
increases the distance between the substation and adjacent residential units 
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because the overhead power lines (which are the source of the EMFs) are 
virtually eliminated around the substation. 

 
 Reduce traffic and noise. The site proposed for the substation relocation 

includes houses a fueling station and commercial laundry facility. Each of 
these uses generate considerable traffic on Bonanza Drive and noise to the 
adjacent multi-family units. These uses will be removed from the site 
substation relocation will remove these uses and reduce  

 
At the January 24 City Council work session staff presented the following renderings 
illustrating options to screen the visual impacts of the substation relocation. Concern 
was expressed at that time that the height perspective was inaccurate. Staff has 
affirmed that the perspective is accurate. However, these renderings are illustrative. The 
final design for mitigation will be addressed during the regulatory process. 

 

 
Figure 1: Low Profile with Building Screen 
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Figure 2: Low Profile with Art and Gardens  
 
 
Iron Horse Apartment Access 
City Council also directed staff to investigate the possibility of providing an access road 
to the Iron Horse Apartments around the proposed substation.  Figure 3 below shows 
that if desired, the access road can remain close to its current location.   
 

 
 
Figure 3: Access Drive around Proposed Substation 
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As noted in previous meetings, the existing access drive to the Iron Horse Apartments is 
partially on property owned by Fischer West LLC in a defined access easement 
dedicated to the Iron Horse Apartments and partially on a 25 foot wide parcel of 
property that is fee simple owned by the Iron Horse Apartments.  For the low-profile 
substation to work at the 1555 Lower Iron Horse Drive site, the 25 foot wide parcel will 
need to be relocated through a land swap, sold or left in place with an alternative 
access to the apartments developed.  The ability to provide access to the Iron Horse 
Apartments close to the original alignment helps in addressing this issue by providing 
numerous access alternatives that the property owners are exploring privately.  

 Access with a road around the proposed substation, 
 Access by opening the gate between the Iron Horse Apartments and the Iron 

Horse Condominiums, or 
 Access with a bridge across Silver Creek. 
 Alternative access with Rail Central. 

 
Project Cost Update 
In previous Council meetings, staff discussed the probable cost for relocating the power 
substation to be $11.4 million. This includes access road(s), possible rights of way 
acquisition, site preparation, landscaping and improvements, and burying distribution 
and transmission lines from the substation to Kearns Boulevard.. There are three 
components to this cost. 
 

Rocky Mountain Power Direct Costs: Rocky Mountain has provided a cost 
estimate of $3,700,056 which represents the cost to move the substation and a 
place holder in the event land acquisition is retired. It appears that Rocky 
Mountain Power will incur little, if any, additional land cost currently budgeted at 
$954,600. It this is correct, the total cost of the move will be reduced. Addition 
cost savings of $111,963 are possible by paying the cost of the move in full to 
Rocky Mountain Power at the start of the project. 
 
Site Improvements: Rocky Mountain Power will need a ready-to-proceed site by 
July 2014. This could site clearing, engineering and preparation, access roads 
and rights of way and access. Additional improvements will be needed at the 
conclusion of the move for visual buffering and landscaping. These costs are 
estimated at $2.1 million. 
 
Underground Power Lines: The estimated cost to bury power lines from 
approximately the intersection of Deer Valley Drive and Bonanza Drive to Kearns 
Boulevard is $5,576,850. The final cost would depend on the actual distance of 
underground lines.  Staff will return to Council with options for undergrounding 
the lines once the location of the substation has been determined.  
 
These costs should be reviewed as the total amount of the project, but not the 
total amount for which any entity – public or private – is responsible. Based upon 
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Council direction staff will develop a set of draft deal points that include a 
proposed cost sharing arrangement and identification of funding sources. 
 
If the substation is to remain in its existing location, staff would anticipate the cost 
to the City to be negligible.  This cost would be negligible because staff does not 
recommend the low-profile substation or the burying of the power lines into and 
out of the substation, so the only cost to the City would be the inclusion of a 
better wall and landscaping around the substation above and beyond what RMP 
would be required to provide. 

 
CDA Funding Option 
Staff is continuing to explore all available funding options. One potential funding option 
is the creation of a Community Development Area. Community Development Areas or 
“CDA’s” are intended to undertake any economic or community development purpose of 
the city, including job growth or retail sales. A CDA is a form of tax increment finance 
which would allow the City to define a community project area which is expected to see 
sales and property tax growth as a direct result of project improvements.  
 
Much like a traditional Redevelopment Area (RDA), a CDA sets a current sales and 
property tax baseline and increment is calculated from that baseline. A CDA differs from 
a traditional RDA in several ways. A CDA is project driven and created to finance or 
incentivize a specific project.  In a CDA, the City and all other public entities must “opt-
in” on sales and property tax incentives if they see fit. Incentives are awarded as a 
percentage of the tax increment created by the development. A CDA has no eminent 
domain authority. 
 
In a CDA initial project costs would be funded by the developer and tax increment 
resulting from the project would be rebated in the form of incentives to cover an agreed 
upon portion of the original project costs. Once the initial project costs are recovered, 
the increment is no longer isolated and the full sales and property tax revenue is 
collected by the public taxing entities.  
 
The creation of a CDA potentially places the appropriate risk and incentives on the 
project area developers rather than on the City. The developer assumes the initial 
project cost and receives increment incentives or rebates based on the completion and 
success of the development project. All development within a CDA must be consistent 
with the General Plan.  The CDA plan must clearly identify the development plan, 
boundaries, incentive uses and an analysis of the physical, economic and social 
conditions of the area.  The plan must also specify all incentives which would be 
provided to potential developers. The creation of a CDA includes a formal public 
noticing and public hearing process. Staff has initiated the feasibility CDA study. This is 
the first step in the CDA process.  
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Project Schedule 
Included as an exhibit is the schedule for the substation along with key activity end 
dates shown.  This schedule was developed backwards using the fall of 2015 as the 
anticipated completion and start-up date for the substation.  
 
Next Steps 
If directed by Council to proceed with the move to the 1555 Lower Iron Horse Drive site, 
staff and RMP will begin to take numerous steps.  The steps listed below are not in any 
specific chronological order: 

 
• RMP is currently preparing to submit an application for a CUP, which will go 

before the Planning Commission. The estimated time frame is April 2010. 
• RMP needs to seek internal approval of the land trade. 
• RMP and Fischer West, LLC formalize land trade agreement to deliver clean site 

and associated access. 
• Staff will continue to develop the key ingredients of the CDA and bring this back 

to Council as it develops further. 
• Work with our Legal Department and RMP to start the development of a 

memorandum of understanding(s) and/or formal agreement between key parties 
including but not limited to a cost sharing agreement. 

• Finalize negotiations with the other property owners affected by the replacement 
access. 

• Staff will determine the utility relocation need. 
• RMP would then turn their focus on the overhead power lines alignment and pole 

location. 
 

 
Department Review: This report has been reviewed by City Manager, Planning, 
Budget, Sustainability and Legal.  All comments have been integrated into this report. 
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Significant Impacts 

+ Unique and diverse 
businesses

- Managed natural 
resources balancing 
ecosystem needs

+ Residents live and w ork 
locally

+ Fiscally and legally sound

+ Safe community that is 
w alkable and bike-able

+ Economically and 
environmentally feasible 
soil disposal

+ Cluster development w hile 
preserving open space

+ Well-maintained assets 
and infrastructure

+ Balance betw een tourism 
and local quality of life

+ Abundant preserved and 
publicly-accessible open 
space

+ Physically and socially 
connected neighborhoods 

  

Responsive, Cutting-
Edge & Effective 

Government

Preserving & Enhancing 
the Natural Environment

(Environmental Impact)

An Inclusive Community of 
Diverse Economic & 

Cultural Opportunities

(Social Equity Impact)

Positive Very Positive Very Positive

Which Desired 
Outcomes might the 
Recommended 
Action Impact?

Assessment of 
Overall Impact on 
Council Priority 
(Quality of Life 

Impact)

World Class Multi-
Seasonal Resort 

Destination

(Economic Impact)



Very Positive

Comments: 

 
 
The above recommendation grid is based on the substation being moved to the 1555 
Lower Iron Horse Drive location.  The significant impacts from moving the substation 
include: 

 By moving the substation to a location that currently houses a fueling station and 
laundry facilities, the open space in in BoPa can be fully realized. 

 Locating the substation near the rail trail and along Bonanza Drive will create 
challenges in trying to soften and/or hide the proposed facility to reduce its visual 
impacts to the trail users and those entering the City.  The use of a low-profile 
substation will significantly increase the ability to mitigate the visual impacts to 
the nearby recreational facilities. 

 
Recommendation: 
Staff recommends that the Council provide direction to proceed with developing an 
agreement with Rocky Mountain Power for the relocation of the Rocky Mountain Power 
Substation 1555 Iron Horse Drive in a low profile alignment with associated site design 
improvements as outlined in this report. Staff further recommends that Council direct 
staff to prepare necessary agreements with the applicable private entities, primarily the 
Bonanza Park owner, and take initial steps to finance the move of the substation to 
1555 Lower Iron Horse Drive using Community Development Area (CDA) funding.   
 
Both items are subject to additional public process and land use approvals as 
necessary from the Planning Commission. 
 
Exhibit – Substation Project Schedule 
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%
comp Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec

Negotiate with Iron Horse 

Apartments, Prospector Square, HS, 

NH

0%

Conditional Use Permit (CUP) 

application - Planning review
0%

Plat Amendment application - 

Planning Review
0%

MOUs 0%

Design - road, utilities and wall 0%

Permits - State & USACE 0%

Construction - road, access, utilities 

and walls
0%

Site readiness - remove buildings, 

tanks, soil
0%

Substation on-line 0%

Tentative Outline

Progress / Actual time

Revised completion estimate

   Rocky Mountain Power - Substation Schedule

2013 2014 2015

Updated - February, 2013
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City Council 
Staff Report 

 
 
 
 
Subject: Metals Accumulation and Release within the Distribution 

System: Evaluation of Mechanisms and Mitigation Multi 
Funded Research Agreement 

Author:  Michelle De Haan, Water Quality and Treatment Manager 
Department:  Public Works, Water 
Date:  March 7, 2013 
Type of Item: Administrative 
 
Summary Recommendations: 
Staff recommends Council authorize the City Manager to execute a Multifunded 
Research Agreement, in a form approved by the City Attorney, with the Water Research 
Foundation (WaterRF), for a Tailored Collaboration (TC) Project entitled Metals 
Accumulation and Release within the Distribution System: Evaluation of Mechanisms 
and Mitigation in an amount of $200K. The WaterRF will provide matching funds in the 
amount $175K to directly benefit Park City’s research needs. 
 
Topic/Description: 
The research project and associated findings are in accordance with the Water 
Strategic Plan’s Source Strategies & Polices as follows: 

• Improve resident knowledge of Park City’s water quality 
• Ensure public health and safety is protected through quality water; and 
• Maximize operational efficiency. 

 
Background: 
The Research project is co-funded by the WaterRF, the nation’s leading drinking water 
research organization. The project will directly focus on Park City’s distribution system 
metals accumulation and release mechanisms, and pilot test and compare effectiveness 
and cost implications of removal techniques (e.g. high velocity flushing, swabbing and 
ice pigging). This research opportunity will develop additional strategies to reduce the 
potential for a future contaminant release or similar event to those experienced in the 
Thaynes area in 2007 and 2010. 
The Park City Water Department encounters unique challenges on a day to day basis in 
terms of water quality due to the nature of our water sources, the complexity of the 
distribution system, and demand fluctuations. Significant efforts have been put in place 
to prioritize water quality from source to customer’s meters throughout the City to 
address water quality and consumer confidence. A July 12, 2012 City Council Staff 
Report identified the opportunity to apply for a WaterRF TC research project that will 
directly focus on Park City’s distribution system metals accumulation and release 
mechanisms, and pilot test and compare removal techniques (e.g. high velocity flushing, 
swabbing and ice pigging). City Council authorized pursuing a research opportunity 
which will require matching funds of up to $200K from Park City and $175K from the 
WaterRF. 
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Park City has been a WaterRF utility member since 1999. To date, Park City has 
participated in an in-kind/non-cash contribution basis for projects that are designed to 
meet the broader water community needs rather than those specific to Park City. 
Currently Park City is a participant in a WaterRF project entitled Legacy of Manganese 
Accumulation in Water Systems: Assessment, Consequence, Remediation and 
Prevention. The background from this project will directly benefit this TC project. 
 
The TC process is a competitive process in which each application is compared to other 
applications submitted by other utilities. In late November 2012 a topic specific 
Technical Review Committee was solicited by the WaterRF, and it unanimously 
approved Park City’s TC proposal. The proposal was further reviewed in mid-February 
and approved for funding by the Tailored Collaborative Project Review Committee. The 
2-year schedule calls for the project to kick-off in March 2013.  
 
Analysis: 
Park City has been selected by the WaterRF and awarded $200K for the TC project 
entitled Metals Accumulation and Release within the Distribution System: Evaluation of 
Mechanisms and Mitigation. The WaterRF will provide matching funds in the amount 
$175K to directly benefit Park City’s research needs. 
 
The EPA Office of Research and Development (ORD) and Utah State University (USU) 
will also support the WaterRF research project and will add additional funding at no cost 
to the City. This research opportunity will: 

• Allow the Water Department to meet citizen commitments to further address 
water quality and consumer confidence. 

• Continue to enhance the Water Department’s understanding of past water quality 
events and avoidance in the future. 

• Better understand potential release mechanisms and operational and 
maintenance practices that can assist in determining the most proactive 
distribution system practices. 

• Gain utility specific guidance manual on distribution system monitoring practices, 
many of which are already in place. 

• Conduct side-by-side pilot test main cleaning techniques to assess effectiveness 
of specific practices within a small portion of the distribution system (i.e. high 
velocity flushing, swabbing and ice pigging). Compare costs of each pipe 
cleaning technology based on these site specific testing efforts.  

• Continue research relationships with the nation’s top researchers in distribution 
system accumulation, release mechanisms and main cleaning techniques, 
including USU and EPA ORD. 

 
The WaterRF will manage the research project utilizing the assistance of a technical 
Project Advisory Committee (PAC). The PAC reviewed the TC proposal, which was 
developed by the Project Team comprised of the sub-recipient/prime researcher 
(Confluence Engineering Group, LLC), a subconsultant (USU Water Research 
Laboratory) and Park City. The PAC will meet with the Project Team at regular intervals 
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to monitor research progress and results, and to review and approve final project 
deliverables.  
 
The City’s Water Quality and Treatment Manager, Michelle De Haan, will be the project 
manager under the guidance of the Water Manager. 
 
To begin the WaterRF approved cutting edge TC research project, the City needs to 
fund $200K and sign the Multi Funded Research Agreement. Concurrently, the 
WaterRF will cost share and contribute $175K of funds to the Park City TC project and 
countersign the Multi Funded Research Agreement.  
 
The Water Department will provide in-kind support with operational staff and/or a 
combination of contractors and staff to remove several sections of pipe for analysis 
during the project.  
 
Department Review: 
This report has been reviewed by representatives of Public Works, Legal and the City 
Manager’s Office and their comments have been integrated into this report. 
 
Alternatives: 

A. Approve: 
Council could authorize the City Manager to execute a Multi Funded Research 
Agreement, in a form approved by the City Attorney, with the Water Research 
Foundation, for a TC Project entitled Metals Accumulation and Release within the 
Distribution System: Evaluation of Mechanisms and Mitigation in an amount of 
$200K. The WaterRF would cost share and provide funds in the amount $175K to 
directly benefit Park City’s research needs. 
B. Deny: 
Council could deny the request for the agreement. Denying the request could result 
in a delay to the project, which could impact the pipe cleaning pilot demonstration 
timeline. Alternatively, the WaterRF may remove the project from its priority list for 
2013 and cancel its cost sharing contribution of $175K.  
C.  Modify: 
Council could modify the request for the agreement. Modifying the request could 
result in a delay of the project, which could impact the pipe cleaning pilot 
demonstration timeline. Alternatively, the WaterRF may remove the project from its 
priority list for 2013 and cancel its cost sharing contribution of $175K. 
D.  Continue the Item: 
Council could continue the request for the agreement.  Continuing the request could 
result in a delay of the project, which could impact the pipe cleaning pilot 
demonstration timeline. Alternatively, the WaterRF may remove the project from its 
priority list for 2013 and cancel its cost sharing contribution of $175K. 
E. Do Nothing: 
Staff does not recommend this alternative.  Doing nothing would result in a loss of a 
cost sharing of $175K for this important research project. It would also conflict with 
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the Water Department’s efforts to meet citizen commitments to further address water 
quality and consumer confidence.  
 
Significant Impacts: 

(+/-) Enhanced w ater quality 
and high customer 
confidence

(+/-) Well-maintained assets 
and infrastructure

(+/-) Adequate and reliable 
w ater supply

(+/-) Engaged and informed 
citizenry 

(+/-) Fiscally and legally sound

Which Desired 
Outcomes might the 
Recommended 
Action Impact?

Assessment of 
Overall Impact on 
Council Priority 
(Quality of Life 
Impact)

World Class Multi-
Seasonal Resort 

Destination

(Economic Impact)

 

Responsive, Cutting-
Edge & Effective 

Government

Preserving & Enhancing 
the Natural Environment

(Environmental Impact)

An Inclusive Community of 
Diverse Economic & 

Cultural Opportunities

(Social Equity Impact)

Very Positive Very Positive

Comments: 

Funding Source: 
The funding for the project is from service fees and is part of the approved FY13 Water 
Quality Program CIP. 
 
Consequences of not taking the recommended action: 
Doing nothing would result in a loss of a cost sharing of $175K for this important 
research project. It would also conflict with the Water Department’s efforts to meet 
citizen commitments to further address water quality and consumer confidence.  
 
Water Department personnel have implemented multiple programs to mitigate the 
potential for water quality events such as those that occurred in the Thaynes area in 
2007 and 2010. However, this project will create a better understanding of the causes of 
the events, allow for avoidance for the potential of future events and pilot test pipe 
cleaning techniques utilizing industry experts with direct experience with these cutting 
edge technologies. This research opportunity will also provide a better understanding of 
the budgetary impacts of implementing successful main cleaning programs. 
  
Recommendation: 
Staff recommends Council authorize the City Manager to execute a WaterRF Multi 
Funded Research Agreement, in a form approved by the City Attorney, with the 
WaterRF for a TC Project entitled Metals Accumulation and Release within the 
Distribution System: Evaluation of Mechanisms and Mitigation in an amount of $200K. 
The WaterRF will provide matching funds in the amount $175K to directly benefit Park 
City’s research needs.  
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City Council  
Staff Report 
 
Subject: 508 Main Street Plat Amendment 

Extension 
Author: Mathew W. Evans, Senior Planner 
Date: March 7, 2013 
Type of Item:  Extension of approval of Subdivision plat amendment 
Project #: PL-12-01476 and PL-10-01123 
 
 
Summary Recommendations 
Staff recommends the City Council conduct a public hearing for the 508 Main Street 
Subdivision plat amendment extension of approval request and consider approving the 
extension pursuant to the findings of fact, conclusions of law and conditions of approval 
stated in the attached ordinance. 
 
Topic 
Applicant:  508 Main LLC – Mary Lisenbee 
Owners Representative: Marshall King – Alliance Engineering 
Location: 508 Main Street 
Zoning: Historic Commercial Business District (HCB)  
Adjacent Land Uses: Mixed commercial and residential 
Reason for Review:   Plat extensions require action by the City Council 
 
Proposal 
This is a request for an extension of the approval of a final subdivision plat for the 508 
Main Street subdivision plat amendment (PL-10-01123).  The proposed previously 
approve plat combines all of Lot 2 in Block 24 and portions of Millsite Reservation, 
identified as a tract of land 20 feet by 25 feet at the rear end of the Lot 2, and a tract of 
land 24 feet by 25 feet adjacent to the eastern boundary, into one (1) lot of record.  
When recorded, the proposed lot will be 2,975 square feet.      
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Background  
The subject property is located in the HCB zoning district and contains a Landmark 
historic commercial building originally known as the “Utah Power and Light” building and 
previously known as the Phoenix Gallery.  The building now operates as “Silver” a 
restaurant and bar, which recently underwent extensive interior renovation and rear 
exterior renovation, including the enclosure of a second level patio. The structure was 
originally built across a number of Old Town lot lines.  A Historic District Design Review 
(HDDR) was completed by the Applicant for all exterior work.  The Chief Building Official 
previously allowed an “at-risk” permit for exterior building construction to be executed 
upon submittal for a Plat Amendment Application to the Planning Department.   
 
The City originally received a completed plat amendment application on December 6, 
2010.  On December 21, 2010, the application was brought before the Development 
Review Committee (DRC) for their review.  On January 12, 2011, the proposed plat 
amendment was brought before the Planning Commission for a public hearing.  The 
Planning Commission unanimously recommended approval of the plat amendment to 
the City Council.  And on February 10, 2011, the City Council held a public hearing and 
also voted unanimously to approve the proposed 508 Main Street subdivision plat 
amendment. 
 
On January 30, 2012, the applicant submitted a formal request to extend the previously 
approved subdivision plat amendment due to issues getting an encroachment 
agreement from their neighbors to the south (510 Main Street).   According to the 
survey, the property at 508 Main Street encroaches onto 510 Main Street by three 
inches (3”) and 510 onto 508 Main by one and a half inches (1.5”).   On the same date, 
former Planner Kayla Sintz deems the application for the subdivision plat amendment 
extension “complete”.  Due to planning staff error, no further action was taken to 
schedule the extension for a hearing before the City Council.  In January 2013 that error 
was discovered.      
 
In their letter regarding the extension, Applicants also request changing the condition of 
approval regarding the need for the encroachment agreement.   Such amendment has 
to go through the full process and will need to first be reviewed by Planning 
Commission.  
 
Analysis 
This application is a request for an extension of the Subdivision plat amendment second 
“Condition of approval”.  The condition of approval required “The applicant to record the 
final signed plat at the County within one year from the date of City Council approval. If 
recordation has not occurred within one year’s time, approval for the plat will be void, 
unless an extension request application is made in writing prior to the expiration date.”  
The plat was approved on February 12, 2011 and the expiration date was February 12, 
2012. The City received an extension request application and letter in January 2012, 
prior to the expiration date.       
 
Here the applicant is requesting only to a modification to Condition of Approval #2 to 
extend the required recording of the plat.  The applicant submitted a written statement 
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(Exhibit B) explaining the reason for the requested extension.  The reason for the 
request is due to the fact that the applicant (owners of 508 Main Street) has not been 
able to secure an encroachment agreement with the adjacent property owners, which 
may be necessary to record the plat.  The applicant has indicated that they plan to 
proceed with other avenues necessary to remedy the situation.  Although typically 
Council considers extensions of one year, staff, cognizant of the lack of action taken to 
extend the plat one (1) additional year, is requesting that the City Council consider a 
modification of Condition of Approval #2 to extend the required recording of the plat for 
two years until February 12, 2014.   
 
There have been no changes to the Land Management Code that impact or change the 
original Council approval or conditions of approval, except as stated above. 
 
Notice 
The property was posted and notice of the extension request was mailed to property 
owners within 300 feet of the property, according to requirements of the Land 
Management Code. Legal notice was published in the Park Record according to 
requirements of the Code.  
 
Public Input 
Staff has not received any public input regarding this plat extension application.  
 
Future Process 
Approval or denial of this subdivision plat extension application by the City Council 
constitutes Final Action that may be appealed following the procedures found in LMC 1-
18.  
 
Alternatives 
• Approval - The City Council  may approve the extension of approval of the 508 

Main Street subdivision plat amendment as conditioned or amended, or 
• Denial - The City Council may deny the extension of approval of the 508 Main Street 

subdivision plat amendment and direct staff to make Findings for this decision, or 
• Continuation - The City Council may continue discussion on the extension request 

to a date certain with specific direction to the applicant to return with any additional 
information necessary to make a final decision.  

• Take no action - This is not an option for legislative matters such as this application. 
 
Significant Impacts 
There are no significant negative fiscal or environmental impacts that result from taking 
the recommended action that have not been sufficiently mitigated with prior conditions 
of approval. 
 
Consequences of not taking the Suggested Recommendation 
The property would remain as three (3) individual metes and bounds parcels, and the 
“at risk” permit issued for the remodel would have to be re-examined for compliance 
with existing codes.      
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Recommendation 
Staff recommends the City Council conduct a public hearing for the 508 Main Street 
Subdivision plat amendment extension of approval request and consider approving the 
extension pursuant to the findings of fact, conclusions of law and conditions of approval 
stated in the attached ordinance. 
 
Exhibits 
Ordinance 
Exhibit A- Proposed subdivision plat  
Exhibit B- Applicant’s letter 
Exhibit C- Ordinance 11-09 
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Draft Ordinance No. 13-   
 
AN ORDINANCE APPROVING AN EXTENSION FOR THE APPROVAL OF THE 508 

MAIN STREET SUBDIVISION PLAT AMENDMENT LOCATED AT 508 MAIN 
STREET, PARK CITY, UTAH 

 
WHEREAS, the owner of the property located at 508 Main Street have petitioned 

the City Council for approval of an extension to the 508 Main Street Subdivision plat 
amendment; 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 originally held a public hearing on January 

12, 2011,  to receive input on the 508 Main Street Subdivision plat amendment and then 
forwarded a positive recommendation to the City Council; 

 
WHEREAS, the City Council originally held a public hearing on February 10, 

2011, to receive input on the 508 Main Street Subdivision plat amendment; 
 
WHEREAS, the applicant applied for an extension on January 30, 2012, the 

applicant submitted a formal request to extend the previously approved subdivision plat 
amendment due to issues getting an encroachment agreement from their neighbors to 
the south (510 Main Street). 

 
WHEREAS, no action was previous taken to extend the application until Staff 

discovered the that the extension had not been processed.. 
 
WHEREAS, it is in the best interest of Park City, Utah to extend the approval the 

508 Main Street Subdivision plat amendment. 
 

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

 
SECTION 1. APPROVAL. The above recitals are hereby incorporated as 

findings of fact. The 508 Main Street Subdivision plat amendment as shown in 
Attachment 1 is approved subject to the following Findings of Facts, Conclusions of 
Law, and Conditions of Approval: 

 
Findings of Fact: 
1. On January 12, 2011, the proposed plat amendment was brought before the 

Planning Commission for a public hearing.  The Planning Commission unanimously 
recommended approval of the plat amendment to the City Council.   

2. On February 10, 2011, the City Council held a public hearing and also voted 
unanimously to approve the proposed 508 Main Street subdivision plat amendment. 
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3. On January 30, 2012, the applicant submitted a formal request to extend the 
previously approved subdivision plat amendment due to issues getting an 
encroachment agreement from their neighbors to the south (510 Main Street). 

4. No action was taken by Staff to bring forward the extension to the City Council for 
approval prior to this date. 

5. The property is located at 508 Main Street in the Historic Commercial Business 
(HCB) zoning district. 

6. There is an existing historic structure on the property, identified as Landmark on the 
Historic Sites Inventory. 

7. The subject property encompasses all of Lot 2 of Block 24, and a tract of land 20 
feet by 25 feet of Millsite Reservation and a tract of land 24 feet by 25 feet adjacent 
to the eastern boundary in the Millsite Reservation. 

8. The historic building encroaches onto Lot 1 in the southeast corner by 0.3 feet and in 
the southwest corner by 0.1 feet.  The historic building encroaches onto Lot 3 in the 
northeast corner by 0.09 feet and the northwest corner by 0.2 feet   

9. The known encroachments will need to be resolved either by agreement or by other 
means prior to the recording of the plat.   

10. The proposed amended plat would result in one lot of record of 2,975 square feet. 
11. The proposed plat amendment will not create substandard lots on the neighboring 

lots. 
12. The applicant is proposing the combination of the lots to clean up property lines 

discovered to be at issue during Historic District Design Review and Building permit 
review. 

13. A Historic District Design Review was approved by staff as part of exterior building 
modifications enclosing a second story deck. 
 

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

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

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

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

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

2. The applicant will record the plat amendment at the County within two years from the 
original date of City Council approval of the subdivision. If recordation has not 
occurred within one year’s time (from this date), this approval for the plat will be void. 

3. Encroachment issues must be resolved prior to the recording of the plat. 
4. Recordation of this plat must occur prior to 508 Main Street receiving final certificate 

of occupancy. 
 
SECTION 2. EFFECTIVE DATE. This Ordinance shall take effect upon publication. 
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PASSED AND ADOPTED this 7th day of March, 2013. 
 

PARK CITY MUNICIPAL CORPORATION 
      
 

________________________________ 
Dana Williams, MAYOR 

ATTEST:   
 
____________________________________ 
Jan Scott, City Recorder 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
________________________________ 
Mark Harrington, City Attorney 
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City Council 
Staff Report 

 
 
 
 
Subject: Reselling Ski Lift Ticket Ordinance 
Author:  Tricia S. Lake, Assistant City Attorney 
Department:  Legal Department 
Date:  3/7/13 
Type of Item: Legislative  
 
Summary Recommendations: 
Adopt the proposed ordinance which would amend Title 8, Chapter 3 of the Municipal 
Code of Park City (MCPC).  This ordinance addresses reselling of ski lift tickets.  This 
ordinance affects only those portions of Park City Mountain Resort and Deer Valley 
Resort that are within Park City Municipal Corporation (PCMC) boundaries. 
 
Topic/Description: 
Amending PCMC’s MCPC. 
 
Background: 
Park City Mountain Resort approached the Park City Attorney’s Office asking for 
assistance with a proposed ordinance which would prohibit the reselling of ski lift tickets.  
The primary concern is with individuals trying to resell ski lift tickets in the parking lots of 
the ski resorts as opposed to online sales. 
 
Analysis: 
Staff has reviewed and analyzed the reselling of ski lift ticket statutes in other states, 
including California and Colorado.  The elements of the proposed ordinance are 
consistent with similar codes in other jurisdictions.   
 
A violation of the proposed ordinance would be a class B misdemeanor.  Under both 
Utah State Code and the MCPC, a class B misdemeanor is punishable by imprisonment 
of not more than six months and a fine of not more than $1,000.  Misdemeanors are 
rarely sentenced to the maximum allowable sentence.  Both the city and the resorts are 
primarily interested in this ordinance as a deterrent.   
 
Department Review: 
The Legal Department has reviewed this matter and has been in consultation with Park 
City Mountain Resort and Deer Valley Resort.   
 
Alternatives: 
 

A. Approve: 
Adopt the ordinance as proposed.  This is the recommended action. 
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B. Deny: 
Denying the request would amount to being unresponsive to the local ski resorts’ 
interest in enacting an ordinance prohibiting reselling ski lift tickets and the City’s 
interest in continuing to assist the resorts in their effective operations. 
 
D.  Continue the Item: 
Continuing the item and providing direction to staff on revisiting the proposed 
ordinance is an acceptable option, as long as the ordinance could quickly be brought 
back before the city council. 

 
Significant Impacts: 
Approving the request could impact the PCPD as it may be called upon to enforce the 
ordinance.  Approval could also bring additional cases to the City Prosecutor’s office, 
although there is no expectation that there will be a significant number of charges filed 
under this ordinance.   

 
Consequences of not taking the recommended action: 
Denying the request would amount to being unresponsive to the local ski resorts’ 
interest in enacting an ordinance prohibiting reselling ski lift tickets and the City’s 
interest in continuing to assist the resorts in their effective operations. 
 
Continuing the item and providing direction to staff on revisiting the proposed ordinance 
is an acceptable option, as long as the ordinance could quickly be brought back before 
the city council. 
 
Recommendation: 
Approve and adopt the attached ordinance.   
 
Exhibit 
Proposed lift ticket ordinance 
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Ordinance No. 

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING TITLE 8, CHAPTER 3 OF THE 
MUNICIPAL CODE OF PARK CITY, UTAH TO INCLUDE THE 

PROHIBITION OF RESELLING SKI LIFT TICKETS 

 WHEREAS, there exists a problem at Park City Mountain Resort and Deer Valley 
Resort for skiers and snowboarders reselling ski lift tickets; and 

 WHEREAS, the ski areas have asked the Park City Attorney’s Office to assist 
with the enforcement of reselling ski lift tickets; and  

 WHEREAS, the Municipal Code of Park City does not have an ordinance 
regulating skiers and snowboarders who resell their ski lift tickets and therefore the city 
prosecutor is unable to prosecute this offense; and 

 WHEREAS, this section is intended to make the reselling of a ski lift ticket within 
the city limits a Class B Misdemeanor;  

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

Section I.   Amendment.  Title 8 Criminal Code of the Municipal Code of Park City is 
hereby amended to include Section 8-3-5, as follows: 

8-3-5.  RESELLING OF A SKI LIFT TICKET 

1.  Definitions:  

 a.  Ski Area Operator.  Those persons, and their agents, officers, employees, or 
representatives, who operate a ski area. 

 b.  Skier.  Any person present in a ski area for the purpose of engaging in the 
sport of skiing, Nordic, freestyle, or other types of ski jumping using skis, sled, tube, 
snowboard or any other device. 

 c. Ski Lift.  A device, excluding an elevator, used to transport passengers along a 
level, inclined path by means of a haul rope or other flexible element that is driven by a 
power unit that remains essentially at a single location.  Passenger ropeways include an 
aerial tramway; an aerial lift, including a detachable grip lift and chair lift; a conveyor; a 
funicular; a surface lift, including a J-bar, T-bar, or platter pull; and a rope tow. 

 d. Ski Lift Ticket.  Any annual pass, day pass, promotional pass, punch card, 
badge, pin, coupon, or other device which then entitles the bearer to the use, benefit, or 
enjoyment of any ski lift.   
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 e.  Snowboarder.  Any person present in a ski area for the purpose of engaging 
in the sport of snowboarding. 

2.  Reselling of a Ski Lift Ticket Prohibited.  Any person not authorized by the ski area 
operator, who, with the intent to profit therefrom, resells or offers to resell any ski lift 
ticket, which then entitles the bearer to the use, benefit, or enjoyment of any ski lift is in 
violation of this section.   

3.  Penalty.  Any person violating the provisions of this ordinance shall be guilty of a 
class B misdemeanor. 

4.  Enforcement.  The Park City Police Department, upon notification from a ski area 
operator or its designee shall have authority to investigate violations of this section and 
issue citations.  

5.  Violations.  Violations of this section that occur within ski area boundaries which 
extend into neighboring jurisdictions shall be referred to the appropriate authority for 
investigation and prosecution. 

Section II.   Severability.  If any section, subsection, sentence, clause, phrase, or 
portion of this ordinance is, for any reason, held invalid or unconstitutional by any court 
of competent jurisdiction, such provision shall be deemed a separate, distinct, and 
independent provision, and such holding shall not affect the validity of the remaining 
portions of this ordinance. 

Section III.   Conflict with Existing Ordinances, Resolutions, or Policies.    To the extent 
that any ordinances, resolutions, or policies of Park City Municipal Corporation conflict 
with the provisions of this ordinance, this ordinance shall prevail.  

Section IV.   Effective Date.  This Ordinance shall become effective upon publication.  

PASSED AND ADOPTED BY THE PARK CITY COUNCIL this _____ day of _____, 
2013. 

      PARK CITY MUNICIPAL CORPORATION 

 

      _________________________________  

      Mayor Dana Williams 
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Attest: 

 

_______________________ 

Janet M. Scott, City Recorder 

 

Approved as to form: 

 

/s/ Tricia S. Lake__________ 

Tricia S. Lake, Assistant City Attorney 
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