
 

 
 
PARK CITY COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES 
445 MARSAC AVENUE  
PARK CITY, SUMMIT COUNTY, UTAH 84060 
 
February 2, 2023 
 
The Council of Park City, Summit County, Utah, met in open meeting on February 2, 
2023, at 3:00 p.m. in the City Council Chambers. 
 
Council Member Gerber moved to close the meeting to discuss property at 3:03 p.m. 
Council Member Doilney seconded the motion. 
RESULT:  APPROVED  
AYES:  Council Members Dickey, Doilney, Gerber, Rubell, and Toly 

 
CLOSED SESSION 
 
Council Member Rubell moved to adjourn from Closed Meeting at 4:15 p.m. Council 
Member Gerber seconded the motion.  
RESULT:  APPROVED  
AYES:  Council Members Dickey, Doilney, Gerber, Rubell, and Toly 

 
WORK SESSION 
 
Transportation Planning Update: 
Julia Collins, Transportation Planning Manager, Robert Stewart UDOT Region Two 
Director via Zoom, Carl Miller, Summit County Regional Transportation Director, and 
Gabe Shields, Matt Neeley, John Robertson, Alex Roy, Hannah Pack, and Franklin 
Williams, Engineering and Transit Departments, were present for this item. Shields 
discussed the Snow Creek Walkability Feasibility Study, which studied a graded 
pedestrian crossing in the Snow Creek vicinity of SR248. He reviewed when this was 
presented last May, Council favored a tunnel somewhere in that area as well as at-
grade improvements to the SR248/SR224 intersection. His team met with UDOT and 
they weren’t interested in helping with the intersection project. Staff also pursued a 
public/private partnership to construct a tunnel with a development at the DoubleTree 
Hotel site and through discussions, staff determined they did not want to place a tunnel 
there and be connected to that project. They were currently putting out an RFP for a 
designer to put together designs and cost estimates. He proposed returning in the fall 
with the designs and cost estimates and getting Council direction. 
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Collins referred to the list of disruptive transportation ideas. She noted the ideas were 
futuristic and they gave the City tools for planning. She and her team grouped the list 
into five categories: Existing City Policy, Regional Support, Special Projects, Not 
Currently Pursuing, and Grant Projects. She noted UDOT would give the City and 
Summit County a grant to study the disruptors to see which would be best for the City. It 
would also study parking, identify park and ride locations, look at future transit needs, 
traffic, access, parking policies and parking technologies. Following the evaluation, 
recommendations would be made on parking solutions, along with implementation and 
funding strategies. They would then present performance recommendations and a 
marketing plan. The grant would be awarded in the spring and Summit County would be 
the lead. 
 
Collins stated SR248 was a UDOT corridor and it was a priority for the City. She 
reviewed in 2009, $10 million was provided by UDOT to the Statewide Transportation 
Improvement Program. They started an environmental analysis in 2018, but in July of 
2019, the project stopped because the City determined the preferred alternative of a 
widening project didn’t fit with the vision of the community. In 2021, UDOT approved a 
rehabilitation project including an upgraded westbound shoulder lane, crosswalks, and 
the Richardson Flat traffic signal. She recommended advancing two potential paths. 
First was a short-term approach of building up the eastbound shoulder of SR248 for bus 
usage. They would take space from the median and shift it to the shoulder. They would 
also look at ways to advance the shoulder for bus usage from the SR224/SR248 
intersection to Wyatt Earp. The other concept was exploring all transit possibilities with 
a long-term corridor plan. Collins noted staff needed to act now since these projects 
would take many years. 
 
Council Member Dickey asked how they would annualize the disruptive ideas. Collins 
stated the list was the foundation. Pack stated they would explore all the options to 
make sure any technology presented to the City would provide a benefit to the City and 
to those who lived here. Council Member Dickey asked if there was a five-year 
implementation plan for the disruptor ideas. Roy indicated Council Members Dickey and 
Rubell, along with the stakeholder group, could look at some things outside the box, and 
advance those ideas or technologies to an analysis level. Council Member Dickey 
asked if those ideas could be looked at independently and if staff could get them to an 
implementation plan. Roy agreed five or six ideas could be moved along for viability. 
 
Council Member Toly asked if reverse signaling on SR248 could be considered. Collins 
indicated that was good for a long-term solution and it would be evaluated. They would 
look at one-way, reversible lanes. Council Member Toly thought the light at McPolin 
needed an arrow and thought it could be fixed relatively easily. She also thought it was 
important to understand the intersections and see what could be done to improve them. 
She noted the buses in Wasatch County were successful, but the ones from Salt Lake 
were not as successful, and asked what could be done to get those folks on the bus. 
Mayor Worel stated that was being looked at on a regional level. 
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Council Member Gerber asked if the parking assessment would look at existing parking 
in the City and County to see how it was currently used and how to use it more 
efficiently. Collins stated the goal was to look at the regional parking lots. She heard 
there was a local need for a parking assessment for street parking and commercial 
parking as well. She preferred to keep the studies separate. Council Member Gerber 
stated a park and ride study was done and it was decided Quinn’s Junction was the 
best location. She asked if the study would start over again. Collins stated only three 
parcels were considered in the previous study because those parcels were owned by 
the City or UDOT. She thought the SR248 corridor had potential for remote parking 
solutions. The new study would look at what available parcels the City owned, the 
access, the needs of the City, etc. 
 
Council Member Rubell referred to the proposed Snow Creek Tunnel and asked why 
the City was moving forward with the design since staff was currently working on the 
Bonanza Park Small Area Plan, which should inform where connections would make 
the most sense. The development on the corner of SR248/SR224 was being discussed 
as well. He asked if it would make sense to delay the project until the strategic plan was 
put in place. Shields indicated that if they waited, costs would increase. Council Member 
Rubell asserted a strategic plan was in the works and the project should see the optimal 
location determined by the plan. Robertson stated they were finalizing the costs in this 
phase and wouldn’t be looking at full development with plans and specs. Staff would 
come back to Council to present options and get direction after the design was 
completed. This process would take six months and the Walkability Committee and 
Council supported this step.  
 
Council Member Toly stated many new residents would be in the Homestake area, and 
she asked that the whole area needed to be evaluated. Robertson indicated a light 
would be placed at the Homestake intersection. The problem with the tunnel being 
located there was that half of the block was the cemetery, so in that sense the Snow 
Creek area was the best fit for the tunnel. Council Member Toly noted the traffic light 
would give people the opportunity to cross the street at that location. 
 
Council Member Rubell didn’t want to move forward on the tunnel design if we planned 
to use the strategic plan. He also thought the Transportation Demand Management 
(TDM) and Kearns strategies needed to be revisited by Council. He indicated the 
Richardson Flat and Silver bus lines had good numbers and looked forward to a Transit 
update. He supported the eastbound bus lane. He felt the microtransit numbers didn’t 
look so good. He also asked to discuss the Parking strategy further. Neeley indicated 
that would all be discussed at the next meeting. Council Member Rubell favored the 
approach to the disruptive ideas list. 
 
Council Member Gerber supported the eastbound shoulder project. She also supported 
the disruptive list and grants.  
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Council Member Dickey agreed with Council Members Gerber and Rubell. He asked 
what the objectives were for traffic and transportation. Park and ride lots were a trip 
capture strategy, and there were success factors like reducing traffic. He hoped to 
discuss it holistically to build a strategy before moving to projects. He thought Council 
could have a facilitated discussion with an expert to guide them. Council Member Toly 
agreed, and she hoped the facilitator would have a base guideline to define what they 
were doing. She supported the eastbound lane. She thought one-way streets would 
have to come all the way into Old Town. In looking at disruptors, it was important to 
know where the people were coming from. She wanted to know how many guests were 
driving to Park City and then they could think of solutions so visitors didn’t get cars at 
the airport. Neeley asked what Council Member Toly wanted to see with the baseline. 
Council Member Toly stated it could be different times of the year, but Council received 
conflicting reports on traffic. Council Member Dickey stated the regional group had great 
numbers and Daenitz could present that at the retreat. 
 
Council Member Doilney supported the eastbound shoulder and studying solutions for 
the long-term. He liked the proposal from the disruptor list and wanted the Council to 
come together and understand what the goal would be. He also heard walkability was a 
priority for the community. Studies had been performed and he supported planning the 
tunnel while the strategic plan was being completed. He noted bikes and ebikes were 
popular and he didn’t think the tunnel project should be put on hold. He felt the small 
area plan would validate that decision.  
 
Council Member Rubell stated it was risky to continue with the project because the 
longer the project was planned, the more it would be locked in. There was no 
information to determine how big of a risk we were taking. He hoped Council could get 
more detailed information before decisions were made. Council Member Doilney 
indicated information had been collected since 2006 that informed this decision. He felt 
there was a very low risk that a better location for the tunnel would be found. Council 
Member Toly asked what the difference in the timeline would be. McGrath stated she 
would discuss the small area plan at the next meeting, but the plan would not be 
completed for 10-12 months. She indicated there was a lot of previous work on the 
tunnel, which lowered the risk. Although it was optimal to do all projects at the same 
time, it was not realistic and the small area plan would assume the tunnel would be at 
this location. Collins added the community supported the project which lowered the risk 
as well. The Walkability Committee indicated the tunnel was their top priority. The 
majority of the Council members supported moving forward with the tunnel design. 
Council Member Rubell stated he was not opposed to moving forward with the project, 
only the timing of moving forward. 
 
REGULAR MEETING 
 
I. ROLL CALL 
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Attendee Name Status 
Mayor Nann Worel 
Council Member Ryan Dickey 
Council Member Max Doilney  
Council Member Becca Gerber 
Council Member Jeremy Rubell  
Council Member Tana Toly  
Matt Dias, City Manager 
Margaret Plane, City Attorney 
Michelle Kellogg, City Recorder 

Present  

None Excused 
 
COMMUNICATIONS AND DISCLOSURES FROM COUNCIL AND STAFF 
 
Council Questions and Comments: 
Council Member Doilney stated he went to the Colorado Association of Ski Towns 
(CAST) meeting at Steamboat Springs. Council Member Toly announced upcoming 
events in town. Council Member Gerber thanked staff for their hard work to keep the 
town running during Sundance.  
 
Council Member Rubell noted the last audit stated the City needed a Standards of 
Ethical Behavior Agreement for staff, City boards and commissions, and City programs. 
He indicated having that agreement would help the audit score and he requested a 
discussion on that. All the Council members agreed to have that discussion. Council 
Member Rubell also requested a discussion for Council’s role in upholding the local and 
state code regarding people interfering with government administration. He stated there 
was state code concerning interfering with the administration of government and there 
had been behavior by some who were interfering. If that behavior was happening, he 
wanted it corrected before it undermined the function of government. All the Council 
members agreed to have that discussion. 
 
Staff Communications Reports: 
 
1. IT Overview in Response to Decentralized versus Centralized Concept: 
 
2. Community Engagement 2022 Fourth Quarter Update: 
Council Member Dickey wanted to target and reach different segments of the 
community in an efficient way. He asked to discuss that at a future meeting. All the 
Council members agreed to have that discussion. 
 
3. 2022-23 Snow Removal Operational and Financial Update: 
 
III. PUBLIC INPUT (ANY MATTER OF CITY BUSINESS NOT SCHEDULED ON THE 

AGENDA) 
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Mayor Worel opened the meeting for any who wished to speak or submit comments on 
items not on the agenda.  
 
Deb Rentfrow referred to the discussion on the Snow Creek Tunnel. She hoped there 
was something that could be done while the tunnel was being constructed. She 
suggested a HAWK signal at that location might help and it would be an opportunity to 
collect data from the signal. She noted there was a tunnel by Fresh Market, but skiers 
didn’t use that tunnel and ran across the street. She looked forward to hearing the 
report on the Richardson Flat Park and Ride. She sent an email to Council on the 
parking situation and indicated the resorts needed to build more parking. She asked 
Council to listen to the special Planning Commission meeting on the last week of 
January regarding the Snow Park project at Alterra. 
 
Mayor Worel closed the public input portion of the meeting. 
 
IV.  CONSIDERATION OF MINUTES 
 
1. Consideration to Approve the City Council Meeting Minutes from January 5 and 
17, 2023: 
 
Council Member Gerber moved to approve the City Council meeting minutes from 
January 5 and 17, 2023. Council Member Doilney seconded the motion. 
RESULT:  APPROVED  
AYES:  Council Members Dickey, Doilney, Gerber, Rubell and Toly 

 
V. CONSENT AGENDA 
 
 1. Request to Approve the First Addendum to Avail Technologies Professional 
Services Agreement for Additional Support to Replace and Upgrade Transit Bus 
Stop Digital Signs in an Amount not to Exceed $14,328 for a New Total Amount of 
$394,744: 
 
Council Member Doilney moved to approve the Consent Agenda. Council Member 
Gerber seconded the motion. 
RESULT:  APPROVED  
AYES:  Council Members Dickey, Doilney, Gerber, Rubell and Toly 

 
VI. OLD BUSINESS 
 
1. Discuss the Potential Expansion of Recreational Capital Facilities Including the 
Summer Camp Building, Aquatics Facilities at PC MARC, and New Facilities at the 
Park City Sports Complex: 
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Ken Fisher and Tate Shaw, Recreation Department, and Erik Daenitz, Assistant Budget 
Director, presented this item. Fisher reviewed the history of the recreation facilities. He 
indicated the Recreation Advisory Board (RAB), staff, and community members made 
up a steering committee to work on the master planning process and they focused on 
asset management, supporting community needs, and building new infrastructure. They 
proposed to expand and renovate the summer camp building and aquatics center as 
well as construct a sports complex at Quinn’s Junction. A survey was distributed, and 
1,134 responses were received. The construction of additional pickleball courts was a 
priority. He stated the sports complex would include indoor and outdoor pickleball 
courts, indoor space for trail users, parking stalls, a Nordic training area, a new ice 
sheet, improved trailhead access, and more. He also noted Council’s highest priority 
from the mid-year retreat was to renovate the summer camp building. The board 
recommended the following priority if the projects could not be completed 
simultaneously: aquatics, summer camp building, and sports complex construction. 
 
Fisher stated the summer camp building was in an ideal location since it was close to 
the fields, playground, and the library. He estimated the cost to renovate it would be $13 
million. The MARC pool needed to be replaced. When he looked at pickleball courts at 
the MARC, the space was too constrained, so they looked at a new facility at Quinn’s 
Junction. There was a lot of property there and regional partnerships could be 
considered for different amenities. He recommended keeping the bubble at the MARC 
for the courts in the winter. The RAB recommended replacing both pools with one pool 
that would include lap lanes, zero entry water features, and youth features. He stated an 
additional fitness area could go where the current lap pool was. The aquatics project 
was estimated to cost $6 million and the fitness expansion was estimated at $8 million. 
 
Regarding the sports complex, the proposed project cost for the first phase was $9 
million. A future phase would include a covered outdoor ice sheet, a bicycle pump track, 
the expansion of the existing maintenance building, and field lights on the stadium field, 
for a cost of $7 million. The total for all the projects would be $43 million. 
 
Daenitz stated the City had funds to approve the full project list. He reviewed Council 
was supportive of potentially expanding the uses of the Additional Resort Sales Tax 
(ARST) revenue. He noted the project could also be funded with a General Obligation 
(GO) bond that would go to voters for approval. He indicated the current GO bond debt 
limit was 2% of the assessed value of the City and currently the City was at 1%. He did 
calculations of the tax increase for median priced homes. A $35 million bond would 
equal a tax increase of $148.88 per year for 20 years. A $50 million bond would equal a 
tax increase of 212.69. For secondary homes, the tax increase would be $270.69 and 
$386.70 respectively. He reviewed the history of the City’s GO debt service and stated 
the first bond was for walkability and the rest were for open space. 
 
Council Member Gerber liked the concepts presented and asked if RAB could explore 
the use of aquatics and how it could be used year-round. Regarding the summer camp 
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building, she asked what opportunities there were to use it year-round. Fisher stated the 
summer camp building could also be used for childcare. Council Member Gerber asked 
that RAB study the specifications required for childcare. Fisher stated he was looking for 
direction so they could proceed with looking at design options to meet licensing 
requirements. He noted the summer camp was licensed by Utah Child Care Licensing. 
Council Member Rubell asked if the list was broken down into immediate requirements 
versus other wants.  
 
Council Member Doilney asked if there were other existing recreation facilities that 
weren’t included in the plan. Fisher stated a group came to a RAB meeting petitioning 
upgrades to the skate park. Council Member Rubell asked who would operate the 
facilities, to which Fisher stated City staff should operate the facilities to ensure the 
quality of the programs. Council Member Rubell asked if the City could staff the 
facilities, to which Fisher affirmed. Council Member Doilney thought the sports complex 
would be user friendly and low maintenance. 
 
Council Member Toly requested winter aquatics. She asked if the seniors wanted to 
share half of the summer camp building and how it could be configured to scale down 
the project. Fisher stated the project would need to be opened and reexamined. Part of 
the project cost was a new playground, a splash pad, and the relocation of the 
basketball and volleyball courts. Council Member Toly asked if aquatics could be 
considered for the sports complex. Fisher stated the committee discussed expanding a 
playground, but they decided the focus would be on only a few features. Council 
Member Toly asked if the park bathrooms would be remodeled. Fisher stated the 
building would be leveled. Council Member Toly asked if there would be a coffee 
shop/snack bar with the MARC expansion. Fisher stated that was discussed, but the 
responsibility of a restaurant was a burden. Council Member Toly thought a coffee shop 
like the one at the library would be nice. 
 
Council Member Dickey asked if other regional entities could contribute to the funding of 
the project. Fisher stated Basin Rec built trails and never asked the City for 
contributions. He would welcome contributions but hesitated to ask. Council Member 
Dickey thought there were entities that didn’t have reciprocity that could be asked. He 
asked why some GO Bonds didn’t pass. Fisher speculated why a previous GO bond 
didn’t pass but noted times had changed. Council Member Dickey referred to the sports 
complex and asked if the drawings were detailed or could configurations be changed, to 
which Fisher affirmed they could change. The National Ability Center (NAC) had 
concerns with the noise from outdoor pickleball courts because half of their patrons 
suffered from Post-Traumatic Stress Disorder (PTSD). Council Member Dickey asked if 
usage was high at the Creekside bicycle pump track that necessitated an additional 
one. Shaw stated they were trying to show what could be placed at the complex 
because of how the pump track scored on the survey. 
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Council Member Dickey asked if the ice condition on the outdoor ice sheet could be 
maintained. Angevine stated the current outdoor sheets were well used. The problem 
was constant snow removal. Although the sheets were being used, it didn’t meet the 
needs of the skaters and staff couldn’t program classes because it wasn’t covered and 
climate controlled. The proposal included a covered refrigerated ice sheet. She also 
noted it could be used in the summer for various activities. Council Member Dickey 
asked if the permanent structure at the MARC bubble would be for view obstruction. 
Fisher stated the property line was close to the neighbors and it would need a high wall. 
 
Council Member Rubell asked if thought had been given to building a satellite gym at 
the sports complex. Fisher knew there was demand for it. As they got to the next level 
of the project, they could assess that. Council Member Rubell asked about expected 
revenue that would result from the project. Fisher stated historically the City didn’t try to 
recover the cost from capital projects but tried to get 70% cost recovery for operating 
expenses. He expected pickleball would be at least as profitable as tennis and tennis 
recovery was 120%. Fitness had $800,000 in revenue last year. 
 
Mayor Worel opened the item for public input. 
 
Luca Mishurda asked for an additional ice sheet. Park City was known for developing 
world class athletes. There were 70+ skaters on one ice sheet so safety was a concern. 
She hoped the City could help the skaters’ dreams come true. 
 
Michael Kaplan was with Shellene Vetterli and reviewed that 20 years ago, he sat on an 
ice rink committee. The facility was well used with many groups using it. It was a key 
amenity for the community. He requested a second outdoor rink that included a roof and 
that was attached to the current facility. 
 
Tracy Meier, NAC Program Director, stated she worked there for 20 years. They loved 
recreation and thought it was life changing. She reviewed the potential new sports 
complex. She hoped thought would be given for safety for walkers and bikers, more 
restrooms, and noise considerations. She wanted the entire community to have a voice 
in the development. 
 
Dr. Steve Allen, Veterans’ Administration PTSD Coordinator, stated NAC was a partner 
with the VA and provided many services for veterans. Many PTSD individuals used the 
facilities and had sensitivities to repetitive noise. He asked to consider veterans when 
the outdoor courts were considered. 
 
Miche White via Zoom stated NAC had been a peaceful facility for the last 20 years. 
She supported the indoor pickleball courts but the outdoor courts would disturb the 
patrons of NAC. 
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Ed Parigian, RAB Chairman via Zoom, stated RAB put a lot of work into the master 
plan. He thought the proposal aligned with the City’s vision. He emphasized the need 
for the aquatics replacement. He thought the summer camp building was also needed. 
He spent a lot of time working on the sports complex and asserted that would be a great 
community asset. He appreciated the concerns from the NAC and noted there were 
some noise mitigations for the outdoor pickleball courts. 
 
Joe Plomin, Pickleball Club President, indicated he was part of the master planning 
committee. He thought the plan was well thought out. He noted the survey results 
showed pickleball was the top priority for Park City recreation. He submitted a petition 
from the Pickleball Club members in support of pickleball facilities. He requested the 
master plan be approved. He also submitted an eComment which is attached to this 
document. 
 
Gene DeSantis commended everyone for the work done on the sports complex. He 
indicated this facility wouldn’t be available for several years. He thought something 
needed to be done to mitigate the deficiency in the meantime. Mayor Worel asked 
DeSantis to keep his remarks to the facility discussion. DeSantis also submitted an 
eComment which is attached to this document. 
 
Elaine Murray stated she was on the subcommittee for court expansion and was part of 
the Pickleball Club. In the last year, she met more people playing pickleball than she did 
from having her kids in the school district. She recommended growing the sports 
complex because the sport was growing. They were losing people who went to the 
valley to play the sport. The bond would take too long. She thought if the City had the 
money, the facility could be built quicker. 
 
Danny Glasser expressed concern for the noise element of the outdoor courts when 
that distressed the PTSD and neurodiverse community. He advocated to protect their 
interests. 
 
Kathy was part of the Pickleball Club and she worked at the NAC. She thought the City 
was behind in pickleball facility development. She agreed pickleball courts could be a 
hazard for some at NAC, but it would be a benefit to others there. She started a 
wheelchair tennis program in California. She thought the community needed the sports 
complex. 
 
Scott Schulman, Bridge 21, stated Bridge 21 was for the neurodiverse population. Many 
participants were involved in NAC programs. He was not opposed to the pickleball 
courts but requested an environmental impact study to make sure it wouldn’t adversely 
affect the NAC participants. 
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Larry Cohen stated pickleball was huge but the City needed to catch up. He stated 
pickleball did well when there were many courts put together. Indoor pickleball was for 
kids to seniors and he requested to build it right and big enough. 
 
Ian Hartley via Zoom stated he worked for Mountain Trails Foundation and supported 
trails at the sports complex. He stated if the complex was built, they wouldn’t be able to 
drive the Snowcat to Round Valley. He requested that be taken into consideration when 
planning the facility. 
 
Liz Stephen, Park City Ski and Snowboard team, via Zoom, stated they would love to 
have a warming facility and supported that recommendation. 
 
Tuck Lowe proposed a dedicated space for curling. There were 50 in the Curling Club 
who competed with each other. They also hosted Learn to Curl events. He stated if he 
had dedicated ice, they could increase their events for corporate events, school groups, 
etc. 
 
Susan Deniero via Zoom proposed Park City build year-round indoor aquatics at 
Quinn’s and put the pickleball courts at the MARC. 
 
Tim LePage shared his hope to achieve the sports complex alongside the NAC where 
both parties would be happy. He noted with increased pickleball, there would be 
increased revenue. He requested the master plan be approved. 
 
Emma Garrard RAB member via Zoom, stated Park City Ski and Snowboard gave a lot 
of support for a warming hut at the trailhead. There was great success getting kids on 
skis at Round Valley and it would be a great benefit to have that warming facility. 
 
Lita Hoffmann appreciated the work going into this plan. She noted pickleball was one 
of the fastest growing sports in the nation. She thought the City had to catch up in 
offering facilities for the sport. She hoped to have a plan that the NAC could support. 
 
Mayor Worel closed the public input. 
 
Council Member Doilney supported the plan. He thought the existing infrastructure 
needed to be addressed soon. He stated there were perspectives regarding the NAC 
that needed to be considered. The summer camp building could be a multipurpose 
facility and he wanted to move forward with the next step. 
 
Council Member Toly stated there was a great potential to help families over the 
summer with the expansion of this building. She was in favor of the project but didn’t 
want to use the full ARST funds on this. 
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Council Member Dickey supported the project but wanted the NAC concerns 
addressed. He also wanted to look at the Quinn’s property for affordable housing. He 
preferred putting a GO Bond on the ballot for approval. He agreed with the prioritization. 
 
Council Member Gerber indicated the City needed recreation, affordable housing, arts 
and culture and many other things. The City had a lot of issues and tradeoffs needed to 
be made. It would be great to have the facilities, but she wanted the community to 
remember housing and affordability were crises. She wanted to look at all the needs at 
once during the budget process. She supported the aquatics and summer camp 
building. When ice sheets and the sports complex were discussed, she didn’t know if a 
bond made sense, since the residents would carry the burden that people in other areas 
would use. 
 
Council Member Rubell was concerned about maintaining high quality facilities after 
they were built. The NAC concern was valid and the City needed to make sure this was 
done right. There were many solutions and he knew it could be worked out. He didn’t 
support expanding the MARC for traffic reasons. He liked dedicated ice for curling. He 
wanted the committee to look at the entire recreation portfolio to see about staffing 
versus contracting and to be consistent. He would prioritize the summer camp building 
and then have a GO bond for the other projects as well as trying to capture regional 
funding. 
 
Mayor Worel commended staff for the inclusivity of the committee and community 
outreach. Fisher stated an RFP needed to be issued for design through construction 
and stated that was the most efficient way to move the project along. At any point, they 
would be able to stop if directed by Council and they wouldn’t have to pay for the 
remainder of the project. 
 
Council Member Doilney thought there might be a way to expedite one of the three 
projects and he supported the RFP. Council Member Toly supported the RFP. Council 
Member Dickey supported it as well and asked how realistic it would be to have a GO 
Bond on the ballot in November. Council Member Gerber favored moving forward but 
asked if a GO bond could go for other needs beyond recreation. Council Member Rubell 
supported moving forward as long as the bond was on the November ballot. Council 
Member Dickey noted there was a nominal fund balance for the park building but $4 
million allocated in a future budget, although the funds were not existing. 
 
Fisher read a prepared statement regarding pickleball user complaints on the lack of 
court time. He reviewed the direction given the Recreation Department by the Council 
and the adjustments made to accommodate the sport. He asked Council if they wanted 
to give more pickleball time in the bubble and noted it would impact tennis. Council 
Member Rubell supported switching hours around one or two days a week to give 
pickleball more prime time. Council Member Gerber supported the professional 
decisions made by staff and RAB. Council Member Dickey agreed with Council Member 



PARK CITY COUNCIL MEETING 
SUMMIT COUNTY, UTAH  
February 2, 2023 
P a g e | 13 
 

Park City Page 13 February 2, 2023 
 

Rubell on giving pickleball some prime time, but he wanted staff to look at that. He 
thought the two sports could coexist in the bubble but wanted to meet with Fisher. 
Council Member Toly preferred having this as an agenda item at the next meeting. 
Council Member Doilney stated pickleball court time was not an equality issue as 
reported in the newspaper. He supported staff recommendations. Matt Dias, City 
Manager, stated he and other staff members met with pickleball supporters to address 
concerns. He heard the adjustments being made and he advised staff to continue 
looking at adjustments to accommodate pickleball play time until new courts could be 
constructed. 
 
2. Review the Lower Park Avenue Improvement Project Public Engagement 
Process: 
Gabe Shields, Transportation Engineer, indicated this project would go along Park 
Avenue from Empire to Heber. He indicated mobility had changed over the years and 
he wanted to look at what would work best for the neighborhood and community. 
 
Duke Richardson, Avenue Consultants, reviewed the outreach goals: provide broad 
outreach to engage as many stakeholders as possible; check in on the community’s 
opinion of the previous pilot program; determine priorities of the community for this part 
of Park Avenue; develop the ideal vision and goals based on public feedback; and 
provide the future design team direction on the desired roadway configuration. They had 
already distributed a survey, had open houses, held a stakeholder workshop and 
organized a technical advisory committee. He reviewed the survey responses. The 
community valued access and amenities. The conclusions from the survey were that 
buses, vehicles and bicycles consistently used the street, the pilot program was a 
success, the planter boxes were liked, and parking was not the priority for the 
community, but it was important for the stakeholder group. 
 
Alex Roy, Senior Transportation Planner, stated the takeaways from the outreach were 
the vision and goals for the street. They heard they wanted pedestrian and cyclist 
safety. Parking would still be an element but not a priority. Shields stated final design 
would be worked on and then construction would begin next year. 
 
Council Member Rubell thought it would be interesting to see the chart from Park 
Avenue residents from the other demographics, such as the workforce. He thought 
parking might be more of a concern. Council Member Gerber thought it was great to see 
the community adjust as the pilot program was implemented. She thanked them for the 
work done to get input from the community. Mayor Worel indicated the senior center 
project would be simultaneous with the Park Avenue construction. Shields stated there 
would be coordination to ensure no conflicts arose. 
 
Mayor Worel opened the public input. 
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Bill Ciraco stated people who didn’t live on that street often used the street to go to Main 
Street. Many parked at the library or City Park, and he asked that attention be given to 
walkability. 
 
Ed Parigian via Zoom asked staff to consider making the speed limit 20 mph from the 
library to Heber. 
 
Mayor Worel closed the public input. 
 
VII.  NEW BUSINESS 
 
1. Consideration to Approve Three Easements to Rocky Mountain Power for 
Transmission Lines and Underground Distribution Lines Across City Property: 
Luke Henry, Assistant City Attorney, and Dave Gustafson, Project Manager, presented 
this item. Gustafson reviewed the proposed changes in the transmission line alignment. 
One change would be on Holiday Ranch Loop Road and he indicated the change was 
needed to keep the distribution line appropriately distanced from the well head at 
Creekside Park. Another change was moving the line to go from the substation to the 
back of Munchkin. The other line would go over the cemetery to the bottom of Boot Hill 
and join the transmission line. This configuration would replace five poles, including one 
in the cemetery. Gustafson noted they could not get an easement for a line on 
Woodbine, which affected the Yard and the Emporium, because the owner would not 
allow the lines overhead.  
 
Council Member Rubell asked if the City got an estimate to put the lines underground. 
Gustafson stated the transmission lines were not underground but the distribution lines 
were being put underground. Council Member Rubell asked if there was an incremental 
cost option to underground the transmission lines. Gustafson stated he received a quote 
some time ago, but it was cost prohibitive. The current substation only accepted 
overhead lines, so a new substation would have to be built for underground 
transmission lines. Council Member Rubell noted the substation would be discussed as 
part of the small area plan.  
 
Mayor Worel opened the public input. 
 
Chris Wilder, Rocky Mountain Power (RMP) Project Manager, stated he was online to 
answer any questions. 
 
Mark Fisher stated he was the property owner that would potentially be affected by this 
issue. He thought his property would be devalued by $2 million-$4 million if this 
easement was approved, and he was only offered $46,000 by RMP. He thought RMP 
would save $18 million by cutting across the corner with the lines and the City’s property 
would double in value once those lines were moved. He would like to enter into 
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mediation to work through the issue. He asked to work with the City and RMP to come 
to a resolution. 
 
Mayor Worel closed the public input. 
 
Council Member Rubell had an issue with sandwiching a property owner without the 
property owner working out their own deal. He also wanted to address the substation 
issue before a decision was made. 
 
Council Member Rubell moved to continue the item to a date uncertain to figure out the 
big picture, and if this was the right answer in the interim or permanently. 
 
Council Member Doilney asked if RMP installation was imminent because continuing 
the item to a date uncertain might be a problem. He asked if this item could be 
continued without affecting the current work. Gustafson stated they stopped work on the 
transmission line poles but continued the underground distribution line work. There 
would be a cost associated with this late decision. Council Member Doilney asked if 
there was a cost associated with continuing this item for one month. He wanted to verify 
this would affect Fisher in the amount of $4 million. Wilder stated he had another project 
starting now, so this project could not restart until April 15th at the earliest. He also 
needed to wait until then so the ski resorts weren’t impacted. The project would be six to 
eight weeks of work. Dias recommended continuing the item to March 9th.  
 
Council Member Rubell withdrew his motion. 
 
Council Member Rubell moved to continue the approval of three easements to Rocky 
Mountain Power for transmission lines and underground distribution lines across City 
Property to March 9, 2023. Council Member Doilney seconded the motion. 
 
Council Member Dickey asked to bring back a cost estimate to bury the distribution lines 
and build a new substation. Luke Cartin stated the lines were already going 
underground. Council Member Rubell asked for an estimate to underground the 
transmission lines from Pole Two going left and turn on the dirt road on the other side of 
the cemetery. Cartin stated he would get the price for underground transmission lines 
and the associated problems with the new route. 
 
RESULT:  CONTINUED TO MARCH 9, 2023  
AYES:  Council Members Dickey, Doilney, Gerber, Rubell and Toly 

 
Dias noted Mr. Fisher requested a meeting with someone from Council and RMP. 
Council Member Rubell indicated he would be the representative. 
 
2. 2023 Legislative Session Update: 
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Matt Dias, City Manager, summarized the Legislative Session to this point. Many bills 
had been watered down. He distributed a tracking sheet and noted Michelle Downard 
updated the sheet regularly and it could be found online. He reviewed some bills of 
interest. The Legislature was trying to regulate sidewalk and road width to make 
subdivision approvals faster. There were many modifications for xeriscaping, including 
driplines. There was a target on cities holding a landscape bond. Golf course 
regulations had been proposed. There were many bills on noticing public meetings as 
well as bid noticing. He indicated a lot of work continued to be done on the Housing and 
Transit Reinvestment Zone (HTRZ) in Kimball Junction and the City was trying to help 
Summit County with that. Short-term rentals continued to be a topic, but Dias didn’t 
think the proposed legislation would be effective for the City. It included language for 
jurisdictions to give amnesty to short-term rentals. Dias stated the City was taking a 
neutral position since it didn’t move the City backwards. He did not know if the law 
would work for Park City.  
 
Regarding the short-term rental bill, Council Member Doilney stated the amnesty pilot 
program could build and then it could become standard language, and he thought future 
councils should be cautious. He asked them to define 80% of residential areas. Dias 
expected additional discussion with regard to working on the language. 
 
Council Member Toly asked about the Wildland Fire bill. Dias didn’t know much about 
the bill, but he expected the Legislature to allocate surplus funds for wildfire mitigation. 
 
Council Member Rubell asked for more info on SB 105 Traffic Enforcement, SB125 
Electrification of Transportation Infrastructure, and HB136 Safe School Routes. Dias 
discussed fractional ownership and stated there would be some type of legislation on 
this, but he didn’t have the details.  
 
VIII. ADJOURNMENT 
 

PARK CITY WATER SERVICE DISTRICT MEETING 
 

I. ROLL CALL 
 

Attendee Name Status 
Chair Nann Mayor Worel 
Board Member Ryan Dickey 
Board Member Max Doilney  
Board Member Becca Gerber 
Board Member Jeremy Rubell  
Board Member Tana Toly  
Matt Dias, Executive Director 
Margaret Plane, City Attorney 
Michelle Kellogg, Secretary 

Present  
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None Excused 
 
PUBLIC INPUT (ANY MATTER OF CITY BUSINESS NOT SCHEDULED ON THE 
AGENDA) 
 
Chair Worel opened the meeting for any who wished to speak or submit comments on 
items not on the agenda. No comments were given. Chair Worel closed the public input 
portion of the meeting. 
 
III. NEW BUSINESS 
 
1. Consideration to Authorize the Mayor to Execute a Memorandum of Agreement, 
in a Form Approved by the City Attorney, to Continue Leasing Surplus Water to 
Weber Basin Concurrent with the Western Summit County Project Master 
Agreement: 
Clint McAffee, Utilities Manager, reviewed the history of the water sharing project and 
noted Park City provided all the surplus water for the deficiencies in this region. He 
stated the revenue gained from leasing surplus water was 20% of the City’s total water 
revenue. He asked Council to approve an extension of the agreement for an additional 
year for a total of a five-year lease. 
 
Board Member Rubell asked if the projections included future development, to which 
McAffee affirmed. He noted they were updating the master plan now. When they looked 
at the demands, they did not consider future annexations, so that could be in addition to 
what was estimated. 
 
Chair Worel opened the public input. No comments were given. Chair Worel closed the 
public input. 
 
Board Member Gerber moved to authorize the Mayor to execute a memorandum of 
agreement, in a form approved by the City Attorney, to continue leasing surplus water to 
Weber Basin concurrent with the Western Summit County Project Master Agreement. 
Board Member Toly seconded the motion.  
RESULT:  APPROVED  
AYES:  Board Members Dickey, Doilney, Gerber, Rubell, and Toly 

 
IV. ADJOURNMENT 
 
With no further business, the meeting was adjourned. 
 

 __________________________               
Michelle Kellogg, City Recorder 

















Transportation Planning Update



Agenda

• Snow Creek Tunnel
• Disruptors List

• Grant Project
• Regional Parking Study

• SR-248 Update
• Council Feedback



Snow Creek Walkability
Recent Developments
• Reviewed at grade 

treatments at SR-224 with 
UDOT

• Pursued opportunities for 
public-private partnerships

• Further analysis of the  
pedestrian network

• Developing RSOQ for Design 
Professional Services



Snow Creek Walkability
Design and Construction 
Approach
• Spring 2023: Advance design 

of tunnels to further increase 
quality of program costs

• Fall 2023: Present 60% design 
concept and cost estimate to 
council; procure Construction 
Manager/General Contractor 
(CM/GC)

• Spring 2024 anticipated start 
of construction



March 31st: Disruptive Ideas
Existing City Policy

•Paid parking as a TDM 
tool for events 
(and resorts are 
exploring)

•Construction vehicle 
and 
delivery restrictions

Regional Support

•Staggered start times 
for work, school and 
play

•Airport lounge 
•Require parking 
reservations

•More regional public 
transportation 
solutions: between 
Wasatch Front and 
Park City

•Congestion pricing –
toll roads at peak 
times

Special Projects

•Gordo as a Park & 
Ride

•New/additional in-
town parking garage

•One-way - Bonanza, 
248, Park Ave, Deer 
Valley Drive

•248 reversible lanes, 
widening

•Pedestrianize Main 
Street

Not Currently 
Pursuing

•Use of Alternative 
Access points for 
vehicles –
Guardsmans and Deer 
Crest

Grant Project

•Rail Trail expansion 
for Transit or Aerial

•Tesla tunnel & 
Autonomous vehicles

•Drone deliveries
•Curbspace 
management



What will we get from grant?
• Step I: Future of Transportation: Disruptive list addressed
• Step 2: Gather ideas, review best practices and input
• Step 3: Refine with Stakeholder Advisory Group
• Step 4/5: Filtering the Strategies and recommendations for 5+ year; and a 

Technology Action Plan: 1-5 years with costs and implementation



Regional Parking Study

• Regional parking needs assessment study
• Joint project: Summit County lead
• Identify park and ride locations, land 

availability, number of stalls, transit access, 
traffic study, parking technology, etc.

• Regional recommendation
• Location, # stalls, funding strategies

• Review of comparable examples, policies, 
best practices



History of SR-248

2009

Corridor Study by H.W. 
Lochner

2018

Environmental Analysis begins

Summer 2019

Project cancelled

2021

Construction of pavement 
improvements, westbound 
shoulder transit lane, 
pedestrian improvements, 
Richardson Flat traffic signal

Winter 2023

SR248 Pilot park and ride 
and transit service

HVT additional service



Immediate: Eastbound Transit Shoulder
Short-term Corridor Plans

Existing

Proposed

*Shoulder improvements in current right-of-way



Long-term Corridor Plans
• Number of ideas out there, we need to come together for 

solutions: transit and traffic corridor analysis
•Coordinate with UDOT

• Example Timeline Based on SR-224 BRT
•Alternatives Study FY24-25
•Environmental (NEPA) FY26
•Engineering/Design FY27-28
•Construction FY29-33

• Partner with UDOT, Summit County and High Valley Transit



Council Feedback
1.Discussion on strategies under consideration for 

SR-248;
• Short-term plan: eastbound shoulder 

improvements
• Long-term plan: study and implement solutions

2.Feedback on the proposed direction for the 
Disruptor list and the grant project;

3.Any other areas of discussion?



Recreation Facilities 
Capital Projects 



1986: City bonds for $8 million recreation facility; bond fails

1987: City purchases privately owned tennis facility on foreclosure for $485,000.  Facility becomes 
the Park City Racquet Club

1989: $1.4 million bond passes for making improvements to the PCRC including the gymnasium 
and lap pool (built in 1991)

1992:  Tennis Bubble approved for additional winter tennis court demand

2001: City passes $2 million bond for Ice facility and $2 million for neighborhood park 
improvements.  A $2 million bond for PCRC improvements fails.
o Park City Skate Park opens 

2006: Ice Arena opens to the public along with the Park City Sports Complex.  
o Skatepark Expansion is complete
o Renovation of City Park Building that enclosed a cover patio and renovated the inside
o Neighborhood Parks Project complete 

Capital Project History



2006: Ice Arena opens to the public along with the Park City Sports Complex.  
o Skatepark Expansion is complete
o Renovation of City Park Building that enclosed a cover patio and renovated the inside
o Neighborhood Parks Project complete 

2009: Funding for $10.5 million renovation of Racquet Club is approved.  Project is funded with 
existing City resources, so no bonding is required.  Building opens 2011

2012: City Park Tennis Courts are rebuilt adding a third additional court; PC MARC outdoor tennis 
courts are rebuilt and 4 additional pickleball courts are added. Funding through City Park CIP, RAP 
Tax and General Fund 

2022: Recreation Master Planning Process- MARC Expansion, Pool Assessment and Park City 
Sports Complex
Historically- Recreation facilities have been funded through general fund money, grants and 
impact fees.  
• No bonding done since 2001 for recreation facilities.  

Capital Project History



The Why
Discussion on the process, priorities and next steps: 
• Master planning process-

• Steering Committee consisted of community members, staff and RAB members.
• Developed a prioritized approach to the capital needs and infrastructure
• Presented to RAB and developed a prioritized approach to capital projects

• Asset Management
• Community Needs
• Community Interests

Why invest in Recreation?  
• Health   
• Wellness 
• Building Community



The Ask
Review, discuss, and consider prioritizing a considerable 

expansion of recreational facilities:

1. A full replacement of the existing City Park Recreation Building (summer camp);
2. A full replacement and expansion of the aquatic facilities at the PC MARC; and
3. New facilities at the Park City Sports Complex (PCSC):

a. A new indoor and outdoor pickleball facility;
b. A new seasonal outdoor ice sheet and multipurpose facility; 
c. An expanded maintenance and equipment storage facility; and
d. New field lighting on the stadium field. 



Project Scope

• Identify strategies to accommodate additional pickleball and fitness spaces within the 
site of the existing PC MARC facility;

• Explore alternative structures to the existing tennis bubble;

• Assess existing aquatic infrastructure and identify opportunities to expand aquatics 
while maintaining a seasonal and sustainability focus; and

• Assess opportunities at the PCSC to plan for future recreation opportunities.

• Estimate probable costs associated with each of the above.



Project Timeline



Survey Results
• Total of 1,134 responses:  84060 = 40%, 84098 = 46%, Other = 14%

• 66% of respondents agree that dedicated indoor pickleball courts are a priority, with 
additional group fitness and enhanced cardio equipment space needed to support the PC 
MARC

• Additional program improvements requested for the PC MARC include enhanced aquatics, 
enhanced tennis, and improved strength training facilities 

• The most sought-after improvements for the PCSC were indoor pickleball courts (25.3%), 
enhanced year-round trail use (14.5%), formal cross-country ski area (13.7%), and outdoor 
ice skating (9.4%); and 

• Additional improvements at the PCSC, including a bike pump park, visitor/guest parking, 
sport field improvements, and a warming hut. 



Project Priorities
City Council Mid-Year Retreat Strategic Objectives



Project Priorities
City Council Mid-Year Retreat



Project Priorities
City Council Mid-Year Retreat



Project Priorities
City Council Mid-Year Retreat



RAB Support
RAB supports Council’s top three strategic objectives for recreation

1. MARC Aquatics Infrastructure
2. City Park Recreation Building Replacement 
3. Park City Sports Complex  

RAB supports the following priority order.   
• Asset Management:  emphasis on replacement, repair or renovation of existing assets 
• Support of Community Needs:  summer camp expansion and community space
• Building New Infrastructure:  capital expense based on community interests at PC Sports 

Complex  



City Park
• Facility built in early 1980’s and 

expanded/renovated in 2006
• Current building ~4,000 sq ft
• Playground replaced in 2003
• Home of our summer day camp program 

and holiday break camps.
• Used by Sundance Institute
• Ideal location due to proximity to other 

recreational amenities such as fields, 
courts, skatepark and the library.



City Park Building Concept
• Concept design completed in 2017 
• ~15,000 sq ft facility
• Rebuild of the facility including the 

relocation of playground, basketball court, 
volleyball court and addition of a splash 
pad.

• Improved parking and drop-off loading 
area

• Estimated cost in 2017 ~$9 million & ~$13 
million in todays dollars.



PC MARC 

• Lap pool built in 1991
• Leisure pool built in 2003
• Facility rebuilt in 2010
• Outdoor tennis & pickleball courts rebuilt and added in 2012



PC MARC 



PC MARC 
• Originally, we sought to add indoor pickleball courts at the PC MARC.  After looking at space constraints and 

parking at the PC MARC, the Steering Committee recommends a standalone facility at the PCSC instead. 

• A new facility at the PCSC can be built in a location that reduces impacts on abutting residential neighborhoods, 
accommodates future growth, and creates an opportunity for continued regional and public/private 
partnerships.

• After careful consideration, the recommendation is to continue the use of our air-supported structure for 
seasonal indoor court usage. Building a permanent structure  (~$4M) over the existing courts would require 
several variances from the Planning Commission in a residential neighborhood. 



PC MARC Aquatics 
• Upon completion of the pool assessments, the aquatics facilities are recommended to be replaced soon.  Aging 

infrastructure has caused equipment breakdown, lack of sustainability measures, and wear and tear have rendered 
the pools and spa no longer able to meet the PC MARC’s standard of quality.

• The Committee recommends replacing both outdoor pools and creating one large body of water that includes 
recreational and competitive lap lanes, zero-entry water features, and youth and teen activity elements for open 
swim, learn-to-swim programs, and more. 

• By combining two pools into one, a more efficient operations can be achieved by mechanical and filtration systems. 
One body of water also reduces the number of lifeguards required to meet state regulations.



PC MARC Concept
Two level addition of 14,000 sq. ft. for 
fitness and other community 
programming needs.

The renovation would occur after the 
aquatic renovation to maintain 
temporary access to the lap pool for 
community programming

Addresses the need for aquatics and 
fitness demand

Estimated Project Cost:
• Aquatics ~$6 million
• Expanded fitness ~$8 million



PC Sports Complex



PC Sports Complex 

Survey results



PC Sports Complex 



PCSC Concept
Initial phase includes:
• Pickleball courts (8 indoor & 16 

outdoor)
• Indoor space for trail users 
• 100 parking stalls
• Nordic training area
• Improved trailhead access

Estimated Project Cost: ~$9 million



PCSC Concept
Future Phase includes: 
• Covered seasonal outdoor 

ice sheet 
• Bicycle pump track 
• Expansion to the existing 

maintenance building
• Field lights on the stadium 

field to the east of the ice 
arena. 

Estimated Project Cost:
~$7 million

Could potentially be built as part of the initial project as it would meet 
many community needs and enhance support facilities.



Prioritized Approach

PC MARC Aquatics ~$6 million
City Park Building ~$13 million
PCSC Pickleball Facility ~$9 million
Expanded Fitness PC MARC ~$8 million
Future Phase of PCSC ~$7 million
Total ~$43 million



G.O. Bond Capacity

Source: Park City Municipal Corporation. As of December 2022.
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Hypothetical G.O. Bond Statistics

Source: Park City Municipal Corporation. As of December 2022.

Hypothetical New 

Recreation G.O. 

Bond Principal 

Amount

Prevailaing 20Y AA+ 

Municipal Interest 

Rate as of 12/5/2022

Term of 

Hypothetical New 

G.O. Debt

Annual Debt 

Payment Implied

$           35,000,000 4.04% 20 $2,584,491 

$           50,000,000 4.04% 20 $3,692,131 

Hypotethical New 

Recreation G.O. Bond 

Principal Amount

Rate Required for 

Specified Amount of 

Additional Revenue

%, Increase in Rate
Additional Revenue to 

Generate For Scenario

$                   35,000,000 0.000915 24% $2,584,491 

$                   50,000,000 0.000992 35% $3,692,131 

Implied Increase to Median Primary and Secondary Single-Family Property Tax Bill Under Hypothetical Scenarios

Hypotethical New 

Recreation G.O. Bond 

Principal Amount

$, Annual Increase to a 

Median Single-Family 

Primary Home

$, Annual Increase to a 

Median Single-Family 

Secondary Home

$, Monthly Increase to a 

Median Single-Family 

Primary Home

$, Monthly Increase to a 

Median Single-Family 

Secondary Home

$35,000,000 $148.88 $270.69 $12.41 $22.56

$50,000,000 $212.69 $386.70 $17.72 $32.23



Existing G.O. Debt Service

Source: Park City Municipal Corporation. As of December 2022.

2013a 

Walkability 

GO

▪ Final Payment: 

FY28

▪ Average Annual 

P&I: $585,950 

▪ Total Remaining 

P&I: $3,014,789

2017 

Bonanza 

Flat GO

▪ Final Payment: 

FY32

▪ Average Annual 

P&I: $2,185,968

▪ Total Remaining 

P&I: $19,434,000

2019 

Treasure 

Hill GO

▪ Final Payment: 

FY33

▪ Average Annual 

P&I: $4,040,609

▪ Total Remaining 

P&I: $40,406,300

2019 
Open 

Space 2008 

Refunding 

GO

▪ Final Payment: 

FY34

▪ Average Annual 

P&I: $841,706

▪ Total Remaining 

P&I: $1,688,750

2020 

Open 

Space 

GO

▪ Final Payment: 

FY35

▪ Average Annual 

P&I: $747,600

▪ Total Remaining 

P&I: $5,781,001



Historical and Existing G.O. Debt Service

Transportation

Fund

Source: PCMC as of April 2022.
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Hypothetical ARST & TRT Revenue Bond

Source: Park City Municipal Corporation. As of December 2022.
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TRT Cash CIPs
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City Practice
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Revenue Projection

Future Debt 

Capacity Preserved 

Starting FY31
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Related Proceeds

$20M in TRT 

Related Proceeds



Hypothetical ARST & TRT Revenue Bond Statistics

Source: Park City Municipal Corporation. As of December 2022.

ARST & TRT Combined Hypothetical STR

Term 20 Years

Assumed Interest Rate 4.05%

Gross Revenue Threshold 65%

ARST Proceeds Raised $50,639,512 

TRT Proceeds Raised $20,978,822 

ARST Total Principal and Interest Cost $78,838,400 

TRT Total Principal and Interest Cost $34,316,331 
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Existing STR Debt Service

Source: Park City Municipal Corporation. As of December 2022.

2014b

ARST

STR

▪ Final Payment: 

FY29

▪ Average Annual 

P&I: $567,717

▪ Total Remaining 

P&I: $4,611,278

2015

ARST

STR

▪ Final Payment: 

FY30

▪ Average Annual 

P&I: $1,001,141

▪ Total Remaining 

P&I: $7,004,675

2017 LPA 

RDA 

Housing 

STR

▪ Final Payment: 

FY30

▪ Average Annual 

P&I: $707,457

▪ Total Remaining 

P&I: $4,951,930

2017

ARST 

STR

▪ Final Payment: 

FY32

▪ Average Annual 

P&I: $601,339

▪ Total Remaining 

P&I: $5,344,980

2017

TRT 

STR

▪ Final Payment: 

FY32

▪ Average Annual 

P&I: $1,589,422

▪ Total Remaining 

P&I: $14,632,685

2019

ARST 

STR

▪ Final Payment: FY34

▪ Average Annual P&I: $796,618

▪ Total Remaining P&I: $11,323,375

2019

LPA RDA 

Housing 

STR

▪ Final Payment: FY31

▪ Average Annual P&I: $1,826,273

▪ Total Remaining P&I: $15,206,625



Development-Linked Financing Tools

Source: Park City Municipal Corporation. As of December 2022.

RDA CRA PID

Authorization
Taxing Entity Committee (representatives 

from each taxing entity) ILA between each taxing entity and CRA City/County where PID is proposed

Initiation City (or County) City (or County) Developer seeking more funding

Governance Same board as initiating entity (City) Same board as initiating entity (City) Separate board

Property Tax
Redistributes new growth (development) 

of property tax within boundaries

Redistributes new growth (development) of 

property tax within boundaries

Adds new property tax for residents of 

bounded geography only

Bonding
Proceeds raised from tax increment (new 

growth in boudaries)

Proceeds raised from tax increment (new 

growth in boudaries)

Proceeds raised from raised tax levy on 

new/existing property owners

Debt Liability
RDA is component unit of City, incurs 

RDA's debt 

CRA is component unit of City, incurs CRA's 

debt 

PID is separate political subdivision, City 

wouldn't incur debt

Extension or 

Change Through TEC Through ILAs with each taxing entity Determined by governing document

Project 

Requirement Flexible

Project area and budget need approval from 

all taxing entities

Some constraints determined by governing 

document



Next Step 
• If City Council supports additional exploration of a major overhaul to some or all of the 

facilities mentioned above, a Request For Proposals (RFP) for design services would be 
issued to obtain accurate cost estimate, planning approval, operational budget 
impacts, and project delivery timelines. 

• The RFP would take projects thru construction management, with approval needed 
from Council before moving on to the next phase of the contract. 

• There is funding currently available to continue schematic design for the projects 
outlined above.

• Further discussion of funding options & recommendation as part of the current budget 
process



LOWER PARK AVENUE
IMPROVEMENT PROJECT

City Council Update | February 2023

Prepared by Avenue Consultants



PROJECT OVERVIEW 

Park City will be upgrading utilities on Park Avenue, which will require reconstruction of the road. 
 We have the opportunity to make changes to the final roadway configuration and want the public’s 

feedback on what the final solution should be.

Schedule
Past
Fall 2020: Initial Outreach
Spring 2021: Pilot Program Implementation

Current
Fall 2022: Additional Outreach / Corridor 
Visioning 

Future
2023: Design
2024-2024: Construction 



OUTREACH GOALS 

 Provide broad outreach to engage as many stakeholders as possible. 

 Check in on the community’s opinion of the previous pilot program.

 Determine priorities of the community for this stretch of Park Avenue.
 Residents, Businesses, Frequent Users, etc. 

 Develop ideal vision and goals based on public feedback.

 Provide future design team direction on desired roadway configuration.



OUTREACH METHODS

 Park City Website 
engageparkcity.org/lower-park-
avenue-improvement-project 

 Park City Social Media Channels 

 Postcards (mailed to 500 properties 
surrounding the project area) 

 Yard Signs  (20 locations surrounding 
the project area) 

 Public Survey (378 responses) 

https://engageparkcity.org/lower-park-avenue-improvement-project


OUTREACH METHODS

 Park City Projects Open House 

 Summit County Senior Center 
Lunch Event 

 Public Drop-In Event at         
Park City Library 

 Stakeholder Committee 
Visioning Workshop 

 Technical Advisory Committee 
Meetings



PUBLIC SURVEY 

 378 Responses

 78 from Lower Park Ave. residents 

 Statistically valid for all Park City 
residents with a 95% confidence 
interval 

 More than 191 responses from Pilot 
Program survey, Aug. 2020 



I AM A: (SELECT ALL THAT APPLY)

Park Avenue
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Seasonal Employee

Business Owner inside the Lower Park area

Business Owner outside the Lower Park area

Year-Round Employee living on Lower Park Ave

Recreational Day-Tripper

Long-stay Visitor/Second Homeowner

Year-Round Employee not living on Lower Park Ave

Park City Resident living on Lower Park Ave

Culture and Event Attendee

Park City Resident not living on Lower Park Ave



HOW DO YOU TRAVEL ALONG LOWER PARK AVE? (SELECT 

ALL THAT APPLY)

Park Avenue

Daily Weekly Monthly A few times

Walking 82 79 51 88

Biking 20 92 46 74

Driving 143 131 54 30

Public Transit 13 56 60 119

Other 4 5 10 18

Mobility device (cane, walker, 

wheelchair, etc.) 1 0 1 1

Least Selected

Most Selected



WHAT IS MOST IMPORTANT TO YOU ON LOWER PARK AVE? 

(RANK THESE IN ORDER OF IMPORTANCE)

Park Avenue
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WHAT IS MOST IMPORTANT TO YOU ON LOWER PARK AVE? 

(PARK AVENUE RESIDENTS ONLY)

Park Avenue
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WHAT DO YOU LIKE ABOUT LOWER PARK AVE THAT SHOULD 

STAY THE SAME? 

Access / Amenities,
106, 39%

Bike/Ped Amenities,
64, 23%

Roadway Features, 51, 
19%

Other, 29, 10%

Nothing/Dislike, 24, 9%



PUBLIC SURVEY

Survey Conclusions
 People regularly drive, walk, and 

bike on the corridor 

 Pedestrians, vehicles, and transit 
are top priorities 

 People like the neighborhood feel 
of the pilot project 

 About 10-13% of respondents 
don’t like the new configuration 

 Parking is the least important part 
of the corridor 



PUBLIC SURVEY TAKEAWAYS

 Pilot Project an 
overwhelming success

 People love the 
planters/flower boxes 

 People want safer 
pedestrian facilities 
(updated/wider sidewalks) 

 Parking is not a priority 



STAKEHOLDER COMMITTEE 
VISIONING WORKSHOP 

Members
 30 invited, 18 attendees 

 Residents, Senior Center, Butcher’s Chop House, Cole Sport, JANS, Park City Lodging, 
The Mustang,  PCPD, PCFD, Mayor / City Council, Park City Mountain Resort, HPCA, 
UDOT Planning, High Valley Transit, High West Distillery, Park City Library, Davanza’s 

Goals
1. Review / validate the results of the Public Survey

2. Develop vision & goals of the corridor 

Feedback
 Survey conclusions / takeaways are accurate 

 Parking is an important issue for many along this corridor 

 Concerns with pedestrian safety / crosswalk safety on Park Ave. 



VISION & GOALS 

Vision
Preserve a safe, comfortable 
neighborhood feel for all travelers. 

Goals
1. Maintain vehicle and transit 

mobility
2. Keep the corridor safe
3. Enhance pedestrian experience
4. Preserve neighborhood 

character
5. Accommodate cyclists 
6. Provide parking in certain 

important locations



TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE (TAC) 

Members
 Park City Departments

 Community Engagement, Executive, Parking Services, Transportation, Engineering, 
Planning, Trails, Law Enforcement, Transit, Water, Active Transportation, City Council, 
Public Works

 Future designer: Stanley Consultants 

Goals
1. Inform Park City Departments of the project and the work done to date 
2. Review all feedback received 
3. Identify possible constraints 
4. Brainstorm ideas for future implementation to ensure cross-discipline 

acceptance



IMPLEMENTATION & NEXT STEPS 

Future Schedule
 Design: 2023 

 Construction: 2024-2025 

Next Steps
 Discussions with Stanley Consultants 

on roadway design options 

 Discussions with TAC members once 
possible designs have been developed 

 Finalize Design 

 “Close the Loop” with additional Public 
Outreach 



QUESTIONS? 



Easements for Rocky Mountain Power 
Transmission Lines and Underground 

Distribution Lines Across City Property







Western Summit County Project
5-year Surplus Water Lease



Master Agreement
Short Term Water Supply
Interconnect water systems
Use existing water sources
1 - 5 year contracts and 6 – 10 year projections
Weber Basin purchases and leases existing surplus water

Long Term Water Supply
Weber Basin builds a new water development project (future facility)

Main Benefits of Leasing Surplus Water
Delays new water development project (future facility)
Reduces future water rate increases for Park City customers



Water Supply
Dry Year Water Supply

(Gallons per Minute)

Source Dry Year Source Capacity Percent of total water capacity
Divide Well 950 8%
Park Meadows Well 1,000 8%
Middle School Well 1,000 8%
Ontario Drain Tunnel 1,000 8%
Judge Tunnel 662 6%
Spiro Tunnel 3,670 31%
Rockport 3,596 30%
Thiriot Spring 0 0%
Total 11,878 100%



Water Demand



Water Revenue
Water Enterprise Fund Revenue Summary

Year Water Fees Surplus Water Fees Total Revenue
2019 $21,063,331 $0 $21,063,331
2020 $20,758,914 $344,142 $21,103,056
2021 $22,954,906 $348,466 $23,303,372
2022 $21,589,649 $1,576,280 $23,165,929
2023 $22,379,910 $1,417,568 $23,797,479

2024 $23,099,048 $1,784,561 $24,883,610

2025 $23,843,356 $2,840,697 $26,684,053

2026 $24,613,715 $5,335,497 $29,949,212

2027 $25,411,036 $5,975,756 $31,386,792



Surplus Water

2023 2024 2025 2026 2027 2028 2029 2030 2031 2032
Annual Volume (acre feet) 450 550 850 1550 1550 1650 1700 1750 1800 1850
Peaking Factor (see note below) 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
Max Flow Rate (gallons/minute) (see note below) 558 682 1054 1922 1922 2046 2108 2170 2232 2294
Delivery Location
Surplus Water Cost per Acre Foot $3,150.15 $3,244.66 $3,342.00 $3,442.26 $3,855.33 $3,970.99 $4,090.12 $4,212.82 $4,339.20 $4,469.38

Total Annual Take or Pay Amount $1,417,568.47 $1,784,561.20 $2,840,696.96 $5,335,497.29 $5,975,756.97 $6,552,128.37 $6,953,198.04 $7,372,434.98 $7,810,568.26 $8,268,354.35

Note: Peaking Factor and Maximum Flow Rate are subject to, and limited by, the capacity of existing and/or future 
interconnects and/or the capacity of the Purchasing Party's water system.  Park City is not required to increase capacity 
of the existing or future interconnections or the Purchasing Party's water system to achieve the Peaking Factor or 
Maximum Flow Rate shown above.  As a result, the actual Peaking Factor and Maximum Flow Rate of water delivered by 
Park City may be less than shown above.

Years 6 ‐ 10 Non‐Binding Projections
Estimated Surplus Water and Price ‐ Subject to Change

Figure 1
Annual Surplus Water Take or Pay Volumes and Pricing Schedule

Quinns Interconnect



Existing Interconnections
• Old Ranch Road
• Trailside
• Quinns

Future Interconnections
Increase flow capacity from 
Park City - 1,000 gpm current 
max capacity

• Alt 1 - Expanded Quinns
interconnect

• Alt 2 - New Highway 224 
interconnect



Risks and Mitigation
Risks
• Future drinking water MCLs for PFAS
• Total Dissolved Solids (TDS)
• Wildfire in the upper Weber watershed
• Other natural disasters such as drought, earthquake
• Short term upsets from power outages, equipment failures, or similar
• Limitations of existing interconnections

Mitigation Strategies
• 5-year contract term
• Conversion of wells from drinking water to raw water sources
• Rockport intake infrastructure improvements study
• Contract language for interconnect limitations and water supply shortages
• Drought and emergency response plans for water shortages



Gene DeSantis eComment: “I live at 988 W Abigail Drive, Kamas, Utah. I do not live, 
and never have lived in Hideout (though at least one member of the Council has 
repeatedly told people I do). The PC MARC is a wonderful facility. I have been going 
there from the time I moved here in Dec, 2014. It was great when I was a tennis player, 
and absolutely horrible when I became a pickleball player. The Racquet Club was built 
decades ago as a private tennis club.  Park City bought it, and in 2010 did a great job of 
renovating and expanding it. Sadly, because of the attitudes of its Director, Ken Fisher, 
it is being run in 2023 as if it were still a private tennis club. PB players are afforded little 
opportunity to book courts in the bubble.  We not only get very few hours, but also only 
the worst hours – when it opens at dawn or the evening hours before it closes. PB 
players are never able to book a bubble court during “prime time”. Not ever. Mr. Fisher 
has misled the City Council by providing incomplete information and offering 
indefensible rationalizations for this. He has said repeatedly that tennis brings in far 
more revenue, and thus should get the most hours. But as I have told the Council 
before, if you do a deeper dive, you will see: 
• Tennis court reservation revenue dropped by over $28K last year 
• Growth in tennis revenue was attributable to lessons, not court bookings 
• PB court reservation revenue rose by over $22K last year (despite the paucity of 
hours and the worst possible times). 
• PB total revenue is up over 400% in the last two years 
• Tennis does not get more hours because it brings in more money; it brings in 
more money because it gets far more – and better- hours 
 
Mr. Fisher and RAB liaison Max Doilney have offered as a second rationale that the 
MARC is a “purpose built” facility, and that its primary purpose was and should continue 
to be tennis. I previously shared an Op Ed I wrote for the Park City Record in which that 
argument was dismantled. Further, I ask the Council to consider if the use of a public 
facility in 2023 should be determined by the purpose for which it was built – as a private 
tennis club – decades ago.  Finally, I ask whether a Council that meets in a repurposed 
school should cling to the absurd notion that a facility’s use should be dictated by the 
purpose for which it was first built. I have repeatedly asked this body to look at how 
many times bubble courts go unbooked. We get e-mails from Cole Johnson several 
times a week notifying us that the MARC has opened courts for PB the next day. Bear 
in mind that we only get these e-mails if every court is open. If two people are playing 
singles on one bubble court, 16 people are blocked from playing PB. Is this the best use 
of public courts? How much money is the MARC losing? In his Nov 3, 2022 Report to 
the City Council, Ken Fisher identified 3 things the MARC was doing “to accommodate 
the growing demand by the pickleball community for access to indoor tennis courts”. 
Let’s take a closer look. Number 1 on Ken’s list was giving PB players more hours for 
drop in play in the gym. Clearly more hours in the gym does not give PB players greater 
access to the indoor tennis courts. It is completely unresponsive. Number 2 on Ken’s list 
was releasing unused tennis courts at 11 AM the day before rather than 11 AM the 
same day. This is completely misleading and entirely unacceptable. First, the MARC 
only releases bubble courts if all three are empty. Again, remember that if two people 
are playing singles tennis on one court, the MARC does not release the other two 
courts. They sit unused. Second, tennis players have had one full week to book bubble 



courts; PB players get one day. This is blatantly unfair. Number 3 on Ken’s list was 
ending the right of PB players to reserve courts from 7-10 PM on Tuesday and 
Thursday. He instead dedicated those hours to “open play” and allowed up to 48 people 
to sign up, even though only 24 can play at a time. Taking away court reservation hours 
and converting them to “open play” is quite literally robbing Peter to pay Paul. PB 
players got no added hours. Indeed, In my old days as a consumer lawyer, we would 
have referred to this as a scam – double booking the same space and charging twice 
for something half the buyers are unable to use. Attached is a picture taken on 
Tuesday, Jan. 24. That evening at least 35 people paid $10 each to play “open 
pickleball”. There were always 11 people shut out at any given time, waiting for their 
“opportunity” to play. This happens regularly. Every time a game ends, 4 players walk 
off their court, interrupting the play of every court they must cross to put their paddles in 
the slots awaiting their turn. Then 4 other players walk across the court, again 
interrupting play as they head to the open court. This happens continuously. Because 
the number of people and the distribution of skill levels is random, the games are almost 
always worse. You invariably are forced to either “play up” (play with people better than 
you) or “play down” (play with people worse than you). Either way it ruins the game. The 
PB players are charged more money ($10 instead of $8.50), they play fewer games 
(because of all the time they must sit out) and the games are of lesser quality / 
enjoyment. And it takes 3 hours instead of 2. Ken often says he does not want to 
“degrade the tennis experience” but seems to be perfectly happy to completely degrade 
the PB experience on Tuesday and Thursday nights. Many of us have stopped going. 
And over 120 members of the PCPB Club have joined the private club in Sandy. I 
wonder why the MARC did not institute “open play” for tennis players…could it be 
because they (quite rightly) would never stand for it? This is how Ken Fisher has 
“accommodated the growing demand by the pickleball community for access to indoor 
tennis courts”. He has done nothing of the sort. Your own survey showed demand for 
PB courts (26.5%) nearly double the next two items respondents listed – year round 
trails (13.8%) and cross country ski trails (13.5%). You clearly recognize the huge 
demand for indoor PB courts, as it has prompted a significant investment in the Quinns 
Junction project. And yet the MARC continues to give PB players even fewer 
opportunities to book a bubble court than we had last year – all while tennis courts often 
sit empty. It’s time to run the MARC like a public municipal and recreational facility – not 
like the private tennis club it used to be. You can take action NOW to remedy the 
injustice while we await construction of new facilities. The aspirational goal of new 
dedicated indoor PB courts in 3 or 4 years is no excuse for doing nothing today. PB 
deserves parity, now. Here are some immediate steps that the Council can take 
tomorrow: 
• Give PB players an opportunity to book bubble courts during “prime time” at least 
4 hours each day 
• Switch off peak hours so that they do not always go to PB and prime time always 
goes to tennis 
• Implement a pilot program where both PB and tennis share the bubble on a first 
come, first served basis 
• If tennis players do not book a court, allow PB players to book them 5 days out 
(instead of 1 day) 



 
Here is an example of how these principles could be applied each day of the week in 
the bubble: 
 
Monday: PB only from 4-10 PM (tennis gets the rest of the day) 
Tuesday: PB only 6 AM to noon, tennis only 12 noon to 7 PM, PB open play 7-10 PM 
Wednesday: PB only from 4-10 PM (tennis gets the rest of the day) 
Thursday: PB only 6-10 AM, tennis 10 AM-4 PM, mixed use 4 PM to 10 PM 
Friday: PB only 4-10 PM (tennis gets the rest of the day) 
Saturday: mixed use all day 
Sunday: tennis 7 AM to 1 PM, PCPB Club play 1-5 PM, PB only 5-9 PM 
 
If you were to adopt these types of changes, you’d please far more people, the MARC 
would significantly increase its revenue, and you would better serve the MARC’s 
mission. You would be running the MARC like the public facility it is, rather than the 
private tennis club it was. Let me close with one final point. You are going to vote 
tonight on whether to approve $7-9 million dollars for a dedicated PB indoor and 
outdoor complex at Quinn’s Junction. If you believe that the exploding popularity of the 
sport, and the immense growth in demand for courts warrants that (and I believe it 
does), then why has Ken Fisher advised this Council not to more equitably allocate 
bubble court times now? To build Quinns while simultaneously doing nothing about 
bubble usage is quite literally telling the PB community we will help you several years 
from now, but in the meantime, we care only about tennis. Because after all, that was 
the purpose for which the Racquet Club was built.  
 
Angie Lampert eComment: “Thank you for taking the time to include input from the 
community in expanding the facilities as the Park City Sports Complex. As a parent of a 
figure skater who currently trains 12-14 hours per week, I would ask you to consider a 
second ice sheet to this complex. The only ice currently available from the Park City Ice 
Arena for our young figure skating athletes to train is before school beginning at 
5:30am. Figure skating is the early morning side of this, but other ice sports are taking 
the late shift training until after 10pm at night. As you can imagine, this is not ideal for 
athletes who are also wanting to be at their best during a full school day. Please 
consider the effect this will have on so many young athletes in the early stages of the 
new development plan. The ice sports community has been actively proposing a 
solution to this problem for over a decade. The timing still seems right and definitely a 
prominent problem that is still top of mind when considering new facilities at the PC 
Sports Complex. My daughter skates on public ice sessions twice each week to get her 
training time in with limited ice availability. We often interact with visitors to our city who 
enjoy skating as a fun family friendly event. I think an additional ice sheet will serve the 
many athletes that dedicate countless hours as well as visitors to Park City for vacation, 
work, visiting family, etc.” 
 
Lisa Pressgrove eComment: “Thank you so much for hearing our sides. I am a figure 
skating mom to a 15 year old skater. We hope that you will consider making another 
rink for use for our many skaters in the Wasatch back including Summit County. We 



have skaters coming from Park City, Coalville and Heber. My daughter has been 
making the drive for over 12 years from Heber City. Years ago, the council agreed to a 
second sheet of ice and it got taken off when there was a potential for another sheet. 
We (all skating disciplines) have used ice for around 19-20 hours a day and these 
skaters are fighting for training time. We have National Competitors at our rink that get 
up to be on the ice at 530. My daughter is up at 0420. A new sheet would allow for more 
training time and times that are more conducive to children. A seasonal sheet would be 
nice but an enclosed sheet (that was originally agreed to) would be even better. Or a 
year round outdoor rink like the one found in Sun Valley, Idaho. We could do shows that 
would draw tourists and other performers as well. Thank you for considering the welfare 
of our skaters including figure skaters, hockey players, sledge, etc.” 
 
Anna Biskup eComment: “I’m excited about all new plans for Park City. We have 
wonderful town and people who care about their health and physical fitness. My 
daughter is a 15 y/old figure skater who needs to get up to get to ice rink 6xweek at 4.30 
am as the only time the ice is available for figure skaters is early in the morning and 
sporadically in the afternoon. The ice time is divided between hockey and other ice 
activities and usually busy 20 h /day with very little public skating time. This creates very 
crowed and not always safe environment as it also limits young people potential and 
availability for visitors. I see a strong indication and need for another ice rink (seasonal 
at least) and I hope our voices will be heard as PC Figure Skating Club is growing 
bigger and stronger every year. We need PC to support your young community 
members as well as grieving interest of our visitors. Over last few years we have more 
visitors coming to ice rink for skating as our visitors often find it very rewarding, yet 
crowd starts to be as big as on the top of the mountains. We definitely need more ice 
rinks in PC. Please help us and future if PC.” 
 
Kate Pressgrove eComment: “As a figure skating club member that has been a part of 
the sport for over 12 years, I would like to kindly remind the council that we are still 
here. I was here almost a decade ago when plans fell through for an additional rink. 
Now everyday we must wake up at 4:30 or earlier, just to get the ice time we need. I 
myself wake up at 4:20 six days a week in order to drive from Wasatch County to Park 
City in time to be on the ice to train. Not only has this issue impacted the figure skaters, 
but also all others from the skating community. Our rink operates almost 20 hours a day 
to accommodate the demand for ice time. Especially during the winter months, private 
parties and rentals take away precious training hours. Please consider the skating 
community and add a seasonal rink in your preliminary plans.” 
 
Sitinee Sheffert eComment: “I am writing to express my enthusiasm for the new facilities 
being developed at Quinn's junction. I would like to extend my gratitude to all those who 
have contributed their time and effort to make this project a reality. My daughter, who is 
a figure skater, has been a part of the club for several years now and we have 
witnessed the overwhelming demand for ice time that greatly surpasses the existing 
capacity. As you may be aware, the current ice schedules are quite demanding, with 
hockey games starting as late as 11pm and skaters hitting the ice as early as 5:30am 
before school. Despite these challenges, the skating community continues to grow and 



attract skaters from all over the country to come train. It is for this reason that I am 
writing to you to request your support in considering a seasonal rink in the early phases 
of planning. Approximately 10-12 years ago, the skating community rallied for another 
rink, and the city did listen. However, with the promise of a rink at Black Rock by private 
developers, the push for the second sheet was put on hold. Now, 10 years later, with no 
additional ice and more skaters at higher levels, the need for another rink is more 
pressing than ever. As a winter sports community that attracts visitors from around the 
world, a seasonal outside rink, equipped with refrigeration to ensure proper ice 
conditions, aligns well with the interests of our community and visitors. The rink would 
not only alleviate the stress of scheduling and demanding ice time, but it would also 
provide more opportunities for our residents and visitors to enjoy winter activities. I 
believe that the addition of a seasonal rink would greatly benefit the community and I 
urge you to give it your consideration.” 
 
Stephanie Bass eComment: “About a decade ago a group of figure skaters wearing 
their dresses came to council meeting and asked city council to solve the limited ice 
problem at the Park City Ice Arena. Nothing happened. Since then, our skaters have 
adjusted. Olympic figure skating hopefuls as young as 8-year-old are waking up at 
4:30am to get fed, warmed up, and on the ice to train by 5:30am. This is a very hard 
and unsustainable schedule for these elite athletes. As the council considers 
recreational opportunities at the Sports Complex at Quinn’s the skaters would like to 
remind them that we are still here, the need for more ice has only increase since the last 
time we skated into the chambers. As you consider new requests for recreation we 
kindly ask that you keep the figure skaters/curlers/speed skaters/public skaters/hockey 
skaters/sledge hockey/ and all other ice aficionados in mind during the preliminary 
stages of your planning.” 
 
Shelley Gillwald eComment: “I am writing on behalf of the Park City Soccer Club in 
support of lighting the Stadium field at PC Sports Complex. Living in a mountain 
environment, long shadows impact the visibility on our fields much earlier than 
elsewhere. By September 1 we have sunset at 8pm and there are very few venues for 
our teams to host games during our Fall League season, or train in the late evening 
other times of the year. Currently, the only lit fields available to our youth are the turf 
and “D” fields at the Park City Sports Complex; I would image priority given to PC Rec 
adult rec league activities is why we are never scheduled at City Park. Even at Quinn’s, 
we find ourselves competing for lit fields with the adult kickball, softball and 7 v 7 soccer 
programs, not to mention high school sports, youth lacrosse, and even other soccer 
programs. Due to a shortage of soccer referees statewide, we are directed by our State 
Association to schedule weeknight games back-to-back, creating the most efficiency in 
sending teams of referees to Park City. However, with a 5:30 start for the first game, 
and games lasting anywhere from 75-90 minutes, we spend most of the Fall season 
(late August through early November) trying to schedule and re-schedule games for our 
teenaged teams on just two fields across our whole community; these games are 
usually restricted to 2 nights per week at that. A third lit field would make a significant 
difference. We truly believe that the recent study does not accurately represent the 
frustration and desire for lit fields among our 500+ families. The majority of our 



membership is comprised of young active families, juggling soccer practice with other 
activities, then racing home for dinner, homework or family time. Advocacy just does not 
rate as a priority, and they certainly do not have the same leisure time to attend City 
Council meetings as some of the other sports clubs seeking to be heard in our 
community.” 
 
Shirin Spangenberg eComment: “City Council, Mayor and especially Staff, thank you for 
your time in improving our recreational opportunities in Park City. When it comes to the 
priorities of the city I hope that you would consider the proposed Pickleball courts as 
your first priority. It seems to be the low hanging fruit. Less expensive than the other 
proposals and appeasing the large number of pickleball players in Park City. It's 
probably the best ROI of the improvements. It's frustrating that our times are so limited 
during the winter. On another note, I love the idea of putting in LED lighting in the park!” 
 
Anthony DiCicco eComment: “I am currently the girls and boys varsity soccer coach at 
PCHS. I write today to address an inequality that exists here in Park City as it relates to 
our high school girls' program. The girls' soccer program is the only high school field 
sport that due to the demands of football at Dozier Field during the fall have historically 
been moved off-site for trainings and games. With girls' soccer being a fall sport, we 
consistently run into issues regarding daylight on the Park City Sports Complex 
(Quinn's) Stadium Field. It is with that context that I strongly and emphatically urge you 
to approve the funding for lights at PC Sports Complex Stadium Field. In addition to the 
benefits to other sports programming in town, this approval would send a strong 
message that we in Park City value the participation and inclusion of girls and women's 
sports in our town. Yesterday being National Girls' and Women in Sports Day served as 
an important reminder that although Title IX was passed 50 years ago, access to 
equitable facilities and the necessary support continues to be a battle that girls and 
women are forced to confront on a daily basis. Funding these lights would also garner 
additional support, make our games more of a community event and enable parents 
and families that are not currently able to attend afternoon games due to work more 
accessible. I thank you for your consideration and your service to our community. I'm 
available to discuss this further if you have any additional questions regarding the 
importance of this initiative as we continue to champion the benefits of lifelong physical 
literacy and the benefits of team sports and civic pride in Park City.” 
 
Emily Boyd eComment: “I am a parent of a figure skater and a former board member of 
the Figure Skating Club of Park City. The potential for expanding recreation 
opportunities at Quinn's Junction is very exciting. So first, thank you to everyone who 
has worked on the Master Plan to get us to this point. The Park City skating community 
(figure skating, hockey, curling, school programs - all of us) feel the impacts of limited 
ice time every day. While this is truly a year-round issue, winter comes with additional 
challenges in the form of private rentals, tournaments, and events that make it even 
more difficult for skaters to train sufficiently (and at reasonable hours). My 12-year-old 
was hoping to attend this meeting and provide a comment in person, but she has to 
wake up at 4:30am on Fridays, as freestyle ice is only programmed between 5:30 and 
7:30am (with one additional hour later during school hours). So she will be trying to get 



to sleep while public comments begin tonight. On the other end of the rink's operating 
hours, I recently was made aware that a hockey game would be starting at 11pm 
tonight. I think it goes without saying that a second ice sheet, even seasonally, would 
alleviate some of the programming and training challenges for a rink that is currently 
programmed 19.5 hours a day. I also believe that a seasonal outdoor rink aligns 
perfectly with the interests of our community and winter visitors - who come to Park City 
from around the world to experience our winter sports town. Please consider including 
the seasonal rink in the early phases of planning for this exciting development 
opportunity.” 
 
Justin Taylor eComment: “I am writing to express my support for enhancements being 
considered as they relate to Nordic ski facilities at Quinn's. My family moved to town 
in the early 2000s and during that first winter fell in love with cross country skiing. 
Currently, we have three kids participating on the PCSS Nordic Team-  one on Comp 
and two in the Devo program. I also volunteer my time 3 days a week to the club as a 
PCSS coach. As you know, cross country skiing is very popular in our town and 
continues to grow significantly year over year. It is an all-ages, all-abilities, life-long 
sport, and unlike most other winter activities, is more broadly accessible to all of our 
community members across the socio-economic spectrum. Emma Garrard and the 
Nordic team have done an amazing job creating opportunities, and this year I 
understand that 45% of participants of the "next generation" Mini Gliders, the youngest 
members of the PCSS Nordic program, are of  our Latinx community, directly supporting 
City Council's mission for social equity and involvement. I have witnessed many 
improvements to our community's xc skiing experience over the years, and in particular, 
through our community's open space organizations/initiatives, and Mountain Trails and 
Basin Rec which do a remarkable job in grooming, maintaining and enhancing the 
public trails system. Currently, however, our community lacks several public 
infrastructure elements as they relate to xc skiing, which can be addressed via 
improvements at Quinn's. Our community would greatly benefit from a Nordic center 
where participants could gather, have a snack, stretch, prep their equipment, use the 
restroom, etc. This facility would be used year-round- during the winter by 
skiers/bikers/hikers, and during the summer by bikers/hikers. Centers such as this exist 
in many premier cross-country communities. Adjacent to this facility should be novice-
level trails and a groomed open space that can support newer skiers/kids as they learn 
and play games on skis (such as "sharks and minnows", which in addition to being fun 
for the kids during practice, it is an extremely effective method leveraged by xc coaches 
around the world for helping kids improve their agility and become better skiers). 
Additionally, positioning the Nordic center/parking on the "trails" side of the road will 
address safety and usability concerns that currently exist. As required now, skiers must 
tote equipment, and walk dogs across the road from the parking area. I've witnessed 
close calls and know of dogs that have gotten hit. This situation is especially dangerous 
for children, who are often crossing at 545 pm in the winter as the sun is setting, and 
where drivers are leaving the Ice Arena and navigating around the corner on Gillmor 
Way. Thank you for your time and your consideration as you contemplate and approve 
enhancements to PCSC at Quinn’s Junction.” 
 



Midge Farkas eComment: “I am writing to plead the council's approval for the critical 
need for additional ice at the Quinn's Junction Ice Arena.  The community has long 
outgrown this facility.  I am also writing in particular about the segment of the community 
that is underserved by the lack of available public ice sessions. I have skated weekly at 
this arena for the past 17 years - ice skating is a sport that promotes both physical and 
mental well being.  This year-round rink was a major factor in why I chose to make Park 
City my year round home.  Sadly, the available ice time has become very, very limited 
for public use.  And, as I am now a senior skater, it is not appropriate for me to skate at 
the competitive ice times for free -style skate sessions.  So, I am writing on behalf of a 
number of peer, adult skaters and new skaters that have expressed concerns to PC rink 
management about the lack of scheduling, timing and duration for public skate 
sessions. The Park City ice rink and staff have done an exceptional job over the years 
of providing a full-service arena for many different skating disciplines.  But it has long 
ago outgrown its current size.  We desperately need more ice surface to provide a safe 
and enjoyable environment for all that want to enjoy this sport and grow in this sport.  As 
an adult senior skater it has become almost impossible for me to feel comfortable on the 
ice when so many people and types of skaters are using the ice... from hockey players, 
to freestyle jumpers, to beginners!  It's simply nerve racking and unsafe. As Park City 
continues to aspire to serve its sports minded community, it now needs to address the 
growing need of the ice skating community of all ages and disciplines. Thank you for 
considering these comments and hopefully your decision to move forward with an 
additional ice sheet to meet the needs of the community.” 
 
Mary Robinson eComment: “Since there is nothing that I feel I can add to the letter so 
eloquently written by Ms. Farkas, I would simply like to state that I agree to every aspect 
of her letter.  Simply, we need more quality ice and ice times in Park City. I too have 
skated for a number of years and have struggled over the past year to enjoy the sport 
due to the limited ice times available. I think it’s important for me to state that for many 
of my skating peers, skating is not just a sport but rather an essential part of our mental 
and physical wellbeing. The last comment I will make is that we pay a flat annual fee to 
cover our ice time.  I am told that this year that fee will increase to $400.  I was a little 
stunned that this fee would be increased when the sessions have been decreased. It is 
important to understand that some of us still work and can’t make it to every session, we 
simply need more options. So in closing, I hope that you will consider the current 
demand for ice that is simply not being met at this time.” 
 
Joe Plomin eComment: “The Park City Pickleball Club (PCPC) urges the Mayor and 
City Council to approve a plan for a dedicated indoor pickleball complex as a first 
recreation priority and a mating 16 outdoor court complex. Additionally, given the 
complexity of the project and potential time to bring to fruition the PCPC asks the Mayor 
and City Council to make improvements in the short-term available hours for Pickleball 
in the MARC bubble – especially during the prime play hours of 8:00 AM to 6:00 PM. 
We look forward to your support for the important recreation enhancement for the 
fastest growing sport in North America. Attached please find a petition with over 500 
signatures asking for your support from members of the PCPC who live and play in Park 
City and Summit County.” 



 
Blaire Isleib eComment: “Comment about Sundance Film Festival. I own Flight Boutique 
on Main Street and wanted to express our concern for the last Sundance. Sales were 
negatively impacted and we would have seen at least double the sales had it been a 
regular 10 normal ski season days. Is there talk of moving the festival to a time that isn't 
already otherwise busy? Thank you!! -Blaire and Kristen” 
 
Jill Bond eComment: “I've lived in PC for 30 years now. LOVE pickle ball!  It's a great 
way to connect new residents with old timers like me, BUT there aren't enough courts.” 



 
February 1, 2023 

 

Dear Mayor Worel and City Council members, 

Regarding:  Potential Expansion of Recreational Capital Facilities Including the Summer Camp Building, 
Aquatics Facilities at PC MARC, and New Facilities at the Park City Sports Complex 
 

The Park City Pickleball Club (PCPC) submits the following statement for the record related to the February 2nd 
City Council Meeting. 

The PCPC urges the Mayor and City Council to approve a plan for a dedicated indoor pickleball complex as a 
first recreation priority and a mating 16 outdoor court complex.    

Additionally, given the complexity of the project and potential time to bring to fruition the PCPC asks the 
Mayor and City Council to make improvements in the short term available hours for Pickleball in the MARC 
bubble – especially during the prime play hours of 8:00 AM to 6:00 PM. 

We look forward to your support for the important recreation enhancement for the fastest growing sport in 
North America. 

Attached please find a petition with over 500 signatures asking for your support from members of the PCPC 
who live and play in Park City and Summit County. 

Best Regards, 

 

Joe Plomin 
President  
Park City Pickleball Club  
 

 

 

 

 

 



 
Park City Pickleball Club Petition – January 2023 

The Park City Pickleball club supports the following actions by the Park City Mayor and City Council: 

 
 Approval of a plan for a dedicated Pickleball Complex at the Park City Sports Complex at Quinn’s 

Junction 
o Indoor facility with pickleball dedicated courts as first priority 
o Mating outdoor facility with pickleball dedicated courts 
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Park City Pickleball Club signatures 2-01-23
The Park City Pickleball club supports the following actions by the Park City Mayor and City Council:

I agree with and support this petition:

NAME Zip Code
Jerry Hoffman 84017
Catherine Hoffman 84017
Judy Miller 84032
Deborah Stenger 84032
Randi Stephens 84032
Scott schlappi 84032
Becky schlappi 84032
Steve Laneri 84032
Michele Henry-Lawler 84032
Rebecca Bowen 84036
Robin Richmond 84036
Gerry Chauvin 84036
Michelle Chauvin 84036
Sara Keese 84036
Cheryl McKenney 84036
Doris Schmidt 84036
Irv Kalick 84036
Lea McDill 84036
Pattiann Andres 84036
Girard Andres 84036
Catherine Merritt 84036
Lisa Arrigo 84036
Catherine King 84036
Kathy Olsson 84036
Michael Taylor 84036
Deb Taylor 84036
Franco DeSantis 84036
Tony Matyszczyk 84036
Sally Coon 84036
Jesse Coon 84036
Sally Gross 84036
Drew Gross 84036
Lisa Arrigo 84036
Stacy Billanti 84036
Marcia Aaron 84036
Betsy McLaughlin 84036

Indoor facility with pickleball dedicated courts as first priority

Approval of a plan for a dedicated Pickleball Complex at the Park City Sports Complex at Quinn’s Junction

Mating outdoor facility with pickleball dedicated courts
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45
46
47
48
49
50
51
52
53
54
55
56
57
58
59
60
61
62
63
64
65
66
67
68
69
70
71
72
73
74
75
76
77
78
79
80
81
82
83
84
85
86
87
88
89
90
91

Mark Frisch 84036
Rhonda Frisch 84036
Ron Mullis 84036
Rachel Mullis 84036
Sonja Nordstrom 84036
Lyn Nadel 84036
Ira Braun 84036
Valerie Butt 84036
Kathy Richter 84036
Chuck Richter 84036
Lisa Goldberg 84036
Susan Thompson 84036
Jefrey Miller 84036
Jody Woods 84036
Yvonne Marks 84036
Michael Marks 84036
Gene DeSantis 84036
Stephanie DeSantis 84036
Karen Marshall 84036
Elliot Ledner 84036
Neshama Mousseau 84036
Robyn Stokes 84036
tina harris 84036
craig harris 84036
Lauri koress 84039
Lynda Giese 84049
Tracy Henry 84049
Wendy Moran 84060
Name Patti Blake 84060
Kari Rasmussen 84060
Jacki Johnson 84060
Ryan Miller 84060
Debbie Miller 84060
Shirin Spangenberg 84060
Allison Bateman 84060
Cari Wellivet 84060
Debbie Miller 84060
Parker Wittman 84060
Calvin Regan 84060
Leonard Avdey 84060
Heather Koopman 84060
Bill O'Brien 84060
Brint Detwiler 84060
Karen Zorzy 84060
Jay Zorzy 84060
Will Greenberg 84060
Anne Daigle 84060
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92
93
94
95
96
97
98
99

100
101
102
103
104
105
106
107
108
109
110
111
112
113
114
115
116
117
118
119
120
121
122
123
124
125
126
127
128
129
130
131
132
133
134
135
136
137
138

Jeff Danos 84060
Theresa Danos 84060
Richard Heyman 84060
 Joni Antar 84060
Sue Wood 84060
Mary Regan 84060
Teresa McMillan 84060
Connie Greene 84060
David J Glusker 84060
Patrick Salas 84060
Trevor Allen 84060
Leslie Frieder 84060
Dennis Frieder 84060
Matthew Swain 84060
Lita Hoffmann 84060
Terry Matyszczyk 84060
Michael Hoffmann 84060
Molly Davin 84060
Jordan Yospe 84060
Willemina Yospe 84060
Elton Reid 84060
Sharree Olsen 84060
Chip Hunter 84060
Christine LaPointe 84060
Kirsten Molz 84060
Janet Esty 84060
Sally Pelts 84060
Michael Pelts 84060
James Jones 84060
Sharron Jones 84060
Rebecca McLaughlin 84060
Greg McLaughlin 84060
Suzy Honigman 84060
Stephanie Wilkins 84060
Nancy Shott 84060
Bill Shott 84060
Liz Apgar 84060
Carol Hollander 84060
Ted Hollander 84060
Jean-Marc Girardinn 84060
Courtney Loughridge 84060
Betsy Wright 84060
Clayton Wright 84060
Terry horner 84060
Martha Lieberman 84060
Byron Blount 84060
David Lieberman 84060
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139
140
141
142
143
144
145
146
147
148
149
150
151
152
153
154
155
156
157
158
159
160
161
162
163
164
165
166
167
168
169
170
171
172
173
174
175
176
177
178
179
180
181
182
183
184
185

Shannon LeDuff 84060
Wendy LeDuff 84060
Marjorie Ellis 84060
Roxanne Ivoryl 84060
Tait Kirkham 84060
Teresa Briggs 84060
Jim Delanty 84060
Elisa Slobodow 84060
Margie Immerman 84060
Jack Mueller 84060
David Hall 84060
Mary Bourke 84060
Kathleen Bartlett 84060
Kristen Perkins 84060
David Perkins 84060
Suzanne Marcou 84060
Tomoko Schlag 84060
Greg Leitzke 84060
Kathy Leitzke 84060
Cindy Welsh 84060
Richard Banks 84060
Linda Belgiano 84060
Dave Ashworth 84060
Linda Hood 84060
Maureen O'Malia 84060
Tim Lapage; 84060
Rochelle Ondell 84060
Kim White 84060
Patter Birsic 84060
Pam Barrett 84060
Mark Goldfarb 84060
Beth Levine 84060
Marti Omberg 84060
Karen Roney 84060
Kristin Helfand 84060
Quinn DeAngelis 84060
Sue Moses 84060
Jim Moses 84060
Connie Frontero 84060
Tia Cottey 84060
Holly Deem 84060
David brown 84060
Veronica Delfante 84060
Eldad Perahia 84060
Sarah Timmons 84060
Michele Hart 84060
Kyle Witt 84060
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186
187
188
189
190
191
192
193
194
195
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198
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208
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213
214
215
216
217
218
219
220
221
222
223
224
225
226
227
228
229
230
231
232

Eric Bellquist 84060
Sidney Marder 84060
Carol Porter 84060
Katarina Alwerud 84060
Sven Alwerud 84060
Skal Pickleball LLC 84060
Andrew Marcou 84060
Russell Douglas 84060
Betsy Saslawsky 84060
Andy Saslawsky 84060
Mellie Owen 84060
Jeff Owen 84060
Natasha Burton Podell 84060
Cameron Lorentz 84060
Jill Lorentz 84060
Alan Dees 84060
Kathy Dees 84060
Jenny Dorsey 84060
William Helfand 84060
Pete Williams 84060
Susan Daniero 84060
John Quinn 84060
Mark Freeman 84060
Laura Freeman 84060
Dalton Gackle 84060
Nancy Pfeiffer 84060
Michael Pfeiffer 84060
Debby Fedder 84060
John Fronteromi 84060
Michael Fedder 84060
James Frauenberg 84060
Ilene Hechtman 84060
Carol Hoeft 84060
Richard Hoeft 84060
Patti Peters 84060
Henry Sauer 84060
kate besecker 84060
Mary Sauer 84060
Richard Smith 84060
Drew Izzo 84060
Christina Izzo 84060
Scott Kobrin 84060
Will Hammel 84060
Alison Gilmore 84060
Dennis Gilmore 84060
Deborah McGraw 84060
Tina Quinn 84060
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233
234
235
236
237
238
239
240
241
242
243
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245
246
247
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250
251
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254
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256
257
258
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260
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262
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264
265
266
267
268
269
270
271
272
273
274
275
276
277
278
279

Kevin Dausch 84060
Kathleen Mealey 84060
Richard Wells 84060
Pablo Salas 84060
Jennie Garrison 84060
Marni Eshel 84060
Dirk Spangenberg 84060
Tori Stuart Guiliano 84060
Robert Guiliano 84060
Genie Ratcliffe 84060
Jeanne Picerne 84060
Tracy Stein 84060
Rick Ayish 84060
Lynda Ayish 84060
Julie Caldwell 84060
Paul Laikind 84060
Gail Britton 84060
Phyllis Capp 84060
Dorian Ferrari 84060
Heather Nicholas 84060
Dave Nicholas 84060
Diana Terlato 84060
Kecia Vekovius 84060
Carole Smillie 84060
William Beckman 84060
Janet Beckman 84060
Lance Anderson 84060
Jacob Doilney 84060
Steve Stanton 84060
Kathy Stanton 84060
Emil Carazo 84060
Steve Bowling 84060
Geri Manning 84060
John Stafsholt 84060
Suze Weir 84060
Lacey Poulton 84060
Joseph Poulton 84060
Lisa Lee 84060
alison pearce 84060
Jamie Peters 84060
Dean Peters 84060
Susanne Englehardt 84060
Jay McElroy 84060
Stephanie McElroy 84060
Matt Soto 84060
Kelly Soto 84060
Richard Gottlieb 84068
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280
281
282
283
284
285
286
287
288
289
290
291
292
293
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295
296
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298
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300
301
302
303
304
305
306
307
308
309
310
311
312
313
314
315
316
317
318
319
320
321
322
323
324

Carol Hodgman 84098
Nancy Pollard 84098
Larry Hardebeck 84098
Kelly Applegate 84098
Ken Applegate 84098
Teresa Baker 84098
Debbie Steele 84098
Will Hodgman 84098
susan ortner 84098
Brodie Pollard 84098
Heather Pollard 84098
Curtis Holder 84098
Paige Holder 84098
Shaunna Hood 84098
Todd Hood 84098
John Phillips 84098
John Kirby 84098
Michelle Wheeler 84098
Darlynn Slosar 84098
Bill Miller 84098
Melanie Sievers 84098
Bruce Carmichael 84098
Rosemary Miller 84098
Kyle Marie Draheim 84098
Peter Levinson 84098
John Draheim 84098
Cathy Turchan 84098
Michael Colbert 84098
Brice Mckalip 84098
Erik Bergerud 84098
Casey Barrett 84098
Whitney Pearson 84098
Betsy Shotwell Smith 84098
Mark Morgan 84098
Kate Bjordahl 84098
Kevin Brodwick 84098
Jennifer Brodwick 84098
Merilee Johnson 84098
Patricia Angelicchio 84098
Kendall Jackson 84098
Joyce Younger 84098
Nathalie Odernheimer 84098
June Krigman 84098
Debbie Matamoros 84098
Frank Matamoros 84098
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325
326
327
328
329
330
331
332
333
334
335
336
337
338
339
340
341
342
343
344
345
346
347
348
349
350
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355
356
357
358
359
360
361
362
363
364
365
366

Irwin Krigman 84098
Irene Tendler 84098
Sally Martin 84098
Stephanie Lesko 84098
Wendell Laidley 84098
Sandra Crawshaw-Sparks 84098
Jonathan W. Sparks 84098
Suzy Reighard 84098
Alan Reighard 84098
Rob Yuschak 84098
Holly Van Winkle 84098
Laurie Maggard 84098
Karen Greer 84098
Rusty Martz 84098
Randy Weatherly 84098
Angela Battaglia 84098
Fen Evans 84098
Clayton Heckler 84098
Jeff Farber 84098
Christie Worthington 84098
Sherie Henley 84098
Cedric Henley 84098
Peter Linsey 84098
DAN MEEHAN 84098
Kitty Smith 84098
Jeff Pritchard 84098
Carolyn Sterrett 84098
Rina Solomon 84098
Christy Froehlich 84098
Kyle Andres 84098
Andrew Reiner 84098
Jennifer infurchia 84098
Gary Mehlman 84098
Karen Mehlman 84098
Michael Stamolis 84098
Maria Stamolis 84098
N Stamolis 84098
Theo Stamolis 84098
Chris Murray 84098
Elaine Murray 84098
Rosemarie Frankle 84098
Dr David Frankle 84098
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367
368
369
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371
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379
380
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387
388
389
390
391
392
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398
399
400
401
402
403
404
405
406
407
408

Jeremy Pack 84098
Marshawn Pack 84098
James Pack 84098
Penny Pack 84098
Kelly Brown 84098
Ralph Brown 84098
Erin Mckalip 84098
David Kottler 84098
rick moder 84098
Craig Sherman 84098
Paula Bennett 84098
Jim Bennett 84098
Donna Gordon 84098
Jeffrey gordon 84098
Amy Schmidt 84098
Kim Shiner 84098
Bridget Chiazzese 84098
Samuel Chiazzese 84098
Anna Chiazzese 84098
Veronica Reynolds 84098
Ralph Reynolds 84098
Lester Cheng 84098
Lauren Cheng 84098
Kate Cheng 84098
Kim Dainton 84098
Ray DeJaco 84098
Frani DeJaco 84098
Vlad Agranovich 84098
Cheryl Agranovich 84098
Scott Levitt 84098
Dan Karsten 84098
Carole McKay 84098 K
Ralph McKay 84098
Yoo-Mi Astley 84098
Derek Astley 84098
Kim LaPiana 84098
Holly Nelson 84098
paul targosz 84098
renee targosz 84098
Susan Plomin 84098
Kirsten Nordstrom 84098
Randi Pund 84098
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409
410
411
412
413
414
415
416
417
418
419
420
421
422
423
424
425
426
427
428
429
430
431
432
433
434
435
436
437
438
439
440
441
442
443
444
445
446
447
448
449
450

Nate Pund 84098
Steph Donovan 84098
Jame Donovan 84098
Elle Donovan 84098
Monice Campbell 84098
James Ansite 84098
Amy Renola 84098
John Renola 84098
Carol Wexler 84098
Karen Sutherlin 84098
Brett Sutherlin 84098
Laura Maurer 84098
Stuart Summers 84098
Joe Plomin 84098
Missy Enberg 84098
David Enberg 84098
Beth Falcone 84098
Mike Falcone 84098
Jane Brown 84098
Jill Story 84098
Sue Gleason 84098
Judith Linsey 84098
Stacey Lipton 84098
Todd Pierce 84098
Angie Schmae 84098
Shirley Noon 84098
Ann McKay 84098
John Skaggs 84098
John Gleason 84098
Jacqui Moody 84098
Mike Baker 84098
Andrea Bacon 84098
Carolyn Harrington 84098
Jeff Bacon 84098
Chris Talbot 84098
Lindsey Marshall 84098
Doug Taylor 84098
Stana Frampton 84098
Elana Greer 84098
Jan Steinbach 84098
Jeff Fleig 84098
Nancy Sefakis 84098
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451
452
453
454
455
456
457
458
459
460
461
462
463
464
465
466
467
468
469
470
471
472
473
474
475
476
477
478
479
480
481
482
483
484
485
486
487
488
489
490
491
492

Daniel Bass 84098
Jackie Bass 84098
Dawn Reiner 84098
Jane Sagerman 84098
Ed Abels 84098
Terry Moffitt 84098
Larry Moffitt 84098
Hoang Nguyen 84098
Sylvia Goff 84098
Stacy Miller 84098
Mark Mollner 84098
Cole Lee 84098
Mark A Miller 84098
Karen Adelman 84098
Scott Adelman 84098
Haley Adelman 84098
David Eckstein 84098
Melinda Gunton 84098
Mark Gunton 84098
Katie Gunton 84098
Lizzy Gunton 84098
Alex Gunton 84098
Ken Campbell 84098
Jeff Greer 84098
Darina Bellman 84098
Rick Klein 84098
Thom Brown 84098
Fiora Dal Canto 84098
Susan Kutcher 84098
Susan Bonowitz 84098
Robin Trautmann 84098
Juli-Anne Warll 84098
Catherine Greenwald 84098
Courtney Duryea 84098
Holley Hendrix 84098
Michele Levin 84098
Teresa Thompson 84098
Laura Wilkinson 84098
Karen Sawyer 84098
Bob Sawyer 84098
Sarah Creasy 84098
David Creasy 84098
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493
494
495
496
497
498
499
500
501
502
503
504
505
506
507
508
509
510
511
512
513
514
515
516
517
518
519
520
521
522

Tina Chou 84098
Steven Harrison 84098
Mark Weinstein 84098
Debbie Weinstein 84098
Mitch Huff 84098
Mark Mather 84098
Mark Wariakois 84098

84098
Cindy Finestone 84098
Katherine Martz 84098
Kelly Simons 84098
Marty Bauer 84098
Chris Conabee 84098
Vanessa Conabee 84098
Charlie Taylor 84098
Julie Schleck 84098
Barbara Dowie 84098
Daria Gal 84098
Ashlynn Schield 84098
Darren Yager 84098
Julie Swearingen 84098
Sharon Hamilton 84098
Caron Rohman 84098
Barbara Boxer 84098
Kendeyl Johansen 84098
Donna Mirabelli 84106
Margaret Jones 84108
Jeri Freedman 84117
Josh Parry 84121
Jarrett Taylor 84780


	2.2.23 Minutes
	Closed Session

	2.2.23 NHandout
	2.2.23 Presentation Slides
	aTranspo Planning
	Slide Number 1
	Slide Number 2
	Slide Number 3
	Slide Number 4
	Slide Number 5
	Slide Number 6
	Slide Number 7
	Slide Number 8
	Slide Number 9
	Slide Number 10
	Slide Number 11

	bRec Master Plan PP Feb 2 2023
	Slide 1
	Slide 2
	Slide 3
	Slide 4
	Slide 5
	Slide 6
	Slide 7
	Slide 8
	Slide 9
	Slide 10
	Slide 11
	Slide 12
	Slide 13
	Slide 14
	Slide 15
	Slide 16
	Slide 17
	Slide 18
	Slide 19
	Slide 20
	Slide 21
	Slide 22
	Slide 23
	Slide 24
	Slide 25
	Slide 26
	Slide 27: G.O. Bond Capacity
	Slide 28: Hypothetical G.O. Bond Statistics
	Slide 29: Existing G.O. Debt Service
	Slide 30
	Slide 31: Hypothetical ARST & TRT Revenue Bond
	Slide 32: Hypothetical ARST & TRT Revenue Bond Statistics
	Slide 33: Existing STR Debt Service
	Slide 34: Development-Linked Financing Tools
	Slide 35

	Lower Park Ave
	Slide 1: Lower Park Avenue Improvement Project
	Slide 2: Project Overview 
	Slide 3: Outreach Goals 
	Slide 4: Outreach Methods
	Slide 5: Outreach Methods
	Slide 6: Public Survey 
	Slide 7: I am a: (select all that apply)
	Slide 8: How do you travel along Lower Park Ave? (Select all that apply)
	Slide 9: What is most important to you on Lower Park Ave? (Rank these in order of importance)
	Slide 10: What is most important to you on Lower Park Ave? (Park Avenue residents only)
	Slide 11: What do you like about Lower Park Ave that should stay the same? 
	Slide 12: Public Survey
	Slide 13: Public Survey Takeaways
	Slide 14: Stakeholder Committee  Visioning Workshop 
	Slide 15: Vision & Goals 
	Slide 16: Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) 
	Slide 17: Implementation & Next Steps 
	Slide 18: Questions? 

	Utility Easements PPT
	Slide 1
	Slide 2
	Slide 3

	Western Summit County Project presentation 2-2-23

	2.2.23 Public Comments
	2.2.23 qPickleball Club Letter and Petition
	City council for the record letter 2-01-23
	petition signatures 2-01-23


