PARK CITY COUNCIL WORK SESSION MINUTES
SUMMIT COUNTY UTAH
NOVEMBER 15, 2012

Present: Mayor Dana Williams, Council members Alex Butwinski, Liza Simpson,
Dick Peek, Cindy Matsumoto, Andy Beerman.

Diane Foster, Interim City Manager; Mark Harrington, City Attorney, and
Kent Cashel, Transportation Manager

1. Council questions/comments. Cindy Matsumoto reported on the Library Board
meeting. The Library Board set a goal to reach out to under-served community members
to get them more involved with the programs and they will be combining efforts with Holy
Cross Ministries. Ms. Matsumoto had attended the Summit Lands meeting and announced
they were having a party at Treasure Mountain for the Live PC/Give PC.

Andy Beerman stated that Live PC/Give PC is a great event for the community and he
encouraged everyone to give a little and participate.

Liza Simpson echoed the comments regarding Live PC/Give PC. Ms. Simpson had
attended the interview process for the Fire Board applicants.

Alex Butwinski reported that he and Dick Peek had attended the Utah League of Cities and
Towns meeting for an update of issues for the upcoming Legislative session, including
billboards, trails and water. Mr. Butwinski commented on a new piece of public art that was
installed as part of the Art on Loan Program.

Councilman Peek reported that Council Members attended the Veterans Day event at the
National Ability Center. Mayor Williams agreed that it was an amazing event and every
branch of the military was represented. The community should be extremely proud of what
the NAC has been doing with the Wounded Warrior program. The fact that Park City has
become a rehab center for these Veterans is phenomenal.

Mayor Williams relayed a complaint he received from the Park City Clothing Company
regarding snow removal from the sidewalk running behind the store.

2. HPCA parking request. Kent Cashel commented on a two-part request from the
HPCA regarding the parking management program for the coming year. The first request
was to extend the time limit from the current four hour limit within the China Bridge garage
to six hours. A second request was for 44 free parking days on Main Street in the coming
calendar year. When parking rates were increased from $1.00 to $1.50 in 2010, the City
agreed to provide the HPCA with a certain number of free days that they could use in their
marketing effort.

Mr. Cashel stated that the six hour limits create some uncertainty and recommended a trial
period of one year to assess the impacts. The primary concern is how it might change
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employee parking behavior, since a six hour time limit would allow some employees to park
there for an entire shift. Another uncertainty is the impact to permit revenues. Mr. Cashel
noted that Staff time to implement the request would be minimal. Alison Butz had
submitted a letter outlining the benefits to the HPCA if this request was approved. Mr.
Cashel stated that the Staff was supportive of a trial program and the 44 free parking days.

Liza Simpson noted that in her letter Ms. Butz talked about possibly coming back with a

request for free parking in conjunction with Live PC/Give PC. Ms. Butz replied that it would
be for 2013. The City Council supported the requests for a one-year trial period.

Prepared by Mary May, Secretarial Services



PARK CITY COUNCIL MEETING
SUMMIT COUNTY UTAH
NOVEMBER 15, 2012

I ROLL CALL

Mayor Dana Williams called the regular meeting of the City Council to order at
approximately 6:00 p.m. at the Marsac Municipal Building on Thursday, November 15,
2012. Members in attendance were Mayor Dana Williams, Alex Butwinski, Liza Simpson,
Dick Peek, Cindy Matsumoto, and Andy Beerman. Staff present was Mark Harrington, City
Attorney; Diane Foster, Interim City Manager; Nate Rockwood, Grants Manager; and
Tommy Youngblood, Special Events Project Manager.

Il COMMUNICATIONS AND DISCLOSURES FROM COUNCIL AND STAFF
None.

[ PUBLIC INPUT

None

v MINUTES OF MEETING OF NOVEMBER 1, 2012

Liza Simpson submitted one minor correction and Cindy Matsumoto abstained as she was

not in attendance. Andy Beerman, ‘I move we approve the meeting minutes from
November 1, 2012 as corrected”. Alex Butwinski seconded the motion. Motion carried.

Andy Beerman Aye

Alex Butwinski Aye
Cindy Matsumoto  Abstention
Dick Peek Aye
Liza Simpson Aye

\Y APPOINTMENTS AND RESIGNATIONS

Consideration of the appointment of Dana Williams and Blake Fonnesbeck to the
Summit County Mosquito Abatement Board for a term beginning January 1, 2013 and
expiring January 1, 2017. Alex Butwinski noted that Bryan Stephens had sent the Council
an excellent letter of recommendation for Dana Williams. Mayor Williams stated that when
he first sat on the Board ten years ago one of the goals was to work on more modern
techniques to help eliminate mosquitoes in Summit County and to move away from using
phosphate poisons. Mayor Williams reported that this was the first year that 100% of
mosquito abatement was based on biological pest control.
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Liza Simpson, “I move that we appoint Mayor Dana Williams and Blake Fonnesbeck to the
Summit County Mosquito Abatement Board for four year terms beginning January 1%,
2013”. Cindy Matsumoto seconded the motion. Motion carried unanimously.

Vi NEW BUSINESS

1. Consideration of an extraordinary request for a Special Service Contract for Habitat
for Humanity. Nate Rockwood stated that as part of the Special Service Contract Program,
the City Council has authorized extraordinary requests to be done every six months. One
request was received during the last six month period from Habitat for Humanity in the
amount of $10,000 to provide for unanticipated contaminated soils handling at the
affordable housing unit on Marsac Avenue. Currently there was $10,000 remaining in the
budget for the fiscal year. Mr. Rockwood reported that the Special Service Contract
subcommittee met to discuss the application and recommended that the City Council
approve the extraordinary request.

Liza Simpson stated that this type of situation was exactly what the City Council had in
mind when the Special Service Contract Program was created. The Mayor opened the
public hearing; there were no comments and the hearing was closed.

Dick Peek, “I move that we approve the Special Service Contract extraordinary request in
the_amount of $10,000 for Habitat for Humanity to provide funding for unanticipated
contaminated soils handling related to the construction of the affordable housing unit at
156 Marsac”. Liza Simpson seconded the motion. Motion carried unanimously.

2. Consideration of a Master Festival License for the RAGNAR 2013 Wasatch Back
Relay. Tommy Youngblood introduced Tanner Bell, the Founder of RAGNAR. Mr.
Youngblood asked the City Council to take into consideration the application for RAGNAR
2013 on June 21% and 22". RAGNAR would like to move the event from Father’s Day
weekend and add one extra day. The event would take place on Friday and Saturday
rather than Saturday only.

Mr. Youngblood noted that Saturday, June 21% is also the Savor the Summit event. During
the debrief for Savor the Summit this year they realized that removing the parking from
Main Street removes approximately 330 parking spaces from the parking inventory.
Ragnar leases most of the available parking that could be used for enhancement of the
Savor the Summit event. The organizers of both events are working together to resolve
this issue and Mr. Youngblood believed that could be accomplished. The Staff believed
the impacts could be mitigated and Ragnar organizers have agreed they shall not advertise
or post dates for the 2014 event until a full debrief of the 2013 operations are completed.
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He noted that a condition of approval for the Ragnar event would require the events to be
separated if there are significant impacts.

Andy Beerman asked if Deer Valley Drive was scheduled for major work next summer. Mr.
Youngblood replied that construction is planned, but the exact schedule was uncertain at
this point. He pointed out the Ragnar event affects Kearns Boulevard more than Deer
Valley Drive and without knowing the schedule and the amount of construction it was
difficult to make judgments. Mr. Beerman recommended that they pin it down because itis
a significant project and Deer Valley Drive is the only way in and out. Mr. Youngblood
stated that Special Events was working with UDOT and other traffic management and
construction people to determine the schedule. He did not anticipate a definitive schedule
until early spring. It was noted that the Deer Valley Drive project was also being addressed
for other events taking place in Park City. The Staff is well aware of the need to mitigate
the impacts during construction.

The Mayor opened the public hearing; there were no comments and the public hearing was
closed. Liza Simpson, ‘I move that we approve the Master Festival license for the
RAGNAR 2013 Wasatch Back Relay” Alex Butwinski seconded the motion. Motion
carried unanimously.

3. Consideration of a Resolution approving City Council Rules of Order and
Procedures, Park City, Utah Mark Harrington indicated a publication error and noted that
page 1 of the Resolution had been inserted as page 2. Mr. Harrington stated that the
proposal was not a substantive change from the current City Council Procedure Rules
codified in Title 2. Following a 2011 Legislative amendment, the League of Cities and
Towns has encouraged cities to consolidate and simplify the publication to make it
available in an easier format. Mr. Harrington recommended that the City Council adopt the
Rules and Procedures in one Resolution so it could be easily published at each meeting
and on the website as a stand-alone document.

Alex Butwinski, “I move we approve the Resolution adopting Rules of Order and
Procedures for City Council meetings”. Dick Peek seconded the motion. Motion carried

unanimously.

VI ADJOURNMENT

With no further business, the regular meeting of the City Council was adjourned and
Council resumed Work Session to discuss the Rocky Mountain Power Substation
Expansion/Relocation.
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MEMORANDUM OF CLOSED SESSION

The City Council met in closed session at approximately 3:30 p.m. Members in attendance
were Mayor Dana Williams, Andy Beerman, Alex Butwinski, Cindy Matsumoto, Dick Peek,
and Liza Simpson. Staff present was Interim City Manager Diane Foster, Tom Daley,
Deputy City Attorney, Cling McAffee, Water Manager; Heinrich Deters, Trails Coordinator;
Thomas Eddington, Planning Manager; and Mark Harrington, City Attorney. Liza Simpson,
‘I move to close the meeting to discuss personnel, property and litigation“. Alex Butwinski
seconded. Motion carried unanimously. The meeting opened at approximately 5:30 p.m.
Alex Butwinski, “I_move to open the meeting”. Andy Beerman seconded. Motion
unanimously carried.

Prepared by Mary May, Secretarial Services




PARK CITY COUNCIL WORK SESSION MINUTES
SUMMIT COUNTY UTAH
NOVEMBER 15, 2012

Present: Mayor Dana Williams, City Council Members Alex Butwinski, Liza
Simpson, Dick Peek, Cindy Matsumoto, and Andy Beerman

Diane Foster, Interim City Manager; Mark Harrington, City Attorney; and
Thomas Eddington, Planning Manager

Steve Rush, Kevin Keystone and Brian Bowles, Rocky Mountain Power;
Les Bell and Mike Volarty, ICPE; Steve Preston and Bill Miller, Iron
Horse Apartments; Jesse Shetler, Park Meadows resident, Mark
Fischer, property owner; John Phillips, Park Meadows resident
representing the Fireside HOA; Mary Wintzer, property owner; and Tim
Brenwald, Powdr Corp

Rocky Mountain Power Substation expansion/relocation. Planning Director Thomas
Eddington stated that the objective was to discuss the Council’s support for the relocation,
as well as any conditions or additional information needed with regard to the potential
relocation. Mr. Eddington presented images and provided a brief overview of both the
existing and proposed sites. At a previous meeting the City Council had a number of
design questions, at which time Rocky Mountain Power was able to show initial
perspectives and photo shop images of what the site might look like. Since that time
stakeholder meetings were held at The Yard and the Staff has worked with Rocky
Mountain Power on the idea of possibly moving the substation back on the relocated site
and rotating it a little. Mr. Eddington reviewed images that were updated since the last
meeting.

Cindy Matsumoto asked about three poles shown in front. Mr. Eddington believed those
were for the overhead option that brings the lines in and drops them down into the
substation. Whether the lines are underground or above ground, there would still be some
poles.

Alex Butwinski asked if money was unlimited, whether they could underground power all
the way to the station, and if it would still have to go vertical up a 55 foot pole. Kevin
Keystone with Rocky Mountain Power explained why a 55 foot pole is still required with
undergrounding. Because of the topography of this particular site, the ground pole sits at
street level. Where the steel structure sits is down in the ground. Mr. Keystone pointed
out that the distribution is all that goes underground. Lower voltage underground
distribution was being proposed for all the optlons in either location. Mr. Butwinski had
commented on the power line design on 11" East Mr Keystone explained the dlfference
between the one proposed and the one on 11™ East. He noted that the 11™ east
substation was rebuilt four or five years ago. Mayor Williams asked if 11" East has been a
continuous site for 25 or 30 years. Mr. Keystone replied that the original site was built
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around 1920 and was the original track system of Salt Lake. It has been modified through
the years into what it is today.

Andy Beerman understood that even if the lines were undergrounded, it would still have to
be daylighted and run up the poles to come into the station. He asked if that was due to an
efficiency issue or lack of technology. Mr. Keystone stated that technology known as Gas
Insulated Substations (GIS) is used when there is a high significant cost to the value of
land. However, the cost of GIS technology is 8-10 times higher than what was being
proposed. Dick Peek asked for the incremental cost of doing the option of three poles in
front. Mr. Keystone estimated the difference to be $3-5 million. Referring to a rending, he
noted that if they used the GIS technology, it would remove the three poles out front and
the three H structures in the back. Mr. Beerman asked if the GIS technology had been
done anywhere in Utah. Mr. Keystone answered no. He stated that Rocky Mountain
Power did an evaluation four years ago on an upgrade south of the E Center, and found
that the incremental cost was not worth the benefit. The GIS technology is typically used in
Casinos along the Las Vegas Strip. Itis also used in cities such as Tokyo where there is
high density with high loads.

Liza Simpson clarified that the cost would be $8 million above the normal price of doing the
substation, and that number is only for what is inside the walls. The cost does not include
undergrounding the lines into the substation or out of the substation. Cindy Matsumoto
understood that it was $3-5 million additional, and that could increase to $8 million with the
undergrounding. Mr. Keystone showed exactly where the GIS would be used. The
transformers and remaining pieces would not change. Ms. Simpson stated that she had
asked for clarity because the number was not far off from the basic relocation cost. Mr.
Keystone noted that it would be above and beyond the relocation cost. Mr. Beerman
remarked that if it was also above and beyond the cost to install the poles and all the
structures there would not be a savings.

Diane Foster noted that the consultants were in attendance and she asked them to
introduce themselves. Les Bell with ICPE stated that he was hired by the City to confirm
cost estimates and projects. Mr. Bell stated that he worked on a GIS substation at
Caesar’s Palace in Las Vegas and the cost was overwhelming. Mike Volarty, also with
ICPE, stated that he has been working with Matt Cassel on some of the issues.

The Council and Rocky Mountain Power discussed various scenarios and options related
to the substation.

Mayor Williams noted that projects associated with moving the substation would generate a
greater demand for power. Based on that fact, he asked if Rocky Mountain ever considers
reducing the cost of relocating the substation. Mr. Keystone pointed out that since another
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viable option is to expand inside the existing footprint, there would be no way to make an
argument for a cost reduction as a reasonable economic approach. Rocky Mountain
Power has never had a situation where the cost was reduced. Mayor Williams questioned
why a billion dollar economic improvement to the City was not worth the $3-4 million to
move the substation. Steve Rush stated that other rate payers would have to bear the cost
if a reduction was given to Park City and that would not pass the Public Service
Commission. Mr. Butwinski asked why the revenue increase for Rocky Mountain Power
was not in the equation. Mr. Keystone stated that under the established process Rocky
Mountain Power must have a signed guaranteed revenue contract in order to spend those
funds. There is a mechanism in place to credit the revenue funding towards a specific
entity. The entity would have to guarantee the specified load, and even if the load was not
delivered it would need to be compensated. Mayor Williams asked if there was a specific
time limit on the guaranteed load. Mr. Keystone replied that the contract takes the delivery
as soon as the substation is built.

In looking on Google Earth, Dick Peek thought the 11" East substatlon looked remarkably
compact. Liza Simpson asked for the square footage of the 11" East substation. Mr.
Keystone recalled that the 11™ East substation was approximately 180’ x 190’. The
Council and representatlves from Rocky Mountain Power discussed the location and
design of the 11™ East substation. In terms of the Park City substation, Mr. Keystone
noted that the design proposed for the relocated site could be accomplished on the existing
site. The challenge with the existing site is access and the ability to turn equipment
around. Mr. Keystone stated that the functionality of the 11" East design could not be
replicated on the existing Park City site.

Mr. Eddington presented slides showing how the substation would fit into the Bonanza
Park Plan Area. He showed the impacts that would occur if the Substation was left in its
current location. It would also require a significant redesign for the Bonanza Park Area
Plan.

Diane Foster stated that the Staff would come back with a financial analysis to confirm the
numbers mentioned this evening. She clarified that they were not looking for an answer
this evening on whether or not to move the substation. It was an ongoing process;
however, in order to get through a CUP process and have the substation in place by 2015,
the Council will be asked to make that decision in January. The Staff would like to know
from this meeting what additional information the Council would like to see at the next
meeting. Alex Butwinski remarked that visual impact was an obvious concern and
screeningis an |mportant factor to consider in the studies. He asked who had paid for the
screening on the 11" East site. Mr. Keystone replied that Rocky Mountain Power paid for
all the improvements because the site had to be expanded to meet their needs. An
expansion would not be required for the existing Park City site to fit the facilities.
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Liza Simpson was confused as to why having transmission lines on the east side of
Bonanza was more costly than on the west side of Bonanza. When the Staff comes back
with more definitive numbers, she would like to see aesthetically pleasing fencing options
regardless of where the power station is located. Ms. Simpson thought fencing would be a
significant piece of the cost and a factor in determining whether or not to put the lines
underground.

Steve Rush stated that Rocky Mountain Power was willing and able to build on the existing
site. With the possibilities presented at lower Iron Horse, they were trying to make sure
that it technically fits. He understood the expectation of focusing on other issues, but their
primary focus is whether it can work, the best way to make it fit using the footprint as best
as possible, and to create space for landscaping.

Dick Peek wanted to see option for GIS and buried lines at the new location. He would like
to see GIS in the existing location, and the type of screening that Rocky Mountain Power
would provide. Mr. Rush stated that per the current arrangement being discussed, if they
build on the existing site, very little needs to be done with the property. The relocated site
would have to be prepared to meet Rocky Mountain Power requirements. If Park City adds
additional requirements, he was unsure who would bear that cost but it would not be Rocky
Mountain Power. Mr. Peek clarified that he wanted to see the cost of what he requested
for both the existing and the new site, so the Council could consider that information in
making the decision moving forward. Mayor Williams questioned why they would ask
Rocky Mountain Power to do additional work and research when the City is still trying to
find funds to relocate the substation. Mr. Peek did not believe it would cost much for
Rocky Mountain Power to provide different options. Diane Foster recalled that in
conversations with Matt Cassel, the challenge is not being able to dig over the flood plain in
the new location and they would need to research that further.

Andy Beerman wanted to see the same information Mr. Peek had requested. Ms. Simpson
clarified that her direction regarding the fencing was to Staff and not Rocky Mountain
Power. Ms. Simpson also requested a cost estimate to create the new access road
through the parking lot in Prospector to the lower Iron Horse condos. She needed to pin
down the numbers associated with all the pieces in order to make a decision.

Andy Beerman asked if there was a maximum height for screening walls based on
equipment needs and access. Mr. Keystone noted that the same question was asked
during the development of the Gateway. They went through a number of renderings and
actually looked at a facade on the front that was between 20 and 25 feet.
Mr. Keystone stated that the challenge for the Park City site is the need for a support
structure, which takes up more space. Rocky Mountain Power is required to build to a
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certain seismic criteria because they are a critical service. There are options, but it
involves more than just vertical height. Mr. Beerman asked if the GIS option could be
entirely enclosed in a structure. Mr. Keystone stated that it could be done; however, it
adds another dimension from the standpoint of cooling the transformers. If enclosure limits
the airflow, they would have to provide cooling systems. Another problem with full
enclosure is removing equipment when it fails. Mr. Rush commented on other implications
related to full enclosures.

Diane Foster remarked that the City Council would have opportunities for future
discussions and funding options. The intent is to have a holistic funding discussion with
the City Council to help set priorities; followed by a funding discussion on the substation.
Mayor Williams thought they needed to be careful about spending tax dollars. Another
option is for the City to work with the developer and for the developer to pay because he
gains the benefit. The City would need x-amount of additional density in order to justify the
expense of paying for it. Mayor Williams referred to a conversation in a joint meeting with
the Planning Commission about possibly allowing 8-10 story buildings. He believed that is
where this was going. He was progressively more concerned about what BoPa would turn
into as an exchange for the relocation. Diane Foster stated that the Staff would be
presenting a range of funding options. She asked the Council to remember that this was a
50-100 year decision and there would be bonding options from a 15-20 year perspective.

Liza Simpson asked if Mr. Eddington was satisfied with the numbers on tax revenue. Mr.
Eddington replied that the Staff was fairly satisfied with the numbers. Based on the
discussion this evening, he would scrutinize the numbers more closely. He noted that the
rough calculation did not include all of the perceived impacts if the substation remained in
its current location. He believed the actual impacts would be greater. Mr. Eddington
anticipated less development in the Bonanza Park Area Plan if the substation stays in its
current location. He summarized that the Staff would research costs for the access road,
as well as for increased heights and facades and other opportunities.

Liza Simpson stated that they have worked very hard to create something vibrant in the
Bonanza Park area, and she would like to know the costs in terms of reduced revenue and
projected revenue. Cindy Matsumoto referred to the slide with the red building and asked
for the height of the building. Mr. Eddington believed it was approximately 25 feet. Dick
Peek thought it would be interesting to see a rendering with that scenario in its current
location with GIS. Ms. Matsumoto remarked that if they can save $2-3 million dollars by
not moving the substation, that money could be used for screening. Mr. Peek agreed. He
also suggested that they could create a funding mechanism for that area of Bonanza Park
to help pay for it.

Mayor Williams called for public input.
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Steve Preston spoke on behalf of the Iron Horse Park Apartments. His motivation is to
preserve the safe and pleasant atmosphere of the Iron Horse Park Apartments for the
numerous residents who live there. In reviewing the design criteria for both substations
and transmission, he noticed a number of things. One was that it would avoid residential
neighborhoods. There was also criteria based on proximity to parks and waterways. Mr.
Preston stated that there were approximately 417 within the Iron Horse Park Apartments;
225 adults and 192 children. He noted that the City was talking about putting a substation
into one of the highest density areas in Park City. Ten percent of Park City’s population
lives inthat area. Mr. Preston pointed out that when the Iron Horse Park Apartments were
developed, numerous restrictive covenants were recorded against the land with several
organizations and with the lenders. He requested that the City resolve some of the impacts
and suggested a connection across Prospector Square so the residents and school
children do not have to weave through the maze of a substation to get to their property.

Bill Miller noted that a portion of the land for the substation site is actually part of the
condominium project. He had documents from the Title Company to support his claim. In
addition an easement was given and no one could move it. Mr. Eddington stated that he
and Matt Cassel were researching that property question.

Jesse Shetler, a Park Meadows resident and a local businessman stated that many of his
guestions were answered during the discussion this evening. There are many issues and it
appears that the City Council is prepared to address them. Mr. Shetler was interested in
opening an establishment in Bonanza Park. He is very pro-commercial and he believes it
is important to move the power substation so the Bonanza Park Development can
maximize its potential, which would include a large residential element. Mr. Shetler had
confidence in the City Council and he looks forward to future meetings.

Mark Fischer stated that this decision has been a long time coming. Because itis a 50-100
decision, he encouraged everyone to take the necessary time to get it right, even if it
extends beyond January. He was very concerned about the issues expressed by the other
speakers and they need to realize that this is a once-in-a-lifetime decision that will
dramatically alter or eliminate the idea of Bonanza Park if the substation is not moved. Mr.
Fischer felt that fact needed to be weighed against the other options. He thought a
crossing from Prospector across the Rail Trail should be considered. It would avoid the
concern of children on the road and it would provide a quicker access to school. It would
also take traffic off of Bonanza Drive and it would solve the problem with the Iron Horse
intersection. Mr. Fischer stated for the record that if the substation is moved to the new
site, his property would not be condemned. He looks forward to working with the City and
he promised to be open and considerate of the neighbors in an effort to come up with the
best solution.
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John Phillips, representing the Fireside HOA, agreed with the speakers from Iron Horse
that the large population base is important to consider and mitigating impacts to them is the
most important element. Mr. Phillips understood that the City believes that the end result
would benefit the residents because moving the substation would allow for creating a
vibrant community in the Bonanza Park area. After hearing the discussion, he believes
they are all on the right track. In his personal opinion, it is a good location for the
substation and for the future development of the area. It can be positive for those living in
the immediate area as long as the impacts are mitigated. He asked the City Council to
make sure there are contingencies to address unintended consequences that may arise.

Cindy Matsumoto asked if Mr. Phillips lives in the area. Mr. Phillips stated that he is
currently a homeowner in Park Meadows. He lived in the Bonanza Park area for
approximately four years and he is still very involved with that community. He is a Board
member of the Fireside HOA. Cindy Matsumoto asked if the Fireside Board had taken a
position on the substation. Mr. Phillips replied that the Board members have attended
community meetings and they are very comfortable with the direction the developer and
the City is headed. This is a culmination of everyone working together and with that
cooperation it could benefit everyone.

Mary Wintzer, an owner of the Iron Horse District, stated that she and Mark Fischer have
discussed this matter at length. As a commercial property owner she did not feel that
moving the substation would benefit her project. However, as a citizen at large, she asked
that the City obtain view corridor studies coming down Iron Horse to see how it would
impair the view. Ms. Wintzer remarked that it is extremely important to consider the
concerns expressed by the Iron Horse residents and that size of population. If impacts
could be mitigated without destroying Mr. Fischer’s plans for Bonanza Park, the impacts
should be to commercial buildings and not residential. Ms. Wintzer commented on the
importance of understanding the real numbers because the cost is significant for
taxpayers. If the Council is undecided and the substation stays in its current location, she
asked that they look at ways to make it palatable so it does not destroy what Mr. Fischer
has accomplished. If the substation is moved the City needs to find a way to fund it so the
taxpayers are not bearing the burden. Also, if the substation is moved to enhance
Bonanza Park, some of the revenue must go into mitigating the impacts.

Tim Brenwald with Powder Corp. stated that the Company hopes to one day develop
property in partnership with Mark Fischer. It provides an opportunity for the City to look at
new infrastructure as well as new roadways. Mr. Brenwald thought power lines were
overlooked in the discussion. When powers lines come in and go to one station or the
other, there will be significant visual impacts. He thought that issue needed to be
discussed in greater detail.
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Steve Rush agreed with Mark Fischer about the timeline and the importance of this
decision. He explained that the timeline projected by Rocky Mountain Power was based
on the fact that the substation must be in service by the fall of 2015. They were not
insensitive to the importance, but they have to look at the reality of the time it takes to go
through all the City processes.

Mr. Butwinski asked about staging on the existing site and how that would affect Mr.
Fischer. Mr. Keystone explained the construction sequencing and dismantling of
equipment in the timeline of when the load is down. Typically construction can start in
March and goes into September. In terms of staging materials, all the equipment would be
staged at a Rocky Mountain Power facility. He assumed staging would occur at the Park
City Service Center in the Snyderville area and transported to the site. Mr. Keystone did
not think they would need to use Mr. Fischer’'s property.

Mr. Butwinski asked how long Rocky Mountain Power has known that the substation
needed to be moved or rebuilt. Mr. Keystone replied that they started the project with a
timeline approximately 2-1/2 years ago. They have been working with Staff for the last 18
months on choosing a site and going through a number of exercises to narrow it down to
the two locations proposed. Mr. Rush stated that substation would have needed to be in
service sooner if the economy had not slowed down.

Mr. Butwinski noted that the City Council received the information six weeks ago and now
they are being asked to make a decision by the end of the year. He did not feel the
Council was given a fair amount of time to evaluate all the options and consider the costs.
Mr. Rush stated that Rocky Mountain Power has worked with Staff and evaluated a
number of sites, and he believed the City Council was made aware of that at the time. He
wanted it clear that Rocky Mountain Power did not have a preferred site and that the
decision is up to the City Council. However, Rocky Mountain Power has a responsibility to
make sure that in 2015 they have the ability to provide power to the residents of Park City.
They were being responsive to the options and trying to work with the City.

Liza Simpson pointed out that the City has been talking about this for months and the
Council received the evaluation of suggested sites months ago. She understood Mr.
Butwinski’s concern and she was certain that if they were not ready to make a decision
until February that Rocky Mountain Power could work with that time frame. Ms. Simpson
was open to any suggestions for outreach to the citizens to get them involved in
understanding the decision the Council is faced with making. Mr. Butwinski clarified that
his comments related to the limited time the Council was given to obtain and evaluate the
necessary information to help make their decision.
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The meeting for which these minutes were prepared was noticed by posting at least 24
hours in advance and by delivery to the new media two days prior to the meeting.

Prepared by Mary May, Secretarial Services



