
 

PARK CITY HISTORIC PRESERVATION BOARD MEETING 
SUMMIT COUNTY, UTAH 
July 3, 2024 

The Historic Preservation Board of Park City, Utah, will hold its regular meeting in person at the 
Marsac Municipal Building, City Council Chambers, at 445 Marsac Avenue, Park City, Utah 
84060. Meetings will also be available online and may have options to listen, watch, or 
participate virtually. 
  

1. MEETING CALLED TO ORDER AT 5:00PM 

2. ROLL CALL 

3. MINUTES APPROVAL 

 3.A. Consideration to Approve the Historic Preservation Board Meeting Minutes from 
May 1, 2024 

4. STAFF AND BOARD COMMUNICATIONS AND DISCLOSURES 

5. PUBLIC COMMUNICATIONS 

6. REGULAR AGENDA 

 6.A. 316 Woodside Avenue – Grant – The Applicant Requests a $24,500 Grant to 
Restore a Bay Window, Covered Porch Railing and Posts, and to Rehabilitate 
Exterior Doors and Windows of the Landmark Historic Structure. PL-24-06132 
(A) Public Hearing; (B) Action 
 
416 Park Avenue – Grant – The Applicant Requests a $7,300 Grant for Interior 
Roof Repairs to Replace Broken Beams and Reinforce the Landmark Historic 
Structure. PL-23-05935 
(A) Public Hearing; (B) Action 
 
2465 Doc Holiday Drive – Grant – The Applicant Requests a $25,000 Grant to 
Assist with the Reconstruction of a Rear Deck Determined to Contribute to the 
Historic Integrity of a Significant Historic Structure. PL-24-06131 
(A) Public Hearing; (B) Action 

 6.B. 81 Daly Avenue – The Applicant Requests Relocation and Reconstruction of a 
Significant Historic Structure in the Historic Residential – 1 Zoning District. PL-23-
05683 (45 mins.) 
(A) Public Hearing; (B) Action 
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 6.C. 7700 Marsac Avenue – The Applicant Proposes Replacing the Roof and Attaching 
Cables to Stabilize Ontario Water Tank E. PL-24-06168 
(A) Public Hearing; (B) Action 

7. ADJOURNMENT 
 
Pursuant to the Americans with Disabilities Act, individuals needing special accommodations 
during the meeting should notify the Planning Department at 435-615-5060 or 
planning@parkcity.org at least 24 hours prior to the meeting. 
 
*Parking is available at no charge for meeting attendees who park in the China Bridge 
parking structure. 
 

 

Page 2 of 196



1 

PARK CITY MUNICIPAL CORPORATION 
HISTORIC PRESERVATION BOARD MEETING 
MARSAC MUNICIPAL BUILDING 
COUNCIL CHAMBERS 
445 MARSAC AVENUE 
PARK CITY, SUMMIT COUNTY, UTAH 
MINUTES OF MAY 1, 2024 

BOARD MEMBERS IN ATTENDANCE:  Randy Scott-Chair, Lola Beatlebrox, Puggy 
Holmgren, John Hutchings, Jack Hodgkins, Douglas Stephens, Alan Long 

EX OFFICIO MEMBERS:  Rebecca Ward, Planning Director; Lillian Zollinger, City 
Planner; Dave Thacker, Chief Building Official  

1. ROLL CALL

Chair Randy Scott called the meeting to order at 5:00 PM and conducted a roll call.  All 
board members were present.  Board Members Hodgkins and Long attended virtually.   

2. MINUTES APPROVAL

A. Consideration to Approve the Historic Preservation Board Meeting
Minutes from April 3, 2024.

MOTION:  Board Member Beatlebrox moved to APPROVE the Historic Preservation 
Board Meeting Minutes from April 3, 2024.  Board Member Hutchings seconded the 
motion. 

VOTE:  The motion passed with the unanimous consent of the Board. 

3. STAFF AND BOARD COMMUNICATIONS AND DISCLOSURES

Planning Director, Rebecca Ward, reported that there is a Resolution scheduled for City 
Council review on May 2, 2024, declaring May as Historic Preservation Month in Park 
City.  The Resolution is to honor the work of the Historic Preservation Board, the Park 
City Historical Society, and Friends of Ski Mountain Mining History. 

4. PUBLIC COMMUNICATIONS

Jeff Love was in the process of finishing a historic renovation on his Park City property.  
In March of 2023, the Historic Preservation Board awarded him a grant of $18,500 to 
rebuild the bay window above his garage.  The project took longer than anticipated to 
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complete, and he submitted the paperwork in January.  After reviewing the Grant Program 
Agreement, he decided to decline the funds.  This decision was made in part due to the 
issuance of a 1099 for the full grant amount as it is considered taxable income.  
Additionally, the agreement covers a five-year term.  If the owner sells in the first year, 
100% of the grant must be repaid.  In the second year, that decreases to 80%, then 60% 
in the third year, and 20% in year four.  The Trust Deed specifies that the grantee shall 
pay the City a recapture amount of the grant plus interest of 12% compounded monthly, 
accruing from the date of the disbursement of the grant.   

Mr. Love stated that he only lived in his last two homes for three years each.  He has no 
plans to sell his current home but is unsure if he will stay there for five years.  Considering 
the tax consequences, he would have to own the house for four years to break even.  It 
was his belief that 12% interest is very high and he would like the City to consider 
improving those terms for future applicants.  He also recommended that the Historic 
Preservation Grant Program Agreement be attached to the application so applicants are 
aware of the terms prior to beginning the process.  Had he been fully aware of the 
requirements, he would not have applied for the grant.   

Mr. Love reported that he spoke with representatives of Saint Luke's Episcopal Church, 
who were unaware of the grant program.  He believes they are an ideal recipient because 
they would not have tax implications, the property needs to be painted, a new roof, and 
plumbing repairs, and they have limited resources.  A church representative has spoken 
with Senior Historic Preservation Planner, Caitlyn Tubbs.  Mr. Love thanked the Historic 
Preservation Board for their consideration. 

Board Member Stephens stated that the 20% per year figure was modeled after the 
Investment Tax Credit recapture.  He did not recall 12% interest being discussed.  Board 
Member Hutchings indicated that his Historic Preservation Board grant also included the 
12% interest recapture.  He believes some interest is justified because it is City money.  
Board Member Beatlebrox stated that it adds to the implied burden of the tax implications. 
Mr. Love commented that it makes it less appealing for individuals, but more appealing 
for non-profits.   

Board Member Stephens reported that the City’s intention is always to encourage 
restoration.  They are trying to avoid house flipping.  Mr. Love responded that ownership 
should not matter because once you receive the money, you have fulfilled the mission of 
preservation.   

Mr. Love asked if it was possible to pass his grant to Saint Luke's.  Planning Director 
Ward stated that it could be scheduled for discussion.  Planner Hobbs has the next round 
of grants scheduled for Board review, so they can take it into consideration during that 
discussion.  Chair Scott clarified that the grant program is now reviewed quarterly.   

Mr. Love stated that his home is on the National Register of Historic Places, which he 
was initially uneasy about until he learned about the available tax credits.  There are over 
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100 Summit County properties on the National Register of Historic Places, most in Park 
City.  The state and federal tax credits are very helpful, and he found the process easier 
and credits more beneficial than the Historic Preservation Board Grant.  Chair Scott 
thanked him for his feedback. 

5. WORK SESSION

A. 81 Daly Avenue – Relocation and Reconstruction of a Historic
Structure– The Historic Preservation Board Will Hold a Work Session
and Review a Proposal to Relocate and Reconstruct a Significant
Historic Structure in the Historic Residential-1 (HR-1) Zoning District.
PL-23-05683.

City Planner, Lillian Zollinger, reported that Senior Historic Preservation Planner, Caitlyn 
Tubbs, was out of town, so she was filling in. Planner Zollinger works with non-historic 
structures in the Historic District.  81 Daly Avenue is a significant historic structure that 
was built circa 1911.  A Panelization Plan was approved in 2004, and it was deconstructed 
in 2005.  Four of the panels were removed and wrapped in a tarp until 2019.  In 2011, the 
Chief Building Official determined that the panels were dangerous and unsalvageable.  It 
was also found that the panels were not dismantled or stored as required.  The historic 
structure is no longer on the property.  The applicant is requesting to relocate and 
reconstruct the structure.   

Typically, three criteria need to be met for the Historic Preservation Board to make a 
decision, but for this property, only the third criterion applies.  The Historic Preservation 
Board must find the proposal meets LMC Section 15-11-13(A)(3)(c) by determining 
unique conditions that warrant the proposed relocation on the Site: 

1. The historical context of the Historic Structure has been so radically altered
that the proposed relocation will enhance the ability to interpret the historic
character of the Historic Structure and the Historic District or its present
setting.

2. The proposed relocation will not diminish the overall physical integrity of the
Historic District or diminish the historical associations used to define the
boundaries of the district.

3. The historical integrity and significance of the Historic Structure will not be
diminished by relocation and/or reorientation.

4. The potential to preserve the Historic Building(s) and/or Structure(s) will be
enhanced by its relocation.

The structure no longer exists, so the purpose of the work session is to obtain the Historic 
Preservation Board's input on what they would like to see moving forward.   

PENDIN
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The applicant, Martin Paris commented on the claim that the panels were not being stored 
as required and asserted that they were maintained with fidelity and inspected once per 
year by licensed contractors.  He added that the panels were already in poor condition 
when he purchased the property.  They were dismantled in 2005 by former Planning 
Commissioner, Ron Ivie, and the Planning Department ordered that the building be 
demolished in 2019.  

Mr. Paris indicated that he is the largest property owner on Daly Avenue and he has 
owned his property for over two decades.  It was his opinion that the property does not 
meet the requirements to be listed in the Historic Site Inventory.  The original 807-square-
foot structure was built between 1905 and 1911.  It was modified in the mid-1900s and 
increased to 1,230 square feet.  The house designated on the Historic Site Inventory in 
2009 was substantially larger than the original structure. He asserted that the renovations 
performed in the mid-1900s destroyed the property’s essential historic form. He further 
stated that the remaining historic panels, as well as additional panels from the mid-1900s 
renovation, were destroyed without following policies and procedures.  It was his position 
that the historic structure no longer exists and should be removed from the Historic Site 
Inventory.   

The Planning Department requires that any new structure be 800 square feet like the 
original, unimproved home.  Mr. Paris will comply with that requirement but is requesting 
a 15-foot setback for the new structure.   

Chair Scott thanked Mr. Paris for the information.  He summarized the issue and Mr. Paris’ 
position that the active home on the Historic Sites Inventory for 81 Daly Avenue does not 
exist.  Board Member Beatlebrox responded that it is on the record and the fact that Joe 
Grover lived on the site makes it historically significant.  She expressed concern that it 
was not properly panelized and the panels had to be destroyed.  She understood that 
Mr. Paris would like to restore the original structure with a modified setback.  

Planning Director Ward clarified that the City has a record of the original dimensions, and 
Mr. Paris understood that the original structure must be reconstructed.  The question 
before the Board is relocation.  Many historic structures on Daly Avenue are located at 
the rear of the property, and one historic site on Daly Avenue currently has an addition 
being constructed in front of the historic structure.  The Historic Preservation Board must 
decide if the criterion is met by reconstructing the historic structure forward on the site so 
that an addition can be built behind it.  After that decision is made, the next work session 
will cover the proposed reconstruction and which historic structure it needs to conform 
with. In order for the applicant to create a design for approval, the Historic Preservation 
Board must first decide if relocating the structure is within the Code requirements.   

Board Member Beatlebrox recalled that a different historic structure was allowed to be 
moved forward on its lot due to natural materials encroaching on the structure.  Mr. Paris 
added that there are many examples of historic structures being moved forward, including 
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his building at 71 Daly Avenue, which was moved forward 40 feet by the previous owner.  
He added that structures are being removed on the City-owned lot at 330 Daly Avenue 
for the purpose of development.   

It was noted that the Historic Preservation Committee is not currently aware of the 
expectations placed on the project when panelization was approved.  The permit issued 
at that time was a Conditional Building Permit to remove siding and do exploratory work, 
not for panelization or demolition.  Board Member Stephens recalled that Demolition by 
Neglect was a topic at that time, and that may have been a factor with this property.  He 
believes the Board needs to understand the original expectations before deciding how to 
proceed.  Planning Director Ward indicated that Staff is in the process of trying to locate 
that information, and it will be attached to the Staff Report for the next work session.  

Mr. Paris recollected that it was panelized with the expectation that it would be rebuilt.  It 
was designated as a historically significant site in 2009 based on the 1995 photo, and it 
was his belief at that time that the 1283-square-foot structure would be rebuilt.  He had 
owned the property for 15 years when was told that the original 800-square-foot structure 
must be rebuilt.   

Chair Scott noted that more research needs to be done to determine the requirements 
put in place when depanelization was approved.  Board Member Stephens stated that 
there would be similar verbiage on other surveys from the time.  A home may be listed as 
significant even though major alterations were made, with the understanding that the 
historic house was still present underneath those renovations.  The structure is meant to 
be taken back to its original state.  Planning Director Ward clarified that the current historic 
site form acknowledges the existing conditions. 

Board Member Stephens expressed concern about the panels.  At a minimum, the 
expectation was for the panels to be retained and reused.  He stated that it was because 
of the conditions on Daly Avenue that stricter guidelines on panelization were 
implemented.  Now the Board must address both the potential relocation of the structure 
and the possibility that the panels were neglected.  Board Member Beatlebrox mentioned 
that the Board has never considered reconstruction because there have always been 
historical materials available.  Chair Scott mentioned that one home in the Historic District 
was reconstructed on a different lot.   

In response to a question from Board Member Beatlebrox, Planning Director Ward 
indicated that a financial guarantee was recorded on a different property because the 
Code was modified to address specific concerns.  In the later work session, the Planning 
Commission will recommend Code updates to ensure that the standards are clear and 
consistent.  The issue with 81 Daly Avenue is that the current Code presumes there is an 
existing structure for reconstruction and relocation.  In this case, there is no existing 
structure or materials.  Board Member Beatlebrox asked about the City’s recourse if 
reconstruction of the original Joe Grover home is approved but the guidelines are not 
followed.  Planning Director Ward clarified that the current Code requires both the 
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financial guarantee and Historic Preservation Plan to be recorded against the property.  

Board Member Stephens asked if the use of historic millwork could be required in the 
reconstruction.  If the Historic Preservation Board does not require the use of appropriate 
building materials, he feels they would be misleading the public because it would not be 
an accurate restoration.  Chair Stephens suggested that it would no longer be a 
historically significant property if it did not contain historic material.  Planning Director 
Ward indicated that it is currently a Significant Historic Site, so there would need to be a 
process to remove it from the Historic Sites Inventory in that case.  Board Member 
Beatlebrox reiterated that it is especially significant because Joe Grover, an important 
and influential Park City resident, lived there.  Planning Director Ward stated that the 
Historic Preservation Board would need to find that "the form, features, detailing, 
placement, orientation, location will be accurately depicted by means of new 
construction." That could be based on the as-built drawings, historic records, and 
photographs, and any conditions the Board deems appropriate could be added. 

MOTION:   Board Member Holmgren moved to CONTINUE the work session to a date 
uncertain.  Board Member Beatlebrox seconded the motion. 

VOTE:  The motion passed with the unanimous consent of the Board. 

Mr. Paris expressed his desire to begin work on the property as soon as possible and 
asked for clarification on when the Board will reconsider the request.  Chair Scott 
indicated that Staff needs to conduct further research.  Ideally, it will be on the following 
month's agenda, but it could take longer.  Mr. Paris indicated that Staff recently performed 
a Government Records Access and Management Act (“GRAMA”) search related to the 
property and presented their findings to him.  He stated that his preference is to build the 
original house to the exact requirements expected, and his goal is to build a historically 
accurate structure.  Chair Scott thanked him for his time. 

B. Lift and Panelization Standards – The Historic Preservation Board will
Conduct a Work Session and Review Proposed Standards for Material
Documentation, Maintenance, and Storage in LMC 15-13-6 when a
Historic Structure is Lifted or Deconstructed.  PL-24-060036.

Planner Zollinger presented the proposed Panelization and Lift Standards.  When an 
applicant proposes panelization, they are required to comply with a specific set of 
requirements.  Staff seeks to improve the recordation and preservation of historic 
materials, and as such needs codified and consistent standards that all applicants must 
adhere to when documenting the disassembly of an historic structure.  She requested the 
Historic Preservation Board's input on the draft standards.  It was clarified that Standard 
2 through Standard 5 apply to panelization, and Standard 6 applies to lifting.   

Regarding Item 2 (a) (i), Board Member Beatlebrox stated that a survey should already 
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be available and should not be included as a requirement for panelization.  Planning 
Director Ward clarified that the survey is required to demonstrate the relationship of the 
structure on the site.  Many historic structures do not meet setback requirements, so the 
City needs a survey that shows the relationship of the original structure to the site.  A 
survey is required for an application of this scope, but the Planning Department 
application process precedes the Building Department application, so it must be required 
for planning review.   

A suggestion was made to include detailed drawings of the major materials being used 
on the house, in particular the siding material to verify the profile and size.  It was 
confirmed that Item 3 covers that requirement. It was further confirmed that physical 
photographs are not required. Copies or digital images are acceptable.   

In response to a question, Planning Director Ward confirmed that the financial guarantee 
requirement will not change. She further stated that there is no time limit in the Code, but 
the Planning Department standard is 45 days, and any extension requires additional 
approval.  Chief Building Officer, Dave Thacker, clarified that they worked previously to 
establish that standard as some historic structures were lifted for a long period of time.  
The 45-day period begins on the date of permit issuance.  Should they exceed that without 
applying for an exception, at that point it would be an enforcement issue.   

Regarding Item 6 (b), a concern was raised that the language needs to be broad enough 
to give the Building Department authority to review and approve every aspect of the lift.  
Mr. Thacker indicated that typically a certified structural engineer ensures that all aspects 
are engineered, but the more clear, concise language would be advisable.    

In response to a question regarding the 30-day examination requirement in Item 7 (b), 
Planner Zollinger clarified that Item 7 pertains primarily to panelization, as there is a 45-
day maximum allowed for lifting.  She suggested the examination requirement for lifted 
structures be set at the halfway point.  She does not believe 30 days is excessive for 
panelization. There have been issues with improper documentation, which could be 
addressed with more frequent reporting.  Chair Scott indicated that, if the materials are 
properly stored, the owner might not have access to them every 30 days.  Planning 
Director Ward responded that documentation would be very important if the materials 
were moved offsite.   

The following changes were discussed and agreed upon: 

• Panelization and Lifting will be two separate sections.

• Applicable Standards from Item 2 of the draft will be copied to the Lifting section.

• Item 4 and Item 5 will be combined into a single section on Storage of Historic
Materials.

PENDIN
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• Item 6 (b) will be reviewed to ensure the language gives the Building Department
sufficient authority to review and approve bracing and security measures.

• Item 7 (b) will be added to both Panelization and Lifting sections and indicate the
specific Maintenance and Reporting timelines for each.

• The extra parenthesis in Item 7 (b) (ii) will be removed.

Board Member Stephens indicated that there should be a deadline for panelization to 
prevent loss of materials as happened with 81 Daly Avenue.  Planning Director Ward 
responded that deadlines are currently addressed in the financial guarantee section of 
the Historical Preservation Plan, but it would be advisable to codify the requirement for a 
site-specific timeline.  Timeframes currently are not addressed until the Building Permit 
application is submitted, and she agrees that it should be brought into Code so there is 
an expectation at the beginning of the process.   

6. ADJOURN

MOTION:   Board Member Hutchings moved to ADJOURN.  Board Member Stephens 
seconded the motion. 

VOTE:  The motion passed with the unanimous consent of the Board. 

The Historic Preservation Board Meeting adjourned at approximately 6:37 PM.  

Approved by  
Randy Scott, Chair  
Historic Preservation Board 
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81 DALY AVENUE 
PARK CITY UTAH 84060 

HISTORIC PRESERVATION BOARD 

MEETING OF MAY 1, 2024 

MARTIN PARIS 
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The original building of J"'e>?sq feet taken in the 1930's/1940's is shown below:: 

The enlarged building of the late 1940's/early 1950's is shown below: 

0 
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( : 

date of 81 daly designation 

Jessica Nelson <jessica.nelson@parkcity.org>
To: martin paris <martinparis@gmail.com>

Mr. Paris,

Tony Clifton <martinparis@gmail.com> 

Wed, Dec 2, 2020 at 8:38 AM

With much assistance from Caitlyn, I now have the date that 81 was adopted into the Historic Sites Inventory.
The Historic Preservation Board adopted i�n Februar 4th of 20 9. The reason it was so difficult to find is because it
was part of a larger item. Please let us know if you have additional questions.

Packet from Feb 4th 2009 HPB meeting adopting the historic sites inventory

https://www.parkcity.org/Home/SflowOocument?id=49956

Minutes for that meeting with recorded vote

https://www.parkcity.org/Horne/Sl1owOocument?id= ·t 4942

Regards,

Jessica

From: martin paris [mailto:martinparis@gmail.com]
Sent: Wednesday, October 21, 2020 4:49 PM
To: Jessica Nelson
Subject: Re: FW: date of 81 daly designation

thank you for the update. i learned during my visit to the planning department yesterday that you were dealing with
various serious family matters. i was saddened to hear that this was the case. i hope things work out well for you.

please understand that i have no business at the moment that is of crushing, time sensitive urgency. feel free to prioritize
your personal issues above any tasks on your to-do list which involve my various projects. 

i am extremely grateful for the personalized attention you have given me and for how you have diligently tried to do the
very best you can (and in the most cost effective way) to resolve my various issues. you should feel no time pressures 
from me and focus instead on your family issues.
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Historic Preservation Board 
Staff Report 

Author: 

Subject: 
Date: 
Type of Item: 

Thomas E. Eddington, Jr., AICP 
Dina Blaes, Preservation Consultant 
Historic Sites Inventory 
February 4, 2009 
Administrative 

Summary Recommendation: 

Planning Department 

Staff recommends the Historic Preservation Board conduct a public hearing and 
approve the attached resolution (Exhibit A) adopting the Park City Historic Sites 
Inventory. 

Topic: 
Project Name: 
AJ>plicant: 
Proposal: 

Background: 

Park City Historic Sites Inventory 
Planning Department 
Adopt the Park City Historic Sites Inventory (HSI) 

On August 4, the City Council adopted Ordinance 08-33 imposing a temporary 
moratorium on the demolition of any structure located within the municipal boundaries 
built before 1962. When the moratorium was imposed, City Council asked staff to 
develop a strategy for modifying the current way in which buildings are designated as 
historic so that more of the buildings that give Park City its unique character would be 
subject to the protections found in the LMC for Historically Significant Buildings. 

At an October 2, 2008 work session, the City Council provided direction for staff to 
move forward in two areas: 

1) Prepare amendments to Title 15-11-12 Determination of Historical Significance to
accommodate "Landmark" and "Significant" designations to broaden the definition of
historic properties.

2) Prepare an updated Historic Sites Inventory based on the new criteria to be
presented to the HPB for adoption once.the proposed changes to the LMC are
adopted.

On January 7, 2009, the Planning Commission, at a public hearing, discussed the 
proposed LMC amendments to Title 15-11-12 and forwarded a positive 
recommendation for adoption by the City Council. 

On January 22, 2009, the City Council, at a public hearing, discussed the proposed 
amendments and approved a resolution adopting LMC amendments to Land 
Management Code, Section 15-11-12 to establish the Park City Historic Sites Inventory. 
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The Land Management Code, Section 15-11-12: Park City Historic Sites Inventory 
specifies that the Planning Department shall maintain an inventory of Historic Sites 
located with Park City. The inventory is an important community development resource 
because Historic Sites: 

• are eligible for specific Land Management Code exceptions;
• are eligible for Historic Preservation Board matching grants for preservation,

rehabilitation, restoration, and reconstruction; and
• may not be demolished without City approval of a Certificate of Appropriateness

for Demolition (CAD) Permit.

The Historic Sites Inventory was conducted by the City's Historic Preservation 
Consultant, and her staff Solutions using criteria set forth in Land Management Code, 
Section 15-11-12(A): Criteria for Designating Site$ to the Park City Historic Sites 
Inventory. 

Four hundred five (405) sites--with a total of five hundred twenty five (525) buildings, 
accessory buildings, and/or structures--are identified as meeting the criteria for 
designation to the Historic Sites Inventory. Of these sites, one hundred ninety-two (192) 
sites meet the criteria for designation as "Landmark" Sites and two hundred thirteen 
(213) sites meet the criteria for designation as "Significant'' Sites. The official inventory
of Historic Sites is attached to this report as Exhibit B and is also included on the City's
website at http://www. parkcity .org/citydepartments/planning/hsi/HSI. pdf. Individual
Historic Site Forms, along with digitized support documents, are on file with the
Planning Department.

The current Historic Building Inventory includes three hundred fifty-nine (359) sites with 
a total of four hundred sixteen (416) buildings and/or structures. 

Analysis and Discussion: 
Sites were evaluated for compliance with the criteria set forth in Land Management 
Code, Section 15-11-12: Park City Historic Sites lnventory--(A) Criteria for Designating 
Sites to the Park City Historic Sites Inventory. 

If the Historic Preservation Board agree that the Building(s), Accessory Building(s}, 
and/or Structures that are the subject of the proposed HSI comply with the criteria 
outlined below, they will become the Historic Sites Inventory. In the future, if there are 
other sites which are the subject of an Application which comply with the criteria below, 
they will be added to the HSI. 

15-11-12. PARK CITY HISTORIC SITES INVENTORY.
The Historic Preservation Board may designate Sites to the Historic Sites Inventory
as a means of providing recognition to and encouraging the preservation of historic
Sites in the community.

(A) CRITERIA FOR DESIGNATING SITES TO THE PARK CITY HISTORIC SITES
INVENTORY.
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(1) LANDMARK SITE. Any Buildings (Main, Attached, Detached or Public),
Accessory Buildings, and/or Structures may be designated to the Historic
Sites Inventory as a Landmark Site if the Planning Department finds it meets
all the criteria listed below:

(a) It is at least fifty (50) years old or has achieved Significance in
the past fifty (50) years if the Site is of exceptional importance to the
community; and

(b) It retains its historic integrity in terms of location, design,
setting, materials, workmanship, feeling and association as defined by
the National Park Service for the National Register of Historic Places;
and 

(c)lt is significant in local, regional or national history, architecture,
engineering or culture associated with at least one of the following:

(i) an era that has made a significant contribution to the broad
patterns of our history,

(ii) The lives of persons significant in the history of the
community, state, -region, or nation, or

(iii} The distinctive characteristics of type, period, or method of 
construction or the work of a notable architect or master 
craftsman. 

(2) SIGNIFICANT SITE. Any Buildings (Main, Attached, Detached or
Public}, Accessory Buildings, and/or Structures may be designated to the
Historic Sites Inventory as a Significant Site if the Planning Department finds
it meets all the criteria listed below:

(a) It is at least fifty (50} years old or has achieved Significance in
the past fifty (50} years if the Site is of exceptional importance to the
community; and

(b) It retains its essential historical form; meaning there are no
major alterations that have destroyed the essential historical form.
Major alterations that destroy the essential historical form include:

(i) Changes in pitch of the main roof of the primary fa�de if:

(a) the change was made after the period of historic
significance, or 

(b) the change is NOT due to any structural failure, or
(c) the change is NOT due to collapse as a result of
inadequate maintenance on the part of the Applicant or a
previous owner.
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Process: 

(ii) Addition of upper stories or the removal of original upper
stories occurred after the period of historic significance, or

(iii) Moving it from its original location to one that is dissimilar to
the original, or

'f-
[

. (iv) Addition(s) that significantly obscures the essential 

J f-X 
historical form when viewed from the primary public right-of- K way. 

(c)lt is important in local or regional history, architecture, engineering
or culture associated with at least one of the following:

(i) An era of historic importance to the community, or

(ii) Lives of persons who were of historic importance to the
community, or

(iii) Noteworthy methods of construction, materials, or
craftsmanship used during the historic period.

An Owner/Applicant, as provided in the Land Management Code, may file an 
Application for the removal or addition of a Site from the Historic Sites Inventory at any 
time for review by the Historic Preservation Board. 

Any Final Action regarding the adoption of the Historic Sites Inventory in its entirety may 
be appealed to the Board of Adjustment within ten (10) calendar days of the Historic 
Preservation Board's action pursuant to the Land Management Code, Section 15-1-18: 
Appeals and Reconsideration Process. 

Notice: 
Legal Notice of this public hearing was published in the Park Record and posted in the 
required public spaces. In addition, courtesy notice to property owners of the proposed 
sites on the HSI (not required by the land Management Code) regarding this meeting 
was mailed on January 30, 2009. 

The proposed Historic Sites Inventory was also posted on the City website 
(www.parkcity.org) on January 28, 2009. 

Public Input: 
A public hearing, conducted by the Historic Preservation Board, is required prior to 
designating sites to ·the Historic Sites Inventory. As of writing of this report, there has 
been no public input. 

Alternatives: 
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• Conduct a public hearing on the Historic Sites Inventory described herein and
approve the adoption of the attached resolution adopting the inventory as
presented.

• Conduct a public hearing and reject the attached resolution adopting the
inventory, providing specific findings for this action.

• Continue action on the resolution to a date certain.

Significant Impacts: 
There are no significant fiscal impacts on the City as a result of approving the attached 
resolution adopting the Park City Historic.Sites Inventory. 

By approving the attached resolution adopting the Park City Historic Sites Inventory, the 
HPB will increase the number of properties subject to the protections found in the LMC 
for Historic Sites. In addition, the HPB will be following a specific policy directive 
expressed by the City Council on August 4, 2008. 

Consequences of not taking the Recommended Action: 
Not taking the recommended action may result in the demolition of historic structures. If 
the Historic Sites Inventory is not adopted before the expiration of the TZO on February 
7, 2009, structures that would meet the criteria for designation as Landmark or 
Significant Sites under the LMC amendments may be demolished. 

Recommendation: 
Staff recommends the Historic Preservation Board conduct a public hearing and 
approve the attached resolution (Exhibit A) adopting the Park City Historic Sites 
Inventory. 

Exhibits: 
Exhibit A - HPB Resolution No. 09-01 
Exhibit B - Park City Historic Sites Inventory 
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Exhibit A - HPB Resolution No. 09-01 

A RESOLUTION ADOPTING THE PARK CITY HISTORIC SITES INVENTORY 

PURSUANT TO LAND MANAGEMENT CODE SECTION 15-11-12 

WHEREAS, the Historic Preservation Board is charged with designating Sites to the 
Park City Historic Sites Inventory; and 

WHEREAS, the Planning Department is charged with the responsibility of 
maintaining an inventory of Historic Sites in Park City 

WHEREAS, the Historic Preservation Board has determined that the buildings, 
accessory buildings, and/or structures designated as either Landmark Sites or as 
Significant Sites on the Historic Sites Inventory meet the criteria set forth in section 15-
11-12 of the Land Management Code; and

WHEREAS, the Historic Preservation Board duly noticed and conducted a public
hearing at a regularly scheduled meeting on February 4, 2009; 

NOW THEREFORE, be it resolved by the Historic Preservation Board of Park City: 

SECTION 1. INVENTORY ADOPTED. Sites in their entirety including buildings, 
accessory buildings, and/or structures designated as Landmark Sites or Significant 
Sites in the Park City Historic Sites Inventory are hereby adopted as the official 
inventory of historic sites pursuant to Land Management Code, Section 15-11-12, or 
any successor provision. 

SECTION 2. INVENTORY TO BE FILED WITH THE CITY RECORDER. The 
Historic Sites Inventory shall be kept on file and available to the public at the City 
Recorder's Office. The support documentation may be kept in the Planning Department 
so long as it is referenced by the inventory on file with the City Recorder and made 
available for public inspection upon request during regular business hours. 

SECTION 3. EFFECTIVE DATE. This resolution shall take effect immediately. 

PASSED AND ADOPTED this 4th day of February, 2009. 

HISTORIC PRESERVATION BOARD 

Approved as to form: Todd Ford, Chairperson 

Mark Harrington, City Attorney 
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HISTORIC SITE FORM - HISTORIC SITES INVENTORY 
PARK CITY MUNICIPAL CORPORATION (10-08) 

1 IDENTIFICATION 

Name of Property: 

Address: 81 DALY AVE AKA: 

City, County: Park City, Summit County, Utah Tax Number: PC-608 

Current Owner Name: TIRESIAS VENTURES LLC Parent Parcel(s): 

Current Owner Address: 2907 OCEAN FRONT WALK VENICE, CA 90291 

Legal Description (include acreage): LOTS 11 & 12 & N 22 FT LOT 13 BLK 73 MILLSITE PARK CITY (LESS 
BEG SW COR LOT 10; TH S 68'.27' E 100.0 FT; S 21*33' W 5.9FT; N 66*13' W 100.08 FT; N 21*33' E 
2.0 FT TO BEG); 0.22 AC 

2 STA TUSIUSE 

Property Category 
0 building{s), main 
D building{s), attached 
D building{s), detached 
D building(s), public 
D building{s), accessory 
D structure(s) 

3 DOCUMENTA 110N 

Photos: Dates 
0 tax photo: 
0 prints: 
D historic: c. 

Drawings and Plans 
D measured floor plans 
D site sketch map 

Evaluation* 
D Landmark Site 
0 Significant Site 
D Not Historic 

Reconstruction 
Date: 
Permit#: 
D Full D Partial 

*National Register of Historic Places: 0 ineligible
D listed (date: )

Use 

Original Use: Residential 
Current Use: Residential 

D eligible 

Research Sources (check all sources consulted, whether useful or not) 
D abstract of title 0 city/county histories 
0 tax card D personal interviews 
D original building permit D Utah Hist. Research Center 
D sewer permit D USHS Preservation Files 
0 Sanborn Maps D USHS Architects File 
D obituary index D LOS Family History Library 

D Historic American Bldg. Survey 
D original plans: 

D city directories/gazetteers D Park City Hist. Soc/Museum 
D census records D university library{ies): 
D biographical encyclopedias D other: 

D other: D newspapers 

Bibliographical References (books, articles, interviews, etc.) Attach copies of all research notes and materials. 

Blaes, Dina & Beatrice Lufkin. "Final Report." Park City Historic Building Inventory. Salt Lake City: 2007. 
Carter, Thomas and Goss, Peter. Utah's Historic Architecture, 1847-1940: a Guide. Salt Lake City, Utah: 

University of Utah Graduate School of Architecture and Utah State Historical Society, 1991. 
McAlester, Virginia and Lee. A Field Guide to American Houses. New York: Alfred A. Knopf, 1998. 
Roberts, Allen. "Final Report." Park City Reconnaissance Level Survey. Salt Lake City: 1995. 
Roper, Roger & Deborah Randall. "Residences of Mining Boom Era, Park City - Thematic Nomination." National Register of· 

Historic Places Inventory, Nomination Form. 1984. 

4 ARCHITECTURAL DESCRIPTION & INTEGRITY 

Building Type and/or Style: T/L cottage No. Stories: 1 

Additions: D none D minor 0 major (describe below) Alterations:·□ none D minor @ major (describe below) 

Researcher/Organization: Dina Blaes/Park City Municipal Corporation Date: November. 08 
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81 Daly Ave, Park City, UT, Page 2 of 3 

Number of associated outbuildings and/or structures: D accessory building(s), # __ ; D structure(s), # __ . 
General Condition of Exterior Materials: 

D Good (Well maintained with no serious problems apparent.) 

0 Fair (Some problems are apparent. Describe the problems.): 

D Poor (Major problems are apparent and constitute an imminent threat. Describe the problems.): 

D Uninhabitable/Ruin 
Materials {The physical elements that were combined or deposited during a particular period of time in a particular pattern or 
configuration. Describe the materials.): 

Foundation: Not verified. 

Walls: Drop siding shown in tax photo, aluminum siding in 1995 photograph 

Roof: Cross-wing roof form sheathed in asphalt shingles ( 1995 photo). 

Windows: Aluminum frame side sliders (1995 photograph) 

Essential Historical Form: 0 Retains D Does Not Retain, due to: 

Location: 0 Original Location D Moved (date ____ � Original Location: 

Design (The combination of physical elements that create the form, plan, space, structure, and style. Describe additions and/or alterations 
from the original design, including dates-known or estimated-when alterations were made): This assessment is based on the 
most recent photographs (1995) of the actuial main building. The T/L cottage was significantly altered by the 
application of aluminum siding and an addition that extended out from the front gable. Sometime prior to 2006 
and according to members of the Planning Department, plans were approved to partially reconstruct the 
property and recent photographs (assessor and views taken from adjacent properties) indicate the historic 
material has been removeq from the site or is located on site covered by a blue tarp. TJle historic integrjty of the 
�uld be re-evaluated following completion of the reconstructjon/rehabHjtatjon and the addjtjon�. 

Set�ing (The physi<:81 environ�ent--natural or manmad�-of a hist?ric site. Describe �e setting and hov_,r it has changed _over time.): Th
j

. 
settmg--as seen m 1995--ts altered from what 1s seen in the tax photo m that the entire front yard 1s being used 
as a parking area. Currently, of course the lot is devoid of any structures. 

es 

Feeling (Describe the property's historic character.): Based on the 1995 photographs, the physical elements of the site, 
in combination, do not effectively convey a sense of life in a western mining town of the late nineteenth and 
early twentieth centuries. At present, the components propped against a tree provide no historic character. 

Association (Describe the link between the important historic era or person and the property.): The "T" or "L" cottage (also 
known as a "cross-wingjls one of the earliest and one of the three most common house types built in Park City 
during the mining era; however, the changes seen in the 1995 photographs are significant and diminish the sites 
association with the past. At present the components left on site provide a link only in that they are materials 
from the mining era. 

The property should be re-evaluated following completion of the proposed plans. 

5 SIGNIFICANCE 

Architect: 0 Not Known D Known: (source:) Date of Construction: c. 1900 
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Builder: 0 Not Known D Known: (source: ) 

81 Daly Ave, Park City, UT, Page 3 of 3 

The site must represent an important part of the history or architecture of the community. A site need only be 
significant under one of the three areas listed below: 

1. Historic Era:
D Settlement & Mining Boom Era (1868-1893)
0 Mature Mining Era (1894-1930)
D Mining Decline & Emergence of Recreation Industry (1931-1962)

Park City was the center of one of the top three metal mining districts in the state during Utah's mining 
boom period of the late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries, and it is one of only two major metal 
mining communities that have survived to the present. Park City's houses are the largest and best­
preserved group of residential buildings in a metal mining town in Utah. As such, they provide the most 
complete documentation of the residential character of mining towns of that period, including their 
settlement patterns, building materials, construction techniques, and socio-economic make-up. The 
residences also represent the state's largest collection of nineteenth and early twentieth century frame 
houses. They contribute to our understanding of a significant aspect of Park City's economic growth 
and architectural development as a mining community.

1 

2. Persons (Describe how the site is associated with the lives of persons who were of historic importance to the community or those who

were significant in the history of the state, region, or nation):

3. Architecture (Describe how the site exemplifies noteworthy methods of construction, materials or craftsmanship used during the

historic period or is the work of a master craftsman or notable architect):

6 PHOTOS 

Digital color photographs are on file with the Planning Department, Park City Municipal Corp. 

Photo No. 1: Northwest oblique - site. Camera facing southeast, 2008. 

Photo No. 2: Northwest elevation (primary favade ). 

Photo No. 3: Northwest elevation (primary favade). 

Camera facing southeast, 1995. 

Camera facing southeast, tax photo. 

1 From "Residences of Mining Boom Era, Parle City - Thematic Nomination" written by Roger Roper, 1984. 
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81 Daly Avenue, Park City. Summit County, Utah 
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Historic Preservation Board 
Staff Report 
 
Subject: 2024 Historic District Grant Program 
Applications: 316 Woodside Avenue PL-24-06132 
   416 Park Avenue PL-23-05935 
   2465 Doc Holiday Drive PL-24-06131 
Author:  Rebecca Ward, Planning Director 
Date:   July 3, 2024 
Type of Item: Administrative 
 
Recommendation 
(I) Review and score the Historic District Grant Program Applications for 316 Woodside 
Avenue, 416 Park Avenue, and 2465 Doc Holiday Drive, (II) hold a public hearing, and 
(III) determine whether grants should be awarded. 
 
Background 
Since 1987, the City has awarded hundreds of thousands of dollars to rehabilitate and 
preserve Significant and Landmark Historic Structures and Sites through the Historic 
District Grant Program (HDGP), which is designed to: 
 

Financially incentivize the Preservation, Rehabilitation, Restoration, and 
Reconstruction of Historic Structure and Sites to create a community that 
honors its past and encourages Historic Preservation.  

 
The Board may award up to $127,136 FY25 for both emergency and competitive grants 
from the funding sources below:  
 

• Lower Park RDA: $50,000 

• Main Street RDA: $30,000  

• Citywide (General Fund): $47,136 
 
Please see Exhibit A to view the Lower Park and Main Street RDA boundaries. 
 
Three grant applications totaling $56,800 have been submitted for review:  
 
Main Street RDA 
316 Woodside Avenue - $24,500 
416 Park Avenue - $7,300 
 
Citywide 
2465 Doc Holiday Drive - $25,000 or lesser amount 
 
If the Board fully awards the three requested grants, $70,336 will remain this fiscal year. 
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The City provides a 50% matching grant for eligible work that may include but is not 
limited to: 
 

• Repairing/restoring/replacing windows 

• Repointing masonry 

• Repairing or replacing roofs 

• Electrical updating 

• Upgrading mechanical systems 

• Upgrading insulation 

• Reconstructing Historic porches 

• Restoring Historic features 
 
Ineligible work includes but is not limited to: 
 

• Acquisition costs 

• New additions 

• Landscaping/flatwork 

• Interior remodeling/new finishes 

• Interior paint 
 
The Criteria Evaluation below was provided to Applicant’s through the HDGP 
Application. Staff requests the Board please review and score each request prior to the 
public meeting and determine whether the Applicant qualifies for an award.  
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Criteria for Evaluating Grants 
 

 
 

 
 

Requirements for Awarded Grants 
 
Awards over $25,000 require City Council approval and the property owner to grant a 
façade easement to the City, a legal document recorded with the County that details the 
exterior historical features preserved and protected. Façade easements are granted in 
perpetuity and run with the land, meaning if the property is sold in the future, the City 
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would still have the right to require conservation or preservation of the exterior features.  
 
Additionally, grant recipients must enter into a five-year lien with the City. If the property 
is sold within the five-year period, the applicant is responsible for repaying the city a 
pro-rated amount of the grant disbursement.  
 
Based on public input, the Board requested Applicants be made aware of the lien 
requirement. Please note that in the HDGP application, the following information is 
provided and Applicants are required to initial to demonstrate they understand the terms 
of the HDGP: 
 

 
 
Additionally, we provided Applicants with a draft copy of the lien for their review. 
 

Requested Grants 
 
316 Woodside Avenue, a Significant Historic Site  
This Significant Historic Site was constructed circa 1889 and is uniquely situated, facing 
the 3rd Street Public Stairs. The Applicant is in the process of rehabilitating the Historic 
Structure and constructing an addition.  
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Figure 1: 1920s photograph 

 

 
Figure 2: 1940s tax photo 
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Figure 3: 1982 photo showing the bay window the applicant proposes to restore 
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Figure 4: Side facade showing the Historic bay window altered with French doors  

 
On May 4, 2022, the Historic Preservation Board determined the bay window projection 
on the side of the Significant Historic Structure was significant and could not be 
removed to accommodate a transitional element for an addition (Packet, Item 6.D; 
Minutes, p. 18). The Applicant revised the plans accordingly and on July 5, 2023, the 
Historic Preservation Board approved Material Deconstruction of a portion of the historic 
side and rear of the Significant Historic Structure to facilitate an addition on the 
secondary façade facing Woodside Avenue (Packet, Item 6.A; Minutes, p. 2). 
 
The Applicant requests a $24,500 grant to: 

• Restore the historic bay window 

• Restore porch railing and posts 

• Rehabilitate exterior doors and windows 

• Rehabilitate historic roof framing 

• Preserve historic siding (Exhibit B) 
 
416 Park Avenue, a Landmark Historic Structure 
According to the 1984 National Registration nomination form, this is a one-story frame 
pyramid house with a hip roof and a lower level below as the lot slopes downward. 
Typical of the pyramid house is the square plan, the symmetrical façade with a door set 
between two pairs of windows, and the porch spanning the façade.  
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Figure 5: 1940s tax photo 

 

 
Figure 6: 2013 photo 
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There is a record of a grant application dating back to 1989 for this property, but the 
details are unavailable. In 2010, the Applicant was awarded a $1,750 grant to replace 
soffit vents, plywood, and roof vents. In 2020, the Applicant was denied a $9,528.61 
grant to replace the roof. In 2021, the Applicant was awarded a $3,850 grant to remove 
and replace roofing materials. This year, the Applicant requests $7,300 for interior roof 
repairs to replace broken beams and reinforce the roof (Exhibit C). 
 
On December 6, 2023, the Board reviewed the request (Packet, Item 6.B). The Board 
requested the Applicant provide more information, including the documents required as 
part of the building permit review (Minutes, p. 10). Please see Exhibit D to review the 
Applicant’s Structural Calculations submittal and Exhibit E to review the Applicant’s 
Roof Retrofit Letter.   
 
2465 Doc Holiday Drive, a Significant Historic Structure 
On April 3, 2024, the Historic Preservation Board determined a rear deck on the 
Significant Historic Structure contributed to the Historic Integrity of the Structure and 
required the rear deck to be reconstructed (Packet, Item 6.A, Minutes, p. 2). The 
Applicant requests a $25,000 grant to assist with the reconstruction of the Historic rear 
deck, but notes in their application they are open to a lesser amount depending on the 
maximum amount of funds available (Exhibit F). 
 
 

 
Figure 7: 2013 photo 
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Figure 8: 2013 photo showing the two-story rear deck 

 
  
Department Review 
The Planning Department, Executive Department, and City Attorney’s Office reviewed 
this report.  
 
Notice 
Staff published notice on the City’s website and the Utah Public Notice website and 
posted notice to the property on June 19, 2024. The Park Record published courtesy 
notice on June 19, 2024.1  
 
Public Input 
Staff did not receive any public input at the time this report was published.  
 
Exhibits 
Exhibit A: RDA Boundary Map 
Exhibit B: 316 Woodside Avenue Application 
Exhibit C: 416 Park Avenue Application 
Exhibit D: 416 Park Roof Retrofit Letter  
Exhibit E: 416 Park Structural Calculations Report 
Exhibit F: 2465 Doc Holiday Application  
 

 
1 LMC § 15-1-21 
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Historic District Competitive Grant 
Application Details 
316 Woodside Ave. 

 
PROJECT DESCRIPTION 
The project is comprised of two significant components – the remodel of the existing historic structure and 
the addition of a new structure to provide off street parking and additional living space.  The remodel of the 
existing historic structure will repair, restore and modernize the structure, exterior finishes and the interior 
layout.  The project will address a few notable components that directly impact the structure’s historic status: 
 

• In May of 2022 the Historic Preservation Board determined that the small “bump out” on the rear of 
the structure is historically significant to the site.   That bump out was historically a bay window.  The 
bay window was removed sometime after 1982 and replaced by non-historic French doors.   We will 
remove the non-historic French doors and restore the bump out to a historically appropriate looking 
bay window.    

 
• The historic west facing covered porch on the north façade was enclosed to make an outdoor storage 

closet sometime after 1982.   This covered porch will serve at the connection point of the addition.   
As part of that process we will restore the porch railing and other architectural components to make 
the connection point appear historically appropriate. 

• The historic roof framing will be repaired and rehabilitated to address structural concerns identified 
in an engineering report commissioned when I purchased the home.    

• The existing exterior doors and windows (all non-historic materials) will be replaced with new energy 
efficient doors and windows in a style appropriate for the home and in line with the historic district 
design guidelines. 

• The historic siding on the home will be preserved as appropriate including repairing any damage and 
repainting the home to properly protect the wood. 

 
WORK ITEMS 

1. Restoration of Bay Window 
a. Work Item Cost: 

i. $6,300 
b. Methods Proposed: 
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i. Restoration of the historic bay window on the west facade (Woodside Ave) that was 
previously removed and replaced with non-historic French style doors.  The front, 
facing west, will be reconstructed by re-framing the wall, setting of the correct size 
& style window and applying historically correct sizes & style of panels & finish 
casing/ trim. The two sides of the bay will each receive a replacement window but 
will not require re-framing the wall. There may be trim that is damaged & needs 
replacement.  All work will be done using historically correct casing, trim and panels 
in as close to the original work from the photo documentation. 

c. Location of Work: 
i. West facade of the home facing Woodside Ave in the bump out (historic bay 

window) that the HPB determined to be contributory to the home’s historic 
designation. 

d. Historic Materials: 
i. No 

e. Work Item Completion Date: 
i. September – October 2024 

 
2. Restoration of Covered Porch Railing and Posts 

a. Work Item Cost: 
i. $5,000 

b. Methods Proposed: 
i. Addition of new, historically appropriate, deck railing and posts to restore the 

historic deck railing on the NW corner of the historic structure that was previously 
removed and enclosed into an outdoor storage closet.   

c. Location of Work: 
i. NW corner of home where covered porch structure was 

d. Historic Materials: 
i. No 

e. Work Item Completion Date: 
i. March 2025 

3. Rehabilitation of Exterior Doors & Windows  
a. Work Item Cost: 

i. $20,000 
b. Methods Proposed: 

i. Replacement of exterior doors and windows on historic façade  
c. Location of Work: 

i. All historic facades  
d. Historic Materials: 

i. No 
e. Work Item Completion Date: 

i. September – October 2024 
4. Rehabilitation of Historic Roof Framing 

a. Work Item Cost: 
i. $26,000 

b. Methods Proposed: 
i. Typical repairs and rehabilitation including the additional of additional/new framing 

if required – to be determined once the framing is exposed.  
c. Location of Work: 

i. Throughout historic roof structure 
d. Historic Materials: 

Page 48 of 196



i. Yes 
ii. A structural engineering inspection of the home in September 2020 (during the 

home buying process) noted issues with the framing size and cracks in the beam 
end. 

e. Work Item Completion Date: 
i. September – October 2024 

5. Preservation of Historic Siding 
a. Work Item Cost: 

i. $10,000 
b. Methods Proposed: 

i. Repair damage as required, sand, seal and paint siding  
c. Location of Work: 

i. Exterior of all historic facades where historic materials still exist  
d. Historic Materials: 

i. Yes 
ii. Varying conditions – siding needs repairs, maintenance and new paint throughout  

e. Work Item Completion Date: 
i. Ongoing July 2024 – May 2025 

 
 

 
PROPOSED TIMELINE 
The work on the historic structure will occur as part of a larger addition and remodel to the home. Demolition 
(no historic materials will be demolished) has begun (May 2024) and will be followed by construction of the 
foundation for the new addition and driveway.   Each item will be complete over the next twelve months as 
listed on each item in the application details attached. 
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If you have questions regarding the application or submittal process please contact  
Senior Planner Caitlyn Tubbs at Caitlyn.Tubbs@parkcity.org or 435-615-5063 or visit www.parkcity.org. 

 
Application Updated 03.20.2024 
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HISTORIC DISTRICT  
GRANT PACKET 

 
2024 FISCAL YEAR 

(JULY 2024 – JUNE 2025) 
QUARTER TWO 

 
INFORMATION GUIDE 

AND APPLICATION 
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HISTORIC DISTRICT COMPETITIVE GRANT 
INFORMATION GUIDE 

 

MISSION STATEMENT: 

The Park City Historic District Competitive Grant Program (Grant Program) is designed to 

financially incentivize the Preservation, Rehabilitation, and Restoration of Historic Structures and 

Sites designated on the City’s Historic Sites Inventory and those Structures and Sites that are 

eligible for listing on the Historic Sites Inventory to create a community that honors its past and 

encourages Historic Preservation. 

 

ELIGIBILITY: 

Competitive Grants are available for Historic Residential or Commercial Structures listed on the 

Park City Historic Sites Inventory (HSI) and for Structures and Sites eligible for listing. Structures 

and Sites currently not listed on the HSI may be eligible* for funding to offset some costs to 

designate the site to the HSI. The purpose of the Grant Program is to assist in offsetting the costs 

of Preservation, Rehabilitation, and Restoration work. This is a 50% matching grant that is paid by 

way of reimbursement once the applicable work has been completed.  

 

*Please contact the Planning Department with questions regarding eligibility. 

 

Competitive Grant: 

Competitive Grant to be awarded for applications to designate a Structure or Site to the HSI, or for 

those Landmark and Significant Historic Sites listed on the HSI, projects defined as “Preservation, 

Rehabilitation, and/or Restoration” in the Land Management Code: 

• Preservation: The act or process of applying measures necessary to sustain the 

existing form, integrity, and materials of a Historic Property. Work, including preliminary 

measures to protect and stabilize the Property, generally focuses on ongoing 

maintenance and repair of Historic materials and features rather than extensive 

replacement and new construction. 

• Rehabilitation: The act or process of making possible a compatible Use for a Property 

through repair, alterations, and additions while preserving those portions or features 

which convey its Historical, cultural, or architectural values. 

• Restoration: The act or process of accurately depicting the form, features, and 

character of a property as it appeared at a particular period of time by means of removal 

of features from other periods in its history and Reconstruction of missing features from 

the restoration period. 

 

ELIGIBLE PROJECTS: (any items not listed below are not eligible for grant funding) 

• Repairing, Restoring, and Replacing Windows 

• Repointing Masonry 

• Reconstructing Historic Porches 
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• Restoring or Repairing Historic Features 

• Repairing or Restoring Roofs 

Application: 

Applications may be submitted to the Planning Department starting at 8 a.m. Mountain Standard 

Time (MST) on March 22, 2024, and will be accepted through May 15, 2024, at 5:00 p.m. MST. 

Work proposed to be supported with grant funds must be completed before June 30, 2025, to 

qualify for the grant reimbursement. Applications shall be submitted in person, by email 

(planning@parkcity.org), or by mail.  

 

Please note: if submitting application via email please ensure attached files are less than 8MB in 

size. If over this size please send via FTP link such as Google Drive or Dropbox. 
 

 

The Planning Department is in City Hall at 445 Marsac Avenue, Park City, Utah 84060.   

 

Mailed applications shall be addressed as follows: 
Park City Municipal Corporation 

ATTN: Park City Historic Preservation Planner, Planning Department 

P.O. Box 1480 

Park City, UT 84060 
 

*THIS APPLICATION CYCLE IS NOT A RETROACTIVE AWARDING OF FUNDS FOR WORK ALREADY COMPLETED.  

WORK MUST BE PROPOSED BETWEEN APRIL 1, 2024 AND JUNE 30, 2025 IN ORDER TO BE CONSIDERED.* 

 
Please review and initial the following prior to submitting your grant application:  
 
______ 1) I (we) understand I (we) will be required to provide copies of 1) invoices for the work, 
2) proof of payment (e.g. receipts, invoices marked “paid”, etc.), 3) a W-9 (grant income must be 
reported on income taxes), 4) a title report to confirm property legal description, and 5) 
photographs of the completed work. These items must be submitted to the City once the work is 
completed in order to begin the release of the grant monies. 
 
______ 2) I (we) understand I (we) will be required to sign a Historic Preservation Agreement, 
Trust Deed, and Trust Deed Note and record such instruments with the Summit County 
Recorder’s Office for a term of 5 years. Following the passage of 5 years and my (our) 
satisfaction of the requirements of the Historic Preservation Agreement the City shall, upon 
written request, record a release of these documents with the Summit County Recorder’s Office. 
 
______ 3) I (we) understand a grant award exceeding $25,000 USD will require the recordation 
of a Historic Preservation Easement on my (our) property. In the event my (our) project is 
awarded $25,000 USD or more, I (we) agree to provide a Historic Preservation Easement to 
Park City Municipal Corporation in a form acceptable to the City Attorney and agree to have 
such easement agreement recorded on my (our) property with the Summit County Recorder’s 
Office.  
 
_______4) I (we) understand Park City Municipal Corporation is constructing a database of 
current and prior grant award recipients’ projects. This database may include exterior 
photographs of my (our) property but will not include interior photographs of the property. I (we) 
understand participation in this database is voluntary and (select one): 
 __  AGREE TO PARTICIPATE 
 __ DO NOT AGREE TO PARTICIPATE 
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HISTORIC DISTRICT COMPETITIVE GRANT 
APPLICATION 

 For Office Use Only  
 

ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW PROJECT PLANNER APPLICATION # 
 

APPROVED     DATE RECEIVED  

AMOUNT      EXPIRATION  

DENIED      BLDG PERMIT  

     

 
PROJECT INFORMATION 
 

NAME:   

  

ADDRESS:   

  

  

TAX ID:  OR 

SUBDIVISION:  OR 

SURVEY:  LOT #:  BLOCK #:  
      

 
 

APPLICANT INFORMATION 
 

NAME:   

  
MAILING 
ADDRESS: 

 

  

  

PHONE #:  (     )        - FAX #:  (           )               - 

EMAIL:   

    

APPLICANT REPRESENTATIVE INFORMATION 
 

NAME:  

PHONE #: (           )               -  

EMAIL:  

PRIMARY 
ADDRESS: 

 
 
 

  

  

Matt Safchik

316 Woodside

THBLT-A

THIBAULT PLAT AMENDMENT A

Matt Safchik
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 SUBMITTAL REQUIREMENTS   
 

1. Completed and signed Historic District Grant Application. 

2. Written Project Description describing the proposed scope of work, detailed specifications, 
and reason for applying for a Historic District Grant.   

3. Submittal of a Cost Estimate for the proposed work. 

4. Breakdown of Proposed Work and Estimated Costs of the proposed eligible 
improvements (page 6). 

5. Proposed Timeline of the proposed project (page 8). 

6. Historic District Design Review approval letter. Please contact the Planning Department if 
this has not been completed. The grant application will not be accepted without this 
approval letter. Note: This submittal may be waived if the application is related to a 
Determination of Significance application for a historic site not currently listed on the Historic 
Sites Inventory.  

7. Schematic, conceptual Drawings as they apply to the proposed project.  This may include 
but is not limited to site plans, elevations, and floor plans. 

8. Color Photographs of existing conditions. Include a general view of the building and 
setting, including the building in the context of the streetscape; the front; perspective view 
showing front façade and one side, and rear façade and one side; detailed view of affected 
work area. 
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If you have questions regarding the application or submittal process please contact  
Senior Planner Caitlyn Tubbs at Caitlyn.Tubbs@parkcity.org or 435-615-5063 or visit www.parkcity.org. 
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PROPOSED WORK AND ESTIMATED COSTS

Work Item Method(s) Proposed 
(Please Be Specific) 

Location of Work Historic Materials? 
Circle One 

 
 

 

Yes / No 

Work Item Cost: If Yes, please detail 
the current condition: 

Work Item Method(s) Proposed 
(Please Be Specific) 

Location of Work Historic Materials? 
Circle One 

 
 

Yes / No 

Work Item Cost: If Yes, please detail 
the current condition: 

Work Item Method(s) Proposed 
(Please Be Specific) 

Location of Work Historic Materials? 
Circle One 

Yes / No 

Work Item Cost: If Yes, please detail 
the current condition: 

$6,292

Restoration of Bay
Window

West facade of the home facing 
Woodside Ave in the bump out 
(historic bay window) that the 
HPB determined to be 
contributory to the home’s 
historic designation.

Rehabilitation of 
exterior doors
and windows

$20,000

Replacement of all 
exterior doors and 
windows 

Historic facades

Restoration of Covered 
Porch Railing and Posts NW corner of home 

where covered porch 
structure was

See attached

See attached

$5,000
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Work Item Method(s) Proposed 
(Please Be Specific) 

Location of Work Historic Materials? 
Circle One 

 
 
 
 
 

   
 

Yes / No 

Work Item Cost: If Yes, please detail 
the current condition: 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Work Item Method(s) Proposed 
(Please Be Specific) 

Location of Work Historic Materials? 
Circle One 

 
 
 
 
 

   
 

Yes / No 

Work Item Cost: If Yes, please detail 
the current condition: 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
       

 
Total Grant Request:  $____________________________ (Amount Requested from City) 
 
Total Owner’s Match:  $____________________________ (Owner’s Portion of Total Budget) 
 
Total Project Budget:  $____________________________ (Grant Request + Match) 
 
 
Owner(s) Match Source:  ___________________________________________________ 
 
    ______________________________________________________ 
 
 

 
 
 
 

Rehabilitation of 
Historic Roof Framing

$26,000

See attached
Throughout historic
roof structure

Preservation of
historic siding

$10,000

See attached Exterior of historic
facades

See attached

Various - see attached

$67,300

24,500

42,800

Personal funding
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PROPOSED TIMELINE (around 100 words) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

CRITERIA FOR SELECTION 
 
Selection of Historic District Grant Awardees is based on the use of preservation best practices 
throughout the course of the project. Please review Land Management Code Chapter 15-13: 
Design Guidelines for Historic Districts and Historic Sites, the Secretary of the Interior’s 
Standards for Rehabilitation, and project-specific Preservation Briefs before drafting your project 
description. The focus of the Historic District Grant Program is to incentivize the preservation, 
rehabilitation, reconstruction, and restoration of Historic Structures and Sites in order to create a 
community that honors its past and encourages Historic Preservation best practices.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

The work on the historic structure will occur as part of a larger addition and remodel to the home. 
Demolition (no historic materials will be demolished) has begun (May 2024) and will be followed 
by construction of the foundation for the new addition and driveway.   Each item will be complete 
over the next twelve months as listed on each item in the application details attached.
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ACKNOWLEDGMENT OF RESPONSIBILITY  
 
This is to certify that I am making an application for the described action by the City and that I am responsible for complying with all 
City requirements with regard to this request. This application should be processed in my name and I am a party whom the City 
should contact regarding any matter pertaining to this application.  
 
I have read and understood the instructions supplied by Park City for processing this application. The documents and/or information 
I have submitted are true and correct to the best of my knowledge.  I understand that my application is not deemed complete until a 
Project Planner has reviewed the application and has notified me that it has been deemed complete.  
 
I will keep myself informed of the deadlines for submission of material and the progress of this application. I understand that a staff 
report will be made available for my review three days prior to any public hearings or public meetings. This report will be on file and 
available at the Planning Department in the Marsac Building. 
 
I further understand that additional fees may be charged for the City’s review of the proposal. Any additional analysis required would 
be processed through the City’s consultants with an estimate of time/expense provided prior to an authorization with the study.  
 

Signature of Applicant:  

Name of Applicant:   

  PRINTED 

Mailing Address:  

 

Phone:  Fax:  

Email:  

 
Type of Application:   

      

AFFIRMATION OF SUFFICIENT INTEREST 

 
I hereby affirm that I am the fee title owner of the below described property or that I have written authorization from the owner to 
pursue the described action.  I further affirm that I am aware of the City policy that no application will be accepted nor work 
performed for properties that are tax delinquent.  

 

Name of Owner:   

  PRINTED 

Mailing Address:  

 

Street Address/ Legal Description of Subject Property:  

  

  

Signature:    Date:   

    
1. If you are not the fee owner attach a copy of your authorization to pursue this action provided by the fee owner.  
2. If a corporation is fee titleholder, attach copy of the resolution of the Board of Directors authorizing the action. 
3. If a joint venture or partnership is the fee owner, attach a copy of agreement authorizing this action on behalf of the joint venture or partnership 
4. If a Home Owner’s Association is the applicant than the representative/president must attach a notarized letter stating they have notified the 

owners of the proposed application. A vote should be taken prior to the submittal and a statement of the outcome provided to the City along with 
the statement that the vote meets the requirements set forth in the CC&Rs.  

 
Please note that this affirmation is not submitted in lieu of sufficient title evidence. You will be required to submit a title opinion, certificate of title, or title 
insurance policy showing your interest in the property prior to Final Action. 

      

 

Matt Safchik

Self

Matt Safchik

316 Woodside Ave

THIBAULT PLAT AMENDMENT LOT A

05.13.2024
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1983‐2023 
Over 35 Years of Providing Quality Engineering & Surveying 

www.mcneilengineering.com 
S:\2023Files\23257\Structural\23257 - Roof Retrofit Letter 12-06-23.docx 

 
December 8, 2023 
 
Ramona Meyer 
416 Park Ave., 
Park City, UT. 84060 
 
RE: 416 Park Ave – Residence Investigation  
MES Job Number: 23257 
Roof Retrofit Letter  
 
Dear Ramona, 
 
We are writing this letter at your request in response to the Inspection comment. 
On December 5, 2023, Tevi Lawson made an observation visit to the address listed 
above to observe the roof attic that is been retrofitted. 
 
The contractor has been instructed to perform several retrofits consisting of sistering 
roof rafters, bracing rafters to reduce the spans, supporting loose rafters on both side of 
the fireplace with a 2x post. Retrofit recommendation can be seen in the photos below.  
 
 
If you have any questions or need additional information, please do not hesitate to call.  
 
Sincerely yours, 
 
    
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Matthew Roblez, S.E.               Tevi Lawson 
Professional Engineer                                                                               Staff Engineer 
 
 
 

s 
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PHOTO 1 
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PHOTO 2 
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Losee Architects 
2401 South 2700 West – Morrell Office/Warehouse / West Valley, Utah 84119  
Plan review response letter 
December 8, 2023 
Page 4 of 8 
 

   

 
PHOTO 3 
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PHOTO 4 
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PHOTO 5 
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CALCULATIONS 
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                 Designing For the Future Since 1983TM 

McNeil Engineering Structural L.C. 
8610 South Sandy Parkway – Suite 200 

Sandy, UT  84070 
Ph: 801-255-7700 fax: 801-255-8071 

 

 
 

Structural Calculations 
 

For 

Utah Flood & Fire Network   
Attn: Jeff Leavitt 

 

416 Park Ave – Residence Investigation & 
Retrofit 

416 Park Ave., Park City, UT. 84060 

 

Prepared by: Matthew Roblez, S.E. 

 

 

 

 

 

June 16, 2023 

 
McNeil Engineering assumes responsibility only for the 
items addressed herein and does not assume responsibility 

for the remainder of the structure.  No site observations are 

scheduled to verify the understanding of the contractor or 
the proper installation of the items addressed. 

 

These calculations have been authorized for use at the 
property shown above.  No provisions have been made for 

the re-use of these calculations on any other property. 

 

IMPORTANT 
If the seal is not in 

red or green ink 

and the signature is 

not in red or blue 

ink, then this is an 

unauthorized copy 

and is to be 

rejected as 

unsanctioned and 

unusable. 
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8610 SOUTH SANDY PARKWAY - SANDY UTAH 84070
   801-255-7700 - WWW.MCNEILENGINEERING.COM

TAL

06-16-23

GENERAL: 

UNLESS NOTED OTHERWISE, ALL WORK SHALL CONFORM TO THE REQUIREMENTS OF THE 2018
INTERNATIONAL BUILDING CODE. IT IS THE CONTRACTOR'S RESPONSIBILITY TO VERIFY ALL EXISTING
CONDITIONS AT THE JOB SITE, AND TO FULLY COORDINATE ALL DIMENSIONS AND CONDITIONS OF
DETAILS WITH OTHER DISCIPLINES. ANY FIELD CONDITIONS REQUIRING CONSTRUCTION THAT IS
DIFFERENT FROM THAT SHOWN ON THE PLANS SHALL BE BROUGHT TO THE ATTENTION OF THE
ARCHITECT. ANY CONFLICTING DETAILS SHOWN IN THE DRAWINGS SHALL BE BROUGHT TO THE
ATTENTION OF THE ARCHITECT PRIOR TO THE CONSTRUCTION OF SAID DETAIL. DO NOT SCALE
DRAWINGS. ANY QUESTIONS REGARDING THE CONSTRUCTION DOCUMENTS SHALL BE SUBMITTED TO
THE ARCHITECT IN THE FORM OF A WRITTEN REQUEST FOR INFORMATION. 

ALL SUPPORT OF CONSTRUCTION LOADS SHALL BE THE RESPONSIBILITY OF THE CONTRACTOR. ALL
SHORING AND BRACING REQUIRED FOR THE PROTECTION OF LIFE AND PROPERTY DURING THE
CONSTRUCTION PROCESS SHALL BE THE RESPONSIBILITY OF THE CONTRACTOR. ALL PROCEDURES OF
SOIL EXCAVATION, BACK FILL, AND SUPPORT OF ADJACENT PROPERTY DURING EARTHWORK SHALL BE
THE RESPONSIBILITY OF THE GENERAL CONTRACTOR. 

ALL DIMENSIONS INDICATED ON PLANS SHALL BE TO FACE OF STUDS, FACE OF CONCRETE BLOCK, FACE
OF ROUGH CONCRETE, CENTERLINE OF COLUMNS, BOTTOM OF METAL DECK, AND TOP OF SLAB, UNLESS
NOTED OTHERWISE.. THE FOLLOWING DESIGN CRITERIA SHALL BE ENFORCED;      
    
   ROOF DEAD LOAD: 15 PSF. 
   ROOF SNOW LOAD: 
   Pf   = 80 PSF 

ROUGH CARPENTRY: 

FRAMING LUMBER SHALL BE KILN DRIED AND SHALL MEET THE FOLLOWING MINIMUM STANDARD U.N.O. 
USE                                                                       SPECIES            GRADE  
SILL PLATES 2 x 4                                                 D.F.               STANDARD OR BETTER.             
2 x 6, 2 x 8                                                                D.F                NO. 2 OR BETTER. 
ALL SILL PLATES IN CONTACT WITH CONCRETE OR MASONRY, SHALL BE PRESSURE TREATED OR
CALIFORNIA REDWOOD. 
VERTICAL FRAMING LUMBER: (U.N.O.)
ALL STUDS                                                D.F.                   NO. 2             
ALL POSTS                                                  D.F.                   NO. 1
ALL OTHER LUMBER U.N.O                   D.F.                  STANDARD OR BETTER.
FINGER-JOINTED LUMBER MAY BE USED EXCEPT AT SHEARWALL  HOLDOWNS LOCATIONS.
AT EXTERIOR LOCATIONS, USE APA RATED SHEATHING EXTERIOR. WHERE CONSTRUCTION DELAYS ARE
EXPECTED PRIOR TO PROVIDING PROTECTION USE APA RATED SHEATHING EXPOSURE 1 COMMONLY
KNOWN AS "CDX".
PROVIDE A MINIMUM OF (2) STUDS UNDER ALL BEAM BEARING LOCATIONS UNO. WHERE POSTS OR
MULTIPLE STUDS UNDER BEAMS OR HEADERS ARE IDENTIFIED ON DRAWINGS, THOSE POSTS OR
MULTIPLE STUDS SHALL BE CARRIED TO THE FOUNDATION.
SHEATHING: 
SHEATHING SHALL BE A.P.A. RATED, SEE PLAN FOR SPAN RATING AND THICKNESS. 
SHEATHING INSTALLATION: 

ROOF AND FLOOR SHEATHING SHALL BE LAID WITH THE FACE GRAIN PERPENDICULAR TO THE FRAMING
MEMBERS U.N.O. AND END JOINTS SHALL BE STAGGERED.  WALL SHEATHING MAY BE APPLIED
HORIZONTALLY OR VERTICALLY. 

ALL NAILS SHALL BE COMMON WIRE NAILS U.N.O. EQUIVALENT PNEUMATIC DRIVEN NAILS MAY BE USED IF
FASTENER MANUFACTURER HAS CURRENT I.C.C. APPROVAL. FASTENERS TO BE USED SHALL BE
EQUIVALENT IN LATERAL AND WITHDRAWAL STRENGTH TO THE SIZE COMMON NAIL SPECIFIED.
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8610 SOUTH SANDY PARKWAY - SANDY UTAH 84070
   801-255-7700 - WWW.MCNEILENGINEERING.COM

TAL

CONCRETE: 

ALL CONCRETE MATERIALS SHALL COMPLY WITH THE STANDARDS SPECIFIED IN THE LATEST EDITION OF
THE ACI 318 BUILDING CODE. EACH MIX DESIGN SHALL BE REVIEWED BY AN APPROVED INDEPENDENT
LABORATORY, AND SHALL BE SUBMITTED TO THE ENGINEER AT LEAST 2 WEEKS PRIOR TO THE
PLACEMENT OF CONCRETE. CONTRACTOR SHALL INFORM THE ENGINEER AT LEAST 2 DAYS PRIOR TO
PLACING ANY CONCRETE SO THAT THE ENGINEER MAY HAVE THE OPPORTUNITY TO REVIEW THE WORK. 

CONCRETE TESTING SHALL BE PERFORMED BY AN APPROVED INDEPENDENT TESTING LABORATORY.
THE TESTING AGENCY SHALL TEST (4) CYLINDERS FROM EACH CLASS OF CONCRETE USED EACH DAY. A
MINIMUM OF (1) SAMPLE MUST BE TAKEN FROM EACH 50 CUBIC YARDS OF CONCRETE.

LOCATION       SPECIAL   SLUMP     AGGREGATE      COMPRESSIVE 
-                          INSPECT.  (MAX)      (MAX SIZE)        STRENGTH (PSI) 

STEM WALLS         NO        5                  1" DIA           3000(2500 USED IN DESIGN)

USE OF CALCIUM CHLORIDE IS NOT PERMITTED IN ANY CONCRETE MIXES.  ALL OTHER ADDITIVES AND
ADMIXTURES MUST HAVE THE WRITTEN APPROVAL OF THE ENGINEER.

ANY CONCRETE THAT FAILS TO MEET SPECIFICATIONS SHALL BE REMOVED AND REPLACED AT THE
EXPENSE OF THE CONTRACTOR. 

THE CONTRACTOR SHALL BE RESPONSIBLE FOR THE CONSTRUCTION, DESIGN, PLACEMENT AND
REMOVAL OF ALL FORMWORK. ALL SHORING DURING PLACEMENT OF CONCRETE IS THE SOLE
RESPONSIBILITY OF THE CONTRACTOR.

GENERAL (CONTINUED):

06-16-23 
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PHOTO:  INSIDE OF ATTIC VIEW

ELEVATION VIEW OF RESIDENCE

06-16-23 
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TAL

PHOTO2:  INSIDE OF ATTIC VIEW

VERTICAL POST HAS
BROKEN CAUSING
RAFTER TO START
DEFLECTION 
(SEE PHOTO 2)

PHOTO 1:  INSIDE OF ATTIC VIEW AREA SHOWING
RAFTER DEFLECTION

06-16-23 
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ADD NEW 
(1) 1-3/4 X 14 LVL TO
ALL RAFTERS

HSS4X4X1/4ADD NEW 
(2) 1-3/4 X 14 LVL TO
ALL RIDGE BEAM

ADD NEW 
(2) 1-3/4 X 14 LVL TO
ALL RIDGE BEAM

ROOF FRAMING PLAN

EXISTING ROOF SHEATING
TO REMAIN

SEE DETAILS 2 &3

DETAIL 1

DETAIL 1

DETAIL 1

ROOF RETROFIT RECOMMENDATIONS

06-16-23 
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W12X87
HSS4X4X1/4

- POST TO CONTINUE TO CONCRETE

FOUNDATION WALL

- SEE DETAIL 3 FOR HSS TO FOUNDATION

WALL DETAIL

HSS4X4X1/4

PARTIAL CEILING  FRAMING PLAN

HSS POST BEARS
ON STEEL BEAM
SEE DETAIL 4

NOTE: 
OTHER CEILING ELEMENT ARE NOT
SHOWN FOR  CLARITY

DETAIL 5DETAIL 5

- POST TO CONTINUE TO CONCRETE

FOUNDATION WALL

- SEE DETAIL 3 FOR HSS TO

FOUNDATION WALL DETAIL

06-16-23 
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NEW 
(1)1-3/4X11-7/8 LVL
OR 
(2)1-3/4X11-7/8 LVL
RIDGE RETROFIT LOCATIONS
(SEE PLANS)
(SEE ROOF FRAMING)

EXISTING CELING
JOIST TO REMAIN

EXISTING RAFTER
TO REMAIN

EXISTING WALL STUD
 TO REMAIN

1/4"X3" SDS SCREWS@ 12" O.C.
STAGERRED
USE 1/4"X5" SDS SCREWS@ 12" O.C.
STAGERRED AT  RIDGE RETROFIT
LOCATIONS (SEE PLANS)

ATTACH NEW  1-3/4X11-7/8 LVL
TO EXISTING WALL WITH
SIMPSON H2.5A AT EACH
RAFTER LOCATION

DETAIL 1 : HSS TO BEAM CONNECTION DETAIL

06-16-23 
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EXISTING ROOF
SHEATHING TO
REMAIN
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DETAIL 3 : SECTION VIEW OF ATTIC COLUMN TOP CONNECTION

5.5"

3"

5.
5"

3"
5.

5"

5.5"

3" 3"

12
"

1/8" THICK PLATE,

HSS4X4X1/8

DETAIL 2 : PLAN VIEW OF ATTIC COLUMN TOP CONNECTION

EXISTING ROOF RAFTER TO
REMAIN

(12)1/4"X3" SDS SCREWS

06-16-23 
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COLUMN SEE PLAN

1" BASE PLATE
(4) 3/4" DIA. M.B.

BEAM SEE PLAN
3/8" STIFFENER

DETAIL 4 : HSS TO BEAM CONNECTION DETAIL

DETAIL 5 : BEAM TO HSS COLUMN DETAIL

06-16-23 
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DETAIL 5 : HSS TO FOUNDATION WALL DETAIL

06-16-23 
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Upper and Lower decks have been examined and it is our opinion that
their conditions can be classified as good.
Good condition is defined as "Item is sound and performing its function,
although it may show signs of normal wear and tear"

PHOTO 3:  BACK ELEVATION SHOW DECK

06-16-23 
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the railing shows some
broken vertical elements
that need to be replaced

PHOTO 4:  BACK ELEVATION SHOW DECK

06-16-23 
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STRUCTURAL CALCULATIONS
(SEE NEXT SHEETS)

06-16-23 
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Created with ClearCalcs.com

Client: Flood and Fire Date: Jun 9, 2023

Author: tevi lawson Job #: 23257

Project: 23257 - 416 Park Avenue Subject: Member Schedule

Calculation Member Quantity Comments

Rafter RETROFIT 1-3/4x14 Microllam LVL 2.0E-2600Fb  

HORIZONTAL BEAM W12X87  

COLUMN SUPPORT FOR HORIZONTAL BEAM HSS4X4X.125  

96% 22.522.522.5 ft\mathrm{ft}ft

88% 323232 ft\mathrm{ft}ft

53% 101010 ft\mathrm{ft}ft

1
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Created with ClearCalcs.comWood Beam (ASD) (version 170) — Rafter

Client: Flood and Fire Date: Jun 9, 2023

Author: tevi lawson Job #: 23257

Project: 23257 - 416 Park Avenue Subject: Rafter RETROFIT

References: NDS 2018 (ASD)

Summary

Member 1-3/4x14 Microllam LVL
2.0E-2600Fb

Moment Utilization 9980 lb*ft / 14 500
lb*ft

Shear Utilization 1770 lb / 5350 lb

Bearing Utilization 1770 lb / 7220 lb

Minimum Bearing Length (End

Supports)
 

Governing Live / Short-Term

Deflection
-0.96 in (L/281)

Governing Long-Term Deflection -0.376 in (L/719)

Governing Long-Term Deflection  

Key Properties

Beam Plan Length  

Continuous Bracing for Lateral

Torsional Buckling

Loads

Design Conditions

Design Code for Load

Combinations
International Building
Code (IBC) 2018

Member Properties

Cross-Sectional Area  

Strong Axis Moment of Inertia  

Section Modulus  

Base Allowable Bending Stress  

Base Allowable Shear Stress  

Base Perpendicular Compression

Allowable Stress
 

True Modulus of Elasticity  

Apparent Modulus of Elasticity  

Modulus of Elasticity for

Deflections
 

Elastic Modulus (NDS 2018 2.3)

Adjusted Modulus of Elasticity  

Adjusted Shear Modulus  

Section Bending (NDS 2018 2.3)

Volume Factor

Positive Bending (NDS 2018 2.3)

Governing Duration Factor -

Positive Bending

Governing Beam Stability Factor -

Positive Bending

Adjusted Bending Strength -

Positive Bending
 

Negative Bending (NDS 2018 2.3)

Governing Duration Factor -

Negative Bending

Governing Beam Stability Factor -

Negative Bending

PASS

d
=

1
4

 in

b=1.75 in

Primary Loading

69% M/

M′=M /

M'

=

M/M =
′

33% V/

V′=V /

V'

=

V /V =
′

25% R/

R′=R /

R'

=

R/R =
′

ℓb,min,end=\ell_{b,min,

end}

=

ℓ =b,min,end 1.351.351.35 in\mathrm{in}in

96%
δST=\delta_{ST}

=

δ =ST

38% δLT=\delta_{LT}

=

δ =LT

δLT=\delta_{LT}

=

δ =LT −0.376-0.376−0.376 in\mathrm{in}in

Reactions:

Distance from Left of Beam (ft)

0 5 10 15 20

9 : 12

Bearing: 5.5 in
FactMax: 1770 lb
FactMin: -205 lb

D: 334 lb
L: 0 lb

FactMax: 1330 lb
FactMin: 150 lb

D: 250 lb
L: 0 lb

Bearing: 5.5 in
FactMax: 1770 lb
FactMin: -205 lb

D: 334 lb
L: 0 lb

FactMax: 1330 lb
FactMin: 150 lb

D: 250 lb
L: 0 lb

LX=L_X

=

L =X 181818 ft\mathrm{ft}ft

Top Braced

Distance from Left of Beam (ft)

0 5 10 15 20

9 : 12

Self-weight
0 22.5 ft

D: 4.26 plf

Roof Load

0 22.5 ft
 

D: 18 plf
Lr: 24 plf

Snow Load
0 22.5 ft

S: 96 plf

Self-weight
0 22.5 ft

D: 5.68 plf

Roof Load

LW: 2 ft | D: 12 psf, Lr: 16 psf0 22.5 ft

 
D: 24 plf
Lr: 32 plf

Snow Load
LW: 2 ft | S: 64 psf0 22.5 ft

S: 128 plf

Wind Load

LW: 2 ft | W,dn: 30 psf, W,up: -30 psf0 22.5 ft

 
W,dn: 60 plf
W,up: -60 plf

A=A

=

A = 24.524.524.5 in2\mathrm{in^2}in
2

Ixx=I_{xx}

=

I =xx 400400400 in4\mathrm{in^4}in
4

S=S

=

S = 57.257.257.2 in3\mathrm{in^3}in
3

Fb=F_b

=

F =b 260026002600 psi\mathrm{psi}psi

Fv=F_v

=

F =v 285285285 psi\mathrm{psi}psi

Fc⊥=F_{c\perp}

=

F =c⊥ 750750750 psi\mathrm{psi}psi

Etrue=E_{true}

=

E =true 2 

000 

0002\,

000\,

000

2 000 000 psi\mathrm{psi}psi

Eapp=E_{app}

=

E =app NaNNaNNaN psi\mathrm{psi}psi

E=E

=

E = 2 

000 

0002\,

000\,

000

2 000 000 psi\mathrm{psi}psi

E′=E'

=

E =
′

2 

000 

0002\,

000\,

000

2 000 000 psi\mathrm{psi}psi

G′=G'

=

G =
′

125 

000125\,

000

125 000 psi\mathrm{psi}psi

CV=C_V

=

C =V 0.9790.9790.979

CD,b+=C_{D,b}

^+

=

C =
D,b

+
1.151.151.15

CL+=C_L^+

=

C =
L

+
111

Fb′

+=F'^+_b

=

F =
b

′+
305030503050 psi\mathrm{psi}psi

CD,b−=C_{D,b}

^-

=

C =
D,b

−
1.61.61.6

CL−=C_L^-

=

C =
L

−
0.1250.1250.125

3
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−=F'^-

_b

=

Adjusted Bending Strength -

Negative Bending
 

Shear Design (NDS 2018 3.4)

Governing Duration Factor

Adjusted Shear Strength  

Bearing (NDS 2018 3.10)

Base Bearing Strength  

Comments

Fb′

−=F'^-

_b

=

F =
b

′−
540540540 psi\mathrm{psi}psi

CD=C_{D}

=

C =D 1.151.151.15

Fv′=F'_v

=

F =
v
′

328328328 psi\mathrm{psi}psi

Fc⊥′/

Cb=F_{c\perp}'/

C_b

=

F /C =
c⊥

′
b 750750750 psi\mathrm{psi}psi

4
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Created with ClearCalcs.comSteel Beam (ASD) (version 70) — Generic Beam

Client: Flood and Fire Date: Jun 9, 2023

Author: tevi lawson Job #: 23257

Project: 23257 - 416 Park Avenue Subject: HORIZONTAL BEAM

References: AISC 360-16 (ASD)

Summary

Allowable Bending Moment

Strength
 

Allowable Shear Strength  

Critical Deflection  

Critical Deflection Ratio

Dead Load Deflection  

Key Properties

Designation

Yield Strength  

Beam Plan Length  

Continuous Bracing for Lateral

Torsional Buckling

Loads

Design Criteria

Design Code for Load

Combinations

International Building
Code (IBC) 2018

Member Properties

Gross Area  

Moment of Inertia  

Section Modulus  

Fully Plastic Length   ,   

Elastic Global Buckling Length   ,   

Section Classification (AISC 360-16 B4)

Section Classification - Flanges Compact

Section Classification - Web Compact

Section Flexural Capacity (AISC 360-16, Chapter F)

Plastic Moment Resistance  

Nominal Cross-Section Bending

Resistance
 

Flexural Capacity - Positive Bending (AISC 360-16, Chapter F)

Longest Unbraced Segment -

Positive Bending
  ,   

Lateral-Torsional Buckling

Governs? - Positive Bending
Yes

Governing LTB Resistance -

Positive Bending
 

Flexural Capacity - Negative Bending (AISC 360-16, Chapter F)

Lateral-Torsional Buckling

Governs? - Negative Bending
No

Shear Capacity (AISC 360-16, Chapter G)

Shear Slenderness

Web Shear Strength Coefficient

Nominal Shear Capacity  

Comments

PASS

88%
Mn/

Ω=M_n/

\Omega

=

M /Ω =n 325 

000325\,

000

325 000 lb⋅ft\mathrm{lb

\cdot

ft}

lb ⋅ ft

14% Vn/

Ω=V_n/

\Omega

=

V /Ω =n 129 

000129\,

000

129 000 lb\mathrm{lb}lb

86% δgov=\delta_{gov}

=

δ =gov −1.83-1.83−1.83 in\mathrm{in}in

L/

=L/

=

L/ = 210210210

δD=\delta_{D}

=

δ =D −0.151-0.151−0.151 in\mathrm{in}in

Reactions:

Distance from Left of Beam (ft)

0 5 10 15 20 25 30

No Bearing
FactMax: 18 500 lb
FactMin: 1140 lb

D: 1890 lb
L: 0 lb

No Bearing
FactMax: 18 500 lb
FactMin: 1140 lb

D: 1890 lb
L: 0 lb

b=12.1 in

d
=

1
2

.5
 in

tf=
0

.8
1

 in

tw=0.515 in

r=
0.

6 
in

Primary Loading

W12X87

Fy=F_y

=

F =y 50 

00050\,

000

50 000 psi\mathrm{psi}psi

LX=L_X

=

L =X 323232 ft\mathrm{ft}ft

Bottom flange

Distance from Left of Beam (ft)

0 5 10 15 20 25 30

Self-weight
0 32 ft

D: 87 plf

POINT LOAD 1
16 ft

⬇D:1000 lb
⬇S:33 200 lb

Code=\text{Code}

=

Code =

Ag=A_g

=

A =g 25.625.625.6 in2\mathrm{in^2}in
2

I=I

=

I = 740740740 in4\mathrm{in^4}in
4

S=S

=

S = 118118118 in3\mathrm{in^3}in
3

Lp=L_p

=

L =p 101010 ft\mathrm{ft}ft 10.110.110.1 in\mathrm{in}in

Lr=L_r

=

L =r 434343 ft\mathrm{ft}ft 0.50.50.5 in\mathrm{in}in

Mp=M_p

=

M =p 550 

000550\,

000

550 000 lb⋅ft\mathrm{lb

\cdot

ft}

lb ⋅ ft

Msxn=M_{\text{sxn}}

=

M =sxn 550 

000550\,

000

550 000 lb⋅ft\mathrm{lb

\cdot

ft}

lb ⋅ ft

Lumax+=L_{u\text{max}}

^+

=

L =umax
+

323232 ft\mathrm{ft}ft 000 in\mathrm{in}in

LTBflag+=LTB_\text{flag}

^+

=

LTB =
flag

+

MLTB+=M_{LTB}

^+

=

M =
LTB

+

542 

000542\,

000

542 000 lb⋅ft\mathrm{lb

\cdot

ft}

lb ⋅ ft

LTBflag−=LTB_\text{flag}

^-

=

LTB =
flag

−

h/

tw=h/

t_w

=

h/t =w 18.918.918.9

Cv1=C_{v1}

=

C =v1 111

Vn=V_n

=

V =n 193 

000193\,

000

193 000 lb\mathrm{lb}lb
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Created with ClearCalcs.comSteel Column (ASD) (version 56) — Generic Concentrically-Loaded Column

Client: Flood and Fire Date: Jun 9, 2023

Author: tevi lawson Job #: 23257

Project: 23257 - 416 Park Avenue Subject:
COLUMN SUPPORT FOR

HORIZONTAL BEAM

References: AISC 360-16 (ASD)

Summary

Axial Demand  

Column Allowable Compressive

Strength
 

Governing Load Combination D+H+F + S

Key Properties

Designation

Yield Strength  

Column Height  

Continuous Bracing for X-Axis

Buckling

Continuous Bracing for Y-Axis

Buckling

Continuous Bracing for Lateral

Torsional Buckling

Loads

Weak Axis Loads

PASS

Pa=P_a

=

P =a 18 

60018\,

600

18 600 lb\mathrm{lb}lb

53%
Pn/

Ω=P_{n}/

\Omega

=

P /Ω =n 34 

80034\,

800

34 800 lb\mathrm{lb}lb

LCgov=LC_{gov}

=

LC =gov

b=4 in

d
=

4
 in

t=0.116 in

HSS4X4X.125

Fy=F_y

=

F =y 50 

00050\,

000

50 000 psi\mathrm{psi}psi

L=L

=

L = 101010 ft\mathrm{ft}ft

Yes

No

No

D
is

ta
n

ce
 f
ro

m
 B

o
tt

o
m

 o
f 
C

o
lu

m
n

 (f
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0

2

4

6

8

10

S
e

lf-w
e

ig
h

t
0
 ft

1
0

D
: 6

.4
6

 p
lf
HORIZONTAL BEAM-1 
10 ft
⬇D:1890 lb
⬇S:16 600 lb
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Design Criteria

Design Code for Load

Combinations

International Building
Code (IBC) 2018

Member Properties

Gross Area  

Moment of Inertia about X-axis  

Moment of Inertia about Y-axis  

Section Classification (AISC 360-16 Section B4)

Section Classification in Bending -

Flanges
Non-Compact

Section Classification in Bending -

Web
Compact

Section Classification in

Compression
Not Slender

Capacity in Pure Axial Loading (AISC 360-16, Chp E)

Compression Safety Factor

X-Axis Slenderness

Nominal Flexural Buckling

Strength (X-Axis)
 

Y-Axis Slenderness

Nominal Flexural Buckling

Strength (Y-Axis)
 

Comments

D
is

ta
n

ce
 f
ro

m
 B

o
tt

o
m

 o
f 
C

o
lu

m
n

 (f
t)

0

2

4

6

8

10

S
e

lf-w
e
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h

t
0
 ft

1
0

D
: 6

.4
6

 p
lf

HORIZONTAL BEAM-1 
10 ft
⬇D:1890 lb
⬇S:16 600 lb

A=A

=

A = 1.771.771.77 in2\mathrm{in^2}in
2

Ix=I_x

=

I =x 4.44.44.4 in4\mathrm{in^4}in
4

Iy=I_y

=

I =y 4.44.44.4 in4\mathrm{in^4}in
4

sectclass,c=sect_{class,c}

=

sect =class,c

Ωc=\Omega_c

=

Ω =c 1.671.671.67

Lcx/

rx=L_{cx}/

r_x

=

L /r =cx x 000

Pn,x=P_{n,x}

=

P =n,x 88 

50088\,

500

88 500 lb\mathrm{lb}lb

Lcy/

ry=L_{cy}/

r_y

=

L /r =cy y 75.975.975.9

Pn,y=P_{n,y}

=

P =n,y 58 

00058\,

000

58 000 lb\mathrm{lb}lb
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If you have questions regarding the application or submittal process please contact  
Senior Planner Caitlyn Tubbs at Caitlyn.Tubbs@parkcity.org or 435-615-5063 or visit www.parkcity.org. 

Application Updated 03.20.2024 
1 

HISTORIC DISTRICT 
GRANT PACKET 

2024 FISCAL YEAR 
(JULY 2024 – JUNE 2025) 

QUARTER TWO 

INFORMATION GUIDE 
AND APPLICATION 
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Senior Planner Caitlyn Tubbs at Caitlyn.Tubbs@parkcity.org or 435-615-5063 or visit www.parkcity.org. 
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2 

 
   

HISTORIC DISTRICT COMPETITIVE GRANT 
INFORMATION GUIDE 

 

MISSION STATEMENT: 

The Park City Historic District Competitive Grant Program (Grant Program) is designed to 

financially incentivize the Preservation, Rehabilitation, and Restoration of Historic Structures and 

Sites designated on the City’s Historic Sites Inventory and those Structures and Sites that are 

eligible for listing on the Historic Sites Inventory to create a community that honors its past and 

encourages Historic Preservation. 

 

ELIGIBILITY: 

Competitive Grants are available for Historic Residential or Commercial Structures listed on the 

Park City Historic Sites Inventory (HSI) and for Structures and Sites eligible for listing. Structures 

and Sites currently not listed on the HSI may be eligible* for funding to offset some costs to 

designate the site to the HSI. The purpose of the Grant Program is to assist in offsetting the costs 

of Preservation, Rehabilitation, and Restoration work. This is a 50% matching grant that is paid by 

way of reimbursement once the applicable work has been completed.  

 

*Please contact the Planning Department with questions regarding eligibility. 

 

Competitive Grant: 

Competitive Grant to be awarded for applications to designate a Structure or Site to the HSI, or for 

those Landmark and Significant Historic Sites listed on the HSI, projects defined as “Preservation, 

Rehabilitation, and/or Restoration” in the Land Management Code: 

• Preservation: The act or process of applying measures necessary to sustain the 

existing form, integrity, and materials of a Historic Property. Work, including preliminary 

measures to protect and stabilize the Property, generally focuses on ongoing 

maintenance and repair of Historic materials and features rather than extensive 

replacement and new construction. 

• Rehabilitation: The act or process of making possible a compatible Use for a Property 

through repair, alterations, and additions while preserving those portions or features 

which convey its Historical, cultural, or architectural values. 

• Restoration: The act or process of accurately depicting the form, features, and 

character of a property as it appeared at a particular period of time by means of removal 

of features from other periods in its history and Reconstruction of missing features from 

the restoration period. 

 

ELIGIBLE PROJECTS: (any items not listed below are not eligible for grant funding) 

• Repairing, Restoring, and Replacing Windows 

• Repointing Masonry 

• Reconstructing Historic Porches 
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• Restoring or Repairing Historic Features 

• Repairing or Restoring Roofs 

Application: 

Applications may be submitted to the Planning Department starting at 8 a.m. Mountain Standard 

Time (MST) on March 22, 2024, and will be accepted through May 15, 2024, at 5:00 p.m. MST. 

Work proposed to be supported with grant funds must be completed before June 30, 2025, to 

qualify for the grant reimbursement. Applications shall be submitted in person, by email 

(planning@parkcity.org), or by mail.  

 

Please note: if submitting application via email please ensure attached files are less than 8MB in 

size. If over this size please send via FTP link such as Google Drive or Dropbox. 
 

 

The Planning Department is in City Hall at 445 Marsac Avenue, Park City, Utah 84060.   

 

Mailed applications shall be addressed as follows: 
Park City Municipal Corporation 

ATTN: Park City Historic Preservation Planner, Planning Department 

P.O. Box 1480 

Park City, UT 84060 
 

*THIS APPLICATION CYCLE IS NOT A RETROACTIVE AWARDING OF FUNDS FOR WORK ALREADY COMPLETED.  

WORK MUST BE PROPOSED BETWEEN APRIL 1, 2024 AND JUNE 30, 2025 IN ORDER TO BE CONSIDERED.* 

 
Please review and initial the following prior to submitting your grant application:  
 
______ 1) I (we) understand I (we) will be required to provide copies of 1) invoices for the work, 
2) proof of payment (e.g. receipts, invoices marked “paid”, etc.), 3) a W-9 (grant income must be 
reported on income taxes), 4) a title report to confirm property legal description, and 5) 
photographs of the completed work. These items must be submitted to the City once the work is 
completed in order to begin the release of the grant monies. 
 
______ 2) I (we) understand I (we) will be required to sign a Historic Preservation Agreement, 
Trust Deed, and Trust Deed Note and record such instruments with the Summit County 
Recorder’s Office for a term of 5 years. Following the passage of 5 years and my (our) 
satisfaction of the requirements of the Historic Preservation Agreement the City shall, upon 
written request, record a release of these documents with the Summit County Recorder’s Office. 
 
______ 3) I (we) understand a grant award exceeding $25,000 USD will require the recordation 
of a Historic Preservation Easement on my (our) property. In the event my (our) project is 
awarded $25,000 USD or more, I (we) agree to provide a Historic Preservation Easement to 
Park City Municipal Corporation in a form acceptable to the City Attorney and agree to have 
such easement agreement recorded on my (our) property with the Summit County Recorder’s 
Office.  
 
_______4) I (we) understand Park City Municipal Corporation is constructing a database of 
current and prior grant award recipients’ projects. This database may include exterior 
photographs of my (our) property but will not include interior photographs of the property. I (we) 
understand participation in this database is voluntary and (select one): 
 __  AGREE TO PARTICIPATE 
 __ DO NOT AGREE TO PARTICIPATE 
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HISTORIC DISTRICT COMPETITIVE GRANT 
APPLICATION 

For Office Use Only 

ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW PROJECT PLANNER APPLICATION # 

APPROVED DATE RECEIVED 

AMOUNT EXPIRATION 

DENIED BLDG PERMIT 

PROJECT INFORMATION 

NAME:        K

ADDRESS:  

 

TAX ID: OR 

SUBDIVISION:  OR 

SURVEY: LOT #: BLOCK #: 

APPLICANT INFORMATION 

NAME:  

MAILING 
ADDRESS: 

PHONE #: ( FAX #: (       )  - 

EMAIL:  

APPLICANT REPRESENTATIVE INFORMATION 

NAME: 

PHONE #: (       )  - 

EMAIL: 

PRIMARY 
ADDRESS: 

2465 DOC HOLLIDAY DRIVE 
PARK CITY, UT 84065

PROSPECTOR PARK 

JAC R. AND LORELEI CLARK - REAR PATIO REBUIULD

JACK R. AND LORELEI CLARK

 RANDYCLARKFAMILY@GMAIL.COM
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 SUBMITTAL REQUIREMENTS   
 

1. Completed and signed Historic District Grant Application. 

2. Written Project Description describing the proposed scope of work, detailed specifications, 
and reason for applying for a Historic District Grant.   

3. Submittal of a Cost Estimate for the proposed work. 

4. Breakdown of Proposed Work and Estimated Costs of the proposed eligible 
improvements (page 6). 

5. Proposed Timeline of the proposed project (page 8). 

6. Historic District Design Review approval letter. Please contact the Planning Department if 
this has not been completed. The grant application will not be accepted without this 
approval letter. Note: This submittal may be waived if the application is related to a 
Determination of Significance application for a historic site not currently listed on the Historic 
Sites Inventory.  

7. Schematic, conceptual Drawings as they apply to the proposed project.  This may include 
but is not limited to site plans, elevations, and floor plans. 

8. Color Photographs of existing conditions. Include a general view of the building and 
setting, including the building in the context of the streetscape; the front; perspective view 
showing front façade and one side, and rear façade and one side; detailed view of affected 
work area. 
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PROPOSED WORK AND ESTIMATED COSTS 

 

Work Item Method(s) Proposed 
(Please Be Specific) 

Location of Work Historic Materials? 
Circle One 

 
 
 
 
 

   
 

Yes / No 

Work Item Cost: If Yes, please detail 
the current condition: 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Work Item Method(s) Proposed 
(Please Be Specific) 

Location of Work Historic Materials? 
Circle One 

 
 
 
 
 

   
 

Yes / No 

Work Item Cost: If Yes, please detail 
the current condition: 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Work Item Method(s) Proposed 
(Please Be Specific) 

Location of Work Historic Materials? 
Circle One 

 
 
 
 
 

   
 

Yes / No 

Work Item Cost: If Yes, please detail 
the current condition: 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

REBUILD PATIO COVER

50,000
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Work Item Method(s) Proposed 
(Please Be Specific) 

Location of Work Historic Materials? 
Circle One 

 
 
 
 
 

   
 

Yes / No 

Work Item Cost: If Yes, please detail 
the current condition: 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Work Item Method(s) Proposed 
(Please Be Specific) 

Location of Work Historic Materials? 
Circle One 

 
 
 
 
 

   
 

Yes / No 

Work Item Cost: If Yes, please detail 
the current condition: 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
       

 
Total Grant Request:  $____________________________ (Amount Requested from City) 
 
Total Owner’s Match:  $____________________________ (Owner’s Portion of Total Budget) 
 
Total Project Budget:  $____________________________ (Grant Request + Match) 
 
 
Owner(s) Match Source:  ___________________________________________________ 
 
    ______________________________________________________ 
 
 

 
 
 
 

$50000

$50000

PLEASE ADVISE ON MAXIMUM AMOUNT OF FUNDS AVAILABLE.

NOTE: WE ARE ASKING FOR COMPLETE FUNDING FROM THE CITY. WE DO NOT EXPECT THAT.
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PROPOSED TIMELINE (around 100 words) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

CRITERIA FOR SELECTION 
 
Selection of Historic District Grant Awardees is based on the use of preservation best practices 
throughout the course of the project. Please review Land Management Code Chapter 15-13: 
Design Guidelines for Historic Districts and Historic Sites, the Secretary of the Interior’s 
Standards for Rehabilitation, and project-specific Preservation Briefs before drafting your project 
description. The focus of the Historic District Grant Program is to incentivize the preservation, 
rehabilitation, reconstruction, and restoration of Historic Structures and Sites in order to create a 
community that honors its past and encourages Historic Preservation best practices.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

AS SOON AS THIS GRANT APPLICATION IS DISPOSED AND PERMITS IN PLACE, 

WE WILL START WORK. THE TIMELINE IS +- 6 WEEKS
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ACKNOWLEDGMENT OF RESPONSIBILITY  
 
This is to certify that I am making an application for the described action by the City and that I am responsible for complying with all 
City requirements with regard to this request. This application should be processed in my name and I am a party whom the City 
should contact regarding any matter pertaining to this application.  
 
I have read and understood the instructions supplied by Park City for processing this application. The documents and/or information 
I have submitted are true and correct to the best of my knowledge.  I understand that my application is not deemed complete until a 
Project Planner has reviewed the application and has notified me that it has been deemed complete.  
 
I will keep myself informed of the deadlines for submission of material and the progress of this application. I understand that a staff 
report will be made available for my review three days prior to any public hearings or public meetings. This report will be on file and 
available at the Planning Department in the Marsac Building. 
 
I further understand that additional fees may be charged for the City’s review of the proposal. Any additional analysis required would 
be processed through the City’s consultants with an estimate of time/expense provided prior to an authorization with the study.  
 

Signature of Applicant:  

Name of Applicant:   

  PRINTED 

Mailing Address:  

  

Phone:  Fax:  

Email:  

 
Type of Application:   

      

AFFIRMATION OF SUFFICIENT INTEREST 

 
I hereby affirm that I am the fee title owner of the below described property or that I have written authorization from the owner to 
pursue the described action.  I further affirm that I am aware of the City policy that no application will be accepted nor work 
performed for properties that are tax delinquent.  

 

Name of Owner:   

  PRINTED 

Mailing Address:  

  

Street Address/ Legal Description of Subject Property:  

  

  

Signature:    Date:   

    
1. If you are not the fee owner attach a copy of your authorization to pursue this action provided by the fee owner.  
2. If a corporation is fee titleholder, attach copy of the resolution of the Board of Directors authorizing the action. 
3. If a joint venture or partnership is the fee owner, attach a copy of agreement authorizing this action on behalf of the joint venture or partnership 
4. If a Home Owner’s Association is the applicant than the representative/president must attach a notarized letter stating they have notified the 

owners of the proposed application. A vote should be taken prior to the submittal and a statement of the outcome provided to the City along with 
the statement that the vote meets the requirements set forth in the CC&Rs.  

 
Please note that this affirmation is not submitted in lieu of sufficient title evidence. You will be required to submit a title opinion, certificate of title, or title 
insurance policy showing your interest in the property prior to Final Action. 

      

 

Jack R. Clark

 

BUILDING PERMIT/GRANT APPLICATION

JACK R. AND LORELEI CLARK TRUST

2465 DOC HOLLIDAY DRIVE 

PARK CITY, UT 84065

5/1/24
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Historic Preservation Board 
Staff Report 
 
Subject: 81 Daly Avenue 
 Significant Historic Site 
Application:  PL-23-05684 
Author:  Rebecca Ward, Planning Director 
Date:   July 3, 2024 
Type of Item: Reconstruction and Relocation  
 
Recommendation 
(I) Review the request to Reconstruct and Relocate a Significant Historic Structure at 81 
Daly Avenue, (II) conduct a public hearing, and (III) consider directing staff to draft a 
Final Action Letter within ten days outlining the Board’s determination.  
 
Description 
Applicant: Martin Paris 

 
Location: 81 Daly Avenue 

Significant Historic Site 
 

Zoning District: Historic Residential – 1 
 

Adjacent Land Uses: Residential 
 

Reason for Review: The Historic Preservation Board reviews requests to 
Relocate and Reconstruct Historic Structures.1 
 

 
LMC  Land Management Code 
 
Terms that are capitalized as proper nouns throughout this staff report are defined in LMC § 15-15-1. 

 
 
Summary 
To accommodate a rear addition, the Applicant requests the Board approve the 
Relocation of a Significant Historic Structure closer to Daly Avenue—from a Setback 
that is approximately 40 feet from Daly Avenue up to the 15-foot Historic Residential – 1 
Zoning District Front Setback—as part of the Reconstruction of the Structure. Please 
see Exhibit E to review the Applicant’s Plans and Exhibit F to review the Applicant’s 
Summary Memo.  
 
 
 

 
1 Relocation, LMC Section 15-11-13; Reconstruction, LMC Section 15-11-15 
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2 
 

Background 
81 Daly Avenue is a Significant Historic Structure on Park City’s Historic Sites 
Inventory.2 A log structure, believed to be horse stables owned by the mining company, 
was constructed on the Site sometime before 1889 and remained on the site through 
1907. These horse stables were removed and replaced by a miner’s cabin sometime 
around 1911. The footprints of these structures are shown on the Sanborn Insurance 
Maps: 
 
 

 
 

 
2 LMC § 15-11-10(D)(2)(e) 
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3 
 

 
Figure 1: 1940s tax photo of the miner’s cabin from the Historic Site Form 

 
On November 10, 2003, the prior property owner, Kelly Marcellin, filed a Determination 
of Significance application to petition the Historic Preservation Board to remove the 
Structure from the Historic Sites Inventory, but withdrew the request on February 1, 
2004. Included in the 2003 application were photos of 81 Daly Avenue: 
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Figure 2: 81 Daly Avenue, 2003 
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Figure 3: 81 Daly Avenue, 2003 
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Figure 4: 81 Daly Avenue, 2003 
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Figure 5: 81 Daly Avenue, 2003 
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Figure 6: 81 Daly Avenue, 2003 
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Figure 7: 81 Daly Avenue, 2003 

 

Page 114 of 196



10 
 

 
Figure 8: 81 Daly Avenue, 2003 
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Figure 9: 81 Daly Avenue, 2003 

 
On August 10, 2004, the current Applicant, Martin Paris, obtained ownership of the 
property (Exhibit A, Warranty Deed). On August 12, 2004, Park City issued Building 
Permit B04-09704, an exploratory demolition permit to remove aluminum siding from 
the Structure to determine the preservation needs of the historic siding materials 
beneath. Four panels were identified for preservation (Exhibit B).  
 
On December 27, 2004, the Planning Department approved a panelization and 
demolition plan for the Significant Historic Structure subject to the following notes: 

1) Walls of original historic mining house to be preserved as follows: 
a. Original siding and wood planking to be removed as intact wall panels. 
b. Bracing shall be provided sufficient to protect wall panels from racking, 

warping, bending, or crushing. 
c. Panels are to be wrapped in moisture protective barrier. 
d. Panels are to be stored on site in a manner that will protect them from 

racking, warping, bending, crushing, moisture and insect and animal 
damage. 

e. Windows and doors are to be removed from preserved panels prior to 
bracing and dismantling (Exhibit C).  
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Figure 10: Approved Demolition Plan (2004) 

 
The home was deconstructed in 2005 and the four panels were wrapped in a tarp on-
site. On September 15, 2011, the Chief Building Official determined the panels were 
dangerous pursuant to Sections 6, 7, 8, 12, 13, 14, and 17 of the Abatement of 
Dangerous Building Code and notified the Planning Director of the findings (Exhibit D).  
 
On November 15, 2018, the Applicant submitted a Historic District Design Review 
application (PL-18-04034) requesting an examination of the panelized exterior cladding. 
Due to the condition of the panels, they were removed from the site. No Historic 
Materials remain. 
 
On May 23, 2023, the Applicant submitted a Historic District Design Review Pre-
Application to Reconstruct the demolished Significant Historic Structure and build a rear 
addition (Exhibit D). The Applicant proposes to Relocate the Significant Historic Structure 
forward (toward Daly Avenue) from the approximately 40-foot Historic Front Setback to a 
15-foot Front Setback to provide additional developable area at the rear of the Site. The 
Board first reviewed this project on May 1, 2024 (Packet, Item 6.A; Video). 
 
Analysis 
(I) Staff recommends the Historic Preservation Board consider Reconstruction of 
the Significant Historic Site with recommended Conditions of Approval. 
 
LMC Section 15-11-15 outlines the requirements for Reconstruction of Historic 
Structures. The Historic Preservation Board must find: 
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(A)(1) The Historic Structure is found by the Chief Building Official to be 
hazardous or dangerous, pursuant to Section 116.1 of the International 
Building Code. 

 
Not relevant.  
 

(A)(2) The Historic Structure cannot be made safe and/or serviceable 
through repair. 

 
Not relevant. 
 

(A)(3) The form, features, detailing, placement, orientation, and location of 
the Historic Structure will be accurately depicted, by means of new 
construction, based on as-built measured drawings, historical records, 
and/or current or Historic photographs.  

 
If the Board determines Reconstruction is appropriate, staff recommends Conditions of 
Approval: 
 

• Prior to submitting a Historic District Design Review Application for the proposed 
Reconstruction and addition, the Applicant shall hire a Qualified Historic 
Preservation Professional, defined in LMC Section 15-15-1 to create as-built 
measured drawings based on the available historical records and photographs. 

 
A professional with a combination of education in a closely 
related field of study plus work experience to meet the 
Secretary of the Interior's Historic Preservation Qualification 
Standards. The qualifications define minimum education and 
experience required to perform identification, evaluation, 
registration, and treatment activities. The standards are set for 
history, archaeology, architectural history, architecture, and 
historic architecture.  

 

• The Applicant shall not submit a Historic District Design Review 
application until the Applicant has hired a professional representative to 
design plans and required application submittal materials that conform to 
(1) the Historic Residential – 1 Zoning District requirements outlined in 
LMC Chapter 15-2.2 and (2) the Historic District Regulations for Historic 
Residential Sites.    

 

• The Applicant shall work expeditiously to complete (1) Planning 
Commission approval of a plat amendment to create one Lot for the 
Significant Historic Site, (2) Historic District Design Review approval, and 
(3) building permit submittal and issuance within two years of the Historic 
Preservation Board’s approval. The Historic Preservation Board approval 
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expires two years from the date of Final Action.   
 

(II) Staff recommends the Historic Preservation Board evaluate the request to 
Relocate the Significant Historic Structure. 
 
Land Management Code (LMC) Section 15-11-13(A) establishes the criteria the Historic 
Preservation Board reviews for requests to Relocate a Historic Structure on its existing 
Significant Site. Due to the removal of Historic Materials, not all criteria apply. 
 

(1)(a) A licensed structural engineer certified the Significant Historic 
Structure can successfully be relocated and the Applicant has 
demonstrated that a professional building mover will move the building 
and protect it while being stored.  

 
Not relevant. 
 

(1)(b) The proposed Relocation will not have a detrimental effect on the 
structural soundness of the Significant Historic Structure. 

 
Not relevant. 
 
LMC Section 15-11-13(A)(3) requires the Historic Preservation Board to find the 
following for Relocation of Significant Historic Structures: 
 

(3)(a) The proposed Relocation will abate demolition of the Significant 
Historic Structure. 

 
Not relevant. 

 
(3)(b) The Planning Director and Chief Building Official determine the 
Historic Structure is threatened in its present setting because of hazardous 
conditions and the preservation of the building will be enhanced by 
relocating it. 

 
Not relevant. 

 
(3)(c) The Historic Preservation Board, with input from the Planning 
Director and Chief Building Official, determines that unique conditions 
warrant the proposed Relocation of the Structure. Unique conditions shall 
include all the following: 

 
(1) The historic context of the Historic Structure has been so 
radically altered that the proposed Relocation will enhance the ability 
to interpret the historic character of the Historic Structure and the 
Historic District or its present setting. 
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The Applicant requests Relocating the Significant Historic Structure closer to Daly 
Avenue to meet the 15-foot Front Setback, rather than the Historic Front Setback of 40 
feet. 81 Daly Avenue is between two Significant Historic Structures: 71 Daly Avenue 
and 97 Daly Avenue. 71 Daly Avenue is set back from Daly Avenue 42 feet. 97 Daly 
Avenue has a Front Setback of approximately 40 feet.  
 

 
Figure 11: 71 Daly Avenue, a Significant Historic Site to the north of 81 Daly Avenue 
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Figure 12: 97 Daly Avenue, a Significant Historic Site to the south of 81 Daly Avenue 

The Applicant’s request would bring 81 Daly Avenue approximately 25 feet closer to 
Daly Avenue than the two adjacent Significant Historic Structures.  
 

(2) The proposed Relocation will not diminish the overall physical 
integrity of the Historic District or diminish the historical 
associations used to define the boundaries of the district. 

 
Please see the analysis above regarding the character of the adjacent Significant 
Historic Structures.  
 

(3) The historical integrity and significance of the Historic Structure 
will not be diminished by relocation. 

 
The proposed Relocation of the Significant Historic Structure will not impact the Historic 
Integrity of the Significant Historic Structure because due to the loss of the Historic 
Materials the construction proposed is essentially new.  
 

(4) The potential to preserve the Historic Structure will be enhanced 
by its relocation. 

 
The Applicant’s request requires alterations to a Steep Slope. The undated photo below 
from the Historic Site Form shows the Significant Historic Structure in its original 
location, with the Steep Slope behind, a defining character of the site: 
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Figure 13: Undated photo from Historic Site Form showing the Steep Slopes behind the Significant Historic Structure 
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Figure 14: Image from Google Earth showing the current vacant site and Steep Slope at the rear of the property 

 
A 2004 Existing Conditions Survey shows the topography of the site, with the Steep 
Slope to the rear of the Significant Historic Structure: 
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LMC Section 15-13-2 Regulations for Historic Residential Sites states the following: 
 

(B)(1)(b)(1) Maintain the natural topography and original grading of the site when 
and where feasible. 
(B)(1)(b)(3) Respect and maintain existing landscape features that contribute to 
the historic character of the site and existing landscape features that provide 
sustainability benefits.  

 
Additionally, LMC Section 15-13-4 Regulations for Relocation of Intact Structures 
establishes the following:  
 

• Historic Structures should be rehabilitated in its original location when the historic 
integrity of the site, Streetscape, or character area will be altered by the 
Relocation of the Historic Structure. 

• When a Structure is permitted to be Relocated, every effort shall be made to 
reestablish its historic orientation, setting, and relationship to the environment.  

• The setting for a Relocated Historic Structure shall be selected for compatibility 
with the character of the Structure and character of the original site.  

• A Relocated Structure shall be sited in a position similar to its historic orientation 
and shall maintain its relationship with the street and have a relatively similar 
setback. 
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The Applicant proposes Relocating the Significant Historic Structure within 15 feet of 
Daly Avenue to accommodate a rear addition, which would impact the Steep Slope. The 
Applicant’s proposed renderings are below: 
 

 
Figure 15: Front Facade 

 

 
Figure 16: East Facade, which would require significant disturbance to Steep Slopes 

 
81 Daly Avenue is 0.22 acres, approximately 9,580 square feet. The Significant Historic 
Structure was located toward the north side of the site, leaving area for the development 
of an addition with a transitional element on the secondary façade to the south of the 

Page 125 of 196



21 
 

Significant Historic Structure, pursuant to LMC Section 15-13-2, without disturbing the 
Steep Slope.  
 
 

 
Figure 17: Excerpt from the Applicant's 2004 Survey, illustrating the Lot area to the south of the Significant Historic 

Structure to accommodate an addition 

LMC Section 15.2.2-3(F) establishes a 15-foot Front and 15-foot Rear Setback for the 
site and the Significant Historic Structure exceeded both required Setbacks. LMC 
Section 15-2.2-3(K) establishes a minimum 10-foot Side Setback, with a total of 24 feet 
for Side Setbacks. The Significant Historic Structure was set back from the north Side 
property line only four feet two inches. LMC Section 15-2.2-4 allows the Significant 
Historic Structure to encroach into this Side Setback as a Non-Complying Structure. 
Reconstructing the Significant Historic Structure with this reduced Side Setback allows 
for an addition to the secondary façade without disturbing the Steep Slope.  
 
Department Review 
The Planning Department, Executive Department, and City Attorney’s Office reviewed 
this report.  
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Notice 
Staff published notice on the City’s website and the Utah Public Notice website and 
posted notice to the property on June 19, 2024. Staff mailed courtesy notice to property 
owners within 300 feet on June 19, 2024. The Park Record published courtesy notice 
on June 19, 2024.3  
 
Public Input 
Staff did not receive any public input at the time this report was published.  
 
Alternatives  

• The Historic Preservation Board may direct staff to draft a Final Action Letter to 
deny the Reconstruction and Relocation. 

• The Historic Preservation Board may direct staff to draft a Final Action Letter to 
approve the Reconstruction and Relocation. 

• The Historic Preservation Board may direct staff to draft a Final Action Letter to 
approve the Reconstruction and deny the Relocation. 

• The Historic Preservation Board may request additional information and continue 
the discussion to a date certain.  

 
Exhibits 
Exhibit A: 2004 Warranty Deed 
Exhibit B: Building Permit B04-09704 
Exhibit C: 2004 Panelization Plan 
Exhibit D: 2011 Chief Building Official Determination 
Exhibit E: Applicant’s Proposal 
Exhibit F: Applicant’s Summary Memo 
 
 
 

 
3 LMC § 15-1-21 
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Patricia Abdullah 

From: Thomas Eddington 
Sent: 
To: 

Thursday, September 15, 2011 05:52 PM 
Kayla Sintz; Patricia Abdullah 

Subject: FW: 81 Daley 
Attachments: image001 .gif; image002.gif 

For the file 

Thanks 

From: Chad Root 
Sent: Thursday, September 15, 2011 2:15PM 
To: Thomas Eddington 
Subject: 81 Daley 

Thomas, 

-- -· -·- --- .... -

The panels at 81 Daley are past the point of saving for any structural or historic 
significance. The weather protection that was used did not protect the siding/structure 
from the elements and have decomposed to the point that even if the panels were free 
for someone to use they would probably not even use them for a kids fort. Under the 
Abatement of Dangerous Building Code they would be considered to be dangerous and 
should not be used on a structure per section 6, 7, 8, 12, 13, 14 and 17 of the 
Abatement of Dangerous Building Code. If you have any questions feel free to give me a 
call. 

Chad ley Root 
44 5 Marsac Ave 
Park City Utah 84060 
Department of Building Safety 
CBO/Fire Code Official 
435 -615-5115 

1 
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Planning Commission 
Staff Report 
 
Subject: Ontario Water Tank E 
Application:  PL-24-06168 
Author:  Rebecca Ward, Planning Director 
Date:   July 3, 2024 
Type of Item: Material Deconstruction   
 
Recommendation 
(I) Review the proposed Material Deconstruction to stabilize Ontario Water Tank E, (II) 
conduct a public hearing, and (III) consider approving the Material Deconstruction 
based on the Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law, and Conditions of Approval outlined 
in the draft Final Action Letter (Exhibit A).  
 
Description 
Applicant: Doug Ogilvy, Empire Pass Master Owners Association 

 
Location: Parcel PCA-S-98-X 

 
Zoning District: Recreation and Open Space 

Sensitive Land Overlay 
 

Adjacent Land Uses: Mine Bench Site 
Moonshadow, Argent, and Larkspur Condominiums 
 

Reason for Review: The Historic Preservation Board conducts a public hearing and 
takes Final Action on Material Deconstruction applications.1 
 

 
LMC  Land Management Code 
 
Terms that are capitalized as proper nouns throughout this staff report are defined in LMC § 15-15-1. 

 
Background 
On March 5, 2020, the City Council approved a Memorandum of Agreement with the 
Empire Pass Master Owner Association (EPMOA). The Agreement outlines annual 
funding for the preservation of 21 historic resources identified in the 2001 Flagstaff2 
Development Agreement and confirmed in a 2019 SWCA Historic Preservation Plan 
Update (Packet, Item VII(2), Minutes, p. 9). Each year, the Planning team and 
representatives of EPMOA identify historic resources to rehabilitate or reconstruct the 
projects identified in the Memorandum. The project selected for this year is stabilization 
of Ontario Water Tank E (Exhibit B: Applicant’s Narrative). 
 

 
1 LMC Section 15-11-12.5 
2 Now known as Empire Pass 
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The Ontario Mine Shaft No. 3—known as the Mine Bench site—is not designated on the 
Historic Sites Inventory. However, it is identified as a Historic Resource in the Flagstaff 
Development Agreement Historic Preservation Plan. The 2019 SWCA Historic 
Preservation Plan Update summarizes the site: 
 
 

 
 
 
Below are photos of the Mine Bench site: 
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On May 25, 2023, the City Council reviewed and approved funding for an engineering 
study of the Ontario Water Tank E to determine structural integrity and to outline 
stabilization and preservation recommendations (Packet, Item IVV(1); Minutes, p. 8). 
 
Staff recommended EPMOA: 

• Complete the study as soon as possible.  

• Document structural concerns or hazards. 

• Establish a preservation plan to rehabilitate the Water Tanks. 
 
On May 29, 2024, the Applicant applied for Material Deconstruction to facilitate the 
rehabilitation of the Ontario Water Tanks based on the recommendations of a 
November 15, 2023 Engineering Report (Exhibit B, Applicant’s Narrative). 
 
To show the location of the Ontario Water Tank E within the Recreation and Open 
Space Zoning District between the Mine Bench site and the Moonshadow, Argent, and 
Larkspur Condominiums, the Applicant submitted the following (Exhibit C, Existing 
Conditions Map): 
  

 
 
 
Below are photos of Water Tank E: 
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Figure 1: Water Tank E 
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Figure 2: Water Tank E 
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Figure 3: Water Tank Interior 

 
Analysis 
(I) The proposal for Material Deconstruction complies with the requirements of 
Land Management Code Section 15-11-12.5. 
 
The Historic Preservation Board reviews the removal of Historic Material to 
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accommodate structural upgrades, conducts a public hearing, and takes Final Action.3 
 
The Applicant proposes:  
 

• Removing remnant roof pieces. 

• Replacing the roof with internal structure support. 

• Attaching cables to the Water Tank with a large, galvanized plate to spread the 
load over a larger area, anchoring the cables to the ground with typical power 
pole guy wire components. 

• Adding a stiffening angle inside the Water Tank to retain the shape (Exhibit D). 

• Reconstructing the hexagonal roof with the interior support of 4x4 posts and pre-
cast footers (Exhibit E). 

 
Staff recommends approval of the Material Deconstruction subject to the following 
Conditions of Approval: 
 

• The Roof Plan shall be updated to include details regarding materials and 
dimensions for Planning Department review confirming compliance with Land 
Management Code Chapter 15-13 Historic District Regulations prior to Building 
Permit submittal. 

• Prior to removing and replacing Historic Materials, the Applicant shall 
demonstrate to Planning that the materials are no longer safe and/or serviceable 
and cannot be repaired to safe and/or serviceable condition. Historic Materials 
shall not be disposed of prior to advance approval. 

• Where Historic materials cannot be repaired, they shall be replaced with 
materials that match the original in all respects: scale, dimension, texture, profile, 
material and finish. 

• The work must be completed and inspected by the Planning and Building 
Departments prior to November 1, 2024.  

 
Department Review 
The Planning Department and City Attorney’s Office reviewed this report.  
 
Notice 
Staff published notice on the City’s website and the Utah Public Notice website and 
posted notice to the property on June 19, 2024. Staff mailed courtesy notice to property 
owners within 300 feet on June 19, 2024. The Park Record published courtesy notice 
on June 19, 2024.4  
 
Public Input 
Staff did not receive any public input at the time this report was published.  
 
 

 
3 LMC Section 15-11-12.5 
4 LMC Section 15-1-21 
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Alternatives  

• The Board may approve the Material Deconstruction. 

• The Board may deny the Material Deconstruction and direct staff to make 
Findings for the denial. 

• The Board may request additional information and continue the discussion to a 
date certain.  

 
Exhibits 
Exhibit A: Draft Final Action Letter 
Exhibit B: Engineering Report 
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July 3, 2024 
 
Doug Ogilvy 
Empire Pass Master Owner Association 
 
NOTICE OF HISTORIC PRESERVATION BOARD ACTION 
 
Description 
Address: 
 

Parcel PCA-S-98-X 

Zoning District: 
 

Recreation and Open Space 
Sensitive Land Overlay 
 

Application: 
 

Material Deconstruction 

Project Number: 
 

PL-24-06168 

Action:  APPROVED WITH CONDITIONS (See Below) 
 

Date of Final Action: 
 

July 3, 2024 

Project Summary: The Applicant proposes Material Deconstruction of the Ontario 
Water Tank E to stabilize the structure. 
 

 
 
Action Taken 
On July 3, 2024, the Historic Preservation Board conducted a public hearing and 
approved the Material Deconstruction of remnant roof materials and to stabilize the 
Ontario Water Tank E according to the following findings of fact, conclusions of law, and 
conditions of approval: 
 
Findings of Fact 

1. On March 5, 2020, the City Council approved a Memorandum of Agreement with 

the Empire Pass Master Owner Association (EPMOA). 

2. The Agreement outlines annual funding for the preservation of 21 historic 

resources identified in the 2001 Flagstaff1 Development Agreement and 

confirmed in a 2019 SWCA Historic Preservation Plan Update. 

 
1 Now known as Empire Pass 

Page 184 of 196



 
Planning Department  

 

 

3. Each year, the Planning team and representatives of EPMOA identify historic 

resources to rehabilitate or reconstruct the projects identified in the 

Memorandum. 

4. The project selected for this year is stabilization of Ontario Water Tank E. 

5. The Ontario Mine Shaft No. 3—known as the Mine Bench site—is not designated 

on the Historic Sites Inventory. However, it is identified as a Historic Resource in 

the Flagstaff Development Agreement Historic Preservation Plan. 

6. On May 25, 2023, the City Council reviewed and approved funding for an 

engineering study of the Ontario Water Tank E to determine structural integrity 

and to outline stabilization and preservation recommendations. 

7. On May 29, 2024, the Applicant applied for Material Deconstruction to facilitate 

the rehabilitation of the Ontario Water Tanks based on the recommendations of a 

November 15, 2023 Engineering Report. 

8. The Historic Preservation Board reviews the removal of Historic Material to 

accommodate structural upgrades, conducts a public hearing, and takes Final 

Action. 

9. The Applicant proposes: 

a. Removing remnant roof pieces. 
b. Replacing the roof with internal structure support. 
c. Attaching cables to the Water Tank with a large, galvanized plate to 

spread the load over a larger area, anchoring the cables to the ground 
with typical power pole guy wire components. 

d. Adding a stiffening angle inside the Water Tank to retain the shape 

e. Reconstructing the hexagonal roof with the interior support of 4x4 posts 

and pre-cast footers. 

Conclusions of Law 
1. The Material Deconstruction complies with Land Management Code Section 15-

11-12.5.  

Conditions of Approval 
1. The Roof Plan shall be updated to include details regarding materials and 

dimensions for Planning Department review confirming compliance with Land 
Management Code Chapter 15-13 Historic District Regulations prior to Building 
Permit submittal. 

2. Prior to removing and replacing Historic Materials, the Applicant shall 
demonstrate to Planning that the materials are no longer safe and/or serviceable 
and cannot be repaired to safe and/or serviceable condition. Historic Materials 
shall not be disposed of prior to advance approval. 
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3. Where Historic materials cannot be repaired, they shall be replaced with 
materials that match the original in all respects: scale, dimension, texture, profile, 
material and finish. 

4. The work must be completed and inspected by the Planning and Building 
Departments prior to November 1, 2024.  

 
If you have questions or concerns regarding this Final Action Letter, please call 435-
615-5060 or email planning@parkcity.org. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
Randy Scott, Historic Preservation Board Chair 

  
 
 

Page 186 of 196



ONTARIO WATER TANK 
PROPOSED REPAIRS 
June 12, 2024 

Hidden in the trees above the EPMOA salt shed at the Ontario Mine Bench is a small water 
tank that was part of the historical Ontario Mine operations.  The water tank was identified as 
an historical resource in the 2000 Flagstaff Historic Preservation Plan.  We believe this to be 
Water Tank E referenced in the report.   


The tank is approximately 12’ in diameter and 10’ high, with vertical wood staves enclosed by 
steel rods bands.  The tank currently has the remains of a failed flat plywood roof that is clearly 
not historic.  The tank sits on an old concrete foundation that does not correspond to the 
shape of the tank.  The tank is listing about 6”, presumably due to snow creep over many 
years.


EPMOA engaged McMullin Engineering to develop a plan to arrest further decay of this tank.  
We are proposing to brace the tank into the hillside with two guys similar to those used for 
wooden telephone poles.  The guys would attached to a steel band installed on the inside of 
the tank near the top.  To protect the tank from the weather, we are proposing to construct a 
hexagonal roof on a new timber “scaffold” structure to be built inside the water tank and not 
attached to the barrel staves of the tank.  The new roof would include overhands of ~9”.    
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23.73 Ontario Water Tank Stabilization

November 15, 2023

DOUGLAS OGILVY
EPMOA
PO Box 99
Kamas, UT 84036

RE—Field Observations

DEAR DOUG—

I visited the Ontario Water Tank on October 20, 2023 to observe the existing condition 
and discuss options to stabilize the tank. This report summarizes my observations.

1) The existing foundation appears to be in good condition and does not appear to have 
experienced differential settlement (see Photo 1).

2) The tank body has shifted, but the staves and hoops are still intact (see Photo 2 and 
Photo 3). It is unclear what has caused the tank to shift, but snow is a logical cause.

3) The roof appears to have been replaced, and has deteriorated to the point much of it 
is gone (Photo 4).

As discussed on site, it seems reasonable to stabilize the tank by doing the following:

1) Replace the roof; supported by an internal structure.
2) Attach cables to the tank and tie these back to the ground in two directions, as shown 

in Photo 5. These cables would attach to the tank with a large, galvanized plate to 
spread the load over a larger area, shown in Photo 6. The cables would be anchored 
to the ground with typical power pole guy wire components.

3) Add a stiffening angle inside the tank, just below the top to retain the top shape of the 
tank.

Based on my observations, it is feasible to stabilize the tank with a reasonable effort.

Respectfully,

Paul W. McMullin, SE, PhD
STRUCTURAL ENGINEER 11/15/2023
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Photos

Photo 1—Existing foundation
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Photo 2—Water tank looking East
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Photo 3—Water tank looking West
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Photo 4—Water tank roof condition
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Photo 5—Proposed stabilization, plan view
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Photo 6—Proposed stabilization, side view
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