
1. ROLL CALL

2. MINUTES APPROVAL

2.A Consideration to Approve Historic Preservation Board Minutes from February 1, 2023

3. PUBLIC COMMUNICATIONS

4. STAFF AND BOARD COMMUNICATIONS AND DISCLOSURES

5. CONTINUATIONS

5.A 336/360 Daly Avenue – Relocation of Significant Structure  – Park City
Municipal Corporation Proposes to Relocate a Significant Historic Structure, a
Single-Car Garage, From Its Current Site at 336/360 Daly Avenue. PL-23-
05537
(A) Continuation to March 13, 2023.

6. REGULAR AGENDA

6.A 2023 Fiscal Year Historic District Grant Program - The Historic Preservation
Board Will Review the 2023 Fiscal Year Grant Applications and Determine the
Awardees.

PARK CITY HISTORIC PRESERVATION BOARD MEETING
SUMMIT COUNTY, UTAH
March 1, 2023

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

MEETING CALLED TO ORDER AT 5:00 PM.

 

 

 02.01.2023 Minutes

 

 

 

 Daly Continuation Report

 

 FY 23 Grant Program Staff Report
Exhibit A: Draft Final Action Letter
Exhibit B: FY 23 Application and Information Guide
Exhibit C: RDA Map
Exhibit D: FY 23 Postcard
Exhibit E: FY 23 Spreadsheet
Exhibit F: 690 698 Park Avenue Application
Exhibit G: 1128 Park Avenue Application
Exhibit H: 22 Prospect Avenue Application
Exhibit I: 40 Sampson Avenue Application
Exhibit K: 517 Park Avenue Application
Exhibit J: 408 Main Street Application
Exhibit L: Thaynes Mine Hoist House Application
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https://www.parkcity.org/government/city-council/city-council-meetings/current-public-meeting-info-listen-live
https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/1780082/02.01.2023_Minutes.pdf
https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/1810756/336_360_Daly_Continuation_Report.pdf
https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/1810647/FY_23_Grant_Program_Staff_Report.pdf
https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/1810651/Exhibit_A_Draft_Final_Action_Letter.pdf
https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/1804678/Historic_District_Competitive_Grant_Program_Application_-_FY_2023.pdf
https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/1806486/Exhibit_C-_RDA_Map.pdf
https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/1806462/FY_23_Postcard.pdf
https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/1806461/Exhibit_E_FY_23_Spreadsheet.pdf
https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/1804647/690_698_park.pdf
https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/1804663/1128_Park.pdf
https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/1804637/22_Prospect_Submittal.pdf
https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/1804639/40_Sampson_Submittal.pdf
https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/1804640/517_Park_Submittal.pdf
https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/1804665/408_Main_St_Submittal.pdf
https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/1804669/Thayne_Mine_Submittal.pdf


7. ADJOURN

Exhibit M: Silver King Coalition Hoist House Application
Exhibit N: Staff Preliminary Scores

 
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 Council meeting attendees who park in the China Bridge
parking structure.
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https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/1804667/Silver_King_Mine_Submittal.pdf
https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/1810420/Exhibit_N_Staff_Preliminary_Score.pdf


Agenda Item No: 2.A

Historic Preservation Board Agenda Item Report
Meeting Date: March 1, 2023 
Submitted by: Levi Jensen 
Submitting Department: Planning 
Item Type: Minutes 
Agenda Section: MINUTES APPROVAL 

Subject:
Consideration to Approve Historic Preservation Board Minutes from February 1, 2023

Suggested Action:

 

 

 
Attachments:
02.01.2023 Minutes
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PARK CITY MUNICIPAL CORPORATION 
HISTORIC PRESERVATION BOARD MEETING 
SUMMIT COUNTY, UTAH 
MINUTES OF FEBRUARY 1, 2023 
 
BOARD MEMBERS IN ATTENDANCE:  Lola Beatlebrox, Puggy Holmgren, Alan Long, 
Douglas Stephens, Jack Hodgkins  
 
EX OFFICIO MEMBERS:  Gretchen Milliken, Planning Director; Caitlyn Tubbs, Senior 
Historic Preservation Planner 
 
1. ROLL CALL 
 
In the absence of Chair Randy Scott, the Park City Historic Preservation Board discussed 
who would fill in as Chair for the current meeting.  
 
MOTION:  Board Member Beatlebrox moved that Chair Stephens ACT as Chair during 
the meeting.  Board Member Hodgkins seconded the motion. 
 
VOTE:  The motion passed with the unanimous consent of the Board.  
 
Chair Stephens called the meeting to order at approximately 5:00 p.m.   
 
2. MINUTES APPROVAL 

 
A. Consideration to Approve the Historic Preservation Board Meeting 

Minutes from December 7, 2022. 
 
Board Member Beatlebrox referenced Page 9 of the December 7, 2022 minutes.  Where 
the two options were described, it seemed that the Option 1 description was actually the 
description of Option 2 and vice versa.  She read the language as it was currently written.  
Planning Director, Gretchen Milliken offered to double-check the different options and 
make that correction, if necessary.  
 
MOTION:  Board Member Beatlebrox moved to APPROVE the Meeting Minutes from 
December 7, 2022, as amended.  Board Member Hodgkins seconded the motion. 
 
VOTE:  The motion passed with the unanimous consent of the Board.   
 
3. PUBLIC COMMUNICATIONS 
 
There were no public communications.  
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4. STAFF AND BOARD COMMUNICATIONS AND DISCLOSURES 

 
There were no Staff or Board communications and disclosures.   
 
5. WORK SESSION 

 
A. 2023 Historic District Grant Program – The Historic Preservation 

Board will Review the Submitted Applications for the 2023 Fiscal Year 
Historic District Grant Program Cycle. 

 

Senior Historic Preservation Planner, Caitlyn Tubbs, reported that the Work Session item 
related to the 2023 Historic District Grant Program.  This is the time of year when the 
Board reviews the annual Historic District Grant Program applications.  She clarified that 
this is only a Work Session item and that the final decision will be made by the Board on 
March 1, 2023.  Planner Tubbs shared background information with those present.  The 
grant program was originally established in 1987 and since then, tens of thousands of 
dollars had been awarded by the City to local property owners to facilitate the preservation 
of historic structures.  It was a 50/50 matching grant where the property owner would 
outlay the project costs and then be reimbursed for the grant amount.   
 
This year, there were eight applicants and $100,506 available for funding. That amount 
was intended to cover both the competitive and emergency grant funds.  Planner Tubbs 
reported that there was a total of $215,790 requested in grant funding from the eight 
applications.  Each application would be reviewed.  Following review of the eight 
applications there would be comments from the Board.  Planner Tubbs noted that Chair 
Scott was able to forward his comments and recommendations in advance.  Those 
comments would be read into the record. 
 
The first application was for 690 and 698 Park Avenue.  The request was for $16,290 to 
re-roof two historic structures.  The second application was for 1128 Park Avenue and 
the request was for $113,000 to facilitate a basement addition, replace and repair 
windows, doors, and siding, as well as add interior framing.  The third request was for 22 
Prospect Avenue to repair and replace the trim and facia, then sand, prep, caulk, and 
paint the exterior.  The requested amount was $8,000.  The fourth request was for 40 
Sampson Avenue for $15,000.  The intention was to prep, sand, and paint the exterior 
siding, doors, windows, coal shed, and deck railings.  The fifth application was for 408 
Main Street for $15,000.  The request was for the replacement of exterior lighting, front 
door replacement, window refurbishment, plumbing, HVAC, electrical and interior 
improvements.  The sixth application was for 517 Park Avenue, which requested $18,500 
for demolition, new windows, carpentry, material preservation and reconditioning, 
waterproofing, roofing, and paint.  The seventh application was for the Thaynes Mine 
Hoist House for $15,000 for asbestos and debris removal.  The eighth application was for 
the Silver King Hoist House for $15,000 for asbestos and debris removal.  
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Planner Tubbs reported that the 2023 Historic District Grant Program discussions would 
continue on March 1, 2023.  The Historic Preservation Board would review each of the 
applications in depth and compare them alongside the evaluation criteria the Board 
developed over previous grant cycles.  The Board would select the projects to receive 
grant funding and make a recommendation to the City Council.  According to the City 
Recorder, there was availability on April 4, 2023, for City Council discussion and approval.  
The reason it was sent to the City Council for final approval since often grant money is 
awarded in excess of $5,000, which requires Council approval. 
 
Board Member Hodgkins wondered if Staff would rate the applications using the 
evaluation criteria or if it would be done by each Board Member.  Planner Tubbs 
referenced the evaluation rubric.  There was a line for a Staff score and a Historic 
Preservation Board score.  Staff would review the applications and then bring that score 
back to the Board.  At that time, the reasoning for the score would be explained.  The 
Board as a collective would then be able to determine its own score.  The monies awarded 
would be determined based on those scores.  Board Member Beatlebrox asked if each 
Board Member would create their own ratings so an average could be created.  Planner 
Tubbs explained that it would depend on how the Board wants to move forward.  If there 
is a desire to create an average based on the individual scores of each Board Member, 
that could be done.  Alternatively, the Historic Preservation Board could discuss the eight 
applications as a group and then collectively rate each one.  
 
The Board discussed the best way to move forward with the evaluations.  Director Milliken 
shared an option with the Board.  While it would be possible for each Board Member to 
review and score the applications individually, it would also be possible for two Historic 
Preservation Board representatives to meet with the Planning Department.  There could 
be a more thorough review at that time.  It was not possible to meet with the full Board 
behind closed doors but there could be discussion with Board representatives.  Chair 
Stephens wanted to make sure the most valuable work was being prioritized.   
 
Planner Tubbs noted that there was a gap in the grant program where no funding had 
been allocated for four or five years.  This past year, the grant program was revamped 
and new evaluation criteria developed based on Board Member feedback.  The Board 
previously expressed that they wanted to be more involved.  Rather than a Staff score 
being presented, it was determined that Staff would provide a preliminary score and the 
Board would follow up with a finalized project score. 
 
Board Member Beatlebrox asked about the length of the applications.  Planner Tubbs 
reported that there was a one-page project narrative as well as a sheet where the 
proposed improvements were itemized.  Chair Stephens asked if the full application 
information was available to the Board.  Planner Tubbs explained that it was not available 
at the current time but she would share a copy of each application with the Board 
Members following the Historic Preservation Board.  The original plan was to bring that 
information to the March 1, 2023 meeting, however, if the Board wanted that information 
ahead of time to review, it could all be shared in advance. 
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Board Member Hodgkins asked if Staff envisioned awarding partial grants, for instance, 
windows but not doors, or if the full application needed to be approved.  Planner Tubbs 
explained that it would depend on how the Board wants to move forward.  Based on past 
discussions about the grant program, the Board wanted to provide a meaningful monetary 
benefit to various preservation projects.  The Board previously asked for more detailed 
information so it would be possible to award partial grants.   
 
Board Member Hodgkins wondered if the applications included detailed information or if 
the specifications were vague.  He wanted to understand how closely the applications 
align with the historical designs of the buildings.  Planner Tubbs clarified that the narrative 
itself depended on the applicant.  However, there was a requirement that the applicant 
provide proof of compliance with the design guidelines.  That could be in the form of an 
HDDR Waiver Letter or a Final Action Letter from the Board.  Chair Stephens shared 
additional information about the history of the grant program. 
 
Board Member Beatlebrox believed competitive grants were being discussed and not 
emergency grants.  This was confirmed.  She wondered how much Staff wanted to budget 
for emergency purposes and if there were any emergency requests.  Planner Tubbs 
reported that there were no current requests for emergency funding.  The emergency 
funding came from the same pot as the competitive funds.  $100,506 was to be awarded 
in 2023.  During previous discussions, the Board talked about reserving 20% of that on 
the off chance there was an emergency need.  Chair Stephens asked if the money needed 
to be spent or allocated by the end of the financial fiscal year.  It was important to know if 
it could carry over.  Planner Tubbs explained that money was allocated yearly but it does 
not carry over.   
 
The Board discussed the application requests.  Planner Tubbs mentioned 690 and 698 
Park Avenue.  They involved two historic structures that were originally built as duplexes.  
They were currently utilized as commercial buildings.  The intention was to reroof both 
structures.  The existing roof was not original to the property but the overall shape and 
pitch of the roof remained the same.  The existing asphalt architectural shingles needed 
repair but were not the original materials.  The property owner was looking for grant 
money to facilitate the reroofing.  
 
Board Member Beatlebrox wanted to review the full applications and then visit the 
properties in person.  Board Member Hodgkins questioned how much feedback Staff was 
looking for.  Planner Tubbs stated that this is a fairly new application program.  Staff was 
trying to determine if it was best to evaluate the projects based on a total score or if there 
were segments of the building that should be focused on, such as doors, windows, and 
so on.  Board Member Hodgkins believed the stronger applications that really addressed 
preservation would have higher scores based on the evaluation criteria.  He felt that an 
application to replace a non-historic roof would likely score lower than some of the other 
projects submitted.   
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Board Member Hodgkins asked if each of the subprojects would be scored or if the 
application as a whole would be scored.  It could be difficult to score it all when some 
aspects seemed more worthy of the grant than others.  Planner Tubbs explained that the 
Board needed to determine which areas of improvement had the most merit.  Board 
Member Hodgkins preferred to fund proactive maintenance.  Given the amount of grant 
money that was available, he felt it should be geared toward ongoing maintenance and 
upkeep using historic methods and materials.  Chair Stephens noted that there was a 
difference between regular maintenance costs that should fall on a property owner and 
historic maintenance.  Board Member Beatlebrox explained that what the Board valued 
would become clear as the applications were reviewed.  Planner Tubbs believed that 
information would be helpful for future grant cycles. For instance, if the Board was not 
that interested in exterior paint but was more interested in rehabilitating front doors, that 
could be communicated to applicants.  Planner Milliken noted that the applications need 
to be reviewed on a case-by-case basis.  When the full application is in front of Board 
Members, it would be easier to weigh in on the funding.  
 
Chair Stephens believed that by the end of the March 1, 2023, Historic Preservation Board 
Meeting, it would be clear what the Board was looking for.  At that point, all of the 
applications would have been reviewed in more detail.  He reiterated that the full 
applications would be shared with the Board Members after the meeting for review.   
 
Board Member Hodgkins asked about the Thaynes Mine Hoist House and Silver King 
Hoist House applications.  Those applications wanted to address asbestos.  He wondered 
if these were outside the jurisdiction as the properties were not necessarily within the City 
limits.  Planner Tubbs clarified that the homes were within the City limits, but were outside 
the Main Street and Lower Park Avenue RDAs, which were two of the grant funding 
sources.  However, it was possible to allocate funding for structures outside of those areas 
out of the General Fund.  There was the General Fund, Lower Park Avenue RDA, and 
Main Street RDA.  There were different amounts available through each.  
 
6. REGULAR AGENDA 
 

A. Cindy Matsumoto Historic Preservation Award 2023 – The Historic 
Preservation Board will Review Nominees for the Annual Cindy 
Matsumoto Historic Preservation Award, Select the 2023 Awardees, 
and Select Members to Serve on the Artist Selection Committee. 

 
Planner Tubbs reported that there were six nominees for the Cindy Matsumoto Historic 
Preservation Awards.  The Historic Preservation Board was able to select one winner and 
up to four runners-up.  The winner would have a piece of art commissioned of the winning 
structure and the runners-up would each receive a plaque.  This was the 10th year that 
the Board had honored projects and properties were selected based on the following: 
 

• Adaptive Re-Use; 

• Infill Development; 
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• Excellence in Restoration; 

• Sustainable Preservation; 

• Embodiment of Historical Context; and 

• Connectivity of Site. 
 
Once the Board determined the winner and runner-ups, then a Request for Proposals 
(“RFP”) would be sent out to artists to determine who would create the art piece.  In May 
2023, the art piece would be unveiled and hung in City Hall.  Planner Tubbs reported that 
the first nominee was for excellence in restoration - Daly West Headframe.  The structure 
collapsed in 2015, but in 2022, the headframe structure was repaired, raised, and placed 
nearby its original location.  Two fire hydrant shacks had also been rehabilitated.  The 
second nominee was also for excellence in restoration – King Con Ore Bin.  This included 
the development of a new floor for the Ore Bin so that when the snow fell through, it would 
not sit on the wood and continue to rot.  The third nominee was for excellence in 
restoration - 180 Daly Avenue.  The vinyl siding on the structure had been removed and 
replaced with cedar lap siding, which was more historically accurate.  
 
The fourth nominee was 508 Marsac Avenue.  Over the past year, there had been 
rehabilitation to the siding and windows.  Additionally, the roof was redone.  This was an 
example of sustainable preservation.  The fifth nominee was for infill development and 
excellence in restoration - 1063 Empire Avenue.  Planner Tubbs noted that this was an 
existing historic home, but a lot of work had been done to raise it and build a historically 
appropriate basement addition with a garage.  The sixth nominee was for excellence in 
restoration and was located at 803 Norfolk Avenue.  The front porch was rehabilitation 
and the siding was repainted.  Some of the windows had also been redone.   
 
Board Member Beatlebrox reported that she nominated 803 Norfolk Avenue, but she had 
made a mistake.  That building was actually given a plaque last year.  She was not certain 
if it could still be nominated for an art piece.  Planner Tuggs explained that there were a 
few nominees from the cycle last year that did not receive awards.  It was proposed that 
those be brought back for reevaluation.  Board Member Beatlebrox believed that since a 
plaque was awarded to 803 Norfolk Avenue, it should be removed from consideration for 
another plaque.  However, it may be possible to consider it for the art piece.  Board 
Member Holmgren noted that there would be one winner and four runner-ups.  That meant 
only one nominee would be without an award of some sort.  Board Member Hodgkins 
pointed out that up to four runner-ups could be awarded. 
 
Board Member Hodgkins pointed out that the nominees were not in a lot of different 
categories.  He suggested that the plaques not be awarded to the same types of projects.  
Chair Stephens referenced an email from Chair Scott that outlined his preferences.  Board 
Member Beatlebrox felt that the Daly West Headframe was an excellent choice and was 
different from what was selected last year.  It met a lot of the criteria.  Chair Stephens 
noted that a lot of people would see it.  Board Member Long agreed with the comments 
shared.  Board Member Hodgkins thought it was a great project but thought the King Con 
Ore Bin should be ranked higher.  The workmanship for the King Con Ore Bin was 
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impressive and beautifully done.  He pointed out that it was done to prevent a collapse.  
It was also a one-of-a-kind building.  Though the Daly West Headframe was well restored, 
it was not in the exact original location.   
 
Board Member Beatlebrox thought both nominees were worthwhile.  Both were 
outstanding projects.  Board Member Holmgren had the King Con Ore Bin ranked first 
and the Daly West Headframe ranked second.  She felt those were the premiere 
nominees.  Board Member Long agreed that both were special.  The fact that the King 
Con Ore Bin was in its original location made it a slightly stronger application.   
 
MOTION:  Board Member Beatlebrox moved that the King Con Ore Bin be selected for 
an artistic rendering that would be hung at City Hall as part of the 2023 Historic 
Preservation Award.  Board Member Holmgren seconded the motion.    
 
VOTE:  The motion passed with the unanimous consent of the Board.  
 
Planner Tubbs wondered if there were any projects that the Board wanted to award 
plaques.  It was determined that the Daly West Headframe would receive a plaque.   
 
Board Member Beatlebrox asked about 508 Marsac Avenue.  It was important to thank 
and honor residents who had done significant work.  At least one residential renovation 
or repair should be honored.  Board Member Long agreed and noted that a nice job had 
been done on that restoration.  It was very true to the original.  Board Member Hodgkins 
asked about 180 Daly Avenue.  He liked that it was a simple but notable restoration.  
Discussions were had about the roof material on 508 Marsac Avenue.  Chair Stephens 
felt better about honoring 180 Daly Avenue with a plaque.   
 
MOTION:  Board Member Hodgkins moved to award 180 Daly Avenue with a plaque as 
part of the 2023 Historic Preservation Award.  Board Member Holmgren seconded the 
motion.    
 
VOTE:  The motion passed with the unanimous consent of the Board.  
 
MOTION:  Board Member Hodgkins moved to award the Daly West Headframe with a 
plaque as part of the 2023 Historic Preservation Award.  Board Member Beatlebrox 
seconded the motion.    
 
VOTE:  The motion passed with the unanimous consent of the Board.  
 
Planner Tubbs reported that there would be an Artist Selection Committee.  Staff was 
looking for three members of the Historic Preservation Board to serve on that committee.  
There would be several meetings held in March 2023.  The overall time commitment 
would be between three and five hours.  Committee Members would provide input on the 
various prospective artists and help conduct artist interviews.  Ultimately, an artist would 
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be selected to create the art piece for the winning project.  Board Member Beatlebrox, 
Board Member Long, and Chair Scott would participate on the Committee.  
 
7. ADJOURN 
 
MOTION:  Board Member Hodgkins moved to ADJOURN the Historic Preservation Board 
Meeting.  Board Member Beatlebrox seconded the motion. 
 
VOTE:  The motion passed with the unanimous consent of the Board.  
 
The Historic Preservation Board Meeting adjourned at 6:04 p.m.    
 
 
 
Approved by   
  Randy Scott, Chair  
  Historic Preservation Board 
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Historic Preservation Board 

Continuation Report 

Subject: 336 / 360 Daly Avenue 
Application: PL-23-05537 
Author: Caitlyn Tubbs, Sr. Historic Preservation Planner 
Date: March 1, 2023 
 

Recommendation 
Staff recommends the Historic Preservation Board continue Park City Municipal 
Corporation’s request to relocate a Significant Historic Structure, a single-car garage, 
from 336 Daly Avenue to 360 Daly Avenue to March 13, 2023. 
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Historic Preservation Board 
Staff Report 
 
Subject: 2023 Historic District Grant Program  
Applications: PL-22-05403, PL-22-05434, PL-23-05527, PL-

23-05528, PL-23-05529, PL-23-05530, PL-23-
05531, and PL-23-05532 

Author:  Caitlyn Tubbs,  
  Sr. Historic Preservation Planner 
Date:   March 1, 2023 
Type of Item: Administrative 
 
Recommendation 
(I) Review the Historic District Grant Program Applications, and (II) consider forwarding 
a recommendation to City Council for their determination. 
 
Acronyms 
FY  Fiscal Year 
HDDR  Historic District Design Review 
HDGP  Historic District Grant Program 
HPB  Historic Preservation Board 
HSI  Historic Sites Inventory 
LMC  Land Management Code 
PCMC  Park City Municipal Corporation 
 
Terms that are capitalized as proper nouns throughout this staff report are defined in LMC § 15-15-1. 

 
Summary 
Eight (8) property owners of Historic Sites filed Historic District Grant Program (HDGP) 
applications for Fiscal Year (FY) 2023. Staff recommends the Historic Preservation 
Board (HPB) review the applications and consider forwarding a recommendation to City 
Council for their determination and final grant award amounts.  
 
Background 
Beginning in 1987, Park City Municipal Corporation (PCMC) has awarded hundreds of 
thousands of dollars to the rehabilitation and historic preservation of dozens of 
Significant and Landmark Historic Structures and Sites. Money is set aside in the 
General Fund, the Lower Park Avenue RDA, and the Main Street RDA to fund these 
grant requests. Historic Sites located in the Lower Park RDA and Main Street RDA (see 
Exhibit C: RDA Map) qualify for their respective funding and sites outside the 
boundaries of the two RDAs qualify for funding from the City’s General Fund.  
 
Currently, the HDGP has an awards budget of $100,506.00. However, a portion of 
these funds are also intended to cover expenses for emergency grants as well. The 
emergency grants are intended to help property owners cover costs of repairs to historic 
Structures that are in imminent danger of collapse or other irreparable harm, such as a 
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collapsed roof. The eight (8) HDGP applications are requesting a total of $215,790.00 
which leaves a shortfall of $115,284.00 not including any emergency funds. 
 
The Mission Statement of the HDGP is: “The Park City Historic District Grant Program is 
designed to financially incentivize the Preservation, Rehabilitation, Restoration, and 
Reconstruction of Historic Structures and Sites in order to create a community that 
honors its past and encourages Historic Preservation.” 
 
The HDGP was put on hold in 2015 to further refine the policies and administration of 
the program. In 2017, the City hired Duval Companies to evaluate the HDGP and to 
make recommendations for?. In 2018, Duval Companies submitted a Historic Grant 
Study. The City Council and HPB conducted several work sessions on the HDGP from 
2014 through 2020 and provided input to Staff. In 2020, the City Council reinstated the 
Program, however, due to the pandemic the awarded amounts wre selected by 
Planning Department Staff and not all funds were allocated.  
 
On April 7, 2021, the HPB conducted a work session to outline the FY 2022 HDGP 
process. The process required Planning Staff to evaluate the submitted grant 
applications and provide a review for the HPB’s consideration and recommendation to 
City Council (Staff Report; Minutes, p. 11). In 2022 partial funds were awarded to 21 of 
the 22 applications.  
 
During a Work Session held with the HPB on February 2, 2023 (Staff Report) several 
Board members indicated they had received feedback from prior year grant recipients 
that the amount of funding awarded did not have a significant effect on the overall 
project costs. The Board expressed an interest in exploring awarding the full amounts 
requested for compelling projects. Staff has provided an evaluation of each application 
with a proposed partial award for each project similar to the analysis provided for the FY 
2022 cycle. However, Staff recommends the HPB evaluate each application and 
determine whether a partial award or a full award would be best.  
 
Analysis 
 
The Grant Program provides a 50% matching grant that requires the applicant to fund at 
least 50% of the proposed costs. Eligible work may include interior and/or exterior 
repair, Preservation, Rehabilitation, or Restoration, including Historic Architectural 
features and structural elements, as well as mechanical systems. Depending on the 
existing conditions and specific project scope, some examples of eligible work include, 
but are not limited to: 

• Repairing/restoring/replacing windows 

• Repointing masonry 

• Repairing or replacing roofs 

• Electrical updating 

• Upgrading mechanical systems 

• Upgrading insulation 

• Reconstructing Historic porches 
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• Restoring Historic features (e.g. siding, windows, etc.) 

Ineligible work includes, but is not limited to: 

• Acquisition costs 

• New additions 

• Landscaping/flatwork 

• Interior remodeling/new finishes 

• Interior paint 
 
Any grant awarded over the amount of $25,000.00 would require the property owner(s) 
to grant a façade easement in favor of Park City Municipal Corporation (PCMC). A 
façade easement is a legal document that would be recorded with Summit County 
detailing the exterior historical features of the subject building to be preserved and 
protected. The property owner would convey an easement over these features to PCMC 
who would then have the ability to require the proper preservation and maintenance of 
historically-significant features. Easements such as these are typically granted in 
perpetuity and will run with the land, meaning if the property is sold in the future the City 
would still have the right to require conservation or preservation of the exterior features.  
 
Additionally, any recipient of grant funding will be required to enter into a five-year lien 
with the City. Should the property be sold within the five-year period, the applicant is 
responsible for repaying the City a pro-rated amount of the grant disbursement. 
 
The 2023 Grant Cycle application packet included the rubric created by the Historic 
Preservation Board and Planning Department Staff in 2022. The rubric can be viewed 
on page 9 of Exhibit B. Staff reviewed each of the eight applications and has provided a 
preliminary score for each based off of the criteria listed in the rubric. The evaluation 
criteria includes the following: 
 

Character defining historic elements of 
the structure and/or site will be preserved 
and/or restored as viewed from the 
primary public right-of-way. 

0: Non-visible historic elements will be 
preserved or restored 
 
1: Few visible historic elements will be 
preserved or restored 
 
2: Several visible historic elements will be 
preserved or restored 
 
3: Majority of visible historic elements will 
be preserved or restored 
 
4: All visible historic elements will be 
preserved or restored 

Proposed improvements to the site will 
positively impact the vitality of the historic 
context of the neighborhood.  

0: No proposed improvements 
 
1: Minimal positive impact 
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2: General positive impact 
 
3: Significant positive impact 

Proposed design and scope of work uses 
best practices for the treatment of historic 
materials. 

0: None 
 
1: Insufficient 
 
2: Average 
 
3: Above average 
 
4: Exceeds expectations 

The historic features and elements of the 
structure and/or site will be enhanced by 
the proposed work. 

0: Minimally enhanced 
 
1: Generally enhance 
 
2: Exceeds expectations 

Proposed work facilitates reversal of non-
historic elements or alterations. 

0: None 
 
1: Some 
 
2: Exceeds expectations 
 
*Note, if no non-historic elements or 
alterations are present mark N/A 

Priority is given to restoration and 
treatment of historic materials, rather than 
replacing historic materials and features 
in-kind.  

0: No priority given to restoration 
 
1: Minimum priority given 
 
2: Some priority given 
 
3: General priority given 
 
4: Exceeds expectations 

 
Staff recommends the Historic Preservation Board review the submitted applications 
and review them in accordance with the provided rubric. In previous years the 
percentage score determined by the rubric has been applied to the amount of requested 
funds. The Historic Preservation Board expressed concern with this method because 
they have received input from prior awardees that the percentage amount awarded is 
not significant in the overall project cost. The Historic Preservation Board has expressed 
interest in fully funding compelling projects and should consider both the project merit 
and the rubric score in their recommendation.  
 
The following Historic District Grant Program (HDGP) applications have been submitted:  
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(1) Town Lift Condos – 690/698 Park Avenue – PL-22-05403 
  
The buildings located at 690 Park Avenue and 698 Park Avenue are listed on Park 
City’s Historic Sites Inventory as Landmark Structures (690 HSI Form, 698 HSI Form). 
The buildings were constructed in c. 1885.  
 
The applicant is requesting $16,290.00 to replace the roofs on both structures. 
 
Evaluation Score – 4/17 – 0.235 
0.235 * $16,290.00 = $3,828.15 
 
(2) 1128 Park Avenue – PL-22-05434 
 
The home located at 1128 Park Avenue is listed on the Park City Historic Sites 
Inventory as a Landmark Structure (1128 HSI Form). The building was constructed c. 
1905. 
 
The applicant is requesting $113,000.00 to complete the following: 

• Repairing/restoring windows - $12,000.00 

• Repointing masonry - $17,500.00 

• Repairing/replacing roof - $8,500.00 

• Painting exterior - $10,000.00 

• Electrical updating - $15,000.00 

• Upgrading insulation - $12,500.00 

• Reconstructing porches - $5,000.00 

• Restoring historic features - $15,000.00 

• Upgrading mechanical - $17,500.00 
 
Evaluation Score – 8/17 – 0.47 
0.47 * $116,000.00 = $54,520.00 
 
(3) 22 Prospect Street – PL-23-05527 
 
22 Prospect Street is listed on the Park City Historic Sites Inventory as a Landmark 
Structure (22 HSI Form). The building was constructed in c. 1891.  
 
The applicant is seeking $8,000.00 to complete the following: 

• Sand, prep, caulk, and paint exterior - $5,000.00 

• Repair/replace facia and trim - $3,000,00 
 
Evaluation Score – 8/17 – 0.47 
0.47 * $8,000 = $3,760.00 
 
(4) 40 Sampson Avenue – PL-23-05528 
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40 Sampson Avenue is listed as a Significant Structure on the Park City Historic Sites 
Inventory (40 HSI Form). The building was constructed in c. 1895.  
 
The applicant is requesting $15,000.00 to complete the following: 

• Exterior preparation, primer, paint and stain for 5 exterior doors, 2 exterior 
screens, 5 exterior thresholds, coal shed, and 3 deck railings. 

 
Evaluation Score – 6/17 – 0.353 
0.353 * $15,000.00 = $5,295.00 
 
(5) 408 Main Street – PL-23-05529 
 
408 Main Street is listed as a Significant Structure on the Park City Historic Sites 
Inventory (408 HSI Form). The building was constructed in c. 1895. 
 
The applicant is seeking $15,000.00 to complete the following: 

• Demolition - $1,200.00 

• Exterior Closure - $10,000.00 

• Roofing - $1,800.00 

• Electrical - $2,000.00 
 
Evaluation Score – 5/17 – 0.294 
0.294 * $15,000.00 = $4,410.00 
 
(6) 517 Park Avenue – PL-23-05530 
 
517 Park Avenue is listed as a Landmark Structure on the Park City Historic Sites 
Inventory (517 HSI Form). The building was constructed in c. 1888. 
 
The applicant is requesting $18,500.00 to complete the following: 

• Historic Material Preservation - $2,750.00 

• Structural Demolition - $1,450.00 

• New Structural Framing - $3,250.00 

• Historic Material Reconditioning - $1,400.00 

• Exterior Finish Carpentry - $2,000.00 

• New Windows - $1,750.00 

• Waterproofing - $600.00 

• Roofing - $450.00 

• Exterior Paint - $1,750.00 

• Interior Finish Carpentry - $2,100.00 

• Interior Finish Paint - $1,000.00 
 
Evaluation Score – 10/19 – 0.526 
0.526 * $18,500.00 = $9,731.00 
 
(7) Thayne’s Mine Hoist House – PL-23-05531 
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The Thayne’s Mine Hoist House is listed on the Park City Historic Sites Inventory as a 
Significant Structure (Thayne’s HSI Form). It was constructed in c. 1937.  
 
The applicant is seeking $15,000.00 to complete the following: 

• Removal of 360 linear feet of asbestos TSI insulation and 760 square feet of 
debris cleaning - $15,000.00 

 
Evaluation Score – 5/17 – 0.294 
0.294 * $15,000.00 = $4,410.00 
 
(8) Silver King Mine Hoist House – PL-23-05532 
 
The Silver King Mine Hoist House is listed on the Park City Historic Sites Inventory as a 
Significant Structure (Silver King HSI Form). It was constructed in c. 1895. 
 
The applicant is requesting $15,000.00 to complete the following: 

• Removal of 350 square feet of asbestos TSI insulation and 662 cubic feet of soil 
and debris cleaning - $15,00.00. 

 
Evaluation Score – 5/17 – 0.294 
0.294 * $15,000.00 = $4,410.00 
 
If the Historic Preservation Board chooses to utilize the percentage evaluation score in 
determining the award amounts and scores the applications the same as the preliminary 
score provided by staff a total of $90.364.00 of the available $100,506.00 which would 
leave $10,142 of funding available for any prospective emergency grants for the 2023 
fiscal year.  
 
Planning Staff’s professional opinion is that the grant applications have been ranked in 
order of most to least meritous based off the purpose of the HDGP: 
 

1) Thaynes and Silver King Hoist Houses 
2) 517 Park Avenue 
3) 22 Prospect Street 
4) 1128 Park Avenue 
5) 690 / 698 Park Avenue 
6) 40 Sampson  
7) 408 Main Street 

 
Alternatives  

• The Historic Preservation Board may review the Historic District Grant Program 
Applications and forward a recommendation to City Council for their 
determination; or 

• The Historic Preservation Board may request additional information and continue 
the discussion to a date certain/uncertain.  
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Exhibits 
Exhibit A: Draft Final Action Letter 
Exhibit B: FY 23 Application and Information Guide with Rubric  
Exhibit C: RDA Map 
Exhibit D: FY 23 Postcard 
Exhibit E: FY 23 Spreadsheet 
Exhibit F: 690/698 Park Avenue Application 
Exhibit G: 1128 Park Avenue Application 
Exhibit H: 22 Prospect Street Application 
Exhibit I: 40 Sampson Avenue Application 
Exhibit J: 408 Main Street Application 
Exhibit K: 517 Park Avenue Application 
Exhibit L: Thayne’s Mine Hoist House Application 
Exhibit M: Silver King Coalition Hoist House Application 
Exhibit N: Staff Preliminary Score Sheet 
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CITY COUNCIL   

PARK CITY, SUMMIT COUNTY, UTAH   

RE: HISTORIC DISTRICT GRANT AWARD  

  

The Historic Preservation Board met on March 1, 2023 to review Historic District Grant 

Program Applications and forwarded a positive recommendation to the  

City Council for final approval. The City Council of Park City, Utah met on April 4, 2023 

for a duly noticed meeting.  After determining that a quorum was present, the Council 

conducted its scheduled business.   

  

NOTICE OF CITY COUNCIL ACTION  

  

Project Address:            [ADDRESS] 

Project Number:             [PL NUMBER] 

Type of Item:         Administrative   

Hearing Date:                 April 4, 2023   

  

Council Action:   APPROVED – The City Council awarded a Historic District Grant to 

[ADDRESS] to [PROJECT DESCRIPTION] as outlined in the following Findings of 

Fact, Conclusions of Law, and Conditions of Approval.  

  

Findings of Fact  

1. The Historic Preservation Board forwarded a positive recommendation to City 

Council on March 1, 2023.  

2. The property is located at [ADDRESS].  

3. The Site is designated as [SIGNIFICANT/LANDMARK] on the Historic Sites 

Inventory.  

 

Conclusions of Law  

1. The proposal complies with the Land Management Code requirements pursuant to 

Chapter 15-2.2, Chapter 15-11-9, and Chapter 15-13-2.   

  

Conditions of Approval  

1. The grantee must submit a building permit within 120 days of grant approval.  
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2. The grantee must submit proof of payment to the Planning Department for 

disbursement of funds within 30 days of final inspection.  

3. Improvements shall be completed in compliance with the Secretary of the Interior’s 

Standards for Rehabilitation.  

4. The grantee must maintain the architectural significance of the structure, retain 

and/or restore the historic character of the structure, preserve the structural integrity 

of the structure, and perform normal maintenance and repairs.  

5. The grantee must enter into a five-year lien with the City. Should the property be 

sold within the five-year period, the applicant is responsible for repaying the City a 

pro-rated amount of the grant disbursement. If the property is sold within one year, 

100% of awarded funds must be payed back to the City.  

6. The Applicant shall submit a photograph of completed work to Planning Staff to 

include on the City’s website showing before and after pictures.  

7. Any changes, modifications, or deviations from the approved scope of work shall be 

submitted in writing for review and approval/denial in accordance with the 

applicable standards by the Planning Director or his/her designee prior to 

construction.  

  

If you have any questions, concerns, or comments regarding this letter, please do not 

hesitate to contact the Project Planner, Caitlyn Tubbs, at (435) 615-5063 or 

caitlyn.tubbs@parkcity.org  

  

Regards,  

   

  

  

  

Nann Worel,  

Mayor  

  

CC: Caitlyn Tubbs, Sr. Historic Preservation Planner 
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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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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 Designation, Preservation, Rehabilitation, and Restoration work. This is a 50% matching grant 
that requires the applicant to provide 50% of the cost.  
 
Eligible work includes Designation, Preservation, Rehabilitation, or Restoration of Historic 
Architectural features and structural elements.  

 
Examples of eligible work: 

o Repairing/Restoring Windows 
o Rehabilitating or Reconstructing Historic Porches 
o Restoring Historic Features (siding, doors, etc.*) 
o Completion of a Determination of Significance application for a Structure or Site for the 

purpose of listing the Structure or Site on the Historic Sites Inventory 
o Preservation Study** 

 
Grant Program applications will be evaluated based on the criteria outlined in Exhibit A. 
 
*Please contact the Planning Department with questions regarding eligibility. 
**Does not include studies to be done for Preservation Plans. 
 

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 HIS, 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. 
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Application Updated 9.29.2022 

 
 

3 

• 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. 
 
Application: 

Applications may be submitted to the Planning Department starting at 8 a.m. Mountain Standard 
Time (MST) on September 30, 2022 and will be accepted through December 27, 2022 at 5:00 p.m. 
MST. If selected, Applicants will be notified by March 27, 2023. Work proposed to be supported 
with grant funds must be completed before June 30, 2023 to qualify for the grant reimbursement. 
Applications shall be submitted in person or by mail.  
 

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 JULY 1, 2022 AND JUNE 30, 2023 IN ORDER TO BE CONSIDERED.* 
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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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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: 
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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 Estimated Costs of the proposed eligible improvements (page 6). 
5. Proposed Timeline of the proposed project (page 7). 
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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BREAKDOWN OF ESTIMATED COSTS 

 

SCOPE OF WORK  ESTIMATED 
TOTAL COST 

 OWNER’S 
PORTION 

(at least 50%) 

 REQUESTED 
GRANT 

(up to 50%) 

       

       

       

       

       

       

       

       

       

       

       

       

       

 
Total                    $______________      $_____________     
$___________ 
 
       

 
Grant Request:  $____________________________ (Amount Requested from City) 
 
Match:  $____________________________ (Owner’s Portion of Total Budget) 
 
Total Project Budget:  $____________________________ (Grant Request + Match) 
 
 
Owner(s) Match Source:  ___________________________________________________ 
 
    ______________________________________________________ 
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PROPOSED TIMELINE (around 100 words) 
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ACKOWLEDGEMENT 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. 
      

 

EXHIBIT A – HISTORIC DISTRICT GRANT CRITERIA  
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Criteria Evaluation Scoring Value Staff 

Score 

HPB 

Score 

Character defining historic 
elements of the structure 
and/or site will be 
preserved and/or restored 
as viewed from the primary 
right-of-way. 

0: Non-visible historic elements will be preserved or 
restored 

1: Few visible historic elements will be preserved or 
restored 

2: Several visible historic elements will be preserved or 
restored 

3: Majority of visible historic elements will be preserved or 
restored 

4: All visible historic elements will be preserved or 
restored 

  

Proposed improvements to 
the site will positively 
impact the vitality of the 
historic context of the 
neighborhood. 

0: No proposed improvements 

1: Minimal positive impact 

2: General positive impact 

3: Significant positive impact 

  

Proposed design and 
scope of work uses best 
practices for the treatment 
of historic materials. 

0: None 

1: Insufficient 

2: Average 

3: Above average 

4: Exceeds expectations 

  

The historic features and 
elements of the structure 
and/or site will be 
enhanced by the proposed 
work. 

0: Minimally enhanced 

1: Generally enhance 

2: Exceeds expectations 

  

Proposed work facilitates 
reversal of non-historic 
elements or alterations. 

0: None 

1: Some 

2: Exceeds expectations 

*Note: If no non-historic elements or alterations are 
present mark N/A. 
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Priority is given to 
restoration and treatment of 
historic materials, rather 
than replacing historic 
materials and features in-
kind. 

0: No priority given to restoration 

1: Minimum priority given 

2: Some priority given 

3: General priority given 

4: Exceeds expectations 
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Application Number Address Project Description Requested Amount 

PL-22-05403 690 & 698 Park 
Avenue 

Roof replacement $16,290.00 

PL-22-05434 1128 Park Avenue Repairing/restoring 
windows, repointing 
masonry, 
repairing/replacing 
roof, painting 
exterior, electrical 
updating, upgrading 
insulation, 
reconstructing 
porches, restoring 
historic features, 
upgrading 
mechanical 
systems 

$113,000.00 

PL-23-05527 22 Prospect Street Sand, prep, caulk, 
paint exterior, 
repair/paint facia 
and trim 

$8,000.00 

PL-23-05528 40 Sampson 
Avenue 

Exterior 
preparation, primer, 
paint and stain for 5 
exterior doors, 2 
exterior screens, 5 
exterior thresholds, 
coal shed, and 3 
deck railings 

$15,000.00 

PL-23-05529 408 Main Street Demolition,  
exterior closure, 
roofing, electrical 

$15,000.00 

PL-23-05530 517 Park Avenue Historic material 
preservation, 
structural 
demolition, new 
structural framing, 
historic material 
reconditioning, 
exterior finish 
carpentry, new 
windows, 
waterproofing, 
roofing, exterior 
paint, interior finish 

$18,500.00 
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carpentry, interior 
finish paint 

PL-23-05531 Thaynes Mine Hoist 
House 

Asbestos removal 
and debris cleaning 

$15,000.00 

PL-23-05532 Silver King 
Coalition Hoist 
House 

Asbestos removal 
and debris cleaning 

$15,000.00 
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Character 
defining historic 
elements of the 
structure and/or 
site will be 
preserved and/or 
restored as 
viewed from the 
primary public 
right-of-way. 

0: Non-visible 
historic 
elements will be 
preserved or 
restored 
1: Few visible 
historic 
elements will be 
preserved or 
restored 
2: Several 
visible historic 
elements will be 
preserved or 
restored 
3: Majority of 
visible historic 
elements will be 
preserved or 
restored 
4: All visible 
historic 
elements will be 
preserved or 
restored 

1 2 
 

2 2 1 2 0 0 

Proposed 
improvements to 
the site will 
positively impact 
the vitality of the 
historic context 
of the 
neighborhood.  

0: No proposed 
improvements 
1: Minimal 
positive impact 
2: General 
positive impact 
3: Significant 
positive impact 

1 2 1 1 1 2 2 2 

Proposed design 
and scope of 
work uses best 
practices for the 
treatment of 
historic 
materials. 

0: None 
1: Insufficient 
2: Average 
3: Above 
average 
4: Exceeds 
expectations 

2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 
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The historic 
features and 
elements of the 
structure and/or 
site will be 
enhanced by the 
proposed work. 

0: Minimally 
enhanced 
1: Generally 
enhance 
2: Exceeds 
expectations 

0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 

Proposed work 
facilitates 
reversal of non-
historic elements 
or alterations. 

0: None 
1: Some 
2: Exceeds 
expectations 
*Note, if no non-
historic 
elements or 
alterations are 
present mark 
N/A 

N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 1 N/A N/A 

Priority is given 
to restoration 
and treatment of 
historic 
materials, rather 
than replacing 
historic materials 
and features in-
kind.  

0: No priority 
given to 
restoration 
1: Minimum 
priority given 
2: Some priority 
given 
3: General 
priority given 
4: Exceeds 
expectations 

0 1 2 0 0 2 0 0 
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