
 
 
 
 
     HISTORIC PRESERVATION BOARD 

OCTOBER 15, 2007 
MARSAC MUNICIPAL BUILDING 

12:00 PM – NOON 
 
 
 

 
REGULAR MEETING - NOON 
ROLL CALL 
PUBLIC COMMUNICATIONS 
STAFF/BOARD MEMBER’S COMMUNICATIONS AND DISCLOSURES 
 Historic district design assessment forum discussion 
 Historic incentive grants budget update 

APPROVAL OF MINUTES OF SEPTEMBER 10, 2007 
APPROVAL OF MINUTES OF OCTOBER 1, 2007 
CONSENT AGENDA 
PUBLIC HEARINGS/DISCUSSION/ACTION ITEMS 
Page # 
23 166 Daly Avenue – Grant (Public hearing and possible action) 
43 1102 Norfolk Avenue – Determination of Historical Significance (Public hearing 

and possible action) 
ADJOURN 
 
Pursuant to the Americans with Disabilities Act, individuals needing special 
accommodations during the meeting should notify the Park City Planning Department, 
615-5060, prior to the meeting. 
 
 

Published: October 6, 2007 
Posted: October 5, 2007 
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STAFF/BOARD COMMUNICATION
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Historic Preservation Board 
Staff Report 

 
 
 
 
 
 
Author:   Patrick Putt Sustainability Department 
Subject:   HPB Training 
Date:  October 11, 2007 
Type of Item:  Informational 
 
 
Dina Blaes and I will be at Monday’s meeting to present the first pass of data analysis from 
the recently completed community Historic District Design Assessment Forums.  In addition 
to a discussion of the initial findings, we will be looking to gather further questions the HPB 
may have in order to go back and extract additional information from the data. 
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Historic Preservation Board 
Memorandum 

 
 
 
 
 Planning Department  
Author:   Patricia Abdullah 
Subject:   Historic Incentive Grants Budget Update 
Date:  October 15, 2007 
Type of Item:  Informational 
 
 
Per the request of the Historic Preservation Board on September 10, 2007 I have enclosed a 
current accounting of the Historic Incentive Grant budgets for the City that includes the capital 
project budget minus allocated monies from awarded grants that have not been finalized.  
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Historic Incentive Grants - Capital Project Budget Update

MAIN STREET RDA
Current Budget Funds 58,658.00$        
Allocated monies to date 45,556.40$        

Total Budget Funds Available 13,101.60$       

LOWER PARK RDA
FY 2007 Budget Funds 244,026.00$      
FY 2008 Budget Funds 25,000.00$        

Current Budget Funds 269,026.00$      
Allocated monies to date 40,472.37$        

Total Budget Funds Available 228,553.63$     

CIP FUND - GENERAL FUND TRANSFER **
Current Budget Funds 101,069.00$      
Allocated monies to date -$                  

Total Budget Funds Available 101,069.00$     

** The CIP - General Fund is a fund that is allocated from the General Fund and distributed throughout
Capital Projects for the discretionary use and distribution within that Capital Project in conjunction 
with any internal policies of the managing department. It is to be used after the budgeted funds
within that project are depleted. 
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MINUTES OF SEPTEMBER 10, 2007 
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PARK CITY MUNICPAL CORPORATION 
HISTORIC PRESERVATION BOARD 
MINUTES OF SEPTEMBER 10, 2007 
 
BOARD MEMBERS IN ATTENDANCE:  Ken Martz, Mark Huber, Gary Kimball, Puggy 
Holmgren 
 
EX OFFICIO:  Patrick Putt, Brooks Robinson, Katie Cattan, Ray Milliner, Patricia 
Abdullah, Mark Harrington 
 
 
 
REGULAR MEETING 
ROLL CALL 
 
Chair Martz called the meeting to order at 12:10 p.m. and noted that all Board Members 
were present except for David White and Todd Ford, who were excused.   
 
PUBLIC COMMUNICATIONS 
 
There was no comment. 
 
STAFF/BOARD MEMBERS COMMUNICATION 
 
Board member Holmgren raised the concern of the current meeting time at noon and 
asked about the possibility of doing either a morning or evening meeting. Planner 
Robinson felt that Staff would have no objections to moving the meeting time and 
remembered that noon was more convenient for previous members of the Board. Board 
member Huber remembered that Staff had issues with numerous night meetings but he 
would also be open to changing the current time as he felt rushed but that he would like 
to include members Ford and White before making any decisions.  
 
Chair Martz was open to the possibility of shifting the meeting times and Board member 
Kimball stated any time would be appropriate for him.  
 
APPROVAL OF MINUTES OF AUGUST 6, 2007 
 
MOTION:  Board Member Holmgren moved to approve the minutes of August 6, 2007 as 
written.   Board Member Kimball seconded the motion. 
 
VOTE:  The motion passed unanimously.   
 
PUBLIC HEARING/DISCUSSION ITEMS 
 
368 Main Street - Grant 
 
Planner Milliner reminded the Board that 368 Main Street was awarded a grant on May 7, 
2007 for $10,275 to restore brickwork on the front and north facades of the building. The 
applicant is now requesting additional grant funds to restore failing brick work on the rear 
façade, re-roof the building, and to pay labor and a project fee. 
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The total cost of the proposed renovations identified is $38,405.40. As the program is a 
matching grant, only half of the total cost ($19,202.70) is eligible to be granted.    
 
Staff found that the proposed restoration of the brickwork on the building is eligible for 
grant money, however, the Board does not traditionally grant money to replace roofs, or 
for project fees.  Therefore, Staff recommended that the Board grant the applicant 
money for the requested masonry work and the labor cost in the amount of $8,125.00.   
 
Board member Huber requested to see how much monies were available before 
awarding anything and also asked that such a balance be presented every time a grant 
is requested.  
 
Chair Martz stated he was in favor of awarding the grant and Board member Huber 
clarified that he was in favor of the grant but he wanted to know the remaining balance of 
monies available before awarding anything. Chair Martz postponed the discussion until 
budget figures could be provided.  
 
221 Main Street – Eco-shake discussion
 
Planner Cattan stated that pursuant to Land Management Code, section 15-11-6 (F) the 
Historic Preservation Board may provide advice and guidance on request of the property 
owner or occupant on the construction, restoration, alteration, decoration, landscaping, 
or maintenance of any cultural resource, and property within the Historic District, or 
neighboring property within a two block radius of the Historic District. Planner Cattan 
requested that the Historic Preservation Board review the recycled composite shingles 
and make a determination of whether the material is in compliance with the Historic 
District Design Guidelines.    
 
After examining the example products Chair Martz expressed concerns about the fire 
rating of the product. Craig Elliott said that the fire rating was of the same standards of 
structures within close proximity of where the product would be used. Planner Robinson 
responded to Chair Martz question regarding sheen by stating that Staff felt the example 
products sheen should not be an issue and that other Staff had discarded other products 
like Eco-Star.  
 
Board member Huber cautioned that there might be problems resulting from the Board 
allowing some brands but not others of the same product type. Planner Cattan stated 
that the Staff currently does that with metal roofs by requesting samples and presenting 
them to the Board if Staff cannot make a clear determination based on the Historic 
Guidelines.  
 
MOTION: Board member Huber motioned to find the Eco-shake product to be 
appropriate for new and renovated structures and that similar products may be deemed 
appropriate in a case by case basis. Board member Kimball seconded the motion. 
 
VOTE: Motion carried unanimously. 
 
368 Main Street – Grant (continued discussion) 
 
Staff member Abdullah reported that there was $58,657 budgeted for the Main Street 
RDA but that amount did not account for any funds allocated from previously awarded 
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grants.  
 
Chair Martz felt that the buildings significance should allow for the additional grant and 
Board member Huber agreed but felt that only $3,000 should be awarded at this time 
due to lack of accurate accounting of funds. He requested a budget discussion be added 
to the next agenda. Board member Holmgren agreed with awarding them only $3,000. 
 
Discussion ensued between the applicant and Board members in regards to the current 
safety issues and possibility that the owner would not approve any renovations unless 
the grant was approved. The applicant was advised that Board could revisit the 
remaining amount after the work is done but that there would be no guarantee of any 
additional award. 
 
MOTION: Board member Huber motioned that a $3,000 grant be awarded for brick and 
masonry work to the rear façade of 368 Main Street. Board member Holmgren 
seconded. 
 
VOTE: Motion carried unanimously.  
 
The meeting adjourned at 1:05 p.m.  
 
 
 
Approved by   
  Ken Martz, Chair 
  Historic Preservation Board 
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 MINUTES OF OCTOBER 1, 2007 
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PARK CITY MUNICPAL CORPORATION 
HISTORIC PRESERVATION BOARD 
MINUTES OF OCTOBER 1, 2007 
 
BOARD MEMBERS IN ATTENDANCE:  Ken Martz, Todd Ford, Mark Huber, Gary 
Kimball, David White 
 
EX OFFICIO:  Patrick Putt, Brooks Robinson, Patricia Abdullah, Mark Harrington, Dina 
Blaes 
 
 
 
REGULAR MEETING 
ROLL CALL 
Chair Martz called the meeting to order at 5:08 p.m. and noted that all Board Members 
were present except for Puggy Holmgren, who was excused.   
 
PUBLIC COMMUNICATIONS 
There was no comment. 
 
STAFF/BOARD MEMBERS COMMUNICATION 
There was no comment            
 
PUBLIC HEARING/DISCUSSION ITEMS 
 
Historic Building Inventory - Adoption 
 
Chair Martz advised the public on the process of the hearing and disclosed that he knew 
some of the people that would be offering public input before opening the floor to Staff. 
Planning Director Putt stated that pursuant with the Land Management Code, section 15-11-
12: Historic Preservation-Determination of Historical Significance the Planning Department 
maintains a list of Historically Significant buildings located within Park City. On May 16, 1994 
the Historic District Commission adopted the first edition of the list of historically significant 
buildings. 
 
Using the criteria set forth in Land Management Code, section 15-11-12 (A): Determination of 
Historical Significance-Standards of Review the City’s Historic Preservation Consultant Dina 
Blaes and Beatrice Luftkin conducted a citywide Historic Build Inventory. 571 properties were 
identified by Mrs. Blaes and Mrs. Luftkin as either undeniably or possibly historic sites utilizing 
previously completed surveys including; the 1979 Park City Main Street Historic District 
survey, the 1982 citywide survey, and the 1984 and 2000 (update) Residences of Mining 
Boom Ear Park City survey. They then conducted an inventory fieldwork survey and finalized 
the Historic Building Inventory to include 416 historically significant properties. 
 
Planning Director Putt wished to clarify that the Land Management Code has not changed in 
criteria or standard and that the property owner still has the right to request a formal hearing 
with the Historic Preservation Board for a Determination of Historical Significance (provided 
that the property has not previously had a formal Determination of Significance hearing before 
the Board). 
 

Historic Preservation Board - October 15, 2007 Page 17 of 52



Any Final Action regarding the adoption of the Historic Building Inventory in its entirety may be 
appealed to the Board of Adjustment within ten (10) calendar days of the Historic Preservation 
Board. 
 
Staff recommended that the Board adopt the Historic Building Inventory with minor corrections 
as follows; 
- Page 2 “East of 55 King Road” should read as 15 Anchor Avenue, Parcel PC 678 
- Page 3 “347 Main Street” should read as 347, 355, and 357 Main Street 
- Page 5 “341 Ontario Ave” should be removed from the list as it is a vacant lot 
 
Chair Martz questioned why 811 Park Avenue and 817 Park Avenue were not on the list and 
Mrs. Blaes responded that they were on the initial iteration of the list but with changes that 
were approved they would no longer meet the criteria set forth in the Land Management 
Code. 
 
Chair Martz then opened the floor to public hearing and asked that all concerned parties state 
their name and the property they wish to address.  
 
Ron Whaley wished to challenge 319 Park Avenue on the Historic Building Inventory as he felt 
the property did not meet the 6 criteria necessary to be on the list. Eleanor Griffin also 
challenged her property at 1109 Park Avenue as the building has an aluminum roof and vinyl 
siding.  
 
Diane Newland who objected to her property of 1455 Woodside Avenue being on the Historic 
Building Inventory also feared that people who live outside Park City would be not able to 
meet the 10 day appeal time limit. Mrs. Newland was also raised concerns that the inventory 
might include inconsistencies as she felt there was a property on Sampson Avenue that was 
older than her own but was not present on the list.  
 
Planning Director Putt stressed that individual hearings for Determinations of Historical 
Significance have no time limit and that the 10 day appeal period pertained to the adoption to 
the Historic Building Inventory list as a whole.  
 
Mrs. Newland added that she was confused as to why her house, which had previously never 
been deemed historic, would now be added to this list when it has aluminum siding, roof, and 
windows. Planning Director Putt said that he could provide the worksheets and information 
used to make the determination and that information was also available from the City’s 
website.  
 
Mike Hernhand from 560 Deer Valley Drive expressed concern that the City’s consultant was 
not from Park City and did not wish his property to be on the list.  
 
Gary Knudson raised the question of why the people of Park City aren’t allowed to be involved 
in the historic process, particularly in regards to the first adopted list in 1997 where the lower 
Park Avenue area raised concerns regarding historic property but the historic Board 
disregarded their concerns.  
 
Planning Director Putt responded that the City Council has directed the City to historical 
preservation and that the Historic Preservation Board has an obligation to uphold that 
directive. He also noted that there were pending Land Management Code Amendments that 
would include several meetings that would involve the community.  
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Chair Martz opened the floor to Board comments. Board member Kimball questioned why 9 
properties on the list that did not have parcel numbers included and he was answered that 
Staff was working to locate those parcel numbers and they would be included in the final 
document.  
 
Board member Huber stressed that there would be no change in the zoning ordinance and 
that anyone outside the historic district would have the same rules apply. Planning Director 
Putt responded that there would be no changes to the process for historical significance.  
 
Board member Kimball was concerned that not all properties were listed in the Historic 
Building Inventory and sited that his coal shed on 664 Woodside was on the list but other high 
profile sheds were not listed. Dina Blaes answered that accessory structures were only 
included if there was a primary structure to connect it with.  
 
Board member White and Board member Ford stated they were comfortable with the list. 
Chair Martz added that he felt the Historic Building Inventory was the key to protecting the 
historic district and that it was a very important tool to help protect the historic properties of 
Park City and he was in favor of having this list to use a baseline.  
 
MOTION: Board member Huber motioned to approve the Historic Building List as 
recommended by Staff with the changes discussed. Board member White seconded the 
motion. Motion carried.  
 
The meeting adjourned at 5:50 p.m.  
 
 
 
Approved by   
  Ken Martz, Chair 
  Historic Preservation Board 
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ACTION ITEMS 
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HISTORIC DISTRICT GRANT APPLICATION 
 

DATE:    October 15, 2007 
DEPARTMENT:  Planning Department   
AUTHOR:   Katie Cattan 
TYPE OF ITEM:  Grant Application 
APPLICANT:   Michael D. Bronn 

Planning Department LOCATION:   166 Daly Avenue 
ZONING:   Historic Residential (HR-1) 
ADJACENT LAND USES: Residential  
DATE OF APPLICATION: September 4, 2007 
RDA:    Main Street RDA 
 
SUMMARY RECOMMENDATION 
Staff recommends the Board review the request for a historic district grant and 
award the applicant a portion of the costs associated with the remodel of the 
historic home located at 166 Daly Avenue.   
 
BACKGROUND 
The applicant is the owner of the historic house located at 166 Daly Avenue.  The 
home was constructed in approximately 1928 and owned by Jack and Maude 
Ruckavina.  The structure is a 1 ½ story brick residence.  It is rectangular shape 
with a gable roof.   The home is constructed of brick, which is not common in the 
Park City historic district.  The applicant is seeking a grant from the Historic 
Preservation Board to restore the house closer to its original state.   
 
The home at 166 Daly Avenue has been modified extensively over the years.  
The exterior brick has been painted red, the original dimensions of windows and 
doors have been changed, the front and side property walls have been altered, 
and the foundation is in need of repair.  The applicant plans to sandblast the 
brick exterior of the home to restore the original façade.  All windows and doors 
will be replaced to the original dimensions and locations found historically.  The 
front planter wall will be restored to the original brick found in the 1930’s 
photograph. (Exhibit A)    A new railing and gate that reflects the historic period 
will also be installed.  The wood siding will be replaced in the dormer and the two 
gable ends.  The applicant is not adding to the footprint of the existing structure, 
but does plan to raise the rear portion of the roof approximately 4 feet in an effort 
to make the home more comfortable.  The front façade will not be altered. 
 
ANALYSIS 
Eligible improvements for grants include, but are not limited to siding, windows, 
foundation work, masonry repair, structural stabilization, retaining walls of historic 
significance/steps/stairs, exterior trim, exterior doors, cornice repair, and porch 
repair.  The applicant is requesting that the Preservation Board grant money for 
the following preservation work: 
 

• Replace front exterior door to match original size and style 
• Replace side exterior door to match original size and style 
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HISTORIC DISTRICT GRANT APPLICATION 
 

• Restore and replace siding to original wood siding in dormer and 2 gable 
ends.   

• Installation of new front and side doors. 
• Replace windows to match original size and style 
• Restore front planter wall to original brick 
• Replace foundation and footings in southwest corner of exterior wall 

 
The total cost of the proposed renovations identified is $36,259.94. As the 
program is a matching grant, only half of the total cost ($18,129.97) is eligible to 
be granted.    
 
Staff finds that the proposed work on the building is eligible for grant money, and 
that by awarding the grant, the Preservation Board would be contributing to the 
ongoing preservation of a historically significant building in Park City.  However, 
the Board is only allowed to contribute grants up to one half of the total cost of 
the preservation.  Therefore, staff recommends that the Board grant the applicant 
one half of the proposed cost of the preservation work in the amount of 
$18,129.97.   
 
 
 
RECOMMENDATION 
Staff recommends the Board review the proposed grant application, and consider 
awarding the applicant a grant of $18,129.97, as itemized in Exhibit B.  
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HISTORIC DISTRICT GRANT APPLICATION 
 

Exhibit 
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HISTORIC DISTRICT GRANT APPLICATION 
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HISTORIC DISTRICT GRANT APPLICATION 
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HISTORIC DISTRICT GRANT APPLICATION 
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HISTORIC DISTRICT GRANT APPLICATION 
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HISTORIC DISTRICT GRANT APPLICATION 
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HISTORIC DISTRICT GRANT APPLICATION 
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HISTORIC DISTRICT GRANT APPLICATION 
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HISTORIC DISTRICT GRANT APPLICATION 
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HISTORIC DISTRICT GRANT APPLICATION 
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HISTORIC DISTRICT GRANT APPLICATION 
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HISTORIC DISTRICT GRANT APPLICATION 
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HISTORIC DISTRICT GRANT APPLICATION 
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HISTORIC DISTRICT GRANT APPLICATION 
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Historic Preservation Board   
Staff Report 
 
 
          
 
AUTHOR:  Katie Cattan 
DATE:  October 15, 2007  
TITLE:  1102 Norfolk Avenue  
TYPE OF ITEM: Determination of Historical Significance: PLANNING DEPARTMENT 

   for addition   
 
Recommendation 
Conduct a public hearing, review the application and find the addition on the north 
elevation historically insignificant according to the findings of fact and conclusions of law 
in this staff report. 
 
Project Information 
Applicant:  Casey and Corey Crawford, Owner  
Location:  1102 Norfolk Avenue 
Proposal:  Determination of Historical Significance: Addition 
Zoning:       Historic Residential (HR-1) 
  
Background 
On September 17, 2007, the applicant submitted a Determination of Historical 
Significance for the additions to the single family home located at 1102 Norfolk Avenue.  
The intent is to determine whether or not the additions to the single family home are 
historically significant, which would then guide any future development or possible 
redevelopment on the site.  The property is located within the Historic Residential (HR-
1) District.  The Historic Preservation Board is authorized to make determinations of 
significance pursuant to LMC Section 15-11-12.  Structures found to be historically 
significant can be removed only if a certificate of appropriateness for demolition (CAD) 
is approved by a CAD hearing board per LMC Section 15-11-15.   
 
Analysis 
The applicant acknowledges that the structure at 1102 Norfolk is historically significant.  
The original building was built between 1889 and 1900.  The Sanborn Insurance Maps 
of 1900 represent the existing structure at 1102 Norfolk Avenue.  The home is a 
rectangular home with a gable roof and a ridge that is parallel to the street.  The rear 
roofline of the home had a shed roof profile.  The change of footprint between the 1941 
Sanborn Insurance Maps and the State Tax appraisal card of 1968 indicate that 
footprint of the home was altered sometime in between the two dates.  No record could 
be located of the exact date in which the roof addition was built on the Norfolk Avenue 
side of the home.  Between 1941 and 1968 the home was extended on the North side to 
accommodate and enclosed living space to the side of the porch.  Evidence of this 
expansion can be seen in the historical assessment (Exhibit A) and within the change 
from the Sanborn Insurance Maps (Exhibit B) to the State Tax appraisal card of 1968 
(Exhibit C).  Since 1968, the west elevation has been further modified, with an addition 
and modification to the roofline.  The 1968 tax card displays a previously existing 
cement slab and enclosed porch in the current additions location.  The applicant is 
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requesting a determination of significance to remove the side and rear additions to the 
home at 64 Chambers Street.  The applicant is also requesting permission to remove 
the addition to the roof.   
 
According to the criteria set forth in LMC Chapter 15-11-12(A), the Historic Preservation 
Board must determine the historical significance of a building, structure, or site.  The 
HPB shall evaluate whether the building, structure or site demonstrates a quality of 
significance in local, regional, state or national history, architecture, archaeology, 
engineering or culture and integrity of location, design, setting, materials, and 
workmanship according to the following criteria:  
 

(1) The building, structure or site is associated with events or lives of persons 
significant to our past, and/or; 

(2) The building, structure or site embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, 
period or method of construction or that represent the work of a master, and/or; 

(3) The architectural or historical value or significance of the building, structure or 
site contributes to the historic value of the property and surrounding area, and/or;  

(4) The building, structure or site is at least fifty years old and has achieved 
significance within the past fifty years if the property is of exceptional importance 
to the community, and/or; 

(5) The relation of historic or architectural features found on the building, structure or 
site to other such features within the surrounding area, and/or;  

(6) Any other factors, including aesthetic, which may be relevant to the historical or 
architectural aspects of the building, structure or site, and/or;  

 
Outlined below is Staff’s analysis of the 1102 Norfolk Avenue additions according to 
the Standards of Review for the determination of historical significance in Section 15-
11-12(A) of the LMC:  
 
Additions
 
Criteria 1: The building, structure or site is associated with events or lives of persons 
significant to our past.  DOES NOT COMPLY 
 
 No person significant to Park City’s past is known to have lived in the additions. No 
event significant to Park City’s past is known to have occurred in the additions. .     
 
Criteria 2: The building, structure or site embodies the distinctive characteristics of a 
type; period or method of construction or that represent the work of a master.  DOES 
NOT COMPLY 
 
The original structure exemplified the distinctive characteristics of a type of home that 
was common in the mining boom town era.  The home was a rectangular home with a 
gable roof.  The rear of the home (west façade facing Norfolk) had a small enclosed 
shed roof and open porch.  The roof on the west façade of the home was altered during 
various renovations after 1968.  According to the tax card of 1968 the original enclosed 
shed roof on the west elevation no longer existed and a cement slab and enclosed 
porch had been built in its place.  Currently the majority of the west elevation is 
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enclosed with no sign of the original shed roof and porch.  (Exhibit D)  The original front 
façade of the home (which faces east toward Park Avenue) has not been altered from 
the ridgeline to the front of the home.  An addition was placed on the north side of the 
home some time between 1941 and 1968.  Both additions do not embody the distinctive 
characteristic of a type, period or method of construction or represent the work of a 
master.  Evidence of the addition on the north side of the home can be seen in the 
historical assessment provided by the applicant.  (Exhibit A).  
 
Criteria 3: The architectural or historical value or significance of the building, structure 
or site contributes to the historic value of the property and surrounding area. DOES 
NOT COMPLY 
 
The original rectangular home with the small shed roof is significant in terms of common 
architecture found throughout Park City during the mining boom town era.  The 
modifications to the west side of the home and side addition on the north side of the 
home are not architecturally significant and do not contribute to the historic value of the 
property and the surrounding area.  By removing the change to the roofline on the west 
side of the building and reintroducing the original shed roof, the home would become a 
more accurate representation of the original form.  
 
Criteria 4: The building, structure or site is at least fifty years old, or has achieved 
significance within the past fifty years if the property is of exceptional importance to the 
community. DOES NOT COMPLY 
 
The north side addition was  built between 1941 and 1968.  The exact date is unknown 
and therefore it is unknown if the addition is fifty years old. The current conditions on the 
west side of the home are dramatically different from the 1968 tax card conditions.  The 
west side addition is less than fifty years old.  The additions have not played a role of 
exceptional importance to the community in the past fifty years.    
 
Criteria 5: The relation of historic or architectural features found on the building, 
structure or site to other such features within the surrounding area.  DOES NOT 
COMPLY 
 
The north side addition and the modifications to the west side  of the original home do 
not have a relationship to the historic or architectural features found on the home and 
surrounding area. 
 
Criteria 6: Any other factors, including aesthetic, which may be relevant to the historical 
or architectural aspects of the building, structure or site.  NOT APPLICABLE 
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Recommendation 
Conduct a public hearing, review the application and find the north side addition and the 
modification to the roof on the west side of the home located at 1102 Norfolk Avenue 
historically insignificant according to the findings of fact and conclusions of law below: 
 
Findings of Fact 
1. The home at 1102 Norfolk Avenue is located in the Historic Residential (HR-1) zone.  
2. The historic home was built between 1889 and 1900.   
3. The north side addition to the home occurred between 1941 and 1968.   
4. The addition on the west side of the home occurred after 1968.  
5. The north side addition consists of the thirteen foot extension to the north from the 

original rectangular home.  No additional portion of the home is considered part of 
the north side addition.   

6. The north side addition to the home is not representative of a structure that 
embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, or method of construction; 
or that represent the work of a master.   

7. The west side modifications to the home and roofline is not representative of a 
structure that embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, or method of 
construction; or that represent the work of a master.   

8. The original rectangular home was 18’ wide and approximately 22’ in depth, with a 
small shed roof enclosure on the west side facing Norfolk Ave.  

9. According to the tax card of 1968, the historic shed roof enclosure on the west side 
of the home no longer existed in 1968.   

10. Rectangular homes are a common house style within Park City and representative of 
the mining boom town era. 

11. All findings from the Analysis section are incorporated herein.  
 
Conclusions of Law 
1. The north side, west side, and roof additions to the home located at 1102 Norfolk 

Avenue do not demonstrate a quality of significance in local, regional, state or 
national history, architecture, archeology, engineering or culture.  

2. The north side, west side, and roof additions to the home located at 1102 Norfolk 
Avenue do not demonstrate a quality of integrity of location, design, setting, 
materials, and workmanship. 

3. The north side, west side, and roof additions to the home located at 1102 Norfolk 
Avenue do not substantially comply with the standards of review found in LMC 
Section 15-11-12(A) and therefore is not historically significant pursuant to LMC 
Section 15-11-12. 

 
Conditions of Approval 
1. Applicant must provide a historic preservation plan and signed agreement with Park 

City Municipal Corporation prior to removal of any portion of the existing structure.  
2. Prior to any request to panelize, applicant must demonstrate structural deficiencies 

that make panelization the only option.  
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EXHIBITS 
A – Historical Assessment  
B – Sanborn Insurance Map footprint of 1102 Norfolk 
C – Tax Insurance Card from 1968 
D – Current photographs of property and additions 
 
 
C:\Cdd\Katie\Historic Dist. Design Reviews\2007\DOS\1102 Norfolk Avenue 
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Exhibit A 
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Exhibit B 
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Exhibit C 
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Exhibit D 
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