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HISTORIC LANDMARK COMMISSION  
STAFF REPORT   

Kimble Shaw, Major Alteration, 470-08-10,  
30 North S Street in the Avenues Historic District  

June 4, 2008 

 
 
 
 
 
 

Planning and Zoning 
Division 

Department of Community 
Development 

 
Applicant:  Kimble Shaw  
 
Staff:  Robin Zeigler, 535-7758, 
robin.zeigler@slc.gov 
 
Tax ID:  09-32-485-003-0000 
 
Current Zone:  SR-1A, Special 
Development Pattern Residential 
District 
 
Master Plan Designation:  
Avenues Community Master 
Plan, Low Density Residential 
 
Council District:  District 3; 
Council Member Jergensen 
 
Acreage:  .33 
 
Current Use:  single family 
residence      
 
Applicable Land Use 
Regulations: 

• 21A.24.080 SR 
• 21A.34.020 (G) 

 
Attachments: 

A. Photos of existing 
building 

B. Photo from Tax 
Assessor 

C. Copy of Survey Forms 
& Associated Drawings 

D. Copy of National 
Register nominations 

E. Sanborn Map 
F. Site Plan and Building 

Elevations 
G. Images of other stable 

house designs by Hale. 
 

REQUEST 
The applicant requests approval to: 

1. construct a detached garage; and  
2. remodeling existing structure 

at approximately 30 North S Street, an interior property.   
 
 
 
PUBLIC NOTICE  
On May 20, 2008 notice was mailed to all property owners within 85 feet of the subject 
property, meeting the minimum 14 day notification requirement.  Community Council 
Chairs, Business Groups and others interested parties were also notified through the 
Planning Division’s listserv.  The agenda was also posted on the Planning Division’s 
website. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION:  
Staff recommends that the Historic Landmark Commission approve the Certificate of 
Appropriateness for the alterations proposed with the additional height for the garage  
and with the following conditions: 
 

 The rear existing door and transom be relocated to the proposed north or south 
side entrances, if possible;  

 The front stable/auto entrance be redesigned with glazing similar to the design 
of a historic stable door and without the sliding barn door; and 

 A date stone be added to the proposed garage. 
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VICINITY MAP 
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COMMENTS 
 
PUBLIC  COMMENTS 
No public comment regarding this application has been received. 
 
City Department Comments:   
Comments from Barry Walsh, Transportation:  The 30 North “S” Street site proposal concept drawing show 
vehicular access design standards and will require a full civil scaled drawing, fully dimensioned, with elevation 
grades and paved vehicular areas.  The existing public way driveways will have to be removed along with the 
stable walk and be replaced with a shared driveway approach with the property to the north. 
 
BACKGROUND, DISCUSSION AND FINDINGS: 
  
BACKGROUND 
The structure at 30 North S Street is a large two-story, frame, shingle-style, structure constructed c 1911 by 
Frederick A. Hale as a stable house.  The siding is wood shingle, the side gable roof is asphalt shingle, the 
exterior side chimney is brick and there is a wood shingle corner turret.  The building replaced a concrete block 
house which had been constructed at the same time as the main house.  Hale designed this structure to 
complement the look of the more elaborate main house, the Grant-Walker House, at 1205 East South Temple.  
It was originally used as a stable and hayloft.  In later years the second story loft was converted to living space 
and the ground floor became an auto garage.  The first year the structure is listed in the directory as a dwelling 
is 1931.  The property was not separated from 1205 East South Temple until after 1969.   
 
According to the National Register nominations and surveys, the original siding and roof materials were wood 
shingle.  Windows, doors, location of openings, and roofline have been changed over the years to accommodate 
the changing uses.   
 
The applicant proposes alterations to the existing structure and to construct a new detached garage at the rear of 
the lot.   
 
Summary of alterations to existing structure 

South Elevation 
 Replace the smaller upper story window with a new aluminum clad wood window with insulated glass 

and simulated divided lights to match the size of the larger upper story window and replace the larger 
window with an aluminum clad window of the same size as the existing. 

 Change the existing lower wood window to a wood panel door with three-light transom  
 Remove the existing paired-door entry and overhang and replace with a large aluminum clad wood 

boxed window with insulated glass and simulated divided lights to match the size of the double entry. 
 Remove the existing gable above the paired-door entry and replace with an 8” to 10” deep shed roof 

overhang of copper. 
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Turret 
 No change. 

 

North elevation 
 Replace the upper story window and the far right window with new aluminum clad wood windows with 

insulated glass and simulated divided lights to match the existing size.  (The ground floor windows will 
remain.) 

 Add a new wood paneled door with three-light transom 
 Chimney was removed before the current owner’s purchase of the property  

 

East elevation 
 Add a rear patio.  The cover will be a hipped roof with dimensional asphalt shingle to match the existing 

roof shingle.  The columns are round Doric columns of painted fiber-glass-reinforced gypsum. 
 Add a shed roof dormer of the same dimension, design, and materials as the existing dormer, sided with 

matching wood shingle, roofed in asphalt shingle to match the existing and with wood trim.  It will 
include an aluminum clad wood window to match the opposite dormer. 

 Add a new interior chimney that is covered in wood shingles to match the house.   
 Replace all wood windows with aluminum clad wood windows 
 Remove the majority of the all lower floor openings and replace with French doors.   
 Replace wood shingles with same 

 

West elevation (front) 
 Replace all existing wood windows with aluminum clad wood windows 
 Remove existing door and replace with windows and add new wood barn door on sliding rack  

 
Summary of Garage Design 
The garage is proposed to be located in the far northeast corner of the property, in the same location as an early 
accessory building.  (See Sanborn map, attachment E).  It will match the stable/dwelling in terms of design and 
materials.  It is six hundred square feet and twenty feet (20’) tall. 
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ZONING CONSIDERATIONS 
The property is located in a SR-1A Special Development Pattern Residential District, 21A.24.080 SR.   

5. Accessory Buildings And Structures In Yards: Accessory buildings and structures may be located in a 
required yard subject to table 21A.36.020B, "Obstructions In Required Yards", and section 21A.40.050 of 
this title.  

a. SR-1A:  

i. Maximum building coverage of all accessory buildings shall not exceed six hundred (600) square 
feet.  

ii. Primary accessory building: One accessory building may have up to the following dimensions:  

(A) A footprint of up to four hundred eighty (480) square feet, subject to compliance with subsection 
21A.40.050B1 of this title.  

(B) Roof peak/ridge height of up to fourteen feet (14') above the existing grade.   

(D) An exterior wall height of nine feet (9') above the existing grade.  

(1) Lots with cross slopes where the topography slopes, the downhill exterior wall height may 
increase by one-half foot (0.5') for each one foot (1') difference between the elevation of the 
average grades on the uphill and downhill faces of the building.  

6. b. Requests for additional building height for properties located in an H historic preservation 
overlay district shall be reviewed by the historic landmarks commission which may grant such 
requests subject to the provisions of section 21A.34.020 of this part. 

Discussion:  The height of the garage is proposed to the be twenty feet (20’).  Even with the 
increase in grade towards the rear of the property, the garage will not be taller than the existing 
structure.  The current one and one half story structure was designed as an accessory structure to 
1205 South Temple, setting an historic precedence for large accessory structures. 

Finding:  Staff recommends that the Historic Landmark Commission approve the additional 
height of six feet (6’) because of the historic precedence for one and one half story accessory 
structures and because the garage will be visually subordinate to the existing structure. 

F. Maximum Building Coverage: The surface coverage of all principal and accessory buildings shall not 
exceed forty percent (40%) of the lot area. For lots with buildings legally existing on April 12, 1995, the 
coverage of existing buildings shall be considered legal conforming.  

Discussion:  The lot size is 12,627 square feet.  The existing structure is 2070 square feet and the 
proposed garage is 600 square feet.  The total building footprint is 2742 square feet for a lot coverage of 
twenty-two percent (22%). 

Finding:  Since the total lot coverage is below the maximum allowed, this action meets the ordinance.   
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ZONING ORDINANCE AND DESIGN GUIDELINES 

21A.34.020(H)(G). Standards For Certificate Of Appropriateness For Alteration Of A Landmark Site Or 
Contributing Structure: In considering an application for a certificate of appropriateness for alteration of a 
landmark site or contributing structure, the historic landmark commission, or the planning director, for 
administrative decisions, shall find that the project substantially complies with all of the following general 
standards that pertain to the application and that the decision is in the best interest of the city:  

1. A property shall be used for its historic purpose or be used for a purpose that requires minimal change to 
the defining characteristics of the building and its site and environment;  

Discussion for Standard 1:  The original use of the structure was as a stable house with hay loft on the 
second level.  Later the first floor was used as a garage and the second level as living space.  By 1931, 
its primary use was as a single-family dwelling.  The alterations will not change its use as a single-
family dwelling. 

Finding for Standard 1:  The primary use of the structure has changed over time, causing changes in 
the structure.  The period of significance is now considered the late 1920s to early 1930s, when the 
structure evolved from a stable house with living space above to primarily a single-family residence.  
The proposed use of the structure meets the standard. 

2. The historic character of a property shall be retained and preserved. The removal of historic materials or 
alteration of features and spaces that characterize a property shall be avoided;  

 

3. All sites, structures and objects shall be recognized as products of their own time. Alterations that have 
no  historical basis and which seek to create a false sense of history or architecture are not allowed;  

 

4. Distinctive features, finishes and construction techniques or examples of craftsmanship that characterize 
a historic property shall be preserved;  

 

8. Contemporary design for alterations and additions to existing properties shall not be discouraged when   
such alterations and additions do not destroy significant cultural, historical, architectural or 
archaeological material, and such design is compatible with the size, scale, color, material and character 
of the property, neighborhood or environment;  

Applicable Design Guidelines for Standards 2, 3, 5 and 8: 
1.0 Walkways:  Walkways often contribute a sense of visual continuity on a block and convey a 
“progression” of walking experiences along the street.  This progression, comprised of spaces 
between the street and the house, begins with a walkway that leads from the sidewalk; this is 
often in turn punctuated by a series of steps.  Because many of the neighborhoods in Salt Lake 
City were plotted on a grid, this progression of spaces, coupled with landscape features such as 
fences and wall, greatly enhances the street scene.   
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 Window Repair:  Whenever possible, repair a historic window, rather than replace it.   

3.0 Background:  Windows are some of the most important character-defining features of most 
historic structures.  They give scale to buildings and provide visual interest to the composition of 
individual facades.  Distinct window designs in fact help define many historic building types. 

3.0  Window Features:  The size, shape and proportions of a historic window are among its 
essential features.  Many early residential windows in Salt Lake City were vertically-
proportioned, for example. Another important feature is the number of “lights,” or panes, into 
which a window is divided.   

 
 Preserve the functional and decorative features of a historic window.  Features important to the 
character of a window include its frame, sash, muntins, mullions, glazing, sills, heads, jambs, moldings, 
operation, and groupings of windows.  Repair frames and sashes rather than replacing them whenever 
conditions permit. 
 
 Preserve position, number, and arrangement of historic windows in a building wall.  Enclosing a 
historic window opening in a key character-defining facades is inappropriate, as is adding a new window 
opening.  This is especially important on primary facades where the historic ratio of solid-to-void is a character-
defining feature.  Greater flexibility in installing new windows may be considered on rear walls. 
 
 Preserve the historic ratio of window openings to solid wall on primary façade.  Significantly 
increasing the amount of glass on a character-defining façade will negatively affect the integrity of the structure. 
 
 Preserve the size and proportion of a historic window opening.  Reducing an original opening to 
accommodate a smaller window or increasing it to receive a larger window are inappropriate measures. 
 
 Match a replacement window to the original in its design.  If the original is double-hung, then the 
replacement window should also be double-hung, or at a minimum appear to be so.  Match the replacement also 
in the number and position of glass panes.  Matching the original design is particularly important on key 
character-defining facades. 
 
 Match the profile of the sash and its components, as closely as possible to that of the original window. 
 
 In a replacement window, use materials that appear similar to the original. 
 

4.0  Doors Policy:  The character-defining features of a historic door and its distinct materials 
and placement should be preserved.  In addition, a new door should be in character with the 
historic buildings.  This is especially important on primary facades. 
 
4.3.  When replacing a door, use materials that appear similar to that of the original.  A 
metal door, if seen from the street is inappropriate where the original was wood. 
 
4.4  When replacing a door, use a design that has an appearance similar to the original 
door or a door associated with the style of the house. 
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4.0 Dormers:  Historically a dormer was sometimes added to create more head room in attic 
spaces:  it typically had a vertical emphasis and was usually placed as a singe or in a pair on a 
roof.  A dormer did not dominate a roof form, as it was subordinate in scale to the primary roof.  
Thus, a new dormer should always read as a subordinate element to the primary roof plan.  A 
new dormer would never be so large that the original roof line is obscured.  It should also be set 
back from the roof edge and located below the roof ridge in most cases.  In addition, the style of 
the new dormer should be in keeping with the style of the house. 
 
9.2 Construct accessory buildings that are compatible with the primary structure.  In 
general, garages should be unobtrusive and not compete visually with the house.  While the 
roofline does not have to match the house, it is best if it does not vary significantly.  Allowable 
materials include horizontal siding, brick, and in some cases stucco.  Vinyl and aluminum siding 
are not allowed for the walls but are acceptable for the soffits.  In the case of a two-car garage 
two single doors are preferable and present a less blank look to the street; however, double doors 
are allowed. 
 
Accessory Structures in the Avenues:  Garages in the Avenues District are simple wood or iron 
structures generally detached and located behind the house.  Most are accessed from single-car 
width driveways from the street, while a few are accessed through a rear alley.  New garages in 
the district should follow these development patterns in terms of location, size, and character. 
 
Secondary Structures in the Avenues 
13.7 Construct and locate secondary structures in a matter similar to those seen 

historically in the district.  Most secondary structures were built along the rear of the lot, 
accessed by the alley, if one existed.  This should be continued.  Garages, as well as 
driveways, should not dominate the street space; therefore, they should be detached from 
the main house and located to the rear of the house, if possible.  Historically, garages and 
stable houses in the Avenues were simple wood structures covered with a gabled or hipped 
roof.  A new secondary structure should follow historic-precedent, in terms of materials 
and form. 

 
13.10 When adapting a residence to a new use, preserve the original design character of 

the building.  When converted to a new use, a house should retain its residential image. 
 

 
Discussion for Standards 2, 3, 5 and 8:  As evidenced by the 1970s drawings and photographs, the 
existing structure has undergone multiple alterations including location of openings, replacement of 
windows and doors, and a change in the roofline.  The historic character defining features of this 
structure that remain are the majority of the wood shingle siding, the turret, the main stable/auto 
entrance (excluding the door itself) , and the wood windows.   
 

Garage: According to the 1911 Sanborn maps, a large “private auto structure” was located in the 
same general location as the proposed garage.  The proposed garage matches the existing structure 
in design and materials.  A portion of the garage will be seen from the street, down a long driveway 
but it will not be readily visible from the street.    
 
Site Plan:  The driveway and curb cut leading to the proposed garage already partially exists.  The 
driveway will curve to avoid the destruction of a mature tree in the rear yard.  The essence of the 
existing main concrete and grass stepped driveway leading to the main entrance will remain.  The 
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section from the street to the sidewalk will be removed.  The section from the sidewalk to the house 
will remain as a terraced landscaped area the same width as the existing driveway. 
 
Windows:  The wood windows on the turret and the ground floor of the north side are proposed to 
remain.  All others will be replaced with aluminum clad wood windows with insulated glass and 
simulated divided lights.  The new windows will be a combination of casement and double-hung 
windows, depending on their location.  Most windows will match the size of the original openings 
and windows that change in size and the new windows will match the size and design of other 
existing windows.  The alterations will not change the rhythm of solids to voids. 
 
Doors:   The paired doors of the south elevation, a secondary elevation, will be removed and 
enclosed with a boxed window the same size as the combined paired entry. The gable above will be 
replaced with a copper shed roof.  A new single door will be added to the North and a window on 
the south elevation will be changed to a door.  These two new doors will match the design and 
materials of the existing single door on the east elevation.  The door and the majority of the first 
floor wall of the east elevation (rear) will be removed and replaced with glass.  Evidence of 
ghosting suggests that there was a large stable door on the east side, roughly opposite of the door on 
the west side. 
 
Dormer:  A dormer is proposed on the rear roofline directly opposite and of the same design, 
dimensions, and materials as the existing dormer.   
 
Chimney:  The applicant proposes to construct a wood shingle sided, interior, chimney towards the 
rear of the structure.   
 
Rear Patio.  The applicant proposes a one-story tall rear patio with a hipped roof of asphalt shingle, 
single and paired Doric columns, and three entrances with wide side-lights and transoms.   

 

Finding for Standards 2, 3, 5 and 8:  Garage:  There is no documentation of what the original “private 
auto structure” looked like so the applicant chose to design a garage that matches the existing structure, 
much like the original designer chose to design the stable house to match the main dwelling at 1205 
South Temple.  Staff recommends the addition of a date stone somewhere on, or inside, the 
structure to help identify it as a contemporary building.  The addition of the garage does not alter the 
historic character of the site.  

Site Plan:  Historic defining features of the site will be slightly altered, but not destroyed.  This portion 
of the proposal substantially meets the standard. 

Windows:  Although windows should be repaired rather than replaced, photographic evidence and an 
inspection revealed the poor condition of the windows.  Applicant will keep some of the earliest 
windows.  The replacement windows proposed meets the standard since the design and dimensions 
match existing windows and the rhythm of solids to void is not compromised.   

Doors:   The essence of one existing secondary entrance will be retained by covering the opening with 
glass rather than enclosing with siding. Other entrances proposed to be relocated are also on secondary 
elevations.  The dramatic changes to the rear door and rear wall proposed will not be seen from the 
street.  Staff recommends that the rear door and hardware, which appears to be quite early, be 
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repaired and moved to the location of the proposed north or south side entrances, if possible.  If 
not possible, the door should be replaced as proposed. 

The current garage door, which is not original, is proposed to be removed for a sliding barn door.  The 
design of the sliding door comes from a sliding door and hardware found stored inside the building; 
however, staff believes that the stored door might have been a later addition, and not original.  Staff 
could not find a sliding door design, like the one proposed, on early 1900s stables but found them on 
barns.   Attachment G shows two stables designed by Frederick Hale, neither of which used a sliding 
barn door.  In addition, the bottom of the structure has a slight flare making it unlikely that a sliding door 
was used.    Staff recommends that the design of the stable/garage entrance be changed so that the 
glazing in the entry is reminiscent of an outward opening, double door, stable entrance and the 
sliding barn door be removed.   

Dormer:  The existing dormer, although early, is not original to the building as the rear roof line has 
been altered, most likely to add additional living space on the second floor.  This alteration was done 
during the building’s period of significance therefore adding an exact replica of a second dormer could 
be seen as creating a false sense of history.  However, the design guidelines do allow for dormers that 
are not readily visible from the street, are subordinate to the overall roof, and that’s design is 
complimentary to the existing house, which the proposed dormer is. 

 
Chimney:  Rather than trying to reconstruct the former brick chimney, the applicant, because of interior 
use issues, chose to place the new chimney in the back of the building and build it of a different 
material.  The former chimney on the north side was not an original element as there is evidence of a 
window being located in this area; although it is likely from the period of significance.  The proposed 
chimney has been designed to look like a product of its own time and be unobtrusive.  It cannot be seen 
well from the street and is differentiated from the historic brick chimney with its wood siding.  This 
action meets the standards. 
 
Rear Patio.  The rear patio cannot be seen from the street, does not require the destruction of character 
defining features and reads as a product of its own time with a contemporary design and materials.  In 
addition, originally there was a large opening on this side of the building.  The addition of a patio fits 
squarely within the ordinance.   

4. Alterations or additions that have acquired historic significance in their own right shall be retained and 
preserved;  

Discussion for Standard 4:  Several alterations have been made over the years to accommodate the 
changing uses of the structure.  Some of these early alterations will be further altered with this 
project. 
 
Finding for Standard 4:  The proposed changes do not alter significant changes that help to tell the 
story of the building and have been planned in such a way as to retain the essence of the former 
alterations.  For instance, the opening of the paired doors on the south elevation, which were 
originally one door and a window, will be retained with a large boxed window of the same 
dimensions as the combined paired entrance.  The application meets the ordinance. 

6. Deteriorated architectural features shall be repaired rather than replaced wherever feasible. In the event 
replacement is necessary, the new material should match the material being replaced in composition, design, 
texture and other visual qualities. Repair or replacement of missing architectural features should be based on 
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accurate duplications of features, substantiated by historic, physical or pictorial evidence rather than on 
conjectural designs or the availability of different architectural elements from other structures or objects;  

  Applicable Design Guidelines for Standard 6 

Applicable Design Guidelines  
 Window Repair:  Whenever possible, repair a historic window, rather than replace it.   

 
4.O  Doors Policy:  The character-defining features of a historic door and its distinct materials 
and placement should be preserved.  In addition, a new door should be in character with the 
historic buildings.  This is especially important on primary facades. 
 4.3.  When replacing a door, use materials that appear similar to that of the original.  A metal 
door, if seen from the street is inappropriate where the original was wood. 
4.4  When replacing a door, use a design that has an appearance similar to the original door or a 
door associated with the style of the house. 

 
Discussion for Standard 6:  The design guidelines states that windows and doors are character 
defining features and should be preserved, whenever possible, and provides for allowances for 
windows and doors on secondary elevations.  The proposal includes the replacement of the majority 
of windows and doors.   The applicant proposes to keep the existing windows on the first floor of 
the north elevation and the turret.  Photographic evidence shows the major deterioration of the 
remaining existing windows.  The majority of doors proposed to be removed are not original; 
however the rear door appears to be from the period of significance.  The new doors will match 
existing doors in design, dimension and materials. 

Finding for Standard 6:  The majority of the windows are too deteriorated to be repaired and the 
replacement windows match the existing windows in design and dimensions.  The proposed doors 
match existing doors in terms of design, dimension and materials; therefore the replacement of 
windows and doors meets the standard.  Staff recommends relocating the existing rear door and 
transom to the location of the proposed north or south side entrances, if possible.  If not, 
possible the entrance should be replaced as proposed. 

7. Chemical or physical treatments, such as sandblasting, that cause damage to historic materials shall 
not be used. The surface cleaning of structures, if appropriate, shall be undertaken using the gentlest 
means possible;  

 

Discussion for Standard 7:  The proposed work does not include any treatments of existing 
materials. 

Finding for Standard 7:  This standard is not applicable to the project. 

9. Additions or alterations to structures and objects shall be done in such a manner that if such additions or 
alterations were to be removed in the future, the essential form and integrity of the structure would be 
unimpaired. The new work shall be differentiated from the old and shall be compatible in massing, size, 
scale and architectural features to protect the historic integrity of the property and its environment;  



   Published Date:  May 28, 2008 
12 

Discussion for Standard 9:  The majority of alterations includes windows and doors and do not affect 
the form and integrity of the building.  The two major additions to the site are the garage and the rear 
patio.   

Finding for Standard 9:  The garage, being in the same basic location as a former accessory building, 
does not impair the integrity of the site.  If the rear patio were removed at some time in the future, which 
is unlikely, the wall could be recovered with wood shingle.  The opening of this side of the structure 
does not change the essential form of the building and is differentiated from the original in its design and 
materials.  The garage and rear patio squarely fit within the standard. 

10. Certain building materials are prohibited including the following:  

a. Vinyl or aluminum cladding when applied directly to an original or historic material, and  

b. Any other imitation siding material designed to look like wood siding but fabricated from an imitation 
material or materials;  

Applicable Design Standards for Additions  
 
13.9 Use primary materials on a building that are similar to those used historically.  
Appropriate building materials include: brick, stucco, and wood.  Building in brick, in sizes and 
colors similar to those used historically, is preferred.  Jumbo or oversized brick is inappropriate.  
Using stone, or veneers applied with the bedding plane in a vertical position, is inappropriate.  
Stucco should appear similar to that used historically.  Using panelized products in a manner that 
reveals large panel modules is inappropriate.  In general, panelized and synthetic materials are 
inappropriate for primary structures.  They may be considered on secondary buildings. 

Discussion:  The proposal does not include an alteration to existing cladding for the existing 
structure.  The cladding of the garage will be wood shingle to match the house. 

Finding:  This standard is not applicable to the alteration of the existing structure complies with 
the standard for the proposed garage. 

11. Any new sign and any change in the appearance of any existing sign located on a landmark site or 
within the H historic preservation overlay district, which is visible from any public way or open space shall 
be consistent with the historic character of the landmark site or H historic preservation overlay district and 
shall comply with the standards outlined in part IV, chapter 21A.46 of this title;  

Discussion:  The proposed work does not include signage. 

Finding:  This standard is not applicable to this project. 

      12.  Additional design standards adopted by the historic landmark commission and city council. 

Policy Document, Salt Lake City Historic Landmark Commission, Original document adopted on 
February 1, 1984.   
 
16.0 Garages:  The Historic Landmark Commission recognizes that garages are a necessary part of maintaining 

the viability of historic properties and districts, and accessory structures have always been features in the 
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historic landscape of Salt Lake City.  However, garages, when not designed to be compatible with the 
primary structure or when not visually subordinate to the primary structure, can have an adverse effect on 
the historic character of a district.  For this reason, the Historic Landmark Commission should review 
garages with the following characteristics:   

 
a. The garage is larger than 600 square feet;   

 
b. The garage creates a substantial presence on the streetscape because it would be located on a corner lot 

or visible from a public way;   
 

c. It is more than one-story in height;  or  
 

d. It will be used for an auxiliary use that could lead to disruptive activity in a neighborhood. 
(Adopted by HLC on 6/21/2000) 

Discussion:  The garage is 600 square feet, is located towards the rear of the property, is one and 
one half stories tall, and will be used for the storage of vehicles and other items. 

` Finding:  Because the garage is more than one-story it was sent to the Historic Landmark 
Commission for review.  The garage is not oversized in terms of square footage, does not create 
a substantial presence on the street, and its use is not expected to disrupt the neighborhood. 
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Attachment A 
Photos of existing building 
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West Facade –Facing S Street 

 
   

 
East Elevation 
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South Elevation 

 

 
North Elevation 
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Hardware of rear entrance 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Partial sill to left of the left door shows that the second door was a later addition. 
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This window is where the chimney used to be--evidence that the missing chimney was not original. 

 

 
The lighter boards to the left are evidence of a hay loft door on the second floor, north side. 
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To the right is the sliding barn door which was removed prior to the 1970s documentation. 
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Evidence of window conditions 
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Attachment B 
Photo from Tax Assessor 
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Attachment C 
Copy of Survey Forms for 30 S Street and  

1205 East South Temple and related drawings 
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Attachment D 
Copy of National Register Nominations for  

30 S Street and 1205 East South Temple 
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Attachment E 
Sanborn Map 
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1911 Sanborn 
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Attachment F 
Site Plan and Building Elevations 
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Attachment G 
Images of other stable houses designed by Hale 
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