





Issue 3: The application initiation process has ambiguilies concerning who can sign the initiation
application.

Proposed change to address this issue:

e Specify that only one owner of any given property is required to sign the initiation application in order
for that parcel to be included in the proposed 30% minimum threshold.

Issue 4: Change terminology from “public support” to‘ _ 3 ”. The term
“public support” used throughout the Zoning Ordinance s 1 local historie
district designation process, particularly in terms of balloling, 1s misieaaing and needs to be
clarified.

Proposed changes to address this issue:

» Theterm “public , ort’ licates ntl )
designation decision when in fact it is: 1 g ctis
supported when in fa not be. ic 1to

read “property owner opinion” throughourt the L0nIng Urainance texc as 1 relates to e 10cal NIStore
district process.

e Clarify that each individual property in the proposed local historic district boundary will receive only
one property owner opinion ballot,

Issue 5: Time Limitation on Amendments. There has been considerable public concern that the
one year limitation imposed by the zoning ordinanece for reconsideration of the same or
substantially the same proposal for a local historic district is too short of a time frame, and
certain neighborhoods/residents will be under constant pressure to implement a preservation
overlay zone,

Proposed change to address this issue:

e In Section 21A.50.060 — Limitation of Amendments, increase the amount of time b_etween applicqtion
submittals for local historic districts and thematic designations requests to two years instead of one in
order to allow for more of a “cooling off” period between proposals.

NEXT STEPS:

The recommendations of the Historic Landmark Commission and the Planning Commission will be sent on to the
City Council for a decision.

ATTACHMENTS:

A. Current LHD Process Flowchart
Yalecrest LHD Map
City Council Resolution 32 of 2015
Proposed Text Amendments
Proposed LHD Process Flowchart
F. Analysis of Standards
G. Public Process and Comments
H. Motions
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Resolution 32 of 2015

Click here to view entire resolution

RESOLUTION 32 OF 2015
Reaffirming the Salt Lake City Council’s Commitment to
Comprehensive Public Involvement and Transparency
in Establishing Local Historic Districts

WHEREAS, the Salt Lake City Council supports the valuable role of public
participation in our democratic process, as evidenced by the City’s launch of a 2009
formal transparency initiative and adoption of the City’s Open Government Policy;
and :

WHEREAS, practices that promote increased public engagement in the operations
of the City help foster public trust; and

WHEREAS, a consistent, predictable public process that involves all property
owners is essential when a proposed Local Historic District is submitted to the City
Council for consideration; and

WHEREAS, a key element of this public process is providing accurate and equal
access to information to the public and to property owners within an area proposed to be
designated as a local historic district when a request for such designation first begins; and

WHEREAS, a transparent and open process is needed to ensure all interested
parties are able to voice their opinions in a timely manner based upon all available and
relevant information; and

WHEREAS, the City Council strongly supports a fair public process that is
transparent and accessible to everyone.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of Salt Lake City,
Utah:

1. The Council intends to incorporate by ordinance the following steps as part of
the public process for establishing a Local Historic Districts (LHD):

A. the LHD designation process must be clearly described on the City’s
Historic Preservation webpage;

B. the contact information for City Staff assigned to an LHD must be
included on the webpage;

C. after a pre-submission meeting is held with an applicant wishing to
establish an LHD, the City must send a letter to all property owners within the
proposed LHD which includes an LHD fact sheet, staff contact name and
information, and an outline of the public process;

D. the letter described above must be sent before signatures may be
gathered on a petition to establish an LHD as provided in Section 21A.34.020 of
the Salt Lake City Code; and

E. the Planning Director’s Report, referenced in Subsection

21A.34.020.C.4, Salt Lake City Code, must certify that the letter was sent to all
property owners within a proposed LHD.

http://www .slcintobase.com/Resolutions 2011-Current/ 11/20/2015
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2, The Council directs Council staff to initiate a petition to amend the City’s zoning
ordinance to include the foregoing requirements.

3. A Planning Director’s report which does not include the foregoing requirements

is not in the public interest and may result in denial of an associated application for
establishing an LHD.

Passed by the City Council of Salt Lake City, Utah, this 6t day of October, 2015.

Lt Sty 21 ata Pl el Ml AN Cyyrrent/ 11/20/2015
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The Historic Landmark Commission shall make findings on the standards in 21A.50.050: STANDARDS FOR
GENERAL AMENDMENTS, specifically stating which standard or standards are not being met

Continuation:

If the Historic Landmark Commission finds that additional information or further revision is needed in order to
make a decision, then a final decision may be postponed v ™’ - to Planning Staff regarding the
additional information or revision required for the Histor sion to take future action,
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