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Zoning Map Amendment 
 
PROPERTY ADDRESSES AND ZONING DISTRICTS:  
603 S 600 E (Parcel #16-06-481-001) zoned RMF-30 (Low Density Multi-Family Residential District)   
644 E 600 S (Parcel #16-06-481-019) zoned RMF-45 (Mod/High Density Multi-Family Residential District) 
652 E 600 S (Parcel #16-05-353-001) zoned RMF-45 (Mod/High Density Multi-Family Residential District) 
658 E 600 S (Parcel #16-05-353-002) zoned RMF-45 (Mod/High Density Multi-Family Residential District) 
664 E 600 S (Parcel #16-05-353-003) zoned RMF-45 (Mod/High Density Multi-Family Residential District) 
628 S 700 E (Parcel #16-05-353-016) zoned RMF-30 (Low Density Multi-Family Residential District)   
665 E. Ely Place (Parcel #16-05-353-014) zoned SR-3 (Special Development Pattern Residential District) 
●  All properties are also in the H – Historic Preservation Overlay District. 
 

 
Vicinity Map                    Address Map 
 
MASTER PLAN:  Central Community Plan – Medium and Low Residential/Mixed-Use 
 
REQUEST:  A request by Douglas White, representing the property owner, Trolley Square Ventures, LLC, to 
amend the zoning map for the above referenced seven properties.  The subject parcels are currently zoned RMF-
45 (Moderate/High Density Multi-Family Residential District), RMF-30 (Low Density Multi-Family Residential 
District) and SR-3 (Special Development Pattern Residential District).  Please see the attached vicinity map 

mailto:lex.traughber@slcgov.com


(Exhibit A).  The applicant is requesting that the properties be rezoned to FB-UN2 (Form Based Urban 
Neighborhood District) with the intent to redevelop the site in the future as a mixed-use (residential & 
commercial) development.  At present, there is no specific development proposed that is associated with this 
map amendment request.  
 
For this type of application the Planning Commission is required to hold a public hearing and forward a 
recommendation to the City Council. 
 

RECOMMENDATION:  Planning Staff recommends that the Planning Commission forward a positive 
recommendation to the City Council for the rezone of the following properties to FB-UN2: 

644 E 600 S (Parcel #16-06-481-019) 
652 E 600 S (Parcel #16-05-353-001) 
658 E 600 S (Parcel #16-05-353-002) 
664 E 600 S (Parcel #16-05-353-003) 
628 S 700 E (Parcel #16-05-353-016) 
665 E. Ely Place (Parcel #16-05-353-014) 
 

Further, Planning Staff recommends that the Planning Commission forward a recommendation to the City 
Council that the property located at 603 S 600 E (Parcel #16-06-481-001) remain zoned as RMF-30 (Low 
Density Multi-Family Residential District). 
 
MOTION:  Based on the analysis and findings listed in the staff report, and the testimony and plans presented, 
I move that the Planning Commission transmit a positive recommendation to the City Council for the proposed 
zoning map amendment to FB-UN2 (Form Based Urban Neighborhood District) for the following parcels: 

644 E 600 S (Parcel #16-06-481-019) 
652 E 600 S (Parcel #16-05-353-001) 
658 E 600 S (Parcel #16-05-353-002) 
664 E 600 S (Parcel #16-05-353-003) 
628 S 700 E (Parcel #16-05-353-016) 
665 E. Ely Place (Parcel #16-05-353-014) 
 

With the exception of the property located at 603 S 600 E (Parcel #16-06-481-001) which shall remain zoned as 
RMF-30 (Low Density Multi-Family Residential District). 
 
ATTACHMENTS: 

A. Vicinity Map 
B. Master Plan & Zoning Discussion 
C. Applicant Information 
D. Analysis of Standards 
E. Public Process and Comments 
F. City Department/Division Comments 
G. Motions 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



KEY ISSUES: 
The key issues listed below have been identified through the analysis of the project, neighbor and community 
input, and department review comments.  

 
Issue 1:  The redevelopment of the subject property is a multi-step and complex project.  The 
rezone of the property is only the first step in the overall redevelopment. 
 
The rezone request is the first of a series of applications that would need to be filed for City consideration.  The 
subject properties are located in the Central City Local Historic District and as such are subject to the standards 
of the H – Historic Preservation Overlay Zone.  Any new construction on the subject property would require the 
approval of the Historic Landmark Commission.  The applicant has also indicated to City Staff that they would 
like to demolish and/or relocate four contributing structures on the subject property which would require the 
approval of the Historic Landmark Commission.  Subdivision approvals may need to be pursued to 
adjust/consolidate property boundaries.  Planned Development approval is also certainly in the realm of 
possibilities depending on the design of new construction. 
 
In short, Planning Staff asserts that it is in the best interest of the City that the subject property be redeveloped 
in whole or in part as noted by Planning Staff.  The rezone request is only the first step in a multi-step series of 
necessary approvals from the City. 
 
Issue 2:  The subject property is currently zoned as RMF-30, RMF-45, and SR-3.  These zones  
will not accommodate the type of development desired by the property owner or as envisioned 
in the Central Community Master Plan. 
 
The subject property is currently zoned as a mix of single and multifamily zoning districts.  None of these 
current zoning districts allow for mixed-use or commercial development.  The applicant has submitted a request 
for the property be rezoned so that it could be developed as a mixed-use project to include residential and 
commercial uses.  The property owner has indicated that it would be desirable to develop a boutique hotel on the 
property as well. The FB-UN2 zone allows for such use.  Planning Staff supports the redevelopment of the 
property as a mixed-use development, and notes that the FB-UN2 zone can accommodate all of the uses that the 
property owner has in mind.  Further, the redevelopment of this particular and surrounding properties is a 
specific goal that is outlined in the Central Community Master Plan.  A detailed discussion of the Master Plan is 
attached (Exhibit B). 
 
Issue 3:  Why the FB-UN2 Zone and why would it be appropriate? 
 
The purpose of the FB-UN form based urban neighborhood district is to create an urban neighborhood 
that provides the following: 
 

1.  Options for housing types; 
2. Options in terms of shopping, dining, and fulfilling daily needs within walking distance 
or conveniently located near mass transit; 
3. Transportation options; 
4. Access to employment opportunities within walking distance or close to mass transit; 
5. Appropriately scaled buildings that respect the existing character of the neighborhood; 
6. Safe, accessible, and interconnected networks for people to move around in; and 
7. Increased desirability as a place to work, live, play, and invest through higher quality 
form and design. 

 
Future development of the subject property has the potential to meet all of these criteria, and therefore could 
create a desirable urban neighborhood and a positive amenity for the greater area.  A thoughtfully designed 
mixed-use development of residential and commercial uses can provide options for housing types, options for 
shopping, dining, employment opportunities, and fulfilling daily needs within walking distance to mass transit.  
Future development will need to be appropriately scaled to respect the character of the existing neighborhood.  
This would be specifically addressed by the Historic Landmark Commission through approvals for new 
construction.  Future development could also certainly contribute to the area by providing safe, accessible, and 
interconnected urban networks for people. 



 
The FB-UN zones are located in areas of the City that are close to mass transit and more specifically to Trax 
stations. Planning Staff notes that the Trolley Square Trax Station is located within close proximity, 2 blocks to 
the north of the subject property on 400 South.  The proximity of the Trax station is a primary reason that the 
FB-UN2 zone is appropriate as proposed. 
 
The significant difference between the FB-UN2 zone and the current zoning designations is primarily a matter of 
required setbacks.  The FB-UN2 Zone essentially has no required front/corner, interior side or rear yard 
setbacks for multifamily or mixed-use development.  The RMF-45 zone, which constitutes the majority of the 
subject property, requires a front yard setback of up to 25 feet, a corner side yard setback of 20 feet, an interior 
yard setback of 8 feet, and a maximum rear yard of 30 feet.  Given the size and configuration of the subject 
property, these setback requirements could prove difficult to apply.  In some areas of the subject property, such 
as along 600 South, a minimal or no setback may be appropriate.  In areas where the subject property abuts 
single or other multifamily development, a setback would be necessary. While the FB-UN2 zone does allow for 
total flexibility in terms of setbacks, it is essential to note that once again, new construction will be reviewed by 
the Historic Landmark Commission.  The HLC has the ability to modify and or/require additional setbacks to 
meet historic district compatibility standards. 
 
In terms of building height, it is interesting to note the building height limits allowed under the current zoning 
district; the maximum building height in the RMF-30 is 30 feet, the maximum allowed in the RMF-45 is 45, feet 
and the maximum allowed in the SR-3 is 28 feet.  The FB-UN2 Zone allows for building height up to 50 feet.  
Noting that the majority of the subject property is zoned RMF-45, the difference in the maximum building 
height allowed currently and the maximum building height in the proposed zone is 5 feet.  In addition, under the 
standards for Planned Development, an applicant can request an additional 5 feet in the RMF zones, which 
would potentially put the building height at 50 feet for the RMF-45 zone. Again, The HLC has the ability to 
modify building height to meet historic district compatibility standards. 
 
There are certainly other zoning designations besides the FB-UN2 zone that may accommodate future 
development given the mix of uses.  Several of the commercial zones (CB – Community Business, CC – 
Commercial Corridor, or GC – General Commercial) or the MU – Mixed Use zone may be appropriate, but with 
each of these zones there are considerations of setbacks and building heights similar to those that are associated 
with the current zones on the subject property. 
 
To summarize, the FB-UN2 zone is appropriate at this location because there is the potential to realize all of the 
criteria specifically envisioned for creating an attractive urban neighborhood.  It allows for the mix of uses 
desired by the property owner, allows for future development flexibility, promotes create solutions in design, 
and most importantly is located within close proximity to mass transit.  The request for a rezone to FB-UN2 is 
also consistent with Central Community Master Plan policy.   
 
Issue 4:  All of the properties proposed for rezoning are subject to the standards of the H – 
Historic Preservation Overlay Zone. 
 
It is essential to note that the property under discussion is located in the Central City Historic District and is 
therefore subject to the development standards of the H – Historic Preservation Overlay District.  These 
standards are designed to realize future development that is compatible with the surrounding 
neighborhood and sensitive to the preservation of historic neighborhood resources.  These standards take 
precedence over the base zone.  This is important when considering future development because the H – 
Historic Preservation Overlay District outlines standards for new development that requires compatibility with 
surrounding structures and streetscapes.  Of particular importance is building height.  While the proposed FB-
UN2 zone allows for structure up to 50 feet in height, the application of the H – Historic Preservation Overlay 
District may in fact limit building height in order to achieve compatibility with surrounding structure and 
streetscapes. 
 
While the subject property fronts on 6oo South and is adjacent to the Trolley Square shopping complex, it is also 
adjacent to less intense residential development existing on 700 East and Ely Place.  The mass and scale of 
surrounding development varies widely.  Future development of the subject property will need to be sensitive to 



this surrounding mass and scale, and will need to be particularly sensitive in terms of building height and 
setbacks. 
 
Future development on the subject site will fall under the purview of the Historic Landmark Commission.  
Development standards for new construction will certainly be applicable once the owner/applicant has 
specific development plans.  Standards for the relocation of contributing structure and/or demolition of 
contributing structures may also come into play in future site development.   
 
Issue 5: Parking 
 
The majority of the property in questions is currently utilized as a parking lot.  The purpose of this lot is to serve 
the Trolley Square shopping complex.  It is Planning Staff’s understanding that that a portion of this parking is 
allocated to certain tenants at Trolley Square and will need to be maintained to fulfill obligations.  Planning Staff 
notes that off-site parking is a use that is allowed in the FB-UN2 zone if there is a principle building located on 
the same property.  In other words, if the subject property is redeveloped, parking located on this property can 
be used to serve the Trolley Square shopping complex. 
 
Issue 6:  The applicant has requested to rezone seven parcels of property to the FB-UN2 zoning 
designation.  Planning staff supports this request with the exception of the parcel located at  
603 S 600 E (Parcel #16-06-481-001). 
 
By way of history, when the Planning Division held discussions regarding the development of the Trolley 
properties with the applicant, the property located at 614 E 600 S was identified by the applicant as a parcel to 
be included in their overall development plan.  Now that this property is not part of the applicant’s overall vision, 
the property at 603 S 600 E (located on the corner of 600 E and 600 S) is not contiguous to the larger 
development parcel, is an outlier to the larger development, and therefore the consideration of a rezone for this 
parcel has changed.  Because the streetscape along 600 S will be interrupted by the motel/apartment building, 
the 603 S 600 E property is on its own and should be redeveloped in a manner that is compatible with adjacent 
land uses and adjacent building scale and mass.  A rezone of this property to the FB-UN2 could result in a 
development that is incompatible with adjacent property, not only in terms of mass and scale but also in terms 
of land use. It is Planning Staff’s opinion that the FB-UN2 zone is not appropriate for the property located at 603 
S 600 E.  This property should be zoned for multifamily or single family development, consistent with the 
existing development along 600 East to the south of 600 South.  
 
NEXT STEPS: 
With a recommendation of approval or denial of the proposed amendment zoning for this property, the 
proposal will be sent to the City Council for a final decision.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



ATTACHMENT A:  VICINITY MAP 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



ATTACHMENT B:  MASTER PLAN & ZONING DISCUSSION 

Adopted Master Plans and City Policies 
 

Central Community Master Plan Policy 
The Central Community Master Plan identifies the subject property as part of the Trolley Station Area 
for its proximity to TRAX.   
 
The Trolley Station is defined as an Urban Neighborhood Station Area.  Urban Neighborhoods are 
places that have an established development pattern that contain a mix of uses and can support an 
increase in residential density and supporting commercial activities.  New development generally 
occurs as infill, occurring on undeveloped or underutilized properties.  A compact development 
pattern is desired in order to focus new growth at the station and respect the existing scale and 
intensity of the surrounding neighborhood.  The highest residential density and intensity of 
commercial land use occurs closest to the transit station and are scaled down the further one moves 
from the station. 
  
The station area is comprised of core and transition areas.  The purpose of creating the different areas 
is to recognize the scale and nature of existing development patterns and identify the appropriate 
locations for growth.  The general concept is that bigger buildings with the most dwelling units and a 
higher intensity level of commercial space should be located closest to the station in the core.  The 
transition area reduces the scale, mass and intensity of new development as it moves away from the 
core area. 
  
Trolley Station is a unique Transit Station Area because it is located within the Central City Historic 
District.  The Central City Historic District is centered on the 600 East landscaped medians, which are 
a character defining feature of the historic district.  The policy of the Trolley Station Area is to prohibit 
further dissection of the 600 East medians for vehicular traffic and to maintain the historical 15 foot 
landscaped setback of building along 600 East. 
  
 Trolley Station Area Goal: 

  
Identify zoning solutions for the block faces across from Trolley Square on 600 East and 600 South.  
The focus should be to encourage development on vacant parcels, increase residential density and 
promote the preservation and adaptive reuse of contributing structures.  The surface parking lot south 
of Trolley Square should be rezoned to allow Trolley Square to building a parking structure, retain the 
historic structures fronting on 600 South and build housing. 

 
Staff Analysis:  Planning staff was asked to recommend zones that may accommodate the redevelopment of the 
Trolley Square property.  Due to the mix of uses proposed by the applicant; commercial, residential, and a 
boutique hotel component, as well as the proximity to the Trolley Square Trax station, the FB-UB2 Zone was 
identified as a potential zone for the owner/developer.  This zone was also identified as it allows flexibility for 
future development.  Because the Central Community Master Plan specifically outlines the above referenced 
goal for the subject property,  Planning Staff supports, in part, the rezone of the applicant’s property in order to 
realize future mixed-use development.  Again, Planning Staff does not support the rezone of the 603 S 600 E 
property due to the isolated nature of this parcel and the surrounding residential development along 600 East.  
Otherwise, the zoning map amendment request is consistent with Trolley Station area goals as outlined in this 
plan. 

 
Zoning Ordinance  
 
The Salt Lake City Zoning Ordinance Standards and Purpose Statements include the following language 
that relates to this request. 
 
 



21A.27.050: FB-UN1 AND FB-UN2 Form Based Urban Neighborhood District 
 
Purpose Statement: The purpose of the FB-UN form based urban neighborhood district is to create an 
urban neighborhood that provides the following: 
 

1.     Options for housing types; 
2.  Options in terms of shopping, dining, and fulfilling daily needs within walking distance or 

conveniently located near mass transit; 
3.  Transportation options; 
4.  Access to employment opportunities within walking distance or close to mass transit; 
5.  Appropriately scaled buildings that respect the existing character of the neighborhood; 
6.  Safe, accessible, and interconnected networks for people to move around in; and 
7.  Increased desirability as a place to work, live, play, and invest through higher quality form and 

design. 
   
Staff Analysis:  As previously discussed in “Key Issues” number 3 above, although there is no specific 
development proposed at this time, a mixed-use (residential & commercial) development at the subject 
location could potentially fulfill all of the criteria noted in the purpose statement for the FB-UN2 zone.  A 
request for a rezone for the properties proposed, not including 603 S 600 E, is therefore appropriate as it 
meets the proposed zoning purpose statement.   

 
21A.34.020 H- Historic Preservation Overlay District 
 
Purpose Statement: In order to contribute to the welfare, prosperity and education of the people of Salt 
Lake City, the purpose of the H historic preservation overlay district is to: 

1. Provide the means to protect and preserve areas of the city and individual structures and sites 
having historic, architectural or cultural significance; 

2.  Encourage new development, redevelopment and the subdivision of lots in historic districts that 
is compatible with the character of existing development of historic districts or individual 
landmarks; 

3.  Abate the destruction and demolition of historic structures; 
4.  Implement adopted plans of the city related to historic preservation; 
5.  Foster civic pride in the history of Salt Lake City; 
6.  Protect and enhance the attraction of the city's historic landmarks and districts for tourists and 

visitors; 
7.  Foster economic development consistent with historic preservation; and 
8.  Encourage social, economic and environmental sustainability. 

 
Staff Analysis:   
The purpose of the Historic Preservation Overlay District (21A.34.020A.2.) is to allow the development 
and redevelopment of historic properties with the caveat that any new development would need to be 
compatible with the existing development.  An underlying goal of these provisions is to allow property 
owners to derive positive economic benefit and enjoyment from their property while balancing these 
actions and desires with protecting structures and sites that contribute to the unique cultural and historic 
fabric of the City.  This purpose statement was intended to provide a balance between protection and 
development.  While the H-Historic Preservation Overlay District is not directly applicable to the 
proposed property rezone, it will be critical as any future development plans move forward.  Planning 
Staff wanted to note the importance of the Overlay at this time to put all interested parties on notice that 
the standards associated with the Overlay will play a significant role in the future development of the 
subject property.   
 

 

 



ATTACHMENT C:  APPLICANT INFORMATION 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 















ATTACHMENT D:  ANALYSIS OF STANDARDS 

ZONING MAP AMENDMENTS - Standards for General Amendments 

21A.50.050:  A decision to amend the text of this title or the Zoning Map by general amendment is a matter 
committed to the legislative discretion of the City Council and is not controlled by any one standard.  In making 
a decision to amend the Zoning Map, the City Council should consider the following: 

Factor Finding Rationale 
1.  Whether a proposed map 

amendment is consistent with the 
purposes, goals, objectives, and 
policies of the city as stated through 
its various adopted planning 
documents; 

Complies if 
the property 

located at 
603 S 600 E 
remains in 

the RMF-30 
Zone. 

The proposal appears to comply with the 
applicable goals, objectives and policies 
stated in various planning documents as 
noted previously. 

2. Whether a proposed map 
amendment furthers the specific 
purpose statements of the zoning 
ordinance. 

Complies if 
the property 

located at 
603 S 600 E 
remains in 

the RMF-30 
Zone. 

Purpose Statement: The purpose of the 
FB-UN form based urban neighborhood 
district is to create an urban 
neighborhood that provides the following: 
1.  Options for housing types; 
2. Options in terms of shopping, dining, 
and fulfilling daily needs within walking 
distance or conveniently located near 
mass transit; 
3. Transportation options; 
4. Access to employment opportunities 
within walking distance or close to mass 
transit; 
5. Appropriately scaled buildings that 
respect the existing character of the 
neighborhood; 
6. Safe, accessible, and interconnected 
networks for people to move around in; 
and 
7. Increased desirability as a place to 
work, live, play, and invest through higher 
quality form and design. 
 
The proposed map amendment, with the 
exception of the 603 S 600 E property, 
appears to further the specific purpose 
statements of the zoning ordinance 
relating to the FBUN2 Zone as future 
development will/could fulfill all of these 
criteria. 
 

3.  The extent to which a proposed map 
amendment will affect adjacent 
properties; 

Complies if 
the property 

located at 
603 S 600 E 
remains in 

the RMF-30 
Zone, and 

future 
development 

Future physical development on the 
subject site will fall under the purview of 
the Historic Landmark Commission.  
Development standards for new 
construction, relocation of contributing 
structures, demolition of contributing 
structures may all come into play in 
future site development.  These 
standards are designed to realize future 



is approved 
by the HLC 

development that is compatible with the 
surrounding neighborhood and sensitive 
to the preservation of historic 
neighborhood resources. It is Planning 
Staff’s opinion that the proposed zoning 
map amendment could have a positive 
impact on adjacent properties with 
thoughtful future development with an 
emphasis on historically appropriate and 
compatible design. 

4.  Whether a proposed map 
amendment is consistent with the 
purposes and provisions of any 
applicable overlay zoning districts 
which may impose additional 
standards; 

Complies The subject property is in the H – Historic 
Preservation Overlay District. One of the 
purposes of this District is to encourage 
new development, redevelopment, and the 
subdivision of lots in historic districts that is 
compatible with the character of existing 
development of historic districts or 
individual landmarks. 

5.  The adequacy of public facilities and 
services intended to serve the subject 
property, including, but not limited 
to, roadways, parks &  recreational 
facilities, police & fire protection, 
schools, stormwater systems, water 
supplies, and wastewater and refuse 
collection. 

Complies  Adequate facilities exist to serve the 
existing property according to comments 
received from the various 
Department/Division comments 
received.    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



ATTACHMENT E:  PUBLIC PROCESS AND COMMENTS 

Meeting and Notices: 
 

 An Open House held on 2/18/16. 

 Mailed notice of the Planning Commission public hearing of was sent on 2/25/16. 

 Public notice posted on City and State websites and Planning Division list serve on 2/25/16. 

 Public hearing notice was posted on the subject property on 2/26/16. 
 
Zoning map amendments require that both the Planning Commission and the City Council hold public 
hearings prior to a decision being made.  
 
Public Input: 
 
Planning Staff received written comments from the public which are included here for review.  A phone log was 
also kept and is included.   

  































ATTACHMENT F:  CITY DEPT/DIVISION COMMENTS 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 







ATTACHMENT G:  MOTIONS 

Recommended Motion:  
 
Based on the analysis and findings listed in the staff report, and the testimony and plans presented, I move that 
the Planning Commission transmit a positive recommendation to the City Council for the proposed zoning map 
amendment to FB-UN2 (Form Based Urban Neighborhood District) for the following parcels: 
644 E 600 S (Parcel #16-06-481-019) 
652 E 600 S (Parcel #16-05-353-001) 
658 E 600 S (Parcel #16-05-353-002) 
664 E 600 S (Parcel #16-05-353-003) 
628 S 700 E (Parcel #16-05-353-016) 
665 E. Ely Place (Parcel #16-05-353-014) 
 
With the exception of the property located at the corner of 603 S 600 E (Parcel #16-06-481-001) which shall 
remain as RMF-30 (Low Density Multi-Family Residential District). 
 
Not Consistent with Staff Recommendation:  
Based on the analysis and findings listed in the staff report, and the testimony and plans presented, I move that 
the Planning Commission transmit a negative recommendation to the City Council for the proposed zoning map 
amendment to FB-UN2 (Form Based Urban Neighborhood District) for the following parcels: 
 
603 S 600 E (Parcel #16-06-481-001) 
644 E 600 S (Parcel #16-06-481-019) 
652 E 600 S (Parcel #16-05-353-001) 
658 E 600 S (Parcel #16-05-353-002) 
664 E 600 S (Parcel #16-05-353-003) 
628 S 700 E (Parcel #16-05-353-016) 
665 E. Ely Place (Parcel #16-05-353-014) 
 
The Planning Commission shall make findings on the Zoning Map amendment standards as listed below: 
 
1. Whether a proposed map amendment is consistent with the purposes, goals, objectives, and policies of 
the city as stated through its various adopted planning documents; 
 
2. Whether a proposed map amendment furthers the specific purpose statements of the zoning ordinance; 
 
3. The extent to which a proposed map amendment will affect adjacent properties; 
 
4. Whether a proposed map amendment is consistent with the purposes and provisions of any applicable 
overlay zoning districts which may impose additional standards; and 
 
5. The adequacy of public facilities and services intended to serve the subject property, including, but not 
limited to, roadways, parks and recreational facilities, police and fire protection, schools, stormwater 
drainage systems, water supplies, and wastewater and refuse collection.  
 
 
 


