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PLANNING DIVISION 

DEPARTMENT of COMMUNITY and NEIGHBORHOODS 

 MEMORANDUM 
 

 

To:  Salt Lake City Planning Commission 

From:  Eric Daems, Senior Planner, eric.daems@slcgov.com, 801-535-7236  

Date: May 24, 2023  

Re: Modifications to Design Review Approval for Collaborative 1135 (PLNPCM2022-
00327)   

Design Review 
PROPERTY ADDRESS: 1135 South West Temple Street 
PARCEL ID: 15-12-431-002-0000 
MASTER PLAN: Central Community, Ballpark Station Area 
ZONING DISTRICT: CC Corridor Commercial 
 

REQUEST:  
The Collaborative 1135 project received Design Review approval from the Planning Commission 
on August 10, 2022. The applicant is now requesting modifications to the site and building design. 
These changes are required to be reviewed by the Planning Commission as only minor 
modifications can be approved administratively.  

ACTION REQUIRED:   
Review the proposed changes to the design of the project. If the Planning Commission denies the 
changes, the project will be required to comply with previous approval. 

RECOMMENDATION:   

Based on the information and findings listed in the staff report, it is the Planning Staff’s opinion 
that the request generally meets the applicable standards of approval and therefore recommends 
the Planning Commission approve the modifications.  

ATTACHMENTS: 

 
A. ATTACHMENT A: Applicant Submittal Information 

B. ATTACHMENT B: Original Planning Commission Staff Report August 10, 2022 

C. ATTACHMENT C: Minutes from August 10, 2022 

D. ATTACHMENT D: Updated Department Review Comments 
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BACKGROUND 

The Collaborative 1135 project received Design Review approval from the Planning Commission 
on August 10, 2022. The original approval was for an apartment building with 88 studio units and 
45 surface parking stalls located behind the building. The new proposal is for a 68-unit apartment 
building with unit types ranging from studio to 2-bedroom. 55 parking stalls are proposed and 
are now located within the building footprint. Façade changes are minor and only reflect the 
changes to unit counts and sizes.  

The project was originally required to get Design Review approval as it proposes an additional 15’ 
of building height. Buildings taller than 30’, and up to 45’, are required to receive Design Review 
approval in the CC zone. 

 

APPLICANTS REQUESTED MODIFICATIONS 

The following images and commentary provide details on the proposed modifications: 

 

Proposed Site Plan 
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Commentary:  The proposed site plan has been modified to incorporate parking within the building. It 
also has been revised to allow for a more diverse mix of unit types. The previous approval was for 88 
studio units. The new proposal is for 68 units including 30 studio, 18 1-bedroom, and 20 2-bedroom 
units. The new building also incorporates an outdoor terrace on the 2nd floor as depicted below.  

Approved Site Plan 

 

2nd floor terrace 
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Proposed West Elevations (front) 

 
Commentary:  The revised front elevations use the same materials and general design of the originals. 
The modifications are largely limited to door and window placement to accommodate the new mix of 
unit types which includes studio, 1-bedroom, and 2-bedroom layouts.  

 

Approved West Elevations 

 
 

Proposed North and South Elevations (sides) 
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Commentary:  The proposed changes add to the length of the building, but the changes are 
inconsequential as the sides of the building will be buffered by landscaped yards where none would be 
required. 

 

Approved North and South Elevations (sides) 

 

 

Proposed East Elevations (rear) 

 
Commentary:  The modifications to the rear façade are the most substantial as the building now 
incorporates all parking within a garage. The rear elevation now includes 7 garage doors to access 

2nd floor terrace 

Garage doors 
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parking stalls directly from the alley. The rear façade also now includes an outdoor terrace for residents 
on the 2nd floor.  

 

Approved East Elevations (rear) 

 
 

 

DISCUSSION 

The proposed modifications to the Design Review are largely internal to the building and its footprint 
and only minimally affect the façade of the building. The proposed modifications still meet the base 
zoning requirements and the standards for Design Review. Staff recommends approval of the proposed 
project. 

 

NEXT STEPS 

Approval of the Design Review Modification Request 

If the modification requests are approved, the applicant will need to comply with the conditions of 
approval, including any of the conditions required by other City departments and the Planning 
Commission. The applicant would be able to submit plans for building permits once all conditions of 
approval are met.    

 

Denial of the Design Review Modification Request  

If the Design Review modifications request is denied, the applicant will be required to develop the 
property as was originally approved by the Planning Commission or submit a new design that meets 
zoning standards.   
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ATTACHMENT A:  Applicant Submittal Information  

   



Eric,  
 
Here is what we came up with, We pinched each building and lost some units. This leads to the 
additional floor area also reducing. With this reduction we need 2600 SF of additional landscape on 
Richards and 1600 SF on West Temple. We have 2161 SF of landscape area on West Temple and 2610 on 
Richards Street. I included a site plan showing the additional landscaping totals. Below you will find the 
changes to the unit count and parking.  
West Temple 

• 55 Parking Stalls 
• 2 Bedrooms - 20 
• 1 Bedrooms - 18 
• Studios - 30 

o Total Units - 68 

 
Richards 

• 89 Parking Stalls 
• 2 Beds - 37 
• 1 Beds - 16 
• Studios - 64 

o Total Units - 117 

 
Deal Level Totals 

• 144 Stalls (2 Gained) 
• 2 Beds - 84 
• 1 Beds - 16 
• Studios - 64 

o Total Units 185 (.78 Stalls per unit) 

 
Square Footage Lost -  

• West Temple - (1306 x 4) - 5224 
• Richards - (907 x 4) - 3628 

o Total - 8852 

 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
Jake Williams 
801-425-6520 
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ATTACHMENT B: Original Planning Commission 
Staff Report August 10, 2022 
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PLANNING DIVISION 

DEPARTMENT of COMMUNITY and NEIGHBORHOODS 

 Staff Report 
 

 

To:  Salt Lake City Planning Commission 

From:  Eric Daems, Senior Planner, eric.daems@slcgov.com, 801-535-7236  

Date: August 10, 2022  

Re: PLNPCM2022-00327, The Collaborative   

Design Review 
PROPERTY ADDRESS: 1135 South West Temple Street 
PARCEL ID: 15-12-431-002-0000 
MASTER PLAN: Central Community 
ZONING DISTRICT: CC Corridor Commercial 

REQUEST:  
Todd Charlton, of Defy Colabs (property owner), is requesting Design Review approval for the 
Collaborative 1135 apartments. The proposal is for a 4-story, 88-unit apartment building located 
at 1135 South West Temple. The property is in the CC (Commercial Corridor) zoning district. The 
project requires Design Review approval as it is proposed as 45' tall. Buildings over 30' tall, and 
up to 45' tall, are permitted only with Design Review approval by the Planning Commission.  

RECOMMENDATION:   

Based on the information and findings listed in the staff report, it is the Planning Staff’s opinion 
that the request generally meets the applicable standards of approval and therefore recommends 
the Planning Commission approve the request.  

ATTACHMENTS: 

 
A. ATTACHMENT A: Vicinity Map 

B. ATTACHMENT B: Plan Set 

C. ATTACHMENT C: Property and Vicinity Photos 

D. ATTACHMENT D: CC Zoning Standards  

E. ATTACHMENT E: Design Review Standards 

F. ATTACHMENT F: Public Process & Comments  

G. ATTACHMENT G: Department Review Comments 
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PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

The Collaborative 1135 project is proposing 88 
studio apartment units that will be 365 square 
feet each.  The building will have 11 ground 
floor units with direct access from the sidewalk 
along West Temple Street. The center portion 
of the building will have front and rear common 
entrances for the upper floors and will feature 
amenity space and large balconies. There will 
also be an outdoor courtyard space near the 
West Temple entrance that will feature 
landscaping, seating, and a water feature. 
Parking for the project will be located behind 
the building and accessed from an existing 
alley.  

 

The project is in the CC zone and will replace a single-story office building that is being used by 
businesses that provide employer training. The property is .66 acres. The request for an additional 
15’ of building height would allow for one additional floor of dwelling units (22 units total). The 
applicant has also stated this will assist them in spreading out the costs and be able to provide 
additional architectural detailing inside and out, including use of brick on the first two floors, 
large windows, and architectural metal on the upper levels. The additional height triggers the need 

Quick Facts 

Height: 45 feet (4 stories) 

Number of Residential Units: 88 
studio units 

Building Features: Individual 
entrances for ground floor units, 
amenity space, common courtyard 

Exterior Materials: Glass, brick, 
architectural metal panels, and precast 
concrete 

Parking: 45 stalls 

Review Process & Standards: Design 
Review, CC zoning standards, and 
general zoning standards.  
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for additional landscaping (1,200 square feet), which has been provided (2,000 square feet). As 
is explained further in Attachment D, the project meets all zoning requirements of the CG zone. 

The development is intended to add to the walkability of the Ballpark neighborhood by providing an 
attractive building and site and by adding eyes on the street. The site is approximately two blocks from 
the Ballpark Trax station and is within walking distance to stores, restaurants, and other services for 
daily living. The area is close to employment centers that would be reachable by various transportation 
options other than a car.  
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APPROVAL PROCESS AND COMMISSION AUTHORITY 

Per section 21A.59.020.B of the Zoning Ordinance, the Planning Commission may approve additional 
building height as part of a Design Review. The Planning Commission may also approve a project with 
conditions or modifications necessary or appropriate to comply with the standards for a Design 
Review.  

The Planning Commission may deny an application for Design Review if it finds that the proposal does 
not meet the intent of the base zoning district (CC), does not meet the purpose of the applicable design 
standards or the applicable Design Review objectives. 

 

KEY CONSIDERATIONS 

The key considerations listed below were identified through the analysis of the project:  

1. How the proposal helps implement city goals and policies identified in adopted plans 

2. Mitigation of the additional height due to the site and building design elements 

 

Consideration 1: How the proposal helps implements city goals and policies identified 
in adopted plans 

Plan Salt Lake: 

Neighborhoods: 
• Create a safe and convenient place for people to carry out their daily lives 

 

Commentary:  The proposed development provides an excellent opportunity for people to live and 
carry out their daily lives due to the proximity to services, businesses, transit, jobs, and recreation.  
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Growth: 
• Promote infill and redevelopment of underutilized land 
• Accommodate and promote an increase in the City’s population 

 

Commentary: The proposed residential building will replace a small single-story office building. The 
new use will add 88 studio apartments and do far more to maximize building potential on the site.  
 

Housing: 
• Direct new growth towards areas with existing infrastructure and services that have the 

potential to be people-oriented 
• Enable moderate density increases within existing neighborhoods where appropriate 
• Promote high density residential in areas served by transit 

 

Commentary: The project will be in a fully developed neighborhood with all existing infrastructure in 
place. The area is becoming increasingly people-oriented with a good mix of uses, access to a park, and 
alternative transportation options nearby.  

 

The added building height will make way for one additional story which will allow for density above 
that which could otherwise be provided. The additional density is appropriate in a pedestrian-friendly 
neighborhood with good access to public transportation.  

 

Transportation and Mobility: 
• Reduce automobile dependency and single occupancy vehicle trips 

 

Commentary: The project is within two blocks to the Ballpark TRAX station and has access to various 
bus routes within walking distance. The neighborhood includes a park, employment opportunities, 
shopping, recreation, and many other services that are accessible without a car. 

 

Air Quality: 
• Reduce greenhouse gas emissions 

 

Commentary: It is anticipated that many of the residents of this building will rely on alternative forms 
of transportation on a regular basis. The project is in a walkable neighborhood with good access to 
transit and businesses. Parking is provided at approximately .5 stalls per unit.  

 

Beautiful City:  
• Protect, maintain, and expand the City’s urban forest, including the provision of adequate 

space and infrastructure for street trees to thrive 
 

Commentary: The proposal includes the planting of street trees along West Temple where none 
currently exist. The species will be selected in coordination with the City’s Urban Forester to ensure 
the health of the trees. 
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Central Community Master Plan: 

Future Land Use Plan: 

Commentary: The future land use map designates this area as High Mixed Use. The proposed building 
would replace a single-story training center. Although the proposed building is not mixed-use, it does 
provide additional customer-base for area businesses at a higher intensity than would be possible 
without adding the additional building height. The proximity to transit, low parking rates, and density 
of the development ensures a pedestrian oriented focus in the neighborhood. 
 

Policy RLU-3.0: Promote construction of a variety of housing options that are 
compatible with the character of the neighborhoods of the Central Community 

Commentary: The proposed building will add additional housing options in a growing neighborhood. 
The scale and density are similar to development to the west and north.   
 

Policy UD-3.0: Provide for physical changes that improve the urban design 
characteristics of the Central Community 

Commentary: The proposed building has more design elements, better building materials, additional 
landscaping, and is a better design than would be required without Design Review.  

 

Consideration 2: Mitigation of the additional height due to site and building design 
elements 

The request for additional height (15’) requires compliance with the standards for Design Review. 
This ensures a better-quality project than could otherwise be permitted.  The standards are 
intended to help the building and site better relate to the surrounding neighborhood and to ensure 
a more pedestrian scale.  

The project seeks to relate to the 
surrounding neighborhood by utilizing a 
similar building form and massing to the 
Rowhaus residential development across 
the street to the west. Each of the 11 ground 
floor units facing West Temple Street have 
private entries connecting to the public 
sidewalk. This creates a similar rhythm to 
the Rowhaus development.  

The site includes the addition of street trees, 
private landscaped patios, and a central entry plaza which help create a more pedestrian friendly 
experience. Because of the additional height, 2,000 square feet of additional landscaping have 
been incorporated into the site which creates an additional buffer to neighboring properties. 
Parking has also been located to the rear and is accessed from an existing alley.  

The building incorporates extensive use of brick and glass along the first two stories of the building 
and features a prominent belt course that help create a pedestrian scale. A full breakdown of the 
standards for Design Review has been provided in Attachment E of this report.  

Rowhaus development to the west 
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STAFF RECOMMENDATION 

In general, Staff is of the opinion that the proposal meets the intent of the CC zoning district, the 
objectives and standards of Design Review, and is compatible with the various master plans of the city. 
The additional height has been appropriately mitigated with the proposed design elements intended to 
enhance the pedestrian experience. Staff recommends approval of the proposed project. 

 

NEXT STEPS 

Approval of the Request 

If the requests are approved, the applicant will need to comply with the conditions of approval, 
including any of the conditions required by other City departments and the Planning Commission. The 
applicant would be able to submit plans for building permits once all conditions of approval are met. 
Modifications beyond those identified as minor modifications in the ordinance would require 
additional review and approval from the Planning Commission.    

Denial of the Design Review Request  

If the Design Review request is denied, the applicant will still be able to develop the property by-right, 
but at a smaller scale. Specifically, the building would need to be no taller than 30’ in height in the CC 
zone. The applicant would be able to submit plans for building permits subject to meeting all applicable 
zoning requirements and requirements of other divisions.   

 

 

Rendering showing entry feature, patio landscaping, building materials, and belt course above 2nd floor 
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ATTACHMENT A:  Vicinity Map  
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ATTACHMENT B: Plan Set  
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April 12, 2022 

RE: theCollaborative 1135 Design Review Narrative 

To Whom it May Concern, 

The Collaborative 1135 meets the purpose of the CC Corridor Commercial District by providing one 

ground floor residential units with a pedestrian friendly and street activating design focus. Our design 

gives all ground floor units their own front porch and direct access to the public sidewalks along with 

the buildings main entrance for the which will include a front courtyard where tenants gather and or 

sit to await their ride share. This design provides ample eyes on the street and sidewalk promoting 

neighborhood safety and connection. All parking is accessed from an alley to the rear of the building 

completely separating cars from the public sidewalk and street experience fulfilling the pedestrian 

focused purpose of the CC zone. 

WEST FACADE

EAST FACADE
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Section 21A.37.50 requires: 

Building Entrances: At least one operable building entrance on the ground floor is required for every 

street facing facade. Additional operable building entrances shall be required, at a minimum, at each 

specified length of street facing building facade according to section 21A.37.060, table 21A.37.060 of 

this chapter. The center of each additional entrance shall be located within six feet (6') either 

direction of the specified location. Each ground floor nonresidential leasable space facing a street 

shall have an operable entrance facing that street and a walkway to the nearest sidewalk.  

Please see our previous response and the documentation of the inclusion of multiple street facing 

building entrances. 

This section also requires Parking Lot Lighting: If a parking lot/structure is adjacent to a residential 

zoning district or land use, any poles for the parking lot/structure security lighting are limited to 

sixteen feet (16') in height and the globe must be shielded and the lighting directed down to minimize 

light encroachment onto adjacent residential properties or into upper level residential units in multi

story buildings. Lightproof fencing is required adjacent to residential properties. 

The parking lot of our community is not adjacent to a residential zone, so this section does not apply. 

We comply with the standards for design review in section 21A.59.050 as follows: 

A.   Any new development shall comply with the intent of the purpose statement of the zoning district 

and specific design regulations found within the zoning district in which the project is located as well 

as the City's adopted "urban design element" and adopted master plan policies and design guidelines 

governing the specific area of the proposed development. 

Addressed in previous response. 

   B.   Development shall be primarily oriented to the sidewalk, not an interior courtyard or parking lot.

1. Primary entrances shall face the public sidewalk (secondary entrances can face a parking lot).  

We have multiple primary entrances facing the public sidewalk along with private front 

porches for the ground floor apartment homes.
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2. Building(s) shall be sited close to the public sidewalk, following and responding to the desired 

development patterns of the neighborhood. 

The entire front façade is built to the setback line and the inclusion of private unit 

entrances synergize with the rhythm of the rowhouse units across the street.
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3. Parking shall be located within, behind, or to the side of buildings. 

As stated previously all parking is hidden behind the building and accessed through the city 

Alley way to the east.
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   C.   Building facades shall include detailing and glass in sufficient quantities to facilitate pedestrian 

interest and interaction.

      1.   Locate active ground floor uses at or near the public sidewalk.

      2.   Maximize transparency of ground floor facades.

      3.   Use or reinterpret traditional storefront elements like sign bands, clerestory glazing, 

articulation, and architectural detail at window transitions. 

We are using storefront glass for the residential unit entry ways to fulfill this requirement as 

previously demonstrated. 

4. Locate outdoor dining patios, courtyards, plazas, habitable landscaped yards, and open 

spaces so that they have a direct visual connection to the street and outdoor spaces. 

The main building entry will include a public courtyard with seating and additional textures 

to invite people to linger in the space and interact directly with the public sidewalk. We 
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have done this on a smaller scale with each of the street facing units and their front 

porches.

   D.   Large building masses shall be divided into heights and sizes that relate to human scale.

      1.   Relate building scale and massing to the size and scale of existing and anticipated buildings, 

such as alignments with established cornice heights, building massing, stepbacks and vertical 

emphasis.

      2.   Modulate the design of a larger building using a series of vertical or horizontal emphases to 

equate with the scale (heights and widths) of the buildings in the context and reduce the visual width 

or height.

      3.   Include secondary elements such as balconies, porches, vertical bays, belt courses, fenestration 

and window reveals.

      4.   Reflect the scale and solidtovoid ratio of windows and doors of the established character of 

the neighborhood or that which is desired in the master plan. 

We used a horizontal belt course to break up the verticality of the building and to create a more 

human scale for the transition from the public sidewalk to the semiprivate courtyard and porches 
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to the private residential units. We the visual impact of this belt course through texture by changing 

from brick to a vertical siding on the upper two floors. We added practical secondary elements 

through the use of window shade blades to the tops of each window. This element functions to 

increase the energy efficiency of the building while accentuating the visual impact symmetry and 

rhythm that help the building feel both new and right at home in this historic neighborhood. 

   E.   Building facades that exceed a combined contiguous building length of two hundred feet (200') 

shall include: 

This section does not apply because our building is under 200’ long, however, we have made an 

effort to incorporate these design standards with the solid to void rhythm as well as the change in 

textures and materials from brick to storefront glass to vertical siding.

   F.   If provided, privatelyowned public spaces shall include at least three (3) of the six (6) following 

elements: 

Our entry courtyard is compliant through the application of elements 1, 3, and 4. 
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      1.   Sitting space of at least one sitting space for each two hundred fifty (250) square feet shall be 

included in the plaza. Seating shall be a minimum of sixteen inches (16") in height and thirty inches 

(30") in width. Ledge benches shall have a minimum depth of thirty inches (30");

      2.   A mixture of areas that provide seasonal shade;

      3.   Trees in proportion to the space at a minimum of one tree per eight hundred (800) square feet, 

at least two inch (2") caliper when planted;

      4.   Water features or public art;

   5.   Outdoor dining areas; and

   6.   Other amenities not listed above that provide a public benefit.

   G.   Building height shall be modified to relate to human scale and minimize negative impacts. In 

downtown and in the CSHBD Sugar House Business District, building height shall contribute to a 

distinctive City skyline.

      1.   Human scale:
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         a.   Utilize stepbacks to design a building that relate to the height and scale of adjacent and 

nearby buildings, or where identified, goals for future scale defined in adopted master plans. 

We were inspired by the symmetry rhythm and roof lines of the of the rowhouse project across the 

street. Our design communicates well but adds to the visual interest of the street by adding 

different textures colors and landscaping to the pedestrian experience from the public sidewalk. We 

felt like our project along with the one across the street function as great transition from the more 

commercial core of the ballpark neighborhood to the single family residential that sits farther to the 

North.

   b.   For buildings more than three (3) stories or buildings with vertical mixed use, compose the 

design of a building with distinct base, middle and top sections to reduce the sense of apparent height. 

WE accomplish this through the use of the belt course cutting the building into two distinct sections 

as demonstrated previously. 

   2.   Negative impacts:

a. Modulate taller buildings vertically and horizontally so that it steps up or down to its 

neighbors. 

We modulated the building at each side yard in order minimize the impact on the 

neighboring properties.

 b.   Minimize shadow impacts of building height on the public realm and semipublic spaces by 

varying building massing. Demonstrate impact from shadows due to building height for the portions of 

the building that are subject to the request for additional height. 

Because the parking to the rear of our building gives it a larger rear yard setback which helps to 

minimize shade impacts on the surrounding buildings and yards. 

b. Modify tall buildings to minimize wind impacts on public and private spaces, such as the 

inclusion of a wind break above the first level of the building. 

Upper floor community spaces will include shared balconies and four seasons rooms with 

operable glass walls that can open to the public sidewalk and street. 
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      3.   Cornices and rooflines:

a. Cohesiveness: Shape and define rooflines to be cohesive with the building's overall form and 

composition. 

We used a simple roof line in order to keep the horizonal belt course and the porches as 

the visual focal point of the design. We feel that doing so helps to increase the human 

scale and pedestrian focus of this new community.

c. Complement Surrounding Buildings: Include roof forms that complement the rooflines of 

surrounding buildings. 

As stated previously we used a discreet roofline as inspired by the simple but impactful 

roof line found across the street.

         c.   Green Roof And Roof Deck: Include a green roof and/or accessible roof deck to support a more 

visually compelling roof landscape and reduce solar gain, air pollution, and the amount of water 

entering the stormwater system. 
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The height restrictions of our zone do not allow for elevator access to the roof. For this reason, we 

created our 4 seasons  community lounges that can open up a wall of glass to function like a 

protected rooftop deck as illustrated previously.

   H.   Parking and on site circulation shall be provided with an emphasis on making safe pedestrian 

connections to the sidewalk, transit facilities, or midblock walkway. 

All parking is accessed from the rear of the building and is only provided at a ratio of .5 stalls per 

unit. We want to encourage an autofree walkable lifestyle with the trax stop being so close. 

   I.   Waste and recycling containers, mechanical equipment, storage areas, and loading docks shall be 

fully screened from public view and shall incorporate building materials and detailing compatible with 

the building being served. Service uses shall be set back from the front line of building or located within 

the structure. (See subsection 21A.37.050K of this title.)  

All waste areas are in the rear of building and will be enclosed and hidden behind the primary 

structure. 

   J.   Signage shall emphasize the pedestrian/mass transit orientation. 
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    1.   Define specific spaces for signage that are integral to building design, such as commercial sign 

bands framed by a material change, columns for blade signs, or other clearly articulated band on the 

face of the building.

    2.   Coordinate signage locations with appropriate lighting, awnings, and other projections.

      3.   Coordinate sign location with landscaping to avoid conflicts. 

We have a larger blade sign delineating the main community entrance and then individual unit 

numbering next to ground floor unit entrances. 

   K.   Lighting shall support pedestrian comfort and safety, neighborhood image, and dark sky goals.

      1.   Provide street lights as indicated in the Salt Lake City Lighting Master Plan.

      2.   Outdoor lighting should be designed for lowlevel illumination and to minimize glare and light 

trespass onto adjacent properties and uplighting directly to the sky.

      3.   Coordinate lighting with architecture, signage, and pedestrian circulation to accentuate 

significant building features, improve sign legibility, and support pedestrian comfort and safety. 
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All building lighting is down lit with porch lights being controlled by the individual units and the main 

entrance to be lit by downlights consistent with our building design. 

   L.   Streetscape improvements shall be provided as follows:

      1.   One street tree chosen from the street tree list consistent with the City's urban forestry 

guidelines and with the approval of the City's Urban Forester shall be placed for each thirty feet (30') 

of property frontage on a street. Existing street trees removed as the result of a development project 

shall be replaced by the developer with trees approved by the City's Urban Forester.

2.   Hardscape (paving material) shall be utilized to differentiate privatelyowned public spaces 

from public spaces. Hardscape for public sidewalks shall follow applicable design standards. Permitted 

materials for privatelyowned public spaces shall meet the following standards:

   a.   Use materials that are durable (withstand wear, pressure, damage), require a minimum of 

maintenance, and are easily repairable or replaceable should damage or defacement occur.

b.   Where practical, as in lowertraffic areas, use materials that allow rainwater to infiltrate into 

the ground and recharge the water table.

         c.   Limit contribution to urban heat island effect by limiting use of dark materials and 

incorporating materials with a high Solar Reflective Index (SRI).
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 d.   Utilize materials and designs that have an identifiable relationship to the character of the site, 

the neighborhood, or Salt Lake City.

   e.   Use materials (like textured ground surfaces) and features (like ramps and seating at key 

resting points) to support access and comfort for people of all abilities.

� f.   Asphalt shall be limited to vehicle drive aisles. (Ord. 1419, 2019) 

We comply with all of these requirements in our landscape plan as demonstrated below. 

Sincerely yours, 

Todd Charlton 
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ATTACHMENT C: Property and Vicinity 
Photos 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Subject Property 
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3-story Apartments to the West  

3-story Apartments to the North Alley to the Rear (East) 

Vacant Land to the South and Nearby Development to the Southeast 
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ATTACHMENT D: CC Zoning Standards  

CC (Commercial Corridor District) 

Purpose Statement: The purpose of the CC Corridor Commercial District is to provide an 
environment for efficient and attractive commercial development with a local and regional market 
area along arterial and major collector streets while promoting compatibility with adjacent 
neighborhoods through design standards. This district provides economic development 
opportunities through a mix of land uses, including retail sales and services, entertainment, office 
and residential. Safe, convenient and inviting connections that provide access to businesses from 
public sidewalks, bike paths and streets are necessary. Access should follow a hierarchy that places 
the pedestrian first, bicycle second and automobile third. This district is appropriate in areas where 
supported by applicable master plans. The standards are intended to promote a safe and 
aesthetically pleasing environment to all users. 

Standard Requirement Proposed Finding 

Land Use 
(21A.33.030) 

Multi-family Dwelling Multi-family Dwelling Permitted 

Minimum Lot 
Area 

10,000 SF 28,749 SF Met 

Minimum Lot 
Width 

75’ 200’ Met 

Maximum 
Building Height 

30’ or 45’ through 
Design Review. Also 
requires additional 
10% landscaping. 

45’ Requires 
Design Review 

approval. 
Additional 

landscaping 
provided. 

Minimum 
Front/Corner/ 

Side/Rear Yard 
Setbacks 

15’ front 

15’ corner 

0’ side 

10’ rear 

15’ front 

n/a corner 

0’ side 

69’ rear 

Met 

Buffer Yard n/a n/a n/a 

Landscape Yard 15’ for front and corner 
yards 

15’ front yard 

n/a corner 

Met 

Building 
Entrances 
(21A.37.050) 

1 entrance minimum per 
street facing facade 

12 street facing entrances Met 

Refuse Control Refuse containers must 
be screened and located 

in the rear yard 

Refuse containers to be 
screened with masonry walls 
and located in the rear yard 

Met 

Lighting Directed and designed to 
contain glare on to 

neighboring properties 

Lighting is directed downward 
and shielded from neighboring 

properties 

Met 
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Off Street 
Parking & 
Loading 
(21A.44.030.H) 

½ stall per unit 

5% bike stalls 

1 per 25 EV stalls 

45 stalls provided 

3 bike stalls provided 

1 EV stall provided 

Met 

Landscaping & 
Buffering 
(21A.48) 

Required yards 
landscaped 

30’ max spacing on street 
trees 

Required yards landscaped 

30’ spacing on street trees 

Met 

Signage 
(21A.46.110) 

n/a n/a To be 
submitted with 
building permit 
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ATTACHMENT E: Design Review Standards   

21A.59.050:  Standards for Design Review: In addition to standards provided in other 
sections of this title for specific types of approval, the following standards shall be applied to all 
applications for design review: 

The Finding for each standard is the recommendation of the Planning Division based on the facts 
associated with the proposal, the discussion that follows, and the input received during the 
engagement process.  Input received after the staff report is published has not been considered in 
this report.  

A.   Any new development shall comply with the intent of the purpose statement 
of the zoning district and specific design regulations found within the zoning 
district in which the project is located as well as the City's adopted "urban 
design element" and adopted master plan policies and design guidelines 
governing the specific area of the proposed development. 

Finding: Complies 

Discussion: The Collaborative 1135 meets the purpose of the CC Corridor Commercial 
District by creating an attractive, pedestrian-friendly project, that is compatible with the 
surrounding neighborhood.  
 
The design includes architectural detailing including banding, changes in material, and the 
use of large amounts of glass and brick. The building includes ground floor units with direct 
access to the public sidewalk and incorporates patios, plaza space, and landscaping to 
provide visual interest.  
 
The project is located within two blocks of a TRAX stop and multiple bus routes. The site is 
within walking or biking distance to services, shopping, and job centers.  
 
Even with the added height, the project is compatible with nearby residential development in 
scale and site design.  

Condition(s): None 

B.   Development shall be primarily oriented to the sidewalk, not an interior 
courtyard or parking lot. 

1.   Primary entrances shall face the public sidewalk (secondary entrances can 
face a parking lot). 

2.   Building(s) shall be sited close to the public sidewalk, following and 
responding to the desired development patterns of the neighborhood. 

3.   Parking shall be located within, behind, or to the side of buildings. 

Finding: Complies 

Discussion: The building includes 11 ground-floor units with direct entrances from the 
sidewalk as well as a large common entrance that faces the public sidewalk. The building is 
built to the setback line and follows a similar development pattern to the multi-family 
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development across the street and envisioned within the master plan. All parking is located 
behind the building. 
 

Condition(s): None 

C.   Building facades shall include detailing and glass in sufficient quantities to 
facilitate pedestrian interest and interaction. 

1.  Locate active ground floor uses at or near the public sidewalk. 

2.  Maximize transparency of ground floor facades. 

3. Use or reinterpret traditional storefront elements like sign bands, clerestory 
glazing, articulation, and architectural detail at window transitions. 

4.  Locate outdoor dining patios, courtyards, plazas, habitable landscaped 
yards, and open spaces so that they have a direct visual connection to the 
street and outdoor spaces. 

Finding: Complies 

Discussion: The design includes 11 residential units to be located at the ground floor with 
direct connection to the public sidewalk. The entrances will be comprised of glass storefronts 
with brick surrounds to maximize transparency and create architectural detail. The main 
building entry will include a public courtyard with seating and additional textures to invite 
people to linger in the space and interact directly with the public sidewalk. Each street-facing 
ground floor unit will also have an outdoor space with hardscape and a planting area to 
increase visual interest.   

Condition(s): None 

D.  Large building masses shall be divided into heights and sizes that relate to 
human scale. 

1.  Relate building scale and massing to the size and scale of existing and 
anticipated buildings, such as alignments with established cornice heights, 
building massing, step-backs and vertical emphasis. 

2.  Modulate the design of a larger building using a series of vertical or horizontal 
emphases to equate with the scale (heights and widths) of the buildings in the 
context and reduce the visual width or height. 

 3.  Include secondary elements such as balconies, porches, vertical bays, belt 
courses, fenestration and window reveals. 

4.  Reflect the scale and solid-to-void ratio of windows and doors of the 
established character of the neighborhood or that which is desired in the 
master plan. 

Finding: Complies 

Discussion:  The building uses a horizontal belt course to break up the verticality of the 
building and to create a more human scale. The first two floors use brick and glass, while the 
upper two floors are primarily architectural metal with glass. Despite the additional height, the 
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building has a similar massing to residential development to the north and west. Future 
development in the area would also be allowed up to 45’ through the Design Review process.  
 
The center portion of the building includes a large entry, and the upper two stories include 
communal balconies. These features break up the façade of the building and create a more 
compatible scale. The glass entrances and window pattern reflect the establish pattern in the 
neighborhood. 

Condition(s): None 

E.  Building facades that exceed a combined contiguous building length of two 
hundred feet (200') shall include: 

1.   Changes in vertical plane (breaks in facade) 

2.   Material changes; and 

3.   Massing changes. 

Finding: Not Applicable 

Discussion: The proposed building is less than 200’ in length. 

Condition(s): None 

F.   If provided, privately-owned public spaces shall include at least three (3) of 
the six (6) following elements: 

1.   Sitting space of at least one sitting space for each two hundred fifty (250) square 
feet shall be included in the plaza. Seating shall be a minimum of sixteen inches 
(16") in height and thirty inches (30") in width. Ledge benches shall have a 
minimum depth of thirty inches (30"); 

2.   A mixture of areas that provide seasonal shade; 

 3. Trees in proportion to the space at a minimum of one tree per eight hundred 
(800) square feet, at least two inch (2") caliper when planted; 

4.  Water features or public art; 

5.  Outdoor dining areas; and 

6.  Other amenities not listed above that provide a public benefit. 

Finding: Complies 

Discussion: The project proposes a small courtyard to be located at the main entrance to the 
building. It includes two benches, shade provided by the surrounding trees, and a water 
feature. 

Condition(s): None 

G.   Building height shall be modified to relate to human scale and minimize 
negative impacts. In downtown and in the CSHBD Sugar House Business 
District, building height shall contribute to a distinctive City skyline. 

1.   Human scale: 
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a.   Utilize stepbacks to design a building that relate to the height and scale of 
adjacent and nearby buildings, or where identified, goals for future scale 
defined in adopted master plans. 

b.   For buildings more than three (3) stories or buildings with vertical mixed 
use, compose the design of a building with distinct base, middle and top 
sections to reduce the sense of apparent height. 

2.   Negative impacts: 

a.   Modulate taller buildings vertically and horizontally so that it steps up or 
down to its neighbors. 

b.   Minimize shadow impacts of building height on the public realm and semi-
public spaces by varying building massing. Demonstrate impact from 
shadows due to building height for the portions of the building that are 
subject to the request for additional height. 

c.   Modify tall buildings to minimize wind impacts on public and private 
spaces, such as the inclusion of a wind break above the first level of the 
building. 

3.   Cornices and rooflines: 

a.   Cohesiveness: Shape and define rooflines to be cohesive with the building's 
overall form and composition. 

b. Complement Surrounding Buildings: Include roof forms that complement 
the rooflines of surrounding buildings. 

c.   Green Roof And Roof Deck: Include a green roof and/or accessible roof 
deck to support a more visually compelling roof landscape and reduce 
solar gain, air pollution, and the amount of water entering the 
stormwater system. 

Finding: Complies 

Discussion:  The applicant has stated that the architecture is inspired by the symmetry, 
rhythm, and roofline of the rowhouse project across the street to the west.   
 
Above the first two stories the building has a prominent belt course to create a more human 
scale. The belt course and use of brick on the lower floors gives the building a distinct base that 
creates pedestrian interest. The body of the building is simpler and is comprised of the top two 
floors and features architectural metal siding with fewer details. The top of the building is also 
simple but is comprised of a thicker band above the top windows. 
 
The building and site design help create a transition from the more commercial areas of the 
Ballpark neighborhood to the single-family residential further north. 

Condition(s): None 

H.   Parking and on-site circulation shall be provided with an emphasis on making 
safe pedestrian connections to the sidewalk, transit facilities, or midblock 
walkway. 

Finding: Complies 



PLNPCM2022-00327 18 August 10, 2022 

Discussion: Parking for the building will be accessed from the rear alley. The alley is paved, 
but the asphalt is in poor condition. As part of the building permit, the alley will need to be 
repaved.  The building will include a common entrance as well as individual entrances for the 
ground-floor units that have a direct connection to the public sidewalk. Parking is provided at 
just over .5 stalls per unit, encouraging alternative forms of transit. The Ballpark TRAX station 
is less than two blocks away. 

Condition(s): None 

I.   Waste and recycling containers, mechanical equipment, storage areas, and 
loading docks shall be fully screened from public view and shall incorporate 
building materials and detailing compatible with the building being served. 
Service uses shall be set back from the front line of building or located within 
the structure. (See subsection 21A.37.050K of this title.) 

Finding: Complies 

Discussion: The dumpsters will be located to the rear of the building and will include a 6’ 
masonry enclosure for screening. Any other mechanical or service equipment will be located 
within the building. 

Condition(s): None 

J.   Signage shall emphasize the pedestrian/mass transit orientation. 

1.  Define specific spaces for signage that are integral to building design, such as 
commercial sign bands framed by a material change, columns for blade signs, 
or other clearly articulated band on the face of the building. 

 2. Coordinate signage locations with appropriate lighting, awnings, and other 
projections. 

3.  Coordinate sign location with landscaping to avoid conflicts. 

Finding: Complies 

Discussion: Signage for the building has not been finalized but includes a blade sign and 
monument sign integrated into the water feature to delineate the main entrance of the building 
as well as smaller address signs for the ground floor units. The signage emphasizes the 
pedestrian scale by putting the focus on the individual units and by being located at the ground 
floor. The individual address signs will be located on the horizontal band above the unit 
entrances. Final signage will be subject to the standards for a sign permit. 

Condition(s): None 

K.   Lighting shall support pedestrian comfort and safety, neighborhood image, 
and dark sky goals. 
1.Provide street lights as indicated in the Salt Lake City Lighting Master Plan. 
2.Outdoor lighting should be designed for low-level illumination and to 

minimize glare and light trespass onto adjacent properties and uplighting 
directly to the sky. 

3.Coordinate lighting with architecture, signage, and pedestrian circulation 
to accentuate significant building features, improve sign legibility, and 
support pedestrian comfort and safety. 
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Finding: Complies 

Discussion: Lighting supports dark sky goals by being down lit and by having individual 
controls for all porch lights located within the units.  Lighting is used to present the main 
entrance, illuminate signage, and to highlight the brick columns of the building.   

Condition(s): None 

L.   Streetscape improvements shall be provided as follows: 

1. One street tree chosen from the street tree list consistent with the City's urban 
forestry guidelines and with the approval of the City's Urban Forester shall be 
placed for each thirty feet (30') of property frontage on a street. Existing street 
trees removed as the result of a development project shall be replaced by the 
developer with trees approved by the City's Urban Forester. 

2.  Hardscape (paving material) shall be utilized to differentiate privately-owned 
public spaces from public spaces. Hardscape for public sidewalks shall follow 
applicable design standards. Permitted materials for privately-owned public 
spaces shall meet the following standards: 

a.   Use materials that are durable (withstand wear, pressure, damage), require 
a minimum of maintenance, and are easily repairable or replaceable 
should damage or defacement occur. 

b.   Where practical, as in lower-traffic areas, use materials that allow rainwater 
to infiltrate into the ground and recharge the water table. 

c.   Limit contribution to urban heat island effect by limiting use of dark 
materials and incorporating materials with a high Solar- Reflective Index 
(SRI). 

d.   Utilize materials and designs that have an identifiable relationship to the 
character of the site, the neighborhood, or Salt Lake City. 

e.   Use materials (like textured ground surfaces) and features (like ramps and 
seating at key resting points) to support access and comfort for people of all 
abilities. 

f.   Asphalt shall be limited to vehicle drive aisles.  

Finding: Complies 

Discussion: The proposed landscaping includes street trees spaced no more than 30’. The 
species will be chosen in consultation with the City’s Urban Forester. The site will use pavers 
for the walkways, patios, and plazas space on private property to create a delineation from the 
public sidewalk. Two benches will be provided in the front plaza space to provide seating. Use 
of asphalt will be limited to the parking area only. 

Condition(s): None 
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ATTACHMENT F: Public Process & 
Comments  

Public Notice, Meetings, Comments 

The following is a list of public meetings that have been held, and other public input opportunities, 
related to the proposed project since the applications were submitted: 

• April 28, 2022 – The Ballpark Community Council was sent the 45-day required notice for 
recognized community organizations. 

• April 29, 2022 - Property owners and residents within 300 feet of the development were 
provided early notification of the proposal. 

• May 5, 2022 – The project was discussed during the Ballpark Community Council’s 
regular meeting. The applicant presented the project and Council and community 
members were able to ask questions and provide feedback on the proposal.  

Notice of the public hearing for the proposal included: 

• July 28, 2022 
o Public hearing notice mailed  
o Public notice posted on City and State websites and Planning Division list serve  

• July 29, 2022 
o Public hearing notice sign posted on the property  

 

Public Input: 

The following emails have been received in response to the proposal: 

Email #1 

 I live in the Rowhaus townhomes on West Temple and if the proposed studio-only apartment building proposed 
across the street will remove my view, my light and seriously change the nature of my living space. 
I don't see why they need to go to four floors. Please do not grant them this variance.   

As you know this neighborhood has few homeowners and limited greenspace and amenities. This project is 100 
percent small studios, meaning that people will live in them for a very short time period. This 
project exacerbates this situation and in no way reduces crime, as studies show. 

The master plan still doesn't include more greenspace, a grocery store, or other amenities (library, etc.). Adding 
88 units to the others already coming on 13th south just adds more people to our one very small park. Before 
you allow all these additional apartments, how about setting aside the greenspace and other things you agree 
we need? We are getting all of one and none of the other.  

I enjoyed the meeting but I really felt that the 1135 Collaborative Project did not answer questions posed in the 
chat or orally. It had far more of a "this is a done deal. and you should be grateful we are only doing 4 stories, 
if we wait we can do 8.  

Please count this resident opposed to the height variance and opposed to a tall development on Goetz and very 
concerned about the lack of specifics about how to address our lack of greenspace and other things people will 
need as these buildings keep getting added.  

 

Thank you, 

Fraser Nelson 
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Staff Response: 

The width of West Temple Street and the required setbacks help ensure adequate light are allowed to each 
development. There are currently no requirements for a mix of unit types, commercial uses, or additional 
greenspace with the requested additional building height. Those concerns would need to be addressed in 
the master plan, zoning amendments, or by other regulations. 

 

Email #2 

Planning Commission 

As a business owner located at 1165 Richards St directly east of the location in planning.   

I would like to address the parking provided for the 88 unit apartment.  From the plans provided it does not 
appear there is adequate parking for the amount of apartments proposed.   Can you advise if more parking will 
be required and or are we as business owners in the area going to have to deal will parking problems due to 
inadequate parking proposed by the builder. 

Kim Chaudoin 

 

Staff Response: 

Hi Kim- 

Thanking you for reaching out. The project will be providing 45 parking stalls for the 88 studio unit apartments, 
which is within the requirements of the zoning ordinance. The parking requirement in the CG zone is 1 stall per 
unit but may be reduced by ½ for projects within a ¼ mile to a TRAX station, which this is. So, they are just 
meeting the base requirements and not asking for any reductions. 

Your comments will also be shared with the Planning Commission. 

Thanks- 

ERIC DAEMS 

 

Follow Up from Kim: 

Eric, 

Thank you for the information.   

Sadly I believe that most if not all of the apartments will have a car associated with it and that the parking will be 
impacted.  Developers will do the minimum required with no thought of the consequences of the surrounding 
neighbors.  It does not affect them and they will be long gone Not having to deal with the poor planning on their 
part or the city’s. 

Once the building is built and there is not adequate parking and our business is impacted I guess it will be time to 
move out of the city and find another location for our business. 

Or would the city allow parking signs that state for “Business Parking Only”? 

 

Staff Response:  

Kim- 

I can appreciate your concern, especially with your investment in the neighborhood. As far as the signs, you can 
place them within any private parking areas. On-street parking is public and cannot be reserved for any one 
business, however, you may want to talk to our Transportation department as there may be other options for 
signage such as time limit requirements or the like. Here is the link to their site and it has contact information at 
the top: https://www.slc.gov/transportation/ 

Thanks- 

ERIC DAEMS 

https://www.slc.gov/transportation/


PLNPCM2022-00327 22 August 10, 2022 

ATTACHMENT G: Department Review 
Comments  

This proposal was reviewed by the following departments.  Any requirement identified by a City 
Department is required to be complied with.  

 Engineering: No objections 

 

Zoning: No objections 

The following items are to be addressed prior to issuance of building permits: 

1. Permits for signage should be sought separately according to 21A.46. 

2. Submit landscape plans showing materials, species, size, and locations. Provide table 
showing size and percentage of landscape coverage (21A.48.030) Park strip landscaping 
standards are in 21A.48.060. All landscaping should be water wise and native species and 
drip irrigation should be used where possible.   

3. Any utilities, mechanical equipment, or similar must be on private property and screened 
from public view. Please confirm if an electrical transformer will be needed and if it has 
been approved by Rocky Mountain Power 

 

Fire: No objections 

 

Building: No objections 

 

 Urban Forestry: No objections 

These preliminary plans look acceptable to Urban Forestry standards. I have just a couple of 
clarifying notes. On the final plans that are submitted for review, the eight parkstrip trees shown 
along West Temple St will need to be identified with a specific species that will remain small at 
maturity due to the overhead powerlines. I have attached a list of recommended species that will 
be appropriate for this location. I have also included several documents that describe information 
that we are looking for in our Urban Forestry reviews. One other reminder, all plans that propose 
new tree plantings in the public ROW will require a Tree Planting permit from the Urban Forestry 
Division prior to the approval of the building permit. 

 

Housing Stability: No objections 

The following is the Housing Stability Division’s comments on the Design Review for the proposed 
The Collaborative 1135 development, in relation to Salt Lake City’s Growing SLC: A Five Year 
Housing Plan, 2018-2022. Housing Plan link, 
http://www.slcdocs.com/hand/Growing_SLC_Final_No_Attachments.pdf: 

http://www.slcdocs.com/hand/Growing_SLC_Final_No_Attachments.pdf
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Recommendations: 

• Salt Lake City is committed to increasing the number of residential units, increasing the 
number of affordable units, and increasing equity in housing.  

• Although this proposal would replace an existing commercial building with 88 new studio 
residential units, we encourage the developer to align the design of the proposed 
development with the housing priorities of outlined in the Growing SLC Housing Plan: 

o We encourage the developer to review the City’s available fee waivers and low-
interest loan products that support the development and operations of 
affordable/income-restricted units. https://www.slc.gov/hand/affordable-
residential-development-resources/    

 For example: Code 18.98.060: EXEMPTIONS: “E. The following housing 
may be exempt from the payment of impact fees, to the following extent: 
1. A one hundred percent (100%) exemption shall be granted for rental 
housing for which the annualized rent per dwelling unit does not exceed 
thirty percent (30%) of the annual income of a family whose annual 
income equals sixty percent (60%) of the median income for Salt Lake 
City, as determined by HUD;” 

o We encourage the developer to include units with 3 or 4 bedrooms to provide a 
wider range of rental options for the City and support families with children 
looking to live in the City. 

o We encourage the developer to include units with accommodations and amenities 
in alignment with the Americans with Disabilities Act, such as: elevators, door 
openers, grab bars, and roll-in showers to benefit residents with temporary or 
long-term mobility difficulties. 

 

Public Utilities: No objections 

The following comments are provided for information only and do not provide official project 
review or approval. Comments are provided to assist in design and development by providing 
guidance for project requirements.  

• Design review and acceptance does not provide building or utility permits.   

• Public Utility permit, connection, survey, and inspection fees will apply. 

• Water, Sewer, Street Light and Storm Drain infrastructure will be required for this 
proposed development.  All improvements will be the responsibility of the developers. 

• All utility design and construction must comply with APWA Standards and SLCPU 
Standard Practices, Policies and Ordinances.. 

• All utilities must meet horizontal and vertical clearance requirements.  Water and sewer 
lines require 10 ft minimum horizontal separation and 18” minimum vertical 
separation.  Sewer must maintain 5 ft minimum horizontal separation and 12” vertical 
separation from any non-water utilities. Water must maintain 3 ft minimum horizontal 
separation and 12” vertical separation from any non-sewer utilities.  

https://www.slc.gov/hand/affordable-residential-development-resources/
https://www.slc.gov/hand/affordable-residential-development-resources/
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• Contact SLCPU Street Light Program Manager, Dave Pearson (801-483-6738), for 
information regarding street lights. 

• Utilities cannot cross property lines without appropriate easements and agreements 
between property owners.  This includes public utilities on private property and easements 
between the new lots for utility services. 

• Site utility and grading plans will be required for building permit review. Other plans such 
as erosion control plans and plumbing plans may also be required, depending on the scope 
of work. Submit supporting documents and calculations along with the plans. 

• One culinary water meter is permitted per parcel. If the parcel is larger than 0.5 acres, a 
separate irrigation meter is also permitted. Fire lines will be permitted, as necessary.  Each 
service must have a separate tap to the main. 

• Site stormwater must be collected on site and routed to the public storm drain 
system.  Stormwater cannot discharge across property lines or public sidewalks.  

• The water main in Wet Temple will likely need to be improved as a part of this permit 
between Fremont and Paxton.   Plans submitted must include plan, profile, cost estimate 
and documentation for a main extension agreement and performance bond.   

• LID and stormwater quality treatment is required for this project. 

• Additional offsite improvements to the sewer and storm drain system may be required.  

 

Transportation: Make Corrections 
 
The alley used for access to the parking must be hard surfaced (21.A.44.020.B). Dimension of 
the alley must be provided to ensure there is enough width for two-way travel.  

 

Staff Commentary: The alley is currently paved, but the asphalt is in poor condition. It will need to 
be repaved as part of the building permit. 
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ATTACHMENT C: Minutes from August 10, 2022 
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SALT LAKE CITY PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING 
City & County Building 

451 South State Street, Room 326 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84111 

Wednesday, August 10, 2022 
 
A roll is being kept of all who attended the Planning Commission Meeting. The meeting was called to 
order at approximately 5:30 pm. Audio recordings of the Planning Commission meetings are retained for 
a period of time. These minutes are a summary of the meeting. For complete commentary and 
presentation of the meeting, please visit https://www.youtube.com/c/SLCLiveMeetings.  
 
Present for the Planning Commission meeting were Vice-Chair Maurine Bachman, and Commissioners, 
Brenda Scheer, Aimee Burrows, Rich Tuttle, Andres Paredes, and Mike Christensen. Chairperson Amy 
Barry, Commissioners Andra Ghent, Adrienne Bell, Jon Lee, and Levi de Oliveira were absent. 
 
Staff members present at the meeting were: Planning Director Nick Norris, Planning Manager Casey 
Stewart, Principal Planner Michael McNamee, Principal Planner Rylee Hall, Senior Planner Eric Daems, 
Principal Planner Diana Martinez, and Administrative Assistant David Schupick.   
Senior City Attorney Paul Neilson was also present. 
 
APPROVAL OF THE MINUTES 
 
Commissioner Rich Tuttle moved to approve the minutes.  
Commissioner Mike Christensen seconded the motion.  
Vice-Chair Maurine Bachman, Commissioners Mike Christensen, Andres Paredes, and Rich Tuttle 
all voted “yes”.  
Commissioners Brenda Scheer and Aimee Burrows abstained because of absence from the 
previous meeting.   
The motion passed 4 “yes” votes with 2 abstentions. 

 
REPORT OF THE CHAIR AND VICE CHAIR 
 
Vice-Chair Bachman stated that she had nothing to report, with the exception that Chair Amy Barry was 
out of town. 
 
 
REPORT OF THE DIRECTOR  
 
Planning Director Nick Norris stated that during the last Historic Landmark Commission meeting there was 
an incident involving a staff member that “put a staff member in a position of being unsafe.” New meeting 
protocols will be implemented as a result of the incident: staff will not leave the meeting room to speak with 
applicants in the hallway, and second, the doors to the meeting room will be left open during meetings.  
This means that the practice of discussing “next steps” in the hallway after a meeting will cease. Those 
conversations will take place by phone, or virtually. Nick Norris disclosed that during the meeting in question 
an audience member had closed the meeting room door and somehow, perhaps inadvertently, locked it so 
that the staff member could not return to the room. Henceforth, only security staff or Planning Division 
management staff will be able to close, or lock, the meeting room door. This will only be done to avoid a 
situation such as a hallway disturbance because the Utah Open Meetings Law requires that meeting room 

https://www.youtube.com/c/SLCLiveMeetings
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doors be kept open. The Planning Division is reviewing other measures with the police department and the 
City Attorney’s Office.  
 
Nick Norris noted that the City Council has allocated more funding for increased police presence at all the 
City’s public meetings. He said that there would be strict adherence to meeting decorum because clapping 
or jeering may discourage people with alternative points of view from speaking. 
 
Nick Norris then moved to proposed amendments to the approval process for drive through windows in the 
Sugar House Business District. 
 
Petition Initiation:  Drive Throughs in the CSHBD Zoning District - The Planning Commission will 
discuss initiating a petition to amend the zoning ordinance related to drive thru restaurants in the Sugar 
House Business District.  The Commission may discuss the impact the land use has on the purpose 
statement of the zoning district and the Sugar House Community Plan and whether the land use is 
appropriate in the zoning district. The Commission may vote to initiate a zoning amendment to address 
issues discussed.  (Staff contact: Nick Norris, Planning Director nick.norris@slcgov.com or 801-535-6173) 
 
 
Nick Norris presented a map of Sugar House Business Districts One and Two and described drive through 
windows as being part of restaurants, financial institutions, and retail establishments (primarily 
pharmacies). He reported that the windows appeared on 1100 East 1300 East, 2100 South and Highland 
Drive. He pointed out that the text amendments pertained to what is now a permitted use. 
 
Commissioner Tuttle asked whether the proposal could be extended to the entire City. Director Norris said 
that while it could, there would be a significant change in the scope of work, and therefore, the resources 
required. He speculated that some state legislative action might also be triggered by a City-wide rule 
change. 
 
Commissioner Brenda Scheer asked what the process would be to change the use to conditional use. Nick 
Norris stated that it would be a fairly simple matter to make the change but that the implementation should 
include a review of drive-through-specific regulations, because some locations have serious traffic 
problems, and some do not.  Commissioner Scheer then asked for clarification of the extra staff needed. 
Nick Norris stated that only a small amount of staff time would be involved because as Commissioner 
Scheer pointed out only new projects would be affected. Existing businesses would then be categorized 
as non-conforming and so only limited in changes they might wish to make. Director Norris noted that the 
petition simply starts the process. 
 
Commissioner Scheer said that she was in favor of a petition because the drive throughs are not consistent 
with the vision for the area, but she didn’t see it as a priority. Commissioner Burrows suggested that the 
matter be tabled until the next meeting because the Commissioner who suggested the petition is absent. 
 
Commissioner Aimee Burrows moved to table the petition.  
Commissioner Brenda Scheer seconded the motion.  
Vice-Chair Maurine Bachman, Commissioners Mike Christensen, Aimee Burrows, Andres Paredes, 
Brenda Scheer and Rich Tuttle all voted “yes”.  
The motion passed unanimously. 
 
PLANNING COMMISSION DISCUSSION - The Commissioners may discuss planning, zoning, and 
general land use items that are not listed on the agenda. This discussion will be limited to no more than 
10 minutes. There is no public discussion associated with this item. 
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The Commissioners had nothing to discuss. 
 
BRIEFINGS: 
 
ADU Amendments Briefing - The Planning Commission will receive a briefing from Michael McNamee, 
the assigned planner, on the proposed amendments to the Accessory Dwelling Unit (ADU) Ordinance. The 
amendments are proposed to eliminate the conditional use requirement for detached ADUs and update 
additional regulations on where ADUs can be located, the size limitations, setbacks and height of ADUs. 
This would be a city-wide change. (Staff contact: Michael McNamee, Principal Planner, at 801-535-7226 
or michael.mcnamee@slcgov.com) Case Number: PLNPCM2022-00475 
  
Principal Planner Michael McNamee reviewed the petition as outlined in the staff report. He explained that 
since the current ordinance was passed in 2018 and until shortly after it changed at the end of 2021, a total 
of 30 ADUs have been constructed, and 28 ADUs are in some phase of approval, or construction. He said 
that the proposed rules remove perceived impediments to ADU construction and aligns the City ordinance 
with requirements in HB 82, which passed the Utah Legislature in 2021. As of the effective date of that bill 
the City became unable to enforce many ADU requirements, notably the conditional use status for internal 
ADUs. This proposal would remove the conditional use requirement for all ADUs.  
 
Michael McNamee also noted the expensive and lengthy approval process would be removed. Many 
permitting requirements related to bulk, height and yard areas would be retained. He explained that the 
research conducted to draft the proposal including using American Planning Association-approved 
sources. He said Community Councils have been involved in the process and public comments have been 
received, most of them favorable. Some Community Councils have “expressed some reservations, but 
positive feedback overall.” 
 
Michael McNamee stated that the proposal would allow ADUs in most areas of the City with the exception 
of manufacturing, and certain special purpose districts. Multifamily properties would be permitted to have 
an ADU onsite. 
 
Michael McNamee said that staff is asking the Commission to consider whether the owner-occupancy 
requirement should be retained. He described it as “very popular” amongst members of the public and 
community councils, in particular. However, he stated that the requirement is “counter to the goal of 
increasing ADUs” and may have unintended consequences. He gave the example of a property owner 
leaving a property that he continued to own. In such a situation the renter would have to be evicted. 
 
Commissioner Brenda Scheer asked questions about how an ADU could be allowed in a non-residential 
zone.  Principal Planner Michael McNamee and Director Nick Norris explained that the ADU expansion 
areas currently allow residential housing but ADUs have not been allowed. Examples could range from an 
ADU outside a business to a residence above a business. 
 
 Michael McNamee explained the changes in height and size allowances. The proposal keeps the same 
17-foot maximum height but does not tie height to a relationship to the principal structure. In cases of 
increased setback, a height of 24 feet could be allowed, however, required minimum setbacks will be 
reduced for the standard height. 
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New requirements for windows, walkways and lighting are included in the proposal for ADUs located near 
public alleys. Other requirements for balconies, porches, patios and decks have been made clearer. 
Parking requirements have been made more permissive in certain situations. 
 
Michael McNamee said clearer language regarding short-term rental restrictions and definitions has been 
added. 
 
Commissioner Aimee Burrows recalled a situation in which approval was given to an ADU that was 
technically over the size limit, but the owner claimed that part of the structure would be used for storage. 
Michael McNamee said that the issue would be reviewed.  Brenda Scheer suggested the solution might be 
the definition of livable space should include storage space that could be easily converted to livable space. 
Commissioner Burrows also asked whether the Planning Commission had ever denied an ADU. Michael 
McNamee said that it had not. City Attorney Paul Nielson agreed.  
 
Commissioner Aimee Burrows stated that she thought that the owner-occupied provision should be 
retained. She was happy to see clearer language on short-term rental because her opinion was that 
“everybody” is concerned with better enforcement of those rentals. Nick Norris explained that current code 
could potentially allow ADUs as short-term rental if a zoning district allows hotels or motels but creating a 
definition of short-term-rental ADU means that “it becomes its own use” thereby enabling it to be specifically 
disallowed. Nick Norris said that the new use will not even appear on the land use tables.  Commissioner 
Burrow asked for confirmation that no ADU could be a short-term rental under the proposal. Nick Norris 
confirmed that would be the case and clarified, that, in fact, because there have been no approvals of 
ADUs in areas that are zoned for hotels and motels, there would be no situation in which an ADU that 
would be allowed to continue the practice. He said that currently, there are simply no legally- existing short-
term rental ADUs. 
 
 
Commissioner Brenda Scheer agreed with Commissioner Burrows position on maintaining the rule on 
mandating owner-occupancy for properties with ADUs although she said that she saw no way to enforce 
the rule. She asked for clarification on changes in allowable window sizes. Nick Norris explained that 
changes were intended to protect neighbor privacy and so the regulations vary depending upon the 
orientation of a window, distance from a property line, and whether it occupies a first, or second, story of 
an ADU. A minimum size sufficient for egress is permitted on windows otherwise too close to a property 
line, or on a second story. Window size limits for other elevations have been removed. Commissioner 
Scheer also questioned the requirement of an “operable” next to an alley as a security concern. Michael 
McNamee said that the window requirement is based on the same logic as TSA scoring standards, in that 
a window is considered a security feature. At Commissioner Scheer’s request, Nick Norris agreed to state 
all changes more clearly in the proposal. 
 
Commissioner Scheer suggested that the more realistic number of feet allowed for on-street parking would 
be 22 rather than 20 feet. She also stated that alley fencing might “become an issue” and suggested a 
“transparent” gate might be helpful. She later stated that the mandate for a gate from the alley was probably 
a good idea. Nick Norris stated that alley “activation” is a point of controversy because fencing serves the 
function of security as well as privacy.  
 
 
Commissioner Andres Paredes stated that he agrees the owner occupancy requirements for ADUs on the 
premises of a private residence. 
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Nick Norris asked when the Commission would like to review the requested changes and hold a public 
hearing. The consensus response was that the issue should return as soon as it could be put on an agenda 
without a long list of hearing items. 
 
PUBLIC HEARINGS 
 
Conditional Use Permit for ADU at approximately 2156 S Oneida St - Tracy Stocking, property owner 
representative, is requesting approval for a conditional use permit to allow a detached ADU (Accessory 
Dwelling Unit) on property located at approximately 2156 South Oneida Street. The proposed ADU will 
be within a new, detached accessory structure located to the rear of the existing house on the property. 
The proposed ADU would measure approximately 606 SF in size and 16 feet in height. The subject 
property is zoned R-1-12000 (Single Family Residential) zoning district and is located within Council 
District 7, represented by Amy Fowler. (Staff contact: Rylee Hall, Principal Planner, at (801) 535-6308 or 
rylee.hall@slcgov.com). Case number PLNPCM2022-00387 
 
Principal Planner Rylee Hall reviewed the petition as outlined in the staff report and stated that the staff 
recommends a favorable recommendation. She said that the ADU would be at least 20 feet from any 
neighboring primary dwelling and 28 feet from the primary dwelling on the same lot. The two ADU 
entrances will not be visible from the street. The primary entrance faces to rear of the primary dwelling. 
The total square footage coverage of the footprints of all structures on the lot would be well bellow the 
35 percent maximum allowed for the zone. On street parking is available and permitted. The property is 
within a quarter of a mile of a bus stop. Parking for the primary dwelling is available in the existing 
detached garage and driveway. 
 
Commissioner Aimee Burrows asked for clarification on standards for allowable lot size in the R1-12,000 
zones. Rylee Hall responded that the lot is slightly smaller than standard, but that size was approved at 
the time that the subdivision was approved. 
 
The Tracy Stocking, project architect, speaking on behalf of the property owners stated that the ADU 
meets all the current requirements for legal ADU’s. He commended Rylee Hall for her assistance with 
project development. He stated that the project meets current restrictions, which are more restrictive than 
the proposal discussed in the previous agenda item. He added that he lived about “a couple of hundred 

feet away.” 
 
Hearing no Commission questions vice-chair Maurine Bachman opened the public hearing. 
 
PUBLIC HEARING  
 
Vice-chair Maurine Bachman opened the public hearing. 
 
Judy Short – speaking on behalf of the Sugar House Community Council. She described the ways in 
which the Sugar House Community Council notified the neighborhood-by flyer, website information, 
website questionnaire, and Community Council meeting agenda item.  Of the five written comments 
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received, four were strongly in favor, one was strongly opposed. No one spoke against the proposal at 
the Sugar House Community Council meeting. 
 
Vice-chair Maurine Bachman closed the public hearing. 
  
Commissioner Brenda Scheer cited a comment submitted to the Commission and asked whether it would 
be legal for the property owner to run a floral business out of the ADU. Principal Planner Rylee Hall stated 
that it would be a legal use. She added that in 2021 the homeowner’s application for such a wedding 

planning and floral business was approved. The applicant has informed staff that the ADU may be used 
on an “occasional” basis for the business use--including storage--when the unit is “not occupied.”  

Commissioner Scheer then stated “…that kind of thing” should be in the staff report.  
 
Commissioner Aimee Burrows praised Judy Short’s plans to circulate a letter explaining how to report 
illegal use of ADU’s and other issues. She recommended sharing the letter with all community councils. 
 
MOTION 
 
Commissioner Mike Christensen stated, “Based on the analysis and findings in the staff report, 
the information presented, and the input received during the public hearing, I move that the 
Planning Commission approve the Conditional Use for the ADU, petition PLNPCM2022-00387.” 
 
Commissioner Aimee Burrows seconded the motion.  
Vice-Chair Maurine Bachman, Commissioners Aimee Burrows, Mike Christensen, Andres 
Paredes, Brenda Scheer, and Rich Tuttle all voted “yes”.  
The motion passed unanimously.  
 
Collaborative 1135 Design Review at approximately 1135 South West Temple - Todd Charlton, of 
Defy Colabs the property owner, is requesting Design Review approval for the Collaborative 1135 
apartments. The proposal is for a 4-story, 88-unit apartment building located at address listed above. The 
property is in the CC (Commercial Corridor) zoning district. The project requires Design Review approval 
as it is proposed as 45' tall. Buildings over 30' tall, and up to 45' tall, are permitted only with Design 
Review approval by the Planning Commission. (Staff contact: Eric Daems, Senior Planner, at (801) 535-
7236 or eric.daems@slcgov.com). Case number PLNPCM2022-00327 
 
Senior Planner Eric Daems reviewed the petition as outlined in the staff report. Staff recommends design 
review approval of the request for a 15-foot height increase. The additional landscaping proposed 
exceeds the requirement for the height increase. The proposed use is 88 market-rate studio units with 
45 parking stalls, which is the allowable minimum when in close proximity to mass transit. Eric Daems 
presented the project as meeting the goals of several City and local area plans. 
 
The applicants, Jake Williams and Todd Charlton, designers representing the developer, noted that a 
safety features included in the designs is the street-level entrances with courtyards providing a focus on 
pedestrians. They also stated that the design complemented that design of nearby row houses. Also 
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noted was the fact that they have another project under construction in the neighborhood, and that it 
received a positive reaction from the community council. 
  
Commissioner Aimee Burrows asked for clarification of the access points to ground floor units. The 
designers explained that access to the building itself would be by key code and that a central corridor 
would separate those 11 first-floor units with a street-side entrance, and those 11 with parking area 
entrances. Landscaping may include fencing for each ground-level entrance. Designers also explained 
that upper-level units would have a street-facing lounge area on each floor.  
 
In response to a question from Commissioner Brenda Scheer, designers reported that all units meet ADA 
requirements, and “a certain amount” are handicapped-designated. Commissioner Scheer than asked 
about the status of a similar Housing Authority of Salt Lake City project nearby that has similar features, 
but larger units. Director Norris said that an extension for modification had been granted by the Planning 
Commission, approximately in December, and that he did not know the current status of the proposal. 
Commissioner Scheer then asked whether any of the units would be considered affordable. The response 
was that there would be no subsidized units, however, the smaller size of the units would target renters 
below 80% AMI. They also stated that their other project in the area was “a tax credit project” that “hit all 

incomes.”  
 
Commissioner Burrows then asked whether the 45-foot height was consistent with other nearby buildings. 
Eric Daems stated that it was not, but that it is “an area in transition.” Applicants noted that their “other 

project” on 1300 South is “60 feet.”  
 
PUBLIC HEARING  
 
Vice-chair Maurine Bachman opened the public hearing.  
Seeing no one wished to speak she closed the public hearing. 
 
MOTION 
 
Commissioner Mike Christensen stated, “Based on the findings listed in the staff report, the 
information presented, and the input received during the public hearing, I move that the Planning 
Commission approve the Design Review request for the Collaborative 1135 project located at 
approximately 1135 South West Temple for petition PLNPCM2022-00327.” 
 
Commissioner Andres Paredes seconded the motion.  
Vice-Chair Maurine Bachman, Commissioners Aimee Burrows, Mike Christensen, Andres 
Paredes, Brenda Scheer, and Rich Tuttle, all voted “yes”.  
The motion passed unanimously.  
 
Bolanos Subdivision - Preliminary Subdivision Plat, Planned Development and Conditional Use 
at approximately 918 So. 1500 West - The property owner, Victoria Bolanos, is requesting three 
application approvals for the property at the stated location.  The project proposes to subdivide the 
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existing lot into two-lots.  The total site is approximately .24 acres (10,454 SF).  The proposed project is 
subject to the following applications: 

a. Preliminary Subdivision Plat - to subdivide the property into two-lots.  Case number 
PLNSUB2022-00248 

b. Planned Development - Seeking modifications to the lot width requirement: Lot width 
modification from 50 feet to 42.93 feet on Lot 1, and 47.63 feet on Lot 2. Case number 
PLNPCM2022-00250 

c. Conditional Use - for a detached Accessory Dwelling Unit (ADU) to be built on Lot 2 in 
the rear yard, detached from the existing dwelling. The proposed ADU will have an 
approximate square footage of 345 square feet and will be 11 feet tall.  Case number 
PLNPCM2022-00249 

 
The project is located within the R-1-5,000 (Residential) zoning district within Council District 2, 
represented by Alejandro Puy (Staff contact: Diana Martinez at 801-535-7215 or 
diana.martinez@slcgov.com). 

 
Principal Planner Diana Martinez reviewed the petition as outlined in the staff report. She stated that the 
proposal “generally meets all standards except for lot width,” and later pointed out that the requested 
allowed widths are “very compatible” with other lots in the area.  The width modifications would be the 
exceptions of 42.93 feet, instead of 50 feet, on lot one, and 47.63 feet, instead of 50 feet on lot two. 
Another modification needed for the subdivision would be the placement of the driveway for lot two. The 
proposed new property line between the two lots would split the existing driveway and the applicant has 
chosen not to have a shared driveway. She has opted to move the driveway to the north of lot two where 
she plans to continue to live. Moving the driveway would require another modification from the standard 
18 feet to 13 feet in driveway length. The buffer between the driveway and the property line will be about 
a foot. The option of moving an existing fence does not apply in this case because the applicant does not 
own the fence. 
 
This property abuts a usable alley to the south adjacent to the 9-Line Trail. An alley on the west side is 
not usable. 
 
Another request is for an 11-foot ADU to the rear of lot two, which has the existing dwelling on it. The 
ADU would be approximately 345 square feet plus porch space. It meets the current proportional square 
footage requirements between structures on the same lot.  Parking is available for the ADU on 1500 
West, or in the alleyway. Diana Martinez recommends approval with one condition.  She noted that the 
initial condition, that the existing shipping container be removed from the property prior to building permit 
application, has been altered to state that the container be moved to a compliant location on lot two so 
that it can be used for storage. 
 
Commissioner Paredes asked for clarification on the driveway options for the new lot. Diana Martinez 
said that the owner could make use of the existing curb cut or use the alleyway to the south. There was 
later discussion as to whether an exemption would be needed for a new driveway using the existing curb 
cut that was unresolved, but tied to the angle of the replacement driveway. 
 

mailto:diana.martinez@slcgov.com
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Commissioner Burrows asked why the applicant needs an exception when “everyone else” has a 

driveway one foot from the property line. Director Norris said that it is a current standard for new 
development. Exceptions are based upon an inability to comply, or an advantage to non-compliance. 
This means that the Planning Commission has the authority to “modify almost any zoning regulation 
through planned development.” He speculated that the driveway of the duplex next door is probably about 
a foot from the property line because of the rules existing at the time of construction, and that would be 
true of the existing driveway. The proposed placement of the new lot two driveway would be next to the 
duplex driveway. Each would be about a foot from the property line. The new lot could use the curb cuts, 
for a driveway or use the alley entrance.  
 
The applicant Victoria Bolanos stated that she would build on lot one and live in lot two with the ADU in 
the rear. 
 
PUBLIC HEARING  
 
Vice-chair Maurine Bachman opened the public hearing.  
Seeing no one wished to speak she closed the public hearing. 
 
MOTION 
 
Commissioner Brenda Scheer stated, “Based on the information in the staff report, the 
information presented, and the input received during the public hearing, I move that the 
Commission approve the Bolanos Preliminary Subdivision Plat PLNSUB2022- 00248 be approved 
with the condition listed in the staff presentation.” Condition in staff’s presentation: Prior to final 

subdivision plat approval, the container to be moved to a complaint location or be removed from 
the property if it will result in over-coverage of accessory buildings. 
 
Commissioner Mike Christensen seconded the motion.  
Vice-Chair Maurine Bachman, Commissioners Aimee Burrows, Mike Christensen, Andres 
Paredes, Brenda Scheer and Rich Tuttle all voted “yes”.  
The motion passed unanimously.  
 
Commissioner Brenda Scheer stated, “Based on the information in the staff report, the 
information presented, and the input received during the public hearing, I move that the 
Commission approve Bolanos Planned Development PLNPCM2022-00250.” 
 
Commissioner Mike Christensen seconded the motion.  
Vice-Chair Maurine Bachman, Commissioners Aimee Burrows, Mike Christensen, Andres 
Paredes, Brenda Scheer and Rich Tuttle all voted “yes”.  
The motion passed unanimously.  
 
Commissioner Brenda Scheer stated, “Based on the information in the staff report, the 
information presented, and the input received during the public hearing, I move that the 
Commission approve Bolanos Conditional Use application PLNPCM2022-00249.” 
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Commissioner Mike Christensen seconded the motion.  
Vice-Chair Maurine Bachman, Commissioners Aimee Burrows, Mike Christensen, Andres 
Paredes, Brenda Scheer and Rich Tuttle all voted “yes”.  
The motion passed unanimously.  
 
Lincoln Street Subdivision - Preliminary Subdivision Plat, Planned Development at approximately 
1492 S. Lincoln Street - The property owner, Janae Briggs, is requesting a Preliminary Subdivision Plat 
approval and a Planned Development approval for the property located at 1492 S. Lincoln Street. The 
subject property is approximately 0.32 acres (13,939 square feet) in lot size. The proposed application is 
subject to the following applications:  

d. Preliminary Subdivision Plat - to subdivide the existing lot into two lots. Case Number 
PLNSUB2022-00341  

e. Planned Development - approval is required for the reduction in the lot width from the 
required 50 foot to 49 feet on Lot 1, and to 41 feet on Lot 2. Case Number PLNPCM2022-
00378 

 
The project is located in the R-1-5,000 zoning district within Council District 5, represented by 
Darin Mano (Staff contact: Diana Martinez at 801-535-7215 or diana.martinez@slcgov.com). 

 
Principal Planner Diana Martinez reviewed the petition as outlined in the staff report. The current staff 
position is approval without conditions. Previous issues regarding the garage have been resolved. Like 
the previous agenda item, two lots are created by dividing the original lot. Lot one will be 49 feet wide 
and lot two will be 41 feet wide. Like the previous item, one lot would be vacant. Diana Martinez showed 
a diagram of several housing lots in the near the property that have widths well-below 50 feet. 
 
Brenda Scheer asked if the applicant’s intention is to sell the lot. The applicants, JaNae Briggs and her 
sister Rhonda Dressen, stated that that it would be their intention to sell the lot “eventually.”  
 
Hearing no further questions from the Commission vice-chair Bachman opened the public hearing. 
 
PUBLIC HEARING  
 
Judi Short-lives in the Emerson neighborhood and represents the Sugar House Community Council. This 
matter is within East Liberty Community Organization boundaries, but the representative for ELPCO did 
not receive the email notice. Judy Short said that she wrote a letter of support for the project. She said 
that the ELPCO representative told her he agreed with her letter, however, she does not know whether 
he has written a letter of support to the Commission. She is happy to see such a large lot vacant. This 
project has made her consider doing something similar on her double-lot property. 
 
Marie Midboe-has lived directly to the south for 20 years. She stated disapproval of the application. She 
purchased her property based on information that the property is not subdividable. She stated that new 
construction, will be built next to her bedroom window. She would not be opposed to an ADU in the rear 
of the property. Also critical of the way that the subject property has been maintained.  



 
 
 

Salt Lake City Planning Commission August 10, 2022 Page 11 
 

 
Michel Worthheimer-former tenant of the applicant stated disapproval of the application. Also critical of 
the way in which the subject property has been maintained. Cited 25% rent increase. Reminded the 
Commission that it is not clear whether the lot will be sold, or retained as rental. 
 
Steven Shake-resident who owns “multiple houses on the street” He stated that neighbors are concerned 

about the possibility of multifamily homes being built on the new lot. He said that he was “neutral” on 

other points raised by neighbors because available information was “ambiguous.” 
 
Jennifer Olsen-Forty-year resident living directly across from the proposed vacant lot. Opposed to 
multifamily development on the vacant lot because there are existing problems related to fourplexes 
scattered throughout the neighborhood. She repeated concerns about the “ambiguity” of the applicant’s 

intentions. And affirmed prior statements related to poor maintenance of the property. 
 
Seeing no other comments, Vice-Chairperson Maurine Bachman closed the public hearing, and asked 
Diana Martinez what potential there would be for the development of a multifamily property on the site. 
 
Diana Martinez clarified that the subdivision application submitted does not allow for multifamily 
development however, some people may  have been confused by the option for a “condominium” on the 
application. The neighborhood zoning is R1-5,000 single family, low density and it is unlikely that the 
zoning will change because of the master plan. At the request of Vice-Chairperson Bachman, the 
applicant stated that her intentions are to keep the property as a single-family home.  
 
Commissioner Aimee Burrows clarifying for the public that lot widths would be 49 and 50 feet so the lots 
would remain “pretty big” especially compared with other lots and that the owner’s intent was not a 

consideration in decision-making. She also stated that the homeowner who believed that her property 
could not be subdivided was somehow misinformed because all standards can change and exceptions 
to those standards are always possible.   
 
Commissioner Brenda Scheer agreed. Commissioner Burrows encouraged members of the public to 
make complaints not related to Planning Commission oversight to the correct City entities. 
 
MOTION 
 
Commissioner Aimee Burrows stated, “Based on the information in the staff report, the 
information presented, and the input received during the public hearing, I move that the 
Commission approve the Lincoln Street Preliminary Subdivision Plat PLNSUB2022-00341 with no 
conditions.”  
 
Commissioner Mike Christensen seconded the motion.  
Vice-Chair Maurine Bachman, Commissioners Aimee Burrows, Mike Christensen, Andres 
Paredes, Brenda Scheer, and Rich Tuttle, and all voted “yes”.  
The motion passed unanimously.  
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Commissioner Aimee Burrows stated, “Based on the information in the staff report, the 
information presented, and the input received during the public hearing, I move that the 
Commission approve the Planned Development applications and PLNPCM2022-00378.” 
 
Commissioner Mike Christensen seconded the motion.  
Vice-Chair Maurine Bachman, Commissioners Aimee Burrows, Mike Christensen, Andres 
Paredes, Brenda Scheer, and Rich Tuttle, all voted “yes”.  
The motion passed unanimously.  
 
Commissioner Aimee Burrows expressed support for Director Norris new strategies for meeting security. 
She also referred to prior requests for language changes in the motions to more correctly reflect issues 
or conditions resulting from public hearings. 
 
The meeting adjourned at 7:36 PM.  
 
For Planning Commission agendas, staff reports, and minutes, visit the Planning Division’s website at 
slc.gov/planning/public-meetings. Staff Reports will be posted the Friday prior to the meeting and minutes 
will be posted two days after they are ratified, which usually occurs at the next regularly scheduled 
meeting of the Planning Commission.  
 



PLNPCM2022-00327 10 May 24, 2023 

ATTACHMENT D: Updated Department Review 
Comments  

This proposal was reviewed by the following departments.  Any requirement identified by a City 
Department is required to be complied with.  

 Engineering: No objections 

 

Zoning: No objections 

The following items are to be addressed prior to issuance of building permits: 

1. Permits for signage should be sought separately according to 21A.46. 
2. Submit landscape plans showing materials, species, size, and locations. Provide table showing 

size and percentage of landscape coverage (21A.48.030) Park strip landscaping standards are 
in 21A.48.060. All landscaping should be waterwise and native species and drip irrigation 
should be used where possible.   

3. Any utilities, mechanical equipment, or similar must be on private property and screened 
from public view. Please confirm if an electrical transformer will be needed and if it has been 
approved by Rocky Mountain Power. 

 

Fire: No objections 

 

Building: No objections 

 

 Urban Forestry: No objections 

 

Housing Stability: No objections 

The following is the Housing Stability Division’s comments on the Design Review for the proposed The 
Collaborative 1135 development, in relation to Salt Lake City’s Growing SLC: A Five Year Housing 
Plan, 2018-2022. Housing Plan link, 
http://www.slcdocs.com/hand/Growing_SLC_Final_No_Attachments.pdf: 

 

Recommendations: 

• Salt Lake City is committed to increasing the number of residential units, increasing the 
number of affordable units, and increasing equity in housing.  

• Although this proposal would replace an existing commercial building with 88 new studio 
residential units, we encourage the developer to align the design of the proposed development 
with the housing priorities of outlined in the Growing SLC Housing Plan: 

o We encourage the developer to review the City’s available fee waivers and low-interest 
loan products that support the development and operations of affordable/income-
restricted units. https://www.slc.gov/hand/affordable-residential-development-
resources/    

http://www.slcdocs.com/hand/Growing_SLC_Final_No_Attachments.pdf
https://www.slc.gov/hand/affordable-residential-development-resources/
https://www.slc.gov/hand/affordable-residential-development-resources/
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 For example: Code 18.98.060: EXEMPTIONS: “E. The following housing 
may be exempt from the payment of impact fees, to the following extent: 1. A 
one hundred percent (100%) exemption shall be granted for rental housing 
for which the annualized rent per dwelling unit does not exceed thirty 
percent (30%) of the annual income of a family whose annual income equals 
sixty percent (60%) of the median income for Salt Lake City, as determined 
by HUD;” 

o We encourage the developer to include units with 3 or 4 bedrooms to provide a wider 
range of rental options for the City and support families with children looking to live 
in the City. 

o We encourage the developer to include units with accommodations and amenities in 
alignment with the Americans with Disabilities Act, such as: elevators, door openers, 
grab bars, and roll-in showers to benefit residents with temporary or long-term 
mobility difficulties. 

 

Public Utilities: No objections 

New Comment: Covered parking area drains are required to be treated to remove solids and oils 
prior to discharge to the sanitary sewer. These drains cannot be discharged to the storm drain. 
Use a sand/oil separator or similar device. A sampling location must be provided and located 
downstream of the device and upstream of any other connections.  Please include the sand/oil 
separator, sampling manhole, and all associated piping on this plan.   

 

Transportation: No objections 
 


	PLNPCM2022-00327-Memo - Collaborative 1135- DR Modifications May 2023.pdf
	REQUEST:
	ACTION REQUIRED:
	RECOMMENDATION:
	ATTACHMENTS:
	BACKGROUND
	APPLICANTS REQUESTED MODIFICATIONS

	DISCUSSION
	NEXT STEPS
	ATTACHMENT A:   Applicant Submittal Information


	Explanation.pdf
	NEW WEST TEMPLE AND RICHARDS ROAD2_050223.pdf
	Additional Landscape West Temple Richards.pdf
	PLNPCM2022-00327-Memo - Collaborative 1135- DR Modifications May 2023
	NEXT STEPS
	ATTACHMENT B: Original Planning Commission Staff Report August 10, 2022


	Collaborative 1135 Design Review Staff Report- PLNPCM2022-00327.pdf
	Staff Report - The Collaborative Design Review- Final.pdf
	REQUEST:
	RECOMMENDATION:
	ATTACHMENTS:
	PROJECT DESCRIPTION
	APPROVAL PROCESS AND COMMISSION AUTHORITY
	KEY CONSIDERATIONS
	Consideration 1: How the proposal helps implements city goals and policies identified in adopted plans
	Consideration 2: Mitigation of the additional height due to site and building design elements

	STAFF RECOMMENDATION
	NEXT STEPS
	ATTACHMENT A:   Vicinity Map
	ATTACHMENT B: Plan Set
	ATTACHMENT C: Property and Vicinity Photos
	ATTACHMENT D: CC Zoning Standards
	ATTACHMENT E: Design Review Standards
	ATTACHMENT F: Public Process & Comments
	Public Notice, Meetings, Comments
	Public Input:
	ATTACHMENT G: Department Review Comments

	Engineering: No objections
	Zoning: No objections
	Fire: No objections
	Building: No objections
	Urban Forestry: No objections
	Housing Stability: No objections
	Public Utilities: No objections
	Transportation: Make Corrections


	1135 West Temple_033022.pdf

	PLNPCM2022-00327-Memo - Collaborative 1135- DR Modifications May 2023
	NEXT STEPS
	ATTACHMENT C: Minutes from August 10, 2022


	PC08.10.2022minutes.pdf
	PLNPCM2022-00327-Memo - Collaborative 1135- DR Modifications May 2023
	NEXT STEPS
	ATTACHMENT D: Updated Department Review Comments
	Engineering: No objections
	Zoning: No objections
	Fire: No objections
	Building: No objections
	Urban Forestry: No objections
	Housing Stability: No objections
	Public Utilities: No objections
	Transportation: No objections





