














































 
Ivory Concept Plans side-by-side Comparison 

 

 

45 dwellings      35 dwellings 

25 lots       20 lots 

27 structures      26 structures 

Current FR-3 zoning permits 11 lots 

Revised Ivory design remains cluttered and overly dense 



                                                                                                                    
                                                                                                                    7 th February 2021 
Dear Chris, 
                        RE . Ivory Homes Petition to Rezone 675 North F Street 
  
 It was good to see you at the GACC meeting last Wednesday.  I note that you will be meeting 
with Ivory shortly and doubted that you have yet had time to review the 202 page submission 
from them. We have reviewed this in detail and thought it might be useful to share a few 
thoughts with you ahead of your meeting. 
 
Firstly, we find it deeply disappointing that Ivory has chosen to ignore the opinion of Avenues 
residents. With over 2100 Greater Avenues residents signing a petition opposing rezoning,100+ 
writing letters objecting and a 688 to 4 vote against rezoning at the August GACC, there could 
not have been a more emphatic rejection of Ivory’s rezoning proposal from the people most 
impacted by their plan. 
 
In our opinion the latest concept plan is still overly dense - it has 35 residences, 20 lots and 26 
structures on a plot that would under current zoning allow 11 lots. From an aesthetic and 
environmental perspective this proposal is cluttered, overly dense and does not fit with existing 
development. Attached is a slide showing the original and revised concept plans side by side. I 
think you will agree it's hard to tell the difference. 
 
Ivory has blitzed their 202 page treatise to the Mayor, City Council, Planning Commission and 
Planning Division. Much of their new submission is factually incorrect and misleading but few 
will read it in its entirety and on the surface it looks impressive. For example, they highlight 
selected sections of the City’s Five -Year Development Plan but totally ignore all the sections 
that clearly state the need for high density development to be in “walkable” areas of the City with 
easy access to a range of amenities and mass transit options. Those of us familiar with the 
vicinity, and I include you in that category, know this is not such a location but many city officials 
will not. Over the course of the next few weeks we will provide you with many other examples of 
shortcomings and inaccuracies in Ivory’s proposal. 
 
We are well aware of the severe housing shortage facing the City and are not opposed to a 
reasonable increase in density. Nor are we opposed to ADU’s; you may recall that in earlier 
presentations we suggested that if Ivory wanted to build ADU’s they could do so under FR-3 in 
combination with the 2018 ADU Ordinance without rezoning. All of the benefits in terms of 
expanded housing options they claim for the project can be accomplished by building ADU’s 
under current zoning, not overburdening the lot or adjacent neighborhood. 
 
Chris, when we last met in July 2020 you stressed that there is a process and that it would not 
be appropriate for you to express opinions ahead of the Planning Commission recommendation. 
We have respected that and not bugged you since then, however, we now see Ivory engaging 
in a very aggressive manner lobbying all the city officials and we can no longer remain passive. 
 



We would like to request that you meet again with our organisation via a Zoom call. Would you 
be available some afternoon during the week of February 15th. Monday February 15th at 3-00 
PM would be ideal for us but we will make every effort to be available whatever day and time 
that week works for you. 
 
 Thanks again for all you do for the City, I hope 2021 is not quite as challenging as 2020. 
 
   Best regards, 
  
   Peter Wright 
   Chair the Preserve Our Avenues Zoning Coalition 
 
 
 
 



2-10-2021 

 

To whom it may concern, 

 

I have reviewed Ivory’s revised proposal and remain opposed to the rezoning of 675 North F Street.  
My home is on the west side of this property and their revision is even worse than the first.  They 
plan to build homes almost right next to my backyard with zero greenspace and once again when 
we built our home we did not think zoning on our backyard would change as it has been a part of 
Salt Lake City’s master plan for years.  Nothing has changed in the avenues except Ivory wants to 
change the zoning to make more money.  Please respect the people that already live here and do 
not change the zoning. 

 

Tyler and Ann Marie Jack 

 

SLC, UT 84103 



Date/Time Opened Contact Name Comment

2/10/2021 11:46 Calvin Dittmore

As someone who lives in the glendale area I drive past the fleet block 

everyday. I would like to keep the public land zoning of the block and 

utilize it to honor the citizens killed by police officers. Building more 

unaffordable housing would disgrace the good work being done 

currently with the murals. I propose another free water station, a 

warming station for our unsheltered community (see examples from 

cities like Chicago) and potential public space opportunies for 

landscape art or things like a pickleball court. Housing prices will 

continue to rise as our population grows here in Utah. to create nature 

and public oriented spaces is the right move for our city as 

gentrification will naturally take effect on the westside. In conclusion: 

Adjust the block in a way to keep honoring people killed by police. 

Create a space for public recreation and outreach. Thank you




