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KEY ELEMENTS:

A. Key points in the Administration’s transmittal are the following:
1. The petitioner is requesting that Salt Lake City vacate the northern half of the east/west
portion of the alley located adjacent to the property at 2553 Dearborn.
2. The petitioner is making this request in order to rebuild and expand an existing garage
on this portion of the alley. The petitioner has not submitted plans for this new garage

to the City for review.

3. There are 4 single-family residences that abut the alleyway, which is a dead-end. If the
full width and length of the alleyway was vacated (per Council policy - see Master Plans
and Policy Considerations Item D), that would deny access to the only off-street parking
for the property located at 1469 Stratford, and would deny access to the secondary
garage located at 1477 Stratford.

4. See attached aerial photograph/diagram of the requested alley vacation.

5. The following are key points of history involved in this alley vacation request:

i. In 1985, the north/south portion of the alleyway and an east/west portion of the
alleyway adjacent to 2553 Dearborn was vacated. However, the legal description
for the alley vacation was recorded incorrectly. As such, there is a dispute over
where the exact property line for 2553 Dearborn is located.

ii. In that action, the City did not vacate the entirety of the east/ west alleyway,
because that is the only access to off-street parking for the property at 1469
Stratford (access from Dearborn through alleyway to garage facing alleyway).

iii. In 2004, the property owner at 1477 Stratford submitted plans for a building
permit for a second garage with access from the alleyway (the other garage on
the property has access from Stratford Avenue - however, that property owner
indicated in the Planning Commission public hearing that the first garage is too
small to fit their car). The property owners showed a diagram for the alleyway
which indicated the access for the garage to be a full 12 feet (the minimum
required for a garage permit is eight feet). However, after further review it was
discovered that the access to the garage from the alleyway was only six feet, and
the original diagram showed the alleyway in the incorrect location (the diagram
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6.

10.
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showed the alleyway on top of the property located at 1469 Stratford). When the City
discovered this error, the City changed the building permit from a garage to a
permit for an accessory structure. Even though the structure is used as a garage,
and the alleyway is needed for vehicular access to the structure, it is not
recognized by the City as a garage.
The petitioner’s original application, submitted June 2007, requested the full width of
the alleyway be vacated (25 feet by 12 feet). In the transportation Division’s review of
the application, they recommended that the property at 1477 Stratford retain access to
the accessory structure (this could be achieved through a private right-of-way agreement).
The property owners at 2553 Dearborn and 1477 Stratford (Novak and Brady,
respectively), attempted for some time and engaged attorneys to reach an agreement
over actual property lines, access and easement issues. The property owner at 1477
Stratford indicated in the Planning Commission public hearing that they do not believe
they will reach an amicable agreement over access with the property owner at 2553
Dearborn, and instead wish to have the alleyway remain in its current status (opposed
to the petition), until/if such time as there is a different property owner at 2553
Dearborn. Additionally, depending on the configuration of the petitioner’s desired
expanded garage, an easement across the subject portion of alleyway may interfere with
plans for the petitioner’s proposed garage.
As a result of the two property owners not reaching an agreement over easement/access
issues, in June of 2008, the petitioner modified her request to vacate half of the width of
the alleyway (six feet).
If the requested portion of the alleyway is closed, there will six feet of access for the
accessory structure (garage) at 1477 Stratford. The structure can currently only be
accessed by approaching diagonally towards the structure, crossing into the portion of
the alleyway that is requested to be closed. Therefore, in order for the accessory
structure at 1477 to have practical vehicular access, more than six feet in width is
necessary. See attached photos for a view of the accessory structure in question.
Because the accessory structure permit was approved and built without sufficient legal
vehicular access, the property owners at 1477 Stratford on occasion park in the alleyway
(prohibited by City code), and cross over the property lines of both 1469 Stratford and
2553 Dearborn, in order to access the garage with their vehicles.
The Planning staff report notes the following points of analysis and findings:

i. The Police Department, Fire Department, and Public Utilities Department had no
objections to the proposed alley vacation. The Transportation Division did raise
concerns regarding access to abutting properties and recommended denial (see
item F1 below).

ii. Planning staff finds that the requested alley vacation does not meet any of the
policy considerations outlined below in item B. (Planning Staff does not agree with
the petitioner’s assessment that it meets the “lack of use” criteria).

iii. The disposition of the alley property will not result in a use which is contrary to
the policies of the City.

iv. Vacating this portion of the alley will not deny sole, required access to abutting
properties (because the City does not recognize the accessory structure at 1477 Stratford
as a garage, even though it is used as a garage, there is no legal access required by the
City).

v. The applicant is requesting partial vacation of the alleyway instead of full
vacation of the alleyway because there is not support from the abutting property
owners at 1477 Stratford.

vi. Closing the alley would not create any landlocked parcels.
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vii. The alley has not been designated for future use as a trail, pedestrian path, or
other transportation use.

B. Salt Lake City Code 14.52.020 defines that one of the following policy considerations must be
met for closure, vacation, or abandonment of City-owned alleys:

1. Lack of Use. The City’s legal interest in the property appears of record or is reflected on
an applicable plat; however, it is evident form an on-site inspection that the alley does
not physically exist or has been materially blocked in a way that renders it unusable as a
public right-of-way;

2. Public Safety. The existence of the alley is substantially contributing to crime, unlawful
activity, safe conditions, public health problems, or blight in the surrounding area;

3. Urban Design. The continuation of the alley does not serve as a positive urban design
element; or

4. Community Purpose. The petitioners are proposing to restrict the general public from
use of the alley in favor of a community use, such as neighborhood play area or garden.

Note: the petitioner has indicated that they have submitted this petition to vacate the subject portion

of the alley based on the “Lack of Use” policy.

C. The petitioner’s property is zoned R-1-7,000 (Single Family Residential). All of the surrounding
properties are also zoned R-1-7,000 (Single Family Residential). The surrounding land uses in
all directions are single-family residential.

D. The alley property requested for vacation is approximately 25 feet in length and 6 feet in width
(150 Square Feet, .003 acres).

E. While the Council’s current alley closure policy does not prohibit the partial vacation/closure of
an alleyway, it does state the following: “The City Council...is more likely to act favorably on a
petition for disposition of an entire [alley] property rather than a small segment of it.”

F. All necessary City departments and divisions reviewed the petition. The department/division
responses are as follows:

1. Transportation - “The Division of Transportation review comments and
recommendations for denial are as follows...The petition to vacate or close the alley
needs to have approval from all abutting properties. The vacation from public
ownership to private ownership will require cross access easements for all abutting
properties to maintain current access rights...”

2. Fire - The Fire Department solicited feedback from Fire Station #3, and determined that
the proposed alley vacation will not impede ability to provide emergency services.

3. Public Utilities - Public utilities found no existing water, sewer, or storm drainage
utilities within the subject portion of the alley and as such is not opposed to the
proposed vacation.

G. On April 4, 2007, the applicant presented her petition to the Sugar House Community Council
(SHCC). The Chair of the SHCC sent a letter dated April 6, 2007 informing staff that the
Council did not support either approval or denial of the applicants petition, but asked that the
“responsible and property city agencies ensure the necessary steps are adhered to in
consideration of the abandonment.” The applicant explained at the Planning Commission
public hearing that the SHCC did not support her petition because they were not asked to take
a position of support or denial. On August 28, 2007, Planning staff requested input from the



SHCC, but since the applicant had already presented her request to the community council, the
SHCC declined an additional presentation.

H. On September 10, 2008, the Planning Commission held a public hearing.

1.
2.

7.

The petitioner spoke in favor of the petition.

The current chair of the Sugar House Community Council did not speak in favor nor in
opposition of the proposal, but rather voiced a desire that any alley vacation or closure
require compensation be paid to the City. Current City policy only requires that abutting
property owners pay the City fair market value and purchase the property if the alley closure
abuts (and therefore benefits) a commercial property owner. Historically, residential abutting
owners have not been required to pay.

The abutting property owner at 1477 Stratford spoke in opposition to the petition, citing
their inability to resolve access issues with the petitioner (despite attorneys involved on
both sides). They indicated to the commission that they do not believe it will be possible
to reach an agreement with the current property owner/ petitioner.

Planning Commissioners voiced concerns over making a decision with conflicting legal
claims to access. When commissioners asked the City’s Land Use attorney (present at
the meeting) for an opinion, the attorney indicated that this situation represents a
private property line dispute, and as such, should be resolved by the parties involved
and not the City.

Some Planning Commissioners voiced concern about further fragmenting the alley with
a partial vacation.

Planning Commissioners noted that approval of the garage at 1477 Stratford was the
“first mistake.”

The Vice Chair of the Planning Commission noted that the differing legal claims to the
alley and access over the alley made it “impossible to grant the petition.”

The Planning Commission adopted the following motion unanimously:

“Regarding Petition 400-07-14...based on the findings of fact identified in the staff report
and the public hearing, the Planning Commission transmit a negative recommendation to
the City Council. The Planning Commission feels that it would be prudent for the
property owners to sort out legal claims that both parties might have.”

MATTERS AT ISSUE /POTENTIAL QUESTIONS FOR ADMINISTRATION:

1.

The Administration’s transmittal does not contain an ordinance for Council consideration, due
to the fact that the Planning Commission forwarded a negative recommendation to the City
Council. The Council may wish to request an ordinance for review (see “Potential Options”
section).

Due to the history of the alleyway, and the history of the permitting approval of the accessory
structure, it is not clear to staff if vehicular access (eight feet) to the accessory structure at 1477
Stratford should be guaranteed. From a policy perspective however, the Council has adopted
the following policy statements that may be relevant -

“
.o

a.

. The City Council:

will not act favorably on a petition if an opposing abutting property owner intends to
build a garage requiring access from the property, has made application for a building
permit anytime before the Council acts favorably on the petition, and completes
construction within 12 months of issuance of the building permit;

is more likely to act favorably on a petition for disposition of an entire property rather
than a small segment of it;



c. will be sensitive to potential uses of the property for rear access to residences and for
accessory uses;

d. will follow the requirements of applicable law with regard to any requirement for
consideration”

3. The Council may wish to ask the Attorney’s Office to weigh in on the issue of access rights for
the various property owners.

4. The Planning Commission did not declare the subject portion of property as surplus. The
Council may wish to clarify with the Administration how this will be handled should the
Council vacate the subject portion of alleyway (considering the declaration of surplus property
is an Administrative function).

POTENTIAL OPTIONS
The following are potential options for the Council moving forward (some may be combined):

1. Request an ordinance from the Attorney’s Office and hold a public hearing to consider the
petition (this would require confirmation from the Attorney’s Office that a right-of-way agreement is
or is not required as a condition of alley vacation);

2. Schedule and hold a public hearing without an ordinance;

3. Hold the petition open and ask that the property owners continue to work through
attorneys on a private right-of-way agreement and schedule a public hearing when this is
resolved;

4. Request the Attorney’s Office review the legal claims to access for the various property
owners.

MASTER PLAN AND POLICY CONSIDERATIONS:

A. The Sugar House Master Plan (2005) addresses alleyways with the following policy statements:
e Incorporate alleyways in new residential development projects wherever feasible.
e Discourage the use of alleyways for commercial access if the alleyway abuts residential
property.
¢ Encourage dedicated public streets in new development.

B. The Sugar House Master Plan (2005) future land use map identifies the subject property (and
surrounding block) as Low Density Residential.

C. The purpose of the R-1/7,000 single-family residential district is to provide for conventional
single-family residential neighborhoods with lots not less than seven thousand (7,000) square
feet in size.

D. The Open Space Master Plan identifies a system of non-motorized transportation corridors that
could be developed to re-establish connections between urban and open spaces. This alleyway
is not designated as a future trail in this plan.

E. The Council’s adopted alley closure policy (2003) states the following;:

8. Modes of Disposition - The City may dispose of its entire legal interest in an alley by
closure and sale or by vacation. It may dispose of less than its entire legal interest by, for
example, revocable permit, license or joint use agreement (referred to as “partial
disposition”).




9. Policy Considerations - The City will not consider disposing entirely or partially of its
interest in an alley unless it receives a petition in writing which positively demonstrates
that the disposition satisfies at least one of the following policy considerations:

i. Lack of Use. The City’s legal interest in the property, for example, appears of
record or is reflected on an applicable plat, but in fact it is evident from
inspection that the alley does not exist.

ii. Public Safety. The property is contributing to crime, or unlawful activity or
unsafe conditions.

iii. Urban Design. The property does not serve a positive urban design element.

iv. Community Purpose. The petitioners are proposing restricting the general public
from use in favor of a community use such as a community play area or garden.

10. Processing Petitions - There will be three phases for processing petitions under this
section involving, respectively, the City Administration, the City Planning Commission,
and the City Council.

i. Threshold Determination. The City Administration will determine whether or
not the petition meets the following requirements:

1. procedural: The petition must:

a. bear the signatures of no less than 80% of neighbors owning a fee
simple interest in a property which abuts the subject property;

b. affirm that written notice has been given to all fee simple owners
of property within and contiguous with the block or blocks within
which the subject property is located;

c. provide documentation that the proposal has been reviewed by
the appropriate Community Council or Neighborhood
organization;

d. show that the necessary City processing fee has been paid.

2. substantive: If the petition meets the procedural requirements, the
Administration will determine that:

a. The City Police and Fire Departments and the City Transportation
Division and all other relevant City Departments and Divisions
have no objection to the disposition of the property;

The petition meets at least one of the stated policy considerations;

c. The petition must not deny sole access or required off-street
parking to any property;

d. The petition will not result in any property being land locked; and

e. The disposition will not result in a use which is otherwise
contrary to the policies of the City, for example, applicable master
plans and other adopted statements of policy which address, but
are not limited to, mid-block walkways, pedestrian paths, trails,
and alternative transportation uses.

ii. City Administration.
1. The Administration will deny the petition if it does not meet the
requirements stated in Policy Considerations section; or
2. The Administration:

a. may for appropriate consideration, grant a partial disposition if
the petition meets the requirements stated in B 1 of this section; or

b. if it concludes that vacation or closure and sale is the appropriate
disposition, refer the petition to the Planning Commission for
review and recommendation to the City Council for final
consideration.




iii. City Council. The City Council will consider petitions for vacation or closure
and sale which have been referred to it by the Administration as required by
law. In addition to the consideration set forth above, the City Council:

1. will not act favorably on a petition if an opposing abutting property
owner intends to build a garage requiring access from the property, has
made application for a building permit anytime before the Council acts
favorably on the petition, and completes construction within 12 months
of issuance of the building permit;

2. is more likely to act favorably on a petition for disposition of an entire
property rather than a small segment of it;

3. will be sensitive to potential uses of the property for rear access to
residences and for accessory uses;

4. will follow the requirements of applicable law with regard to any
requirement for consideration

F. The Council’s adopted growth policy states: It is the policy of the Salt Lake City Council that
growth in Salt Lake City will be deemed the most desirable if it meets the following criteria:
1. is aesthetically pleasing;
2. contributes to a livable community environment;
3. yields no negative net fiscal impact unless an overriding public purpose is served; and
4. Forestalls negative impacts associated with inactivity.

CHRONOLOGY:

Please refer to the Administration’s transmittal for a complete chronology of events relating to
the proposed text amendment.

April 4, 2007 Applicant presents request to Sugar House Community Council

June 8, 2007 Application for full alley vacation (12 feet) submitted to City

June 22, 2007 Transportation Division recommends denial due to 1977 Stratford
Ave access issues

January 17, 2008 Staff informed applicant that she needed to produce a right-of-way
agreement addressing access issue for 1977 Stratford.

June 26, 2008 Applicant changes petition to vacate half the width of the alley (6 feet).

September 10, 2008  Planning Commission holds a public hearing and forwards a negative
recommendation to the City Council

February 3, 2009 Corrected transmittal received by Council Office.

cc: David Everitt, Ed Rutan, Lynn Pace, Paul Nielson, Rick Graham, Jeff Neirmeyer, Tim
Harpst, Max Peterson, Mary De La Mare Schaeffer, Cheri Coffey, Katia Pace, Janice Jardine

File Location: Community and Economic Development Dept., Planning Division, Alley Vacations -
Street Closures, Vera Novak, East/West Alleyway abutting property at 2553 S. Dearborn Street
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TO: Salt Lake City Council DATE: November 20, 2008
Jill Remington-Love, Chair

FROM: Frank Gray, Community & Economic Develo;}xeg; Director

RE: Petition 400-07-14 by Vera Novak requesting Salt Lake City to partially vacate the
alley abutting her property at 2553 S. Dearborn Street and declare it surplus property

STAFF CONTACTS: Katia Pace, Associate Planner, at 535-6354 or
katia.pace@slcgov.com

RECOMMENDATION: That the City Council hold a briefing and schedule a Public
Hearing

DOCUMENT TYPE: None
BUDGET IMPACT: None
DISCUSSION:

Issue Origin: Vera Novak is requesting that Salt Lake City partially vacate the alley abutting
her property at 2553 S. Dearborn Street and declare it surplus property. The dimension of the
alley proposed to be vacated is 25 feet by 6 feet (150 square feet.) The alley runs east/west
between Dearborn Street and 1500 East. The applicant would like to vacate the alley and extend
the property line to replace an existing garage.

In 1985, Salt Lake City vacated the alley running north/south and a portion of the alley running
east/west adjacent to the applicant’s property. The legal description for the alley vacation was
recorded incorrectly, which has contributed some confusion concerning property lines. The
east/west portion of this alley was not completely vacated because the alley provides the only
access to off-street parking for the property at 1469 Stratford Avenue.

451 SOUTH STATE STREET, ROOM 404
P.0. BOX 145486, SALT LAKE CITY, UTAH B4114-5486
TELEPHONE: 801-535-6230 FAX: 801-535-6005
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In 2004 the property owner at 1477 Stratford Avenue submitted plans for a building permit to
build a second garage with access from the alley. This property already had a legal garage with
access from Stratford Avenue. The information given for the permit incorrectly showed a 12 feet
access to the alley from the property at 1477 Stratford Avenue. Six feet of the access shown on
the building permit actually belongs to the property at 1469 Stratford Avenue. The City requires
at least 8 feet 3 inches for access to a garage. The property owner received a building permit for
an accessory structure, not a garage.

In 2007 the applicant submitted a request to vacate 25 feet of the alley abutting the eastern
portion of her property. Planning Staff recommended vacating the entire alley, which would
require an easement or a right-of-way agreement between the property owners abutting the alley.
The applicant was unable to reach an agreement with the property owners. Consequently, the
applicant modified her request to vacate 25 feet of half the width of the alley (6 feet.)

Analysis: The applicable City departments and divisions have reviewed this request. The
Transportation and Building Services Divisions responded with concerns that the alley vacation
should not deny access to properties at 1469 Stratford Avenue and 1477 Stratford Avenue.
Planning discussed the access to 1477 Stratford Avenue with Transportation and Building
Services and clarified their comments to say that the type of access to be retained is non-
vehicular.

This request would not deny required access to off-street parking to any of the adjacent
properties. Vehicular access to the property 1469 E. Stratford Avenue would be preserved, and
the property at 1477 E. Stratford Avenue would retain a non-vehicular six foot access.

The property owners at 1477 Stratford Avenue oppose the alley vacation because they want to
retain vehicular access to their accessory structure. The City does not recognize the accessory
structure built in 2004 as a garage and therefore is not obligated to provide vehicular access.
There is an existing garage on the property with access from Stratford Avenue.

Master Plan Considerations: The Sugar House Community Master Plan adopted in 2005 states:
“In Sugar House, alleys have traditionally been incorporated into development patterns and
many alleyways currently serve both residential and commercial use. This is one of the factors
that contribute to the pedestrian orientation that many of the well-established neighborhoods
embody. However, due to maintenance issues, the abutting property owners to an alley
frequently request that the City vacate the property. It has been the practice of the City that if
approved, the alley is divided equally and ownership is transferred to the adjacent property
owners. Transferring ownership of property that was once a City right-of-way, has been a source
of concern for the community. Although expedient if the City’s responsibility for maintenance is
relieved, the long-term loss of resources creates a cumulative impact upon the public access
routes. Given these complex issues, the City Council is developing revisions to the existing alley
vacation policy. This new policy will be used to evaluate each request for alley vacations in the
future.” (See policy below.)

Petition 400-07-14: Dearborn Street Partial Alley Vacation
Page 2 of 4



Salt Lake City Code Section 14.52.020 Policy Considerations for Closure, Vacation or
Abandonment of City Owned Alleys:

The city will not consider disposing of its interest in an alley, in whole or in part, unless it
receives a petition in writing which demonstrates that the disposition satisfies at least one of the
following policy considerations:

= Lack Of Use: The city's legal interest in the property appears of record or is reflected on
an applicable plat; however, it is evident from an on site inspection that the alley does not
physically exist or has been materially blocked in a way that renders it unusable as a
public right of way;

= Public Safety: The existence of the alley is substantially contributing to crime, unlawful
activity, unsafe conditions, public health problems, or blight in the surrounding area;

= Urban Design: The continuation of the alley does not serve as a positive urban design
element; or

= Community Purpose: The petitioners are proposing to restrict the general public from
use of the alley in favor of a community use, such as a neighborhood play area or garden.

This request for vacating the alley does not substantially fall into any of these considerations.

PUBLIC PROCESS:

Notice was mailed to all property owners within a four hundred and fifty foot (450") radius of the
subject property on August 27, 2008, fourteen (14) days prior to the scheduled public hearing.
An announcement was also sent to all those on the City’s Listserve and was posted on the City’s
website.

The applicant presented this request to the Sugar House Community Council on April 4, 2007,
prior to submitting the application to the city. On April 6, 2007 Philip Carlson, the Chair of the
Sugar House Community Council at the time, submitted the following comment: “The council
(Sugar House Community Council) does not submit this letter as an endorsement for any
property owner adjoining the portion of alley being considered for alley abandonment. Rather, it
is recommended that the responsible and proper city agencies ensure the necessary steps are
adhered to in consideration of the abandonment.”

Staff contacted the abutting property owners for their input. The only formal response was from
the property owners at 1477 Stratford Avenue who requested to be on record as being opposed to
the alley vacation. They feel that the applicant’s purpose for requesting the alley vacation is to
block their access.

The Planning Commission held a Public Hearing on September 10, 2008. At this meeting, the
Planning Commission voted unanimously against the request and forwarded a negative

Petition 400-07-14: Dearborn Street Partial Alley Vacation
Page 3 of 4



recommendation to the City Council to vacate the alley. The Planning Commission did not
declare the alley surplus property.

RELEVANT ORDINANCES:

Utah State Code, Title 10-9a-609.5 Vacating or altering a street or alley

Salt Lake City Code, Chapter 14.52 Disposition of City Owned Alleys

Petition 400-07-14: Dearborn Street Partial Alley Vacation
Page 4 of 4
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1. CHRONOLOGY



April 4, 2007

June 8, 2007

June 13, 2007

June 14, 2007

June 14, 2007

June 22, 2007

November 16, 2007

January 17,2007

June 26, 2008

August 27, 2008

September 10, 2008

September 24, 2008

PROJECT CHRONOLOGY

Vera Novak presents the proposed alley vacation to the Sugar
House Community Council before submitting the application to
the City.

Vera Novak submits application requesting Salt Lake City to
vacate 25 feet by 12 feet of the alley abutting her property at 2553
S. Dearborn Street, and declare it surplus property.

Petition assigned to Katia Pace.

Staff recommends to the applicant that the alley should be vacated
entirely for a better chance of approval.

Staff request comments from the appropriate Salt Lake City
Departments and Divisions.

Transportation recommends denial because of access to 1477
Stratford Avenue.

Staff met with property owner at 1477 Stratford Avenue.
Staff contacted the applicant and informed her that the right-of-
way agreement needed to include the property at 1477 Stratford

Avenue.

Applicant changes the request to vacate 6 feet by 25 feet of the
alley.

Planning Commission hearing notices sent via U.S. Mail and
email.

Planning Commission holds a public hearing and votes to forward
a negative recommendation to the City Council.

Minutes from Planning Commission are ratified.



2. NOTICE OF CITY COUNCIL HEARING



NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING

The Salt Lake City Council is considering Petition 400-07-14 by Vera Novak, requesting Salt
Lake City to vacate 25 feet by 6 feet of the alley abutting her property at 2553 S. Dearborn Street,
and declare it surplus property. Ms. Novak would like to vacate the alley and extend the property
line to replace an existing garage. The property is located in the Single-Family Residential (R-
1/7,000) zoning district.

The City Council will hold a public hearing to receive comments regarding this petition. During
the hearing, anyone desiring to address the City Council concerning this issue will be given an
opportunity to speak. The hearing will be held:

DATE:
TIME: 7:00 p.m.
PLACE: Room 315

City and County Building
451 South State Street
Salt Lake City, Utah

Salt Lake City complies with all ADA guidelines. People with disabilities may make requests for
reasonable accommodation no later than 48 hours in advance in order to attend this hearing.
Accommodations may include alternate formats, interpreters, and other auxiliary aids. The City
and County Building is an accessible facility. For questions or additional information, please
contact the ADA Coordinator at 535-7971; or TDD 535-6021.

If you have any questions relating to this proposal, please contact Katia Pace at 535-6354 or via
e-mail at katia.pace@slcgov.com.




3. MAILING LABELS



ANDERSON, ALLAN G
2504 S DEARBORN ST
SALT LAKE CITY, UT 84106 3512

BARNETT, ROBERT W
1462 E STRATFORD AVE
SALT LAKE CITY, UT 84106 3561

BELL, RONALD O
2551 S 1500 E
SALT LAKE CITY, UT 84106 3533

BIRD, LOIS B
2516 S FILMORE ST
SALT LAKE CITY, UT 84106 3518

BROWN, MELVIN L; TR
2566 S DEARBORN ST
SALT LAKE CITY, UT 84106 3512

CARLISLE, CHRISTOPHER B
2265 E FARDOWN AVE
HOLLADAY, UT 84121 1410

COLEBY, RONALD S & CHRISTIANA
A; TRS

2504 S FILMORE ST

SALT LAKE CITY, UT 84106 3518

CORP OF PB OF CH JC OF LDS
50 E NORTHTEMPLE ST
SALT LAKE CITY, UT 84150 9704

CRAWFORD, CATHERINE
2532 S 1500 E
SALT LAKE CITY, UT 84106 3533

DAHLGREN, ELAINE S
2568 S FILMORE ST
SALT LAKE CITY, UT 84106 3518

APPLONIE, BRENT D & SIMONS,
JEAN; TC

2540 S FILMORE ST

SALT LAKE CITY, UT 84106 3518

BARRETT, DAVID L & JESSIE S; JT
2500 S FILMORE ST
SALT LAKE CITY, UT 84106

BENNETT, GUNNIE L. P. & H.
DUWAINE

2545 S CHADWICK ST

SALT LAKE CITY, UT 84106 3504

BORTOLUSSI, BEVERLY A; TR
2525 S 1500 E
SALT LAKE CITY, UT 84106 3533

BUIRGY, ELINOR J; TR
2535 S CHADWICK ST
SALT LAKE CITY, UT 84106 3504

CARLSON, KATHERINE L &
DUGAN, THOMAS A; TC

2540 S DEARBORN ST

SALT LAKE CITY, UT 84106 3512

COOK, SUSAN F
2495 S DEARBORN ST
SALT LAKE CITY, UT 84106

COULAM, CARMAM; TR ET AL
2624 S 1500 E
SALT LAKE CITY, UT 84106 3535

CUNNINGHAM, ALAN K & SMITH,
CONSTANCE E; TRS

2635 S DEARBORN ST

SALT LAKE CITY, UT 84106 3514

DARNELL, LAURIE
2540 S 1500 E
SALT LAKE CITY, UT 84106 3533

BAKER, BARBARA & KENT; JT
2627 S CHADWICK ST
SALT LAKE CITY, UT 84106 3506

BELL, FLORENCER; TR
2551 S 1500 E
SALT LAKE CITY, UT 84106 3533

BETENSON, TREVOR & AUDREY;
JT

2508 S 1500 E

SALT LAKE CITY, UT 84106 3533

BRADY, JAN & PATRICIA; JT
1477 E STRATFORD AVE
SALT LAKE CITY, UT 84106 3561

CABRAL, OSIRIS
2546 S FILMORE ST
SALT LAKE CITY, UT 84106 3518

CARR, ROLAN §; TR
2533 S 1500 E
SALT LAKE CITY, UT 84106 3533

CORP OF PB OF CH JC OF LDS
50 E NORTHTEMPLE ST
SALT LAKE CITY, UT 84150 9704

COULTER, LAWRENCE L & JANICE
M; JT

2527 S DEARBORN ST

SALT LAKE CITY, UT 84106 3512

DAHLE, CINDY & MARSHA S (JT)
2510 S DEARBORN ST
SALT LAKE CITY, UT 84106 3512

DEAKIN, SYLVIA D & JOHN N (JT)
2631 S CHADWICK ST
SALT LAKE CITY, UT 84106 3506



DEWSNUP, MARY C & RALPH L; TRS

1407 E STRATFORD AVE
SALT LAKE CITY, UT 84106 3528

FAGERGREN, BRAD B & ELLEN M; JT

2512 S FILMORE ST
SALT LAKE CITY, UT 84106 3518

FORSGREN, JANE H; TR
2868 E JENNIE LN
HOLLADAY, UT 84117

GRAY, LELAND A & PETRA N; JT
1482 E STRATFORD AVE
SALT LAKE CITY, UT 84106 3561

HABIB, ARSAIAN & SHABNAM; JT
2546 S DEARBORN ST
SALT LAKE CITY, UT 84106 3512

HOJEM, MARITAE; TR
3622 E AURORACIR
SALT LAKE CITY, UT 84124

HOSLER, TAMMY
2610 S DEARBORN ST
SALT LAKE CITY, UT 84106 3514

JOHNSON, CHARLES E
1434 E STRATFORD AVE
SALT LAKE CITY, UT 84106 3562

KITCHENS, ELIZABETH
2625 S DEARBORN ST
SALT LAKE CITY, UT 84106 3514

LINDSTROM, SHERRI L B
224 W PORTER LANE
CENTERVILLE, UT 84014

DOUTRE, DAVID L & GRETA A; TRS
2516 S DEARBORN ST
SALT LAKE CITY, UT 84106 3512

FENTON, MARCUS & LORI; JT
2626 S DEARBORN ST
SALT LAKE CITY, UT 84106 3514

FOX, JASON P & PATRICIAL; JT
2636 S FILMORE ST
SALT LAKE CITY, UT 84106 3604

GREEN, THOMAS S & LAVETTAK;
TRS

2534 S DEARBORN ST

SALT LAKE CITY, UT 84106 3512

HARTMAN, IRA & STEVEN D &
THOMAS L; JT ET AL

2636 S DEARBORN ST

SALT LAKE CITY, UT 84106 3514

HOLLOWAY, GEORGANNA
1515 E STRATFORD AVE
SALT LAKE CITY, UT 84106 3529

JOHANSON, CAREY
1470 E STRATFORD AVE
SALT LAKE CITY, UT 84106 3561

KARTCHNER, STEVEN G
2546 S 1500 E
SALT LAKE CITY, UT 84106 3533

KUSZAJ, MICHAEL S
2539 S 1500 E
SALT LAKE CITY, UT 84106 3533

LINGEN, PIET W & DOROTHY M; JT
1503 E STRATFORD AVE
SALT LAKE CITY, UT 84106 3529

ELLIS, GAYLE
1439 E STRATFORD AVE
SALT LAKE CITY, UT 84106 3562

FITZPATRICK, MONICA M &
ARREDONDO, AURELIO S; JT
4240 S FORTUNA WY

SALT LAKE CITY, UT 84124 3318

FREEMAN, LESLIE E
2533 S DEARBORN ST
SALT LAKE CITY, UT 84106 3512

HABERSTOCK, WILLIAM F & DIANE
D;JT

25N 3175 E

LAYTON, UT 84040

HAYS, PATRICK G & FRANCES M;
JT

1915 S 1000 E

SALT LAKE CITY, UT 84105 3335

HORSLEY, WYATT H & CHELSEA,;
JT

2498 S DEARBORN ST

SALT LAKE CITY, UT 84106

JOHNSEN, JOSEPH F &
CATHERINE J; JT

2553 S CHADWICK ST

SALT LAKE CITY, UT 84106 3504

KASTELER, DARRELL L & JOAN W
(M)

1424 E STRATFORD AVE

SALT LAKE CITY, UT 84106 3562

LARSON, DOUGLAS R & ALISON L;
JT

2630S 1500 E

SALT LAKE CITY, UT 84106 3535

LUNT, STACEY & MARSHA; JT
2511 8 CHADWICK ST
SALT LAKE CITY, UT 84106 3504



MACFARLANE, MICHAEL G & JENAE;

JT
2519 S 1500 E
SALT LAKE CITY, UT 84106 3533

MANWARING, JEREMY D & JODI H;
JT

2513 S 1500 E

SALT LAKE CITY, UT 84106 3533

MCGIBBON, MELISSA & VAN DER
HAVE, VICKIE; TC

2501S 1500 E

SALT LAKE CITY, UT 84106 3533

NOVAK PROPERTIES LLC
25458 DEARBORN ST
SALT LAKE CITY, UT 84106 3512

O'CONNOR, AMANDA P &
CHRISTIAAN A; JT

2565 S DEARBORN ST

SALT LAKE CITY, UT 84106 3512

PFAFF, DENNIS R & SANDY L; JT
1180 E 4020 S
SALT LAKE CITY, UT 84124 1225

REYNOLDS, DENNIS F & SHIRLEY;
TR

1430 E STRATFORD AVE

SALT LAKE CITY, UT 84106 3562

SELDIN, ROBYN W; TR
1509 E STRATFORD AVE
SALT LAKE CITY, UT 84106 3529

SMITH, DEREK T & FORSMAN,
ERICAM; JT

2524 S DEARBORN ST

SALT LAKE CITY, UT 84106 3512

STANCHFIELD, JAMES C & RAMIE A;

JT
2529 S CHADWICK ST
SALT LAKE CITY, UT 84106 3504

MADSEN, CANDICE
2534 S FILMORE ST
SALT LAKE CITY, UT 84106 3518

MARLER, PATRICIA A & CHRISTIE
A JT

1433 E STRATFORD AVE

SALT LAKE CITY, UT 84106 3562

MILLER, SUSAN T
2528 S DEARBORN ST
SALT LAKE CITY, UT 84106 3512

NOVAK, RUZENA §; TR
1469 E STRATFORD AVE
SALT LAKE CITY, UT 84106 3561

PARR, RICHARD D & BONNIE J (JT)
2635 S CHADWICK ST
SALT LAKE CITY, UT 84106 3506

PLATT, CHAD
2636 S 1500 E
SALT LAKE CITY, UT 84106 3535

RICHARDS, RENAE L
2500 S 1500 E
SALT LAKE CITY, UT 84106

SERVICE, AMY J & LANCE G; JT
2550 S 1500 E
SALT LAKE CITY, UT 84106 3533

SMITH, JACOB C & WESSMAN,
EMILY; JT

2520 S 1500 E

SALT LAKE CITY, UT 84106 35633

STETTLER, NANCY T
1476 E STRATFORD AVE
SALT LAKE CITY, UT 84106 3561

MAGNUSON, WILLIAM S
7563 HARCOURT RD
BOISE, 1D 83702 1815

MAW, CYNTHIA E
2552 S FILMORE ST
SALT LAKE CITY, UT 84106 3518

MORGENEGG, WILLY A; TR ET AL
785 E THREE FTNS CIR #26
MURRAY, UT 84107 5063

NOVAK, VERA M
2545 S DEARBORN ST
SALT LAKE CITY, UT 84106 3512

PETERS, BRADEN M & MEAGAN C;
JT

2545S 1500 E

SALT LAKE CITY, UT 84106 3533

PORTER, ROBERT W & NANCY P;
TRS

2541 S CHADWICK ST

SALT LAKE CITY, UT 84106 3504

ROMANO, EDNA M
2490 S DEARBORN ST
SALT LAKE CITY, UT 84106

SMITH, ALLISON
2503 S DEARBORN ST
SALT LAKE CITY, UT 84106 3512

SOTO, BRITTON D
256156 S CHADWICK ST
SALT LAKE CITY, UT 84106 3504

STRATFORD CORP OF CH OF JC
LDS

50 E NORTHTEMPLE ST

SALT LAKE CITY, UT 84150 9704



SWARTZ, GRANT L & SHERRI A (JT)
25611 S DEARBORN ST
SALT LAKE CITY, UT 84106 3512

THOMPSON, SCOTT A
2507 S 1500 E
SALT LAKE CITY, UT 84106 3533

WADDOUPS, CLAUDIAR R
1487 E STRATFORD AVE
SALT LAKE CITY, UT 84106 3561

WILLIAMS, GRANT M & JONI K; JT
1444 E STRATFORD AVE
SALT LAKE CITY, UT 84106 3562

KATIA PACE

SLC PLANNING DIVISION
POBOX 145480

SALT LAKE CITY, UT 84114-5480

THIRIOT, TONI
2541 S DEARBORN ST
SALT LAKE CITY, UT 84106 3512

TODD, PHYLLIS J
2526 S 1500 E
SALT LAKE CITY, UT 84106 3533

WAGSTAFF, KIMBERLY A
2526 S FILMORE ST
SALT LAKE CITY, UT 84106 3518

YOHO, BRIAN & HOLLI; JT
2521 S DEARBORN ST
SALT LAKE CITY, UT 84106 3512

GRACE SPERRY
2660 HIGHLAND DRIVE
SALT LAKE CITY, UT 84106

THOMAS, CHRISTOPHER S &
LAURA; TRS

2624 S DEARBORN ST

SALT LAKE CITY, UT 84106 3514

TRUJILLO, STACEY L & CARLOS A;
JT

2618 S FILMORE ST

SALT LAKE CITY, UT 84106 3604

WILCOX, ELIZABETH L
2514 S 1500 E
SALT LAKE CITY, UT 84106 3533

KATIA PACE
2546 LAMBOURNE AVE.
SALT LAKE CITY, UT 84109
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POBOX 145480
SALT LAKE CITY, UT 84114-5480

AGENDA FOR THE
SALT LAKE CITY PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING
In Room 315 of the City & County Building at 451 South State Street
Wednesday, September 10, 2008 at 5:45 p.m.

The field trip is scheduled to leave at 4:00 p.m. Dinner will be served to the Planning Commissioners and Staff at 5:00 p.m., in Room 126.
Work Session—the Planning. Commission may discuss the Accela project tracking program, project updates and other minor administrative
matters. This portion of the meeting is open to the public for observation

APPROVAL OF MINUTES FROM WEDNESDAY, August 13, 2008.

REPORT OF THE CHAIR AND VICE CHAIR

REPORT OF THE DIRECTOR

1.

Petitions 410-06-29 & 490-07-09, Request for Time Extension: Capitol View Conditional Use/Planned Development and
Subdivision—a request by Jeremy Jones for a twelve month time extension for the approvals granted for the Capitol View project. The
Planning Commission approved the project on October 10, 2007. Section 21A.54.120 of the Zoning Ordinance limits the validity of
approval for conditional uses to 12 months, unless a longer time period is requested and granted by the Planning Commission. The
subject property is located at approximately 690 North West Capitol Street in City Council District three represented by Eric
Jergensen (Staff Contact: Lex Traughber at 535-6184 or lex.traughber@slcgov.com).

PUBLIC HEARING

2,

Petition 400-07-35, Christus St. Joseph Villa Master Plan Amendments—a request by Christus Health Utah represented by Galen
Ewer, CEO/Administrator for Christus St. Joseph Villa, proposes to change the land use designation in the Future Land Use Map of the
Central Community Master Plan for seven parcels located adjacent to the Christus St. Joseph Villa campus at 451 East Bishop Federal
Lane. The addresses of the seven parcels according to County records are 1952, 1962, 1966 South 500 East and 455, 459, 465, 475
E. Hollywood Avenue. The applicant proposes to change the land use designation on these parcels from “Low Density Residential” to
“Institutional” in order to facilitate redevelopment and expansion of the Christus St. Joseph Villa campus. The applicant also proposes to
amend the Blocks 4 & 5 - East Waterloo Subdivision Small Area Master Plan that was adopted in 1992 to address the future expansion
needs of Christus St. Joseph Villa. The subject properties are located in City Council District 5 represented by Jill Remington Love
(Staff contact: Lex Traughber at 535-6184 or lex.traughber@slcgov.com).

Petitions 400-07-15 and 400-07-16 Parleys Way Wal-Mart Rezoning and Master Plan Amendment—a request by CLC Associates,
Inc. on behalf of Wal-Mart for a zoning map amendment and a master plan amendment to the East Bench Master Plan located at
approximately 2705 East Parleys Way. The parcel is currently zoned Community Business (CB) and the site is developed' with' a
noncomplying use (supercenter) in a nonconforming structure. CLC Associates, Inc. is requesting that the property be rezoned to
Community Shopping (CS) to allow for the construction of a new supercenter. The property is located in City Council District’ Seven
represented by Council Member Sgren Simonsen (Staff contact: Nick Britton at 801-535-6107 or nick.britton@slcgov.com).

Petition 410-08-50 (PLNPCM2008-00196) Piper Down Private Club Conditional Use Expansion at approximately 1492 South
State Street—a request for approval to expand the existing private club structure and the rear outdoor dining. The private club was a
previously approved conditional use in the CC zoning District). The site is located in Council District five Jill Remington-Love (Staff
contact: Marilynn Lewis at 535-6049 or marilynn.lewis@slcgov.com).

Petition 400-07-14, Declaration of Surplus Property and Alley Vacation—a request by Vera Novak to vacate a portion of the alley
abutting her property at approximately 2553 South Dearborn Street, and declare it as surplus property. The property is located in the R-
1/7,000 - Single-family Residential Zoning District, and in Council District Seven, represented by Seren Simonsen (Staff contact: Katla
Pace at 535-6354 or katia.pace@slcgov.com).

Petition 410-08-39 Autozone Planned Development—a request by The Boyer Co., represented by Nate Swain, to construct a new
6,000 square foot commercial building on a pad site located at approximately 1199 East 3300 South, at the south entrance of the
Brickyard Plaza, in a Community Business (CB) district. The property is located in City Council District Seven, represented by Sgren
Simonsen(Staff contact: Casey Stewart at 535-6260 or casey.stewart@slcgov.com).

Petition 490-08-23 Ehrich’s Subdivision of Block 23 Amendment— a request by Ed and Joy Hashimoto, represented by Jason
Nichols (Parsons, Behle, & Latimer law firm), for a subdivision amendment to reconfigure existing residential Lots 19, 20, and 21, Block
23, located at approximately 305 and 315 South 1200 East. The property is located in the R-2 (residential) district. The property is
Iocated in City Council District Four, represented by Luke Garrott (Staff contact: Casey Stewart at 535-6260 or
casey.stewart@slcgov.com). .

Petition 400-08-18, a legislative action initiated by the Salt Lake City Council—a request by the City Council for the preparation of
an ordinance that would restrict the distance between businesses in Salt Lake City that provide “payday-loan check cashing services,”
and consider expanding the ordinance to cover the ratio of businesses to the number of people served, and where those businesses
should be allowed (Staff contact: Everett Joyce 535-7930 or everett.joyce@slcgov.com).

Visit the Planning and Zoning Enforcement Division’s website at www.slcgov.com/CED/planning for copies of the Planning Comr'r11'.§sfion
agendas, staff reports, and minutes. 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. .
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Fill out registration card and indicate if you wish to speak and which agenda item you will address.

After the staff and petitioner presentations, hearings will be opened for public comment. Community Councils will present their comments at the beginning of the
hearing

In order to be considerate of everyone attending the meeting, public comments are limited to two (2) minutes per person, per item. A spokesperson who has already
been asked by a group to summarize their concerns will be allowed five (5) minutes to speak. Written comments are welcome and will be provided to the Plannmg
Commission in advance of the meeting if they are submitted to the Planning Division prior to noon the day before the meeting. .
Written comments should be sent to:

Salt Lake City Planning Commission
451 South State Street, Room 406
Salt Lake City UT 84111

Speakers will be called by the Chair.

Please state your name and your affiliation to the petition or whom you represent at the beginning of your comments.

Speakers should address their comments to the Chair. Planning Commission members may have questions for the speaker. Speakers may not debate with other meeting
attendees.

Speakers should focus their comments on the agenda item. Extraneous and repetitive comments should be avoided.

After those registered have spoken, the Chair will invite other comments. Prior speakers may be allowed to supplement their previous comments at this time.

After the hearing is closed, the discussion will be limited among Planning Commissioners and Staff. Under unique circumstances, the Planning Commission may
choose to reopen the hearing to obtain additional information.

The Salt Lake City Corporation complies will all ADA guidelines. People with disabilities may make requests for reasonable accommodation no later than 48 hours in
advance in order to attend this meeting. Accommodations may include alternate formats, interpreters, and other auxiliary aids. This is an accessible facility. For ques-
tions, requests, or additional information, please contact the Planning Office at 535-7757; TDD 535-6220.
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Boui proposals are based on the comments made by Commissioners, letters from the public, public comment, and
other information presented through out the course of the public hearing.

Commissioner McHugh seconded the motion.

All in favor voted, “Aye”, the motion to deny passed unanimously.

Chair Wirthlin announced a small break at 11:16 p.m.

Chair Wirthlin reconvened the meeting at 11:19 p.m.

11:19:35 PM Petition 410-08-50 (PLNPCM2008-00196) Piper Down Private Club Conditional Use Expansion at

approximately 1492 South State Street—a request for approval to expand the existing private club structure and the rear
outdoor dining. The private club was a previously approved conditional use in the CC zoning District). The site is located in

Council District five Jill Remington-Love. View: Staff Report

Chair Wirthlin recognized Joel Paterson as staff representative.

11:30:16 PM Public Hearing

The following person spoke or submitted a hearing card in opposition of proposed petition: L. Neil Rasmussen (7988 S-
Circle).

11:37:42 PM Commissioner Algarin made a motion regarding Petition 410-08-50, regarding the Piper Down private
¢ expansion, located at 1492 South State Street, that the Commission approve the request based on staff
reCommendation with the following condition:

1. The applicant shall record a lease agreement to provide thirteen (13) off-site parking stalls (which
includes one accessible stall) on the lot at 1522 South Major Street, for the expansion of the Piper Down

private club.
Commissioner Forbis seconded the motion.
All in favor voted, “Aye”, the motion carried unanimously.
11:38:21 PM Petition 400-07-14, Declaration of Surplus Property and Alley Vacation—a request by Vera Novak to
vacate a portion of the alley abutting her property at approximately 2553 South Dearborn Street, and declare it as surplus

property. The property is located in the R-1/7,000 — Single-family Residential Zoning District, and in Council District Seven,
represented by Sgren Simonsen. View: Staff Report View: Public Comment

Chair Wirthlin recognized Katia Pace as staff representative.

11:57:39 PM Public Hearing

The following people spoke or submitted hearing cards in opposition of proposed petition: Grace Sperry, Sugar House
Community Council Chair (2660 South Highland Drive), and Patricia Brady (1477 Stratford Avenue).

12:12:43 AM Commissioner Scott made a motion regarding Petition 400-07-14, the declaration of surplus property
and alley vacation, based on the findings of fact identified in the staff report and the public hearing, the Planning

¢ lmlsswn transmlt a negatlve recommendatlon to the C|ty Council. ﬁmequest—dees—net—demenst:ate—that—the
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Commission feels that it would be prudent for the property owners to sort out legal claims that both parties might
have.

Commissioner Chambless seconded the motion.

Discussion of the motion

Vice Chair Woodhead noted that she was going to vote in favor of the motion, but had a problem with the rationale. She
noted that this petition was not completely contrary to what was set forth in the code. She noted that the urban design
guideline was met, but the differing legal claims to the alley and to access over the alley made it impossible to grant this

petition.

Commissioner Scott stated that she would like to remove the following last sentence of the motion, This request
does not demonstrate that the disposition satisfies and of the policy considerations in the Salt Lake City Code
Chapter 14.52.020., and would like to replace it with, The Planning Commission feels that it would be prudent for
the property owners to sort out legal claims that both parties might have.

Commissioner Chambless seconded the amendment to the motion.
All in favor voted, “Aye”, the motion carried unanimously.

12:15:19 AM Petition 410-08-39 AutoZone Planned Development—a request by The Boyer Co., represented by Nate
Swain, fo construct a new 6,000 square foot commercial building on a pad site located at approximately 1199 East 3300
South, at the south entrance of the Brickyard Plaza, in a Community Business (CB) district. The property is located in City
Council District Seven, represented by Sgren Simonsen. View: Staff Report

C .rWirthlin recognized Casey Stewart as staff representative.

Mr. Paul Neilson noted that he might have a conflict of interest because the president of the company making the request
was a personal acquaintance, and inquired of the Commission if they felt he needed to recuse himself.

The Commissioners agreed that there was no conflict of interest and Mr. Neilson should stay for the final petition.

12:35:15 AM Public Hearing

The following person spoke or submitted hearing card in support of the proposed petition: Grace Sperry, Sugar House
Community Council Chair (2660 South Highiand Drive).

12:43:28 AM Vice Chair Woodhead made a motion regarding Petition 410-08-39, the Autozone planned
development, a request for preliminary planned development approval, based on the staff report, testimony and
discussion before the Commission, the Planning Commission recommends approval of the planned development
and finds that it satisfies the standards for approval subject to the following conditions:

1. Compliance with the departmental comments as outlined in the staff report.

2. Final approval is hereby delegated to the Planning Director subject to certification by the planning
director that the final development plan is in conformance with the preliminary development plan
approved by the planning commission; and

3. The metal trellises as shown on the front facade, marked as figure twenty-one (21), are increased to the
maximum extent possible and planters provided in front from which to grow ivy intended to climb the

trellises; with final approval by the Planning Director.

+  allowed modifications:
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Petition No.s0-07-14

By Vera Novak

Alley Vacation

Date Filed_06/08/2007

Address' 2553 S Dearborn Street




67 % Petition No.

PLINPCMZP0E - 0D 195

FOR OFFICE USE ONLY

Alley Vacation or Closure |«2&f725"72 won s.00 -
Date Received L?’?‘O?‘ ,
RS Revuewed by'ng ‘,-e_\,.._)

LTI T

%0, ':EI. 15‘-

06/17/2003

Date

Location of the subject alley ____North of Lot J02)
Name of Applicant _Jer_‘_a_uw Phon?/ %01.484. 2042
Cel{

Address of Applicant 2.55 3 ¥ Dearbom St
Email Address of Applicant -Y RN @ XMISSION. oM cell/ Fax @0l. 484. 2043

Are there any multi-family residential uses (three or more dwelling units) or non residential uses which abut the

alley? Yeso No &
If yes, have the property owners been notified about the City's “close and sell” method of disposition”? (As defined

in the attached process information sheet) Yes 0 NonO

Please include with the application:

1. Aresponse to the questions on the back of this form. If the applicant does not own property adjacent to the
alley, please include the applicant’s interest in the request.

2. A signed statement that the applicant has met with and explained the request to the appropriate Neighborhood
Organization and/or Community Council(s). A letter from the Chairperson may be substituted.

3. The name, address and Sidwell number of all property owners on the block must be typed or clearly printed on
gummed mailing labels. Please include yourself and the appropriate Community Council Chair. Paymentin
the amount to cover first class postage for each address for two mailings is due at time of appli-
cation.

4. The name, address and signatures of all owners of property abutting the subject alley who support the peti-
tion. You may use the sample petition accompanying this application or provide your own. Please note that
the property owners must sign (not occupants who rent) and the petition must include the
signatures of no less than 80 percent of the abutting property owners.

5. A property ownership map (known as a Sidwell map) showing the area of the subject alley. On the map,
please: a. Highlight the subject alley.

b. Indicate with a colored circle or dot the property owners who support the petition.

6. Alegal description of the subject alley may be required.

7. Filing fee of $100.00, due at time of application.

If you have any questions regarding the requirements of this petition, please contact a member of
the Salt Lake City Planning staff (535-7757) prior to submitting the petition.

Sidwell maps and names of property File the complete application at:
owners are available at: Salt Lake City Planning
Salt Lake County Recorder 451 South State Street, Room 406
2001 South State Street, Room N1600 Salt Lake City, UT 84111
Salt Lake City, UT 84190-1051 Telephone: (801) 535-7757

Telephone: (801) 468-3391

nature of Applicant % V{d ‘/(é’:{

Si
o? authorized agent Title of agent



Petition to Vacate or Close an Alley

Petitioner: V ét:a /\/ ovak
Address: 2553 S De&rbow\ S:’“ .

Date: Feb |1, 2007%F

As an owner of property adjacent to the alley, I agree to the proposed vacation or closure. I
understand that if my property is a commercial business or a rental property with more than
three (3) dwelling units, I will be required to pay fair market value for my half of the alley.

Rl{zENA Novax W W {//7Z07

Print Name and Address Signature Date
1463 E sStnatrford Ave, SALT LAKE CiTY wr wpipé LOT lOo2A]

Ve ok Qi ot 2/ 17 [0

Print Name and Address Signature Date
2963 Degrbom S+ Sic UT 84106

Print Name and Address Signature Date
Print Name and Address Signature Date
Print Name and Address i Signature Date
Print Name and Address Signature Date
Print Name and Address Signature Date
Print Name and Address Signature Date
Print Name and Address Signature Date
Print Name and Address Signature Date
Print Name and Address Signature Date

Print Name and Address Signature Date



PARKWAY AVE
(2577 SOUTHD
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1" = 10/

LEGEND:

M/L ~  MONUMENT LINE

R/L —~ RIGHT OF WAY UNE

P/L -~ PROPERTY UNE

™ ~  MEASURED

[¢(») — CALCULATED

[)) —~ ATLAS

TBC — TOP BACK OF CURE
N—r—W— — EXIST. FENCE

PROPERTY DESCRIPTION:

( ENTRY § 9684409 BK 9276 PG 3023)

LOT 1025 AND 1026, HIGHLAND PARK PLAT A, ACCORDING TO THE
OFFICIAL PLAT THEREOF ON FILE AND OF RECORD IN THE SALT LAKE
COUNTY RECORDERS OFFICE.

TOGETHER WITH 1/2 VACATED ALLEY ABUTTING ON THE EAST AND 1/2
VACATED ALLEY ABUTTING ON THE EAST 25 FEET OF LOT 1025 ON
THE SOUTH.

(AS SURVEYED)
LOT 1025 AND 1026, HIGHLAND PARK PLAT A, ACCORDING TO THE
OFFICIAL PLAT THEREOF ON FILE AND OF RECORD IN THE SALT LAKE
COUNTY RECORDERS OFFICE.

B

TOGETHER WITH 1/2 VACATED ALLEY ABUTTING ON THE EAST AND 1/2
VACATED ALLEY ABUTTING ON THE EAST 19 FEET OF LOT 1025 PLUS
THE EAST 6 FEET FROM THE SOUTHEAST CORNER OF LOT 1025 ON
THE SOUTH.

NARRATIVE:

THE PURPOSE OF THIS SURVEY IS TO IDENTIFY THE BOUNDARY LINES

OF THE ABOVE DESCRIBED PARCEL AND STAKE THE CORNERS AT THE

REQUEST OF MY CLIENT VERA M. NOVAK, BASIS OF BEARING WAS

ESTABUSHED BETWEEN MONUMENTS FOUND ON DEARBORN STREET
gETWEB! STRATFORD AVE AND PARKWAY AVE AS SHOWN ON THIS
LAT.

SURVEYORS CERTIFICATE:

| MANFRED GULLA, A REGISTERED LAND SURVEYOR AS PRESCRIBED BY
THE LAWS OF THE STATE OF UTAH, AND HOLDING LICENSE NO,
172901 DO HEREBY CERTIFY THAT | HAVE MADE A SURVEY OF THE
ABOVE OESCRIBED PROPERTY AND THAT THE PLAT HEREON IS A TRUE
AND CORRECT REPRESENTATION OF SAID SURVEY.

oarg; __ 05-02-2004 SIGNED:
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1500 EAST STREET

FOUND sL.C

BRASS W/DOT IN |
HAND HOLE

MON

RVEYED FOR: RVEY : UTH DEARBORN STREET, SALT LAKE CITY. |TAWTAREIQf, county oF SALT LAKE
DRAWN BY: MANFRED GULLA su FOR: _VERA M. NOVAK SURVEY LOCATION: 2545 & 2553 SOUTH DEARBO ¢ OF i . RECORDED AND FILED AT THE REQUEST OF GEQDETIC SURVEYS
MANFREDJLLA
DATE: 06.14.2006 2545 SOUTH DEARBORN STREET LOT 1025 TROUGH 1028, HIGHLAND PARK PLAT A. LS. 172901 . 394 NORTH MAIN STREET
DWG, NQ.: 10400 SALT LAKE CTY, UTAH 84106 LOCATED IN THE WEST HALF OF THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER SECTION 21, OATEL.___ TIME: FEE: BOOK: PAGE: SALT LARE CITY. UTAH 84103
. PHONE 801-521-2150
RAN EAST, SALT LAKE BASE AND MERIDIAN _ COUNTY "OR NTY v A £ l-c 90
TOWNSHIP 1 SOUTH, RANGE 1 EAST, SALT LAKE BASE ER COUNTY RECORDER FAX 801 -9596-3057
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COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
COUNCIL SUBMITTAL CHECKLIST

Petition No and Basic Information:

Petition 400-07-14 by Vera Novak, requesting Salt Lake City to partially vacate the alley
abutting her property at 2553 S. Dearborn Street, and declare it surplus property.

Date: October 7, 2008
o 4
Supervisor Approvab%/ﬁ L

Division Director Approval:

Contact Person: Katia Pace Phone No. 535-6354

Initiated by Contact Person
City Council Member
Property Owner Vera Novak
Board / Commission
Mayor
Other

HEE(

Completed Check List attached:
Alley Vacation
] Planning / Zoning
[] Federal Funding
[] Condominium Conversion
[ ] Plat Amendment
[ ] Other

Public Process:

X Community Coungcil (s) City Web Site
X Public Hearings Flyers
Planning Commission Formal Notice

Newspaper Advertisement
City Television Station
On Location Sign

City Newsletter
Administrative Hearing

Historic Landmark Commission
HAAB review

Board of Adjustment

City Kiosk

Open House

Other

O I

9



Compatible with ordinance:
Specific Citations:
v Utah State Code, Title 10-9a-609.5: Vacating or altering a street or alley
» Salt Lake City Code, Chapter 14.52 Disposition of City Owned Alleys
Modifications to Ordinance:
N/A
Approvals / Input from Other Departments / Divisions

Division Contact Person

Airport:

Attorney:

Business Licensing:

Engineering: Craig Smith
Fire: Kevin Nalder
HAND:

Management Services:

Mayor:

Parks:

Permits / Zoning: Larry Butcher
Police: ‘ Dave Askerlund
Property Management: John Spencer
Public Services:

Public Utilities: Brad Stewart
Transportation: Barry Walsh
RDA :

Zoning Enforcement:

I I <



PETITION NO. _400-07-14

PETITION CHECKLIST
Date | Planner | Sup. Dep. Dir. Action Required
Initials | Initials | Initials | Initials
2007 Petition Delivered to Planning

4/

Ay

i

(3

P

v

ul

Petition Assignedto &~ A&

Al

Ep.

e

(e

Planning Staff or Planning Commission Action Date

[<p

Sy

Transmittal Cover Letter
Followed Template (margins, headings, returns etc)

Table of Contents

Chronology

Apphee
i

Ordinance Prepared by the Attorney’s Office
Include general purpose statement of petition (top of ordinance)
Include Strike and Bold (Legislative Copy) (where applicable)
Include Clean Copy (Ensure stamped by Attorney)
Include Sidwell Numbers (where applicable)
Include Legal Description-review, date and initial (where applicable)
Ensure most recent ordinance used
Ensurg Exhibits (tables etc) are attached

ND Orévianee fnclu e = ﬁ“j ;/‘..:"‘aiir,‘?"w’ww«j‘f/ )t

Lk,;ﬁ

Council Hearing Notice
Include Purpose of Request
Include zones affected (where applicable)
Include address of property (where applicable)
Include TDD Language

Mailing List of Petition and Labels,
(include appropriate Community Councils, applicant and project
planner)
(include photocopy of labels)

Planning Commission Notice
Mailing Postmark Date Verification (on agenda)
Newspaper Notice for Rezonings and Master Plan Amendments
(proof of publication or actual publication)

Planning Commission Staff Report

Planning Commission Minutes and Agenda

Yellow Petition Cover and Paperwork Initiating Petition
(Include application, Legislative Intent memo from Council, PC
memo and minutes or Mayor’s Letter initiating petition.)

Date Set for City Council Action:

Petition filed with City Recorder’s Office
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