Sugar House Hotel Proposal
Summary Commaents

Bim Oliver

August 17, 2025

Sugar House Hotel, LLC has submitted a proposal to rezone a site at the northwest corner of
Sugar House Park from MU-2 to MU-E to allow them to construct a seven-story hotel.

in general, the developers have failed to provide evidence to support any of their arguments in
favor of the request for a zoning change.

1.

10.

The requested zoning change proposes what in effect is “spot zoning” that directly conflicts
with the purposes of the lengthy and complex zoning consolidation recently complated by
the City.

The proposal erroneously asserts that the requested zoning change is "perfectly aligned”
with and complementary to the MU-11 zoning on the west side of 1300 East.

The proposal fails to provide evidence to support the assertion the proposed hotel is
economically feasible only with the requested zoning change (i.e. additional height).

The proposal states that “The Hotel is all about a local experence in its design.” However, if
the design of the proposed hotel were truly “local.” then it would reflect community intent for
the site by complying with curremt zoning standards.

The proposal fails to provide evidence to support any of its claims about economic banafils,

The proposal fails to provide evidence that residents (local park users) would utilize the
hotel as a “gateway” to the park.

The proposal fails to provide evidence o support the assertion that the addition of hotel
rooms will reduce demand for vacation rentals which will, as a result, be re-converied into
parmanent housing, thereby alleviating Salt Lake's housing crisis,

The proposal refers to an internal traffic study but fails to provide data supporting the
contention that the traffic impacts of the hotel would be negligible.

The proposal fails to provide evidence of how the hotel's "eyes on the park” would actually
impact safety in the park.

The proposal fails to demonstrate how the proposed hotel would support the Sugar House
Community Development Objectives (Policies) articulated in the Sugar House Master Plan.
In every case, the proposal fails to address a given policy instead providing misleading often
unrelated arguments.

It's important to note that the developers have no financial interest in the site which is owned by
Romney Farr Properties and leased to Maverik. That is, they aren't, in effect, "vested” so

denying the proposal imposas no financial impact.



Sugar House Hotel Proposal
Detailed Comments

Bim Oliver
August 17, 2025

General

1. Zoning
o The requested zoning change proposes what in effect is “spot zoning™ thal directly

conflicts with the purposes of the lengthy and complex zoning consolidation recently
completed by the city.

& The proposal erronecusly asserts that the requested zoning change is “perfectly aligned”
with and complementary to the MU-11 zoning on the west side of 1300 East. However,
that designation applies o a completely differen! context—the business district—which is
saparated from the site in question—and, more to the point, the park—by 1300 East
which represenis a substantial buffer between the business district and the park. In
doing so, the proposal makes its own argument that the proposed hotel should be
constructed not on the site in question but in a MU-11 zone.

2. Economic Feasibility

= The proposal fails to provide evidence to support the assertion the proposed hotel is
economically feasible only with the requested zoning change (i.e. additional height).
There are several “comparables” in the local market that demonstrate that hotels of three
stories are financially feasible.

o The proposal fails o provide evidence o support the asserlion that there is actually
demand for another hotel in Sugar House raising concern that the project is even
economically feasible at all. If not, then all of the proposal's other promises are invalid.

3. Design
= The proposal states that "The Hotel is all about a local experience in its design.”
However, if the design of the proposed hotel were truly “local,” then it would reflect
community intent for the site by complying with current zoning standards (MU-3).
The proposal lacks specifics about the actual design of the hotel. The rendering that has
been provided reflects the developers’ reliance on generic designs that have nothing to
do with local character, which is confirmed by the designs of hotels on their websile.
o 1300 Eas! creates a buffer (as does 2100 South) that reinforces the park's "natural
beauty” and relative sense of separation. Locating a high-density use at the edge of the
park would viclale that buffer.
The proposal asserts that the proposed hotel “bridges the urban envirenment on one
side with the natural beauty of the park on the other...” However, both the height and
design of the proposed hotel would actually encroach on the park's natural beauty.
o The proposal states that the design would incorporate both “prominent neighborhood
signage” and “public ant” inspired by the 9" and 9" whale, both of which would impose
severe negative visual impacts on the park.

o

Lo

4. Economic Benefits The proposal fails to provide evidence to support any of its claims
regarding economic benefits.

o Tax Revenues, Without supporting data (e.g. room rates, projected occupancy, etc.), the
projections for sale and fransient room tax revenues are purely speculative. Again, the
E;F:WEEI fails to demonstrate that there is even demand for an additional hotel in Sugar

use,



= Employment. Salt Lake County's current unemployment rate is 3.3%, well below the
level considered “full employment.” The primary economic issue in the county (and in
Salt Lake City) is not employment but affordable housing, which the hotel would fail to
address. In addition, the stated $25 average wage is misleading; most of the FTEs will
be part-time employees earning minimum wage well below that figure.

o Local Business. The proposal fails to provide evidence to support the statement that
many local businesses “are currently facing challenges due to insufficient customer
traffic.” The reality is that the number of potential customers is clearly nol insufficient.
There are currently hundreds of residential units within the business district itseff with
hundreds more under construction. These residents alone creale a substantial local
markel, The additional “traffic” of occupants of the proposed hotel would have a
negligible economic impact on local business.

. Gateway, The proposal fails to provide evidence that residents (local park users) would
actually utilize the hotel as a "gateway” o the park. The vast majority likely enter the park
from points east, from the underpass, or from the crossing at Wilmington Avenue. The latier
two are safer and more directly connected to the apartments/condos in the core district than
the intersection of 1300 East and 2100 South

. Housing. The proposal fails o provide evidence to support the assertion that the addition of
hotel rooms (that it ironically terms “short-term housing”) will reduce demand for vacation
rentals which will, as a result, be re-converted into permanent housing, thereby alleviating
Salt Lake's housing crisis.

. ITraffic and Parking.

o The proposal refers to an internal traffic study but fails to provide data supporting the
contention that the traffic impacts of the hotel would be negligible. The proposed hotel
raises the polential for dozens of additional vehicles per day al an already busy
intersection,

o The proposal falls to provide evidence that there is local demand for paid parking at the
location of the proposed hotel, especially given the fact thal there is free parking in the
park itsefl as well as along its east side.

. Safety. The proposal fails to provide evidence of how the hotel's “eyes on the park” would
actually impact safety in the park, particularly since the park closes at night and police
regularly conduct sweeps.

. “Westing". The developers have no financial interest in the site which is owned by Romney
Farr Properties and leased to Maverik—that is, they aren’l, in effect, "vested"—so denying
the proposal would impose no financial impact on them.



SHMP Policies

The proposal fails to demonstrate how the proposed hotel would support the following Sugar
House Community Development Objectives (Policies) articulaled in the Sugar House Master
Plan. In every case, the proposal fails to address a given policy instead providing misleading
often unrelated arguments.

1. Develop the Sugar House Community to be a sustainable, attractive, harmonious, and
pedestrian-oriented community.,
- Proposal: The hotel works as a connection between Park and business district with a
mixed use first floor including food, bike rental, and activities equipment rental,
o The proposal fails to address the policy.
o The proposed design is clearly not harmonious. To be harmonious, it would have 1o
comply with the current zoning designation for the site (MU-3),

2. Plan: Maintain, protect, and upgrade Sugar House as a residential community with a vital
supporting commercial core.
- Proposal: Proposed project provides walkable retail spaces for residents and a hotel,
whose guests will utilize the local community as they visit the neighborhood overnight,

o The proposal fails 1o address the policy.

o Whether hotel occupants will even patronize the commercial core is purely
speculative. They could, for example, patronize downlown businesses or simply
remain in the hotel with its own proposed dining and retail.

The proposed zening change clearly does not “prolect” the residential character of
Sugar House. That is the purpose of the existing zoning designation.

4]

3. Strengthen and suppost existing neighborhoods with appropriate adjacent land uses and
deslgn guidelines 1o preserve the character of the area.

Proposal: The Hotel will match the feel of the MU zoning in the area, but our location will

allow us to be a gateway to the park from surrounding areas.

= The proposal fails to address the policy.

o The proposed MU-8 zone is clearly not an appropriate adjacent land use and would
clearly not preserve the character of the area. In fact, the effect of the proposed
zoning change would be to dramatically and detrimentally change the characier of
the area. This policy goal is supported by complying with the existing zoning
designation (MU-3).

o The statement is intentionally vague. The "MU zoning area” could be just about
anywhere, But the proposal repeatedly refers to the MU-11 area west of 1300 East,
an enftirely different zoning context.

o The hotel would clearly not be a "gateway.” The reality is that the vast majority of
park visitors enter from points farther east (e.g. 1500 East), from the underpass, or
from the crossing at Wilmington Avenue. The latter two are safer and more directly

connected to the apartments/condos in the core district than the intersection of 1300

East and 2100 South.

4. Provide the needed infrastructure improvements through public, as well as public/private
partnerships.
- Proposal: The hotel will work with existing infrastructure. Working with Sugar House
Park, we hope to improve the open space surround our project as part of our park/city
gateway and integration goals.



o The proposal fails io address the policy.
= The wording here is somewhal incomprehensible. Bul the fact is that this response
doesn’t aven represent an emply promise: “we hope o improve. .."

5. Encourage new development that substantially strengthens and unifies the Sugar House
Business Dislrict focused at the Sugar House Plaza Monument at 2100 South and 1100
East.

- Proposal: The Hotel is a boutique project focused on a local experience, including
enhancing use of the nearby Plaza Monument.
o The proposal fails to address the policy.
o The proposal provides no clarification or detall as to whal "enhancing the use of the
nearby Plaza Monument® actually means.

6. Improve all modes of mobility including sireet and trail networks, transit, pedestrian and
bicycle movement opportunities, and off-street cooperative parking facilities.
- Proposal: All Hotel parking is underground, with a focus on walkability and bike trail
connectivity,
o The proposal fails to address the policy.
o The hotel would simply capitalize on the existing network, providing no improvemant
to existing modes of mobility.
o The proposed parking is not "cooperative.” Local residents would have to pay to use
it.

7. Provide pedestrian-scale activities in the Sugar House Business District by providing open
space corridors and useful streetscape amenities.

Proposal: The Hotel Streetscape will connect to the park through upgraded hotel plaza

:—Jnd landscape connection,

o The proposal fails to address the policy.

o This response is looking in the wrong direction. The goal here is a connection o the
business district but the proposal doesn't offer any substantive plans to do so.

o The proposed hotel is not located in the business district but on the periphery. The
hotal plaza hardly represents an “open space cornidor,” so its pedestrian-scale
activities would have littie or no impact on the district itself,

8. Direct a mixed-land use development pattern within the Sugar House Business District to
include medium and high-density housing and necessary neighborhood amenities and
facilities. These developments will be compatibly arranged, taking full advaniage of future
transit stations, Sugar House Park, Fairmont Park, and the proximity to the retail core.

- Proposal: The Hotel is focused on a local experience with a strong symbiotic relationship
to the Sugar House Park and the neighborhood. Our hotel use salisfies shor term
housing needs and frees up other housing for long term residents.

o The proposal fails to address the policy.

o It's entirely unclear what the term “symbiofic” is attempting to suggest. The proposed
hotel may benefit from the presence of the park. But the park {and ils users) clearly
will not benefit from the presence of the proposed hotel,

o The proposal fails to provide evidence o support the assertion that additional hotel
rooms will somehow “free up” housing for long-term residents.



9. Enmumg&r increased intensity, greater diversity of land use, and locally owned businesses
in the Sugar House Business District.

Proposal: The Hotel retail, especially the lobby experience and café will have a local

focus and product focus. The design of the hotel will feature local relevant custom

designs and will be operated locally, The area is underserved by hotels so the additional

rooms will add to diversity of land use.

o The proposal fails 1o address the policy.

= This assertion that the "area” (vague) is "underserved by hotels™ lacks supporting
evidence and requires a market analysis bul none has been provided. In the
absence of such supporting data, the market viability of the proposed hotel has to be
considered uncertain at best, rendering the entire proposal invalid.

10. Suppaort small locally owned neighborhood businesses to operate harmoniously within
residential areas.
- Project: The Hotel is all about a local experience in its design, operations, and services
1o and within the community.
o The proposal fails to address the policy.
o If the hotel were truly all about a local experience in its design than its design would
comply with the "experience” as expressed in the current zoning standards (MU-3).



From: Richard Layman, 1520 5. Ken Rey Streel SLC 84108
202-768-1509

Re: Potential zoning changes for 2111 South 1300 East, a 0.83 acre plot
Petition numbers PLNPCM2025-0622 and PLNPCM2025-00824

Date: 8/21/2025
This respondent recommends the requested changes not be approved.

| am a board member of the Sugar House Park Authority, which stewards Sugar House Park.
These comments do not represent the board, which has not been able to come 10 CONSSNsUS on
this matter.

| am providing “two sets” of comments, one based on my own opinion that change of the is not
warranted, and what to consider if the decision o changa the zoning is affirmed.

There 15 a request for two changes, one from MU3 to MUB, allowing for an 8 story building. The
MU2 designation is in keeping with the former designation of "neighborhood serving retail * The
second is 1o change the allowable use for the parcel from neighborhood serving (Mixed Use
Low Intensity), to high intensity {Business District Use Town Center Scale),

First, many people mis-apprehend the parcel in question, thinking of it as an extension of the
high intensity Sugar House Mixed Use district across the street, immediately to the north,

Instaad they should be thinking of the parcel, currently zoned neighborhood serving, as the
gateway to the residential neighborhoods from 1300 East to Foothill Boulevard. Cnly once you
get to Foothill, are there buildings taller than two stories,

Changing the zoning changes the nature of the parcel from neighborhood to business district,
allowing for a significant upward change in the worth of the property, greater intensity, and
providing impetus for similar rezoning of the neighborhood serving commercially zoned parcels
on the 2000 block of 1300 East and on the 1300-1600 blocks of 2100 South.

This reality needs to be kept top of mind in decision making with regard to this parcel.

Unfortunately, the underying property owner believes the parcel is worth a higher amount than
what the property is actually valued at as a neighborhood serving use, because they think it can
be rezoned to Town Center density, because of the immediate proximity of the Sugar House
Town Center. This is why local government and/or the Park Authority haven't been able to lease
or buy the property although many in the community call for such action.



The underlying property owner's intransigence should not be rewarded by a zoning change,
which would be an immediate grant of weatth to the owner, without any compensatory public
benefit

Second, there are viable altemnative uses to the property if it is not encumbered with an
unraalistic value. | think many people who do favor the hotel project do 50 in part because it
would provide a use on a site that currently is an eyesore.

The Capital Improvements Committee of the SHPA is exploring this, aithough again, such
proposals have not been forwarded to the Board, nor to the long term lessee of the property,
Maverik Corporation

Third, my opinion about not allowing the zoning change is not meant to cast aspersions on the
applicant. The Magnus firm seems to be community oriented and willing o make community
benefits agreement concessions as par of the project, some of which would be to the banefit of
the Park.

Fourth, | would have no reservations about this project, were it to be constructed in the Sugar
House Town Center, where higher heights are present or anticipated.

Fifth, my reservations with this parcel specifically concern the small size relative to the use, and
the impact on the viewshed and cultural landscape of the Park and the entire "block” that is also
shared with Highland High School. An eight story building, jammed into a less than one acre lot
would dominate, overshadowing the public uses on the block, the Park and School..

While the current condition of the site is unsightly, thinking beyond that fact indicates there
would be a serous impingement of the viewshed looking east to the Wasatch Mountains, which
is a significant element of cultwral value both to the Park and to the Sugar House neighborhood
at large.

For these reasons, | am against the requests for rezoning.

If the zoning is approved it should be conditional on a community benefits agreement, so that
the community gets some return of benefit from providing zoning changes which immediately
make the property more valuable. The city will have some asks independent of the Sugar
House Park, which is physically affected by the addition of a hotel to the abutting property.

With regard to Sugar House Park, the firm has suggested such improvemenis as:

s sidewalk from 1300 South to the Park Loop Road, including a marked crosswalk
* more trees on the east side of the building, but placed in the Park
s building treatments on the east side of the building to fit in better as it relates to the Park



¢ 3 facily which can provide low cost rental of sports and fitness equipment (bikes,
basketbalis, etc.} to serve patrons of the park
& cafie on the ground floor providing potential service (o Park patrons

o discounted or free accass to meating reoms

They have also committed to off site parking for laborers.

I would ask that a fine system be imposed if construction workers are found to regularly park on
the Loop Road, increasing the demand for parking when supply is fixed and in that section,
always used. Workers would have an advantage to secure parking over park patrons because
they arnve for work before 7am, which is earlier than most park patrons.

Supgar House Park should have the option of seeking additional benefits as identified, beyond
those currently suggested.

Transportation Demand Management (not specific to Sugar House Park)

A 10 foot sidewalk as required by city code will be a significant improvement for pedestrians.

I's unciear what accommeodations will be made for bicycle parking either for employees or users
of the ground floor faciliies like a cafe. Adequate bicycle parking, following Association of
Pedestrian and Bicycle Professionals guidelines, should be provided. This is key because of
the proximity to Parey's Trail and other bicycle paths and routes.

Bacause of the constrained parking, the hotel should be required to provide UTA passes to
employees at no cost to the employee.

While the proposal includes adequate parking for hotel guests, itinerant users. and perhaps
employees, extraordinary uses likely cannot be accommodated, depending on the level of
occupancy and the assumption that most hotel guests will arrive by car.

Banquets, especially those at night, and certain types of meeting room uses are likely to
generate more parking demand than can be accommodated on site, depending on the level of
occupancy, A TDM requirament should be in place to provide for valet parking off site.

Traffic

| have no solution to the serious problem this use imposes on an already failing or near failing
intersection. Accessing the hotel by car would be simple only from one direcbon, a right turn,
going northbound on 1300 East. Entry from southbound 1300 East, eastbound on 2100 South,
and westbound on 2100 South would require one or more left tumns to enter the property.

Currently the street has a divider in this location, which prevents left tums. And given that the
proposed parking entrance is less than 1000 feet from the signalized intersection of 1300/2100



as well as the intersection of 1300/Wilmington Avenue, it's not likely that a left turmn lane and or
traffic signal can be accommodated. How does the hotel plan to address this?

Retail

Besides a small cafe and a facility for fitness equipment rental, it seems a stretch for there to be
viable retail on the ground floor especially at the comer of 1300/2100 because the width of the
streets make pedestrian access extremely uncomfortable, even with the provision of a ten fool
sidewalk.

Perhaps a social enterprise restauranttraining program could be offered the space.

Otherwise the space is ikely to remain vacant, or to turn over "frequently” because of failed
retail operations. as businesses fail and are replaced.

Architecture/Design

One of the problems in thinking about this parcel as part of the Town Center, is that modern
building stock provides the wrong design cues for building on the site. \While most park plans do
not have a section on architectural history, and this is the case for Sugar House Park, we can
consider design cues based on the concept that the building is a gateway to the neighborhoods,
not to the Town Center.

It would also be a respectful gesture to the history of the site and the neighborhood if such
design cues are made paramount, as opposed to more modemn architecture of the Town Center
and in the renderings of the proposed hotel,

As a prison complex, the building materials were prominently red brick, perhaps some painted
white brick, and red rock and white rock, Similarly, the residential building stock is primarily
brick of Craftsman and Prairie architectural styles, featuning a wide variety of brick colors, a
majority not red.

The best idea we have for the prison complex is from colored postcards from the era. Few
remnants of the prison remain, although red rock foundation for the Parley's Creek bridge and
two nearby patios are believed to be constructed using pnson building materials.



The renderings employ brick, with set off “panels” between rows of windows. This is to provide
a kind of "breaking up of the facade into smaller sections.” However, the effect is discordant
because the building materials differ so much, In terms of the “architecture of the ensemble” it
doasn't work.

| would suggest using a style referencing warehouse buildings censtructed from 1900-1930.
Many of these buildings have been adaptively reused, converted into multiunit hotels,
apartments, condominiums, and office buildings.

The Vue at Sugar House retail + apartments building at Highland Drive and 2100 South mostly
does this right. except for the top of the building which wanders into more modem, discordant,
materials.



The Vue at Sugarhnusa Cr{:ssmg

This is a proposed new construction building next to Fenway Park, Boston
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Camden Yards Warehouse building abutting the Baltimore Orioles stadium




Addendum regarding architecture and design of the proposed building.
Richard Layman

There is a rich tradition of different brick styles represented in Sugar House residential building
stock. This could be drawn upon in coming up with a better design.




This set of three buildings converted to housing in Tribeca shows that “bays” can be broken up
with different brick treatments, insteéad of the use of “dryvit” style siding between sections.




These two buildings on the Wesiminster University campus show the use of different colored
brick, creabing a nice architectural ensemble of historic buildings




Sidewalk treatment from 1300 East to Sugar House Park. The proposed sidewalk could be
installed with plantings on both sides to add visual interest to the park. (Image from Red Butte
Gardens.)
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M Gma” Judi Short <judishorti@gmail.com>

Re: (EXTERNAL) Comments re: Petition numbers PLNPCM2025-0622 and
PLNPCM2025-00624

Richard Layman <raymandc@gmail com> Mon, Aug 25, 2025 al 4:33 PM
To: "Roman, Amanda”™ <amanda.romani@isic. gov>
Bcc: judi.shor@@gmail. com

Thank you for the explanation of the process.

| would like to add these pages of photos to my original submission.

Best wishes.

Richard Layman

On Mon, Aug 25, 2025 at 10:25 AM Roman, Amanda <amanda romanddslc gove wrole:
Hi Richard,

Thanl'-: you for taking the time to share your comments regarding the proposed rezoning of 2111
. We appreciate your engagement in the planning process. Your input will be included in the
staﬂ’ r'ep:rrt and shared with both the Planning Commission and City Council for their consideration.

At this time, the project has not been scheduled for a Planning Commission hearing. The earliest it
will be scheduled for a public hearing is October. Please note that the agenda shared on social media
last week does not include this item. Public comments are welcome throughout the entire process.

Below are responses (o common questions we've received:

Property Ownership:

The property is privately owned and has historically been zoned for commercial use. While the City
has previously attempted to purchase it, an agreement was not reached. As with all private rezoning
requests, the City is required to follow a consistent review process, regardiess of the property’s
Innl:atl:ﬁn.rzhe property cannot be incorporated into the park unless the property owner decides to sell
it in the future.

MU-8 Zoning:

In July 2025, the City Council approved the consolidation of 27 commercial zones into 6 mixed-use
zones. The proposed MU-8 zone would allow building heights up to 90 feet, compared to the current
40-foot limit. By comparison, properties west of 1300 E may now build up to 150 feet. There are
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design standards associated with all mixed-use zones, such as regulations on ground floor glass,
building materials, and public infrastructure. This current request is focused solely on the rezoning of
the property. Future building plans would need to go through a separate review process if the City
Council approves the rezone.

Hotel Use:
Both current (MU-3) and proposed (MU-8) zoning allow for hotel uses. The applicant has proposed a
hotel with a public café on the ground floor and a restaurant on the top floor.

Parking:

The developer has submitted a traffic study under review by our Transportation Division. They are
propoasing more parking than is required by code, with public access. Hotel guests would use an
underground garage, and park visitors would continue using the internal park road. They are
proposing to build a pedestrian pathway from the hotel site down into the park, but vehicle access to
the hotel's garage would be from 1300 E or 2100 5.

Community Benefits
Rezone petitions must include a community benefit. One option is to provide "commercial space for
local businesses or charitable organizations”™. The final community benefit proposal is reviewad and
approved by the City Council and is recorded in a legally binding development agreement. The
applicant proposes:

» Ground floor retail space for local businesses

= Free meeting rooms for nonprofits or community organizations like the Sugar House

Community Council
« Interest-free financing {(up to $350,000) for tenant improvements for local businesses

I hope this helps to clarify the proposal. The City Council will make the final decision on both the
rezoning and the proposed community benefits. Please feel free to reach out with any additional
guestions or concerns and for more information please visit our Online Open House webpage.

Thank you,

AMANDA ROMAN  (She/Her/Hers)

Urban Designer

PLANNING DIVISION  SALT LAKE CITY CORPORATICON

-

Mohile: [B01) 535-7660
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From: Richard Layman <rlaymanagc@gmail coms

Sent: Thursday, August 21, 2025 9:21 PM

To: Homan, Amanda <amanda.romanislc gove

Subject: (EXTERMAL) Comments re: Petition numbers PLNPCM2025-0622 and PLNPCM2025-00624

Caution: This is an external email. Please be cautious when clicking links or opening attachments.

0 Addendum_2111_South_1300_East.pdf
3028K
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Comments via email starting 8/28/2025 Sugar House Hotel

Andrew Caponi <caponi.andrew@gmail.com= 6:10 PM (1 hour
ago)

to me, Lacey

Hi Judi,

Want to chime in here and voice my opposition for the proposed rezoning of the former
Sizzler lot in Sugarhouse park.

We recreate in this park on an almost daily basis and feel that a hotel and restaurant is
not whalt thal lot needs:

« The added height matches none of the surrounding environment, and it will kill
the view of the Wasatch

« Parking will be a nightmare - the developers' plan does not provide
enough parking for hotel guests, diners, and employees. Spill over parking will
overflow into the park, and degrade the park experience and likely add
dangerous traffic for bikers, runners, and walkers

« We simply don'l need another hotel in Sugarhouse

« The hotel won't employ local residents (one of the developers' value props)

| understand that this parcel is private property, and needs to generate a return for their
investors, but | think that a hotel is very much the wrong approach here, and if we
prevent the rezoning to allow additional height we can resel the conversalion to a path
that will lead to development that enriches the park instead of harms it.

Thanks for listening!

Andrew Caponi (948 E Elm Ave)

Liz Bradley <Imbradley@icloud.com= 3:47 PM (3 hours
ago)

o comments

Additionally, | would like to add that traffic is becoming increasingly frustrating! To have
another large structure added to the community will only add more traffic!

We are now unable to tum left into Chick fil A and Deseret Industries when coming from

the east! Extremely frustrating, leading to people making illegal tums to get o these
businesses!

Itis unwise to add more traffic to an already congested neighborhood!



Please do not build a hotel in the south east comer of 2100 South and 1300 East!
Thank you!

Liz Bradley
First Name
Kimberly

Last Name
Johnson

Email

LA i'tg_‘f!',‘ iohnson T 1gamall .com

Your Comments for the Planning Commission

| am against a property of this size, needing this kind of parking, taking up that comer of
Sugarhouse Park. It would be wonderful if that corner could be used to build community
rather than lo keep people out. A pool on that comer for that size hotel? And one that is
intended not for public use 7 What a waste of water and space.

List of Proposals

Sugar House Hotel

First Name
shannon

Last Name
oI

Email

shannon 78/ 2{mamail.com

Your Comments for the Planning Commission
Please no, will ruin so much of the views for so many. Would love to see a locally
owned breakfastlunch place!

ist of Proposals
Sugar House Hotel

First Name
Alessandro

Last Name
Rigolon

Email

alessandro.rgolon@@gmail com




Your Comments for the Planning Commission

| support this project. | like the idea of food and drink options near the park.
Hotels can also help relieve pressures from airbnbs. The lot is currently a blighted
property and a hotel with ground floor activation is much betier than the previous
proposal for a gas slation

Your Street Address
2000 5 Texas St

9:29 AM (10 hours
SHCC LUZ via mail1.wpengine.com ago)
lo comments

SHCC Comment Form

List of Proposals
Sugar House Hotel

First Name
Trent

Last Name
Van Alfen

Email

tvanalienf@gmail.com

Your Comments for the Planning Commission

| am a resident living near sugar house park. | support this plan for building a multi-use
hotel and commercial property. While | have some concerns about the increased traffic
and obstruction of views, | am pleased that this plan focuses on broad community
benefits and amenities. My only request is to have ample indoor and outdoor seating
space at the cafe. The cafe appears very small in the mock up. If this is to be a
gathering place for community (walking groups, etc.) then there needs to be space for
that. | am within a short walk to the property and would love to walk there for a cup of
coffee and maybe get some work done on my laptop at times. | would prefer a larger
cafe and two retail spaces 1o a liny cafe and three retail spaces. The current design
makes it seem like the developers are trying to squeeze as much commmerce into a
small space as possible. The space seems likely lo feel too small and crowded for
patrons as currently designed.

Your Street Address
2477 5. Alden Street



ist of Proposals
Sugar House Hotel

First Name
Tim

Last Name
Cieplowski

Email

i & 1 > = i L.y i
tim . claplowskigmall.com

Your Comments for the Planning Commission
| write only in the hope of helping to balance what | imagine are mostly negaftive
comments on this proposal.

Because | don't have any particular objections to this project, | am by default in favor.

Your Street Address
2120 S Highland Dr (The Vue)

List of Proposals
Sugar House Hotel

First Name
Liz

Last Name
Bradley

Email

imbradiey{ma.com

Your Comments for the Planning Commission

Sugar House is being distroyed. | grew up in Sugar House and it is quickly loosing the
charm and quaintness it has had for years. PLEASE consider not approving this hotel!
Enough is enough! Sugar House park is a beautiful, wonderful, fantastic place for our
community. Please think before starting/continuing to distroy this magnificent
community. We love Sugar House and want to maintain the incredible community that it
has been for years.

Thank you for your thoughtful consideration.

Liz Bradiey
61 year resident of Sugar House



Your Street Address
2296 Wellington Streat
SHCC Comment Form

List of Proposals
sugar House Hotel

First Name
Martin

Last Name
Cuma

maricumaiagmail com

Your Comments for the Planning Commission

| support this hotel. While it will be tall, it'll fit to the overall size of buildings on the other
side of 13005. | am excited about the amenities i'll provide, both from the housing and
from the public space perspective. Much better than a gas station or empty lot.

Your Street Address
1665 E Redondo Ave
First Name

Todd

Last Name
Schofield

Email

loddEgaddisiny.com

Your Comments for the Planning Commission

| have no doubt that this building will be approved. What | struggle with is closing a lane
of traffic on 1300 E. for over a year to build this hotel. Why should this community suffer
with a lane closure on one of the busiest intersection in the city for this hotel? The
Sugarhouse community has put up with now 4 years of road construction. Permits to
allow them to close the turning lane on 1300 east turning east on 2100 south should be
denied. They can figure out a different way lo build this hotel.

Your Street Address
2180 South 1300 East.



SHCC LUZ yia mail1.wpengine.com 10:24 AM (9 hours

ago)
1o comments

SHCC Comment Form
List of Proposals
Sugar House Hotel

First Name
John

Last Name
Beaufort

Email

norhemdiverSd @amail.com

Your Comments for the Planning Commission

Putting such an eyesore like thal on the park will completely separate it from the rest of
the neighborhood. We should be advocating for more park, whether that's a coffee shop
a bar a beer garden, saving the guality in the caliber of the Park should be of our
upmost importance. It's my firm belief that the best way to make the Park more viable is
to put a community engagement item to increase the value of the park to the
surrcunding neighborhoods and park itself. We wouldn't put a hotel in the middle of the
park, so why would we put one connected to it on the same property?

Your Street Address
974 E 2100 S

List of Proposals
Sugar House Hotel

First Name
Christina

Last Name
Baer

Email
sparebaeri@acl .com

Your Comments for the Planning Commission
I'm concerned about the hotel for the following reasons:
-this is likely the busiest traffic area in SH and already does not accomodate the traffic



well.

-the ingress/egress (o their parking garage and the ability to merge into traffic from such
a short distance from the light

-the height of the hotel, the previous building was not that height and wondering if it was
rezoned for the hotel?

-there is no public option to enjoy the view thay will have of the wasatch such as a park
restaurant that would look out on the wasatch such as is available in most european
parks.

-it is the perfect location for a SH community center for the increase in population or
pickle ball and tennis courts

-Once this land is gone, there will never be the option to use it for the growing
population in 2 manner that is congruent with the feel of SH

| realize this was private land with zoning but feel this is a special piece of property
abuting public land that could be used to enhance the community.

List of Proposals
sugar House Hotel

First Name
Elisabeth

Last Name
Morrey

Email

EEITICITEY '-:-['-i_‘lr'li_ill_l__i_'ll.'l

Your Comments for the Planning Commission
Absolutely NOT! Too tall! Not an extension of the beautiful park!

Your Street Address
2097 E Wilmington Ave
List of Proposals

Sugar House Hotel

First Name
Rob

Last Name
Bain

roherishaini@amail.com

Your Comments for the Planning Commission



| am opposed to the building of this hotel in the sizzler location. This is a poor use of this
very valuable piece of property. There are so many reasons, many of which you have
heard by now, to not allow this to be the use. It is too tall it will block views and will be
an eyesore. It will be for people outside the community not for the community. The
parking and traffic in this location is already crazy and this will make it much worse, It
just does not feel like the correct use. Other thoughts that immediately come to mind
would be a restaurant and if liquor is an issue because it is next to a park make it a
breakfastbrunchilunch one. Obviously the sizzler lasted for a while why can we not
have a cool restaurant there with view of thew wasatch and patio for open dinning.
Thank you for your ocnsideration of my comments on this important issue in my
COMmmunity.

Your Street Address
1048 E Ramona Ave



List of Proposals
Sugar House Hotel

First Name
Gary

Last Name
MacGlaughlin

Email
| SpaxsonS2imagmail, com

Your Comments for the Planning Commission

| feel the proposed site for a hotel is an excellent choice. Sited with views of the
Wasalch and with access to SH park and the SH business district will contribute to the
hotel's sucess as well as contributing to local eateries and shops.

So much belter aestically and practically than another convience store, fast food chain
or gas slation.

List of Proposals
Sugar House Hotel

First Name
Joyce

Last Name
Matles

Email

[dmattesiDamail.com

Your Comments for the Planning Commission
The addition of a hotel will only further complicate the traffic issues in the area. The
building itself will impact thw sugarhouse skyline. Do not approve this project.

Your Street Address
1996 S 1000 E

List of Proposals
Sugar House Hotel

First Name
Bryan



Last Name
Brown

Email

bibrown5 7 @amail. com

Your Comments for the Planning Commission

Please do not let this hotel development go forward. It is too tall to be compatible with
the park and nearby residential neighborhoods. It will make the traffic even worse than it
is now. The construction phase alone, if it is approved, will cluster up 13th x 2100 for
years! And we have just endured years of construction on 21st south anyway! | would
be ok with a hotel with a lower profile, but still.... This property should be acquired by the
city and incorporated into Sugarhouse Park. Thank you.

Your Street Address
1980 E. Hollywood Ave., SLC 84108

List of Proposals
Sugar House Hotel

First Name
Catherine

Last Name
Weeks

Email

A i o — e
cathylreef@comcast.net

Your Comments for the Planning Commission

| don't want another ugly building blocking our view of the mountains and bringing more
traffic. Sugar House has become overbuilt and all of the charm is now gone. The last
thing we need is a big ugly hotel blocking the view of our mountains and Sugar House
Park. Count me as a big HELL NO!

List of Proposals
Sugar House Hotel

First Name
Breanne

Last Name
Clement

Email



Since the rest of us are conceding our street, our park, and our views (o this hotel, can't
we gel something back that improves the guality of life instead of degrades it with
another big and bland piece of work that nobody but the developer wants? Please don't
hand the developer a rezone without getting written assurances that the people are
going to get something in retum.

We'll take what Holladay ordered! A skating rink, a splash pad, an attractive plaza, a
really good ice cream shop, walkable sidewalks that invite us to participate, matenals
that are atrractive and long-lasting--we can get this if you tell the developer that's part of
the deal. Thank you for serving the community and telling the builder what we need.

Your Street Address
1565 East Garfield



goers,

Regarding "Park Improvements™- | don’t think that Sugarhouse Park needs a new hotel
built on the lot to improve the area. Without a concrete agreement on what would be

done by the developers (what actually needs to be done??), this seems like a bogus
point in the plan.

Regarding Enhance Security: As a community member, | don't need/want enhanced
security such as 24 hour surveillance or continuous lighting, which will pollute our views
of the mountains even further! More police presence is NOT a draw for many people in
the community!

The hotel will literally block the view of the mountains for many residents, including
myself. No need for commercial space below nor an event space nor a pool.

Your Street Address
2020 S Douglas St
List of Proposals
Sugar House Hotel

First Name
wanda

Last Name
gayle

Email
waayleidsisna. oom

Your Comments for the Planning Commission

| am a 40-year Sugar House resident. The Sugar House Hotel is going to occupy a
premiere spot that | will look at for the rest of my life, as will my daughter and her
daughter too. My main comment is a question: How can we make this better?

Here is your chance to inject something for the neighborhood into this proposal. Right
now the renderings look like a quick-build, disposable airport hotel where people stay
for one night hoping to get oul in the morning. It's ugly.

Doesn't Sugar House deserve an open and welcoming public space attached to this
hotel that welcomes local businesses? Something like a bakery or an eatery such as the
old Paradise Cafe where people came in out of the snow and ate a sandwich by the
fireplace or bought a bowl of soup and a cookie for their kids after school? Don't we
need something special that is wonderful to look at and exciting to see in its speclacular
setting? Can't we have an interesting structure that suits the neighborhood and the
setting?



breannemclemanti@omail . com

Your Comments for the Planning Commission

Here are some of my thoughts on this proposal. Im not completely opposed to the idea
of it but have some concems about the change in zoning and general issues the will
affect our community.

The proposed building height would be too tall and would block the view of the park.

The set backs need to be further back so there can remain some green space.

The increased traffic would be a big problem with the size of the hotel and the fact that
they will be hosting events of up to 100 people. It would cause people to do a U tum to
get back onto the freeway which would be dangerous and clog up traffic even more.
That area already is a congested nightmare. | also think it would increase traffic on all
the side streets around the area and because there's tons of traffic people would like
use side streets and would likely be driving fast making it more dangerous for the
neighbors and schools,

Im concermed that they wont have enough parking, especially when they have large
events. It appears that the parking they propose would not be sufficient and would only
be enough for guests and staff. This would lead to overflow parking into Sugarhouse
park which already can be hard o park at and add parking side roads.

sugarhouse park has hours from 7am to 10pm, but with the increased number of
people near by it would be harder to enforce that, There would likely be more people in
the park after hours. It would be hard to clear out the park and could increase the
number of homeless encampments that would pop up.

The park also turns off the lights during closed times and the additional lighting so near
by could negatively affect wild life and just generally its nice to have dark sky areas in

the city.

I'm concerned that it is promoted as a luxury hotel and the cost of rooms has not been
revealed. Although it would be nice to have more options for visitors to have a place to
stay, would it just be attainable to rich people. This would not help the community at
large have a place for friends and family to stay when they come to town.

List of Proposals
Sugar House Hotel

First Name
Ana

Last Name
Park



Email

anavansigfcomcast.nel

Your Comments for the Planning Commission

As a long time resident of SugarHouse (16+ years), | have seen our Sugarhouse
community evolve into crowed "multi-use” buildings which many people can't afford and
many small businesses cannot pay the lease on these buildings because ir's too
expensive. Sugarhouse has not become the walkable cozy neighborhhod it used to be,
it has become congested where now nobody wanls lo come because of the traffic. Our
only true gem is our park, with majestic views of the mountains from ghe cogested 1300
E. Why in the world would we as a community or city, ruin our beatifull park with a
hotel? How do |, as a resident, will benefit from a holel there? The answer is | won't.
These developers are only interested in many money and leave whereas us residents
are left with traffic and hideous buildings which do nol bring any beauty or a place for us
to enjoy as residents. NO TO A HOTEL ON THE CORNER OF 1300 E and 2100 5. NO
TO MORE REDEVELPOMENT IN SUGARHOUSE. ENOUGH!

List of Proposals

Sugar House Hotel

First Name
Vanessa

Last Name
Delmerico

Email

vilelmercofagmail.com

Your Comments for the Planning Commission

| am against the hotel in general, but specifically, | don't believe this project should be
granted a zoning amendment. | prefer an emply lot over a 7-story hotel. | disagree that
building this monstrosity will enhance the appeal of Sugarhouse or the walkability of our
neighborhood. The neighborhood thrives on charm, not new construction. We have
enough of that with all of the apartment buildings.

As a community member (Douglas St.) who walks dogs/children (o the park several
times a week, | don't agree that this plan will alleviate any current traffic issues. Having
out of town guests driving to/ffrom the new hotel will further complicate the headache
that is the corner of 1300e+2100s. The proximity to the highway (plus the gas station &
chick fil-a) already causes complications from unfamiliar drivers. This will increase
tenfold with a hotel adjacent to the on/off ramps. The proposed (future) plans for an S-
line expansion are not confirmed, so it's unlikely guests will use TRAX to get to/from the
airport / hotel. Creating space for 180 more vehicles in underground parking sounds
homendous as a community member. How does it enhance the community to create
additional paid parking underground? There is plenty of FREE parking in the park for
local residents. Events held at the hotel will jeopardize spots at the park for actual park



Since the rest of us are conceding our street, our park, and our views 1o this hotel, can't
we get something back thal improves the quality of life inslead of degrades it with
another big and bland piece of work that nobody but the developer wants? Please don’t
hand the developer a rezone without getting written assurances that the people are
going to get something in retum.

We'll take what Holladay orderaed! A skating rink, a splash pad, an attractive plaza, a
really good ice cream shop, walkable sidewalks that invite us to participate, materials
that are atrractive and long-lasting--we can get this if you tell the developer that's part of
the deal. Thank you for serving the community and telling the builder what we need.

Your Street Address
1565 East Garfield



goers.

Regarding "Park Improvements®- | don’t think that Sugarhouse Park needs a new hotel
built on the lot to improve the area. Without a concrete agreement on what would be
done by the developers (what actually needs to be done?7), this seems like a bogus
point in the plan.

Regarding Enhance Secunity: As a community member, | don't need/want enhanced
security such as 24 hour surveillance or continuous lighting, which will pollute our views
of the mountains even further! More police presence is NOT a draw for many people in
the community!

The hotel will literally block the view of the mountains for many residents, including
myself. No need for commercial space below nor an event space nor a pool.

Your Street Address
2020 5 Douglas St
List of Proposals
Sugar House Hotel

First Name
wanda

Last Name
gayle

Email

waavlefsisna. com

Your Comments for the Planning Commission

| am a 40-year Sugar House resident. The Sugar House Hotel is going to occupy a
premiere spot that | will look at for the rest of my life, as will my daughter and her
daughter too. My main comment is a question: How can we make this better?

Here is your chance to inject something for the neighborhood into this proposal. Right
now the renderings look like a quick-build, disposable airport hotel where people stay
for one night hoping to get out in the morning. It's ugly.

Doesn'l Sugar House deserve an open and welcoming public space attached to this
hotel that welcomes local businesses? Something like a bakery or an eatery such as the
old Paradise Cafe where people came in out of the snow and ate a sandwich by the
fireplace or bought a bowl of soup and a cookie for their kids after school? Don't we
need something special that is wonderful to look at and exciting to see in its spectacular
setting? Can't we have an interesting structure that suits the neighborhood and the
setting?



Email

anayansieficomeast nel
1L~

¥Your Comments for the Planning Commission

As a long time resident of SugarHouse {16+ years), | have seen our Sugarhouse
community evolve into crowed "multi-use” buildings which many people can't afford and
many small businesses cannot pay the lease on these buildings because ir's too
expensive. Sugarhouse has not become the walkable cozy neighborhhod it used to be,
it has become congested where now nobody wants to come because of the traffic. Our
only true gem is our park, with majestic views of the mountains from ghe cogested 1300
E. Why in the world would we as a communily or city, ruin our beatifull park with a
hotel? How do |, as a resident, will benefit from a hotel there? The answer is | won'l.
These developers are only interested in many money and leave whereas us residenls
are left with traffic and hideous buildings which do not bring any beauty or a place for us
to enjoy as residents. NO TO A HOTEL ON THE CORNER OF 1300 E and 2100 5. NO
TO MORE REDEVELPOMENT IN SUGARHOUSE. ENOUGH!

List of Proposals

Sugar House Hotel

First Name
Vanessa

Last Name
Delmerico

Email

vdelmenco@@amail.com

Your Comments for the Planning Commission

| am against the hotel in general, but specifically, | don't believe this project should be
granted a zoning amendment. | prefer an empty lot over a 7-story hotel. | disagree that
building this monstrosity will enhance the appeal of Sugarhouse or the walkability of our
neighborhood. The neighborhood thrives on chamm, not new construction. We have
enough of that with all of the apariment buildings.

As a community member (Douglas St.) who walks dogs/children to the park several
times a week, | don't agree that this plan will alleviate any current traffic issues. Having
out of town guests driving toffrom the new hotel will further complicate the headache
that is the corner of 1300e+2100s. The proximity to the highway (plus the gas station &
chick fil-a) already causes complications from unfamiliar drivers. This will increase
tenfold with a hotel adjacent to the on/off ramps. The proposed (future) plans for an S-
line expansion are not confirmed, so it's unlikely guests will use TRAX to get to/from the
airport / hotel. Creating space for 180 more vehicles in underground parking sounds
horrendous as a community member. How does it enhance the community to create
additional paid parking underground? There is plenty of FREE parking in the park for
local residents. Events held at the hotel will jeopardize spots at the park for actual park



breannemclementiamall. com

Your Comments for the Planning Commission

Here are some of my thoughts on this proposal. Im not completely opposed to the idea
of it but have some concems about the change in zoning and general issues the will
affect our community.

The proposed building height would be too tall and would block the view of the park.

The set backs need to be further back so there can remain some green space.

The increased traffic would be a big problem with the size of the hotel and the fact that
they will be hosting events of up to 100 people. It would cause people to do a U tum to
get back onto the freeway which would be dangerous and clog up traffic even more.
That area already is a congested nightmare. | also think it would increase traffic on all
the side streets around the area and because there's tons of traffic people would like
use side streets and would likely be driving fast making it more dangerous for the
neighbors and schools.

Im concermned that they wont have enough parking, especially when they have large
events. It appears that the parking they propose would not be sufficient and would only
be enough for guests and staff. This would lead to overflow parking into Sugarhouse
park which already can be hard to park at and add parking side roads.

Sugarhouse park has hours from 7am to 10pm, but with the increased number of
people near by it would be harder to enforce that. There would likely be more people in
the park after hours. It would be hard to clear out the park and could increase the
number of homeless encampments thal would pop up.

The park also tumns off the hghts dunng closed times and the additional ighting so near
by could negatively affect wild life and just generally its nice to have dark sky areas in
the city.

I'm concerned that it is promoted as a luxury hotel and the cost of rooms has not been
revealed. Although it would be nice to have more options for visilors o have a place to
stay, would it just be attainable to rich people. This would not help the community at
large have a place for friends and family to stay when they come to town.

List of Proposals
Sugar House Hotel

First Name
Ana

Last Name
Park



Last Mame
Brown

Email

bibrownS7i@amail.com

Your Comments for the Planning Commission

Please do not let this hotel development go forward. It is too tall to be compatible with
the park and nearby residential neighborhoods. It will make the traffic even worse than it
is now. The construction phase alone, if it is approved, will cluster up 13th x 2100 for
years! And we have just endured years of construction on 21st south anyway! | would
be ok with a hotel with a lower profile, but still.... This property should be acquired by the
city and incorporated into Sugarhouse Park. Thank you.

Your Street Address
1980 E. Hollywood Ave., SLC 84108

List of Proposals
Sugar House Hotel

First Name
Catherine

Last Name
Weeks

Email

cathviree@comcast net

Your Comments for the Planning Commission

| don't want another ugly building blocking our view of the mountains and bringing more
traffic. Sugar House has become overbuilt and all of the charm is now gone. The last
thing we need is a big ugly hotel blocking the view of our mountains and Sugar House
Park. Count me as a big HELL NO!

List of Proposals
Sugar House Hotel

First Name
Breanne

Last Name
Clement

Email



List of Proposals
Sugar House Hotel

First Name
Gary

Last Name
MacGlaughlin

Email

19paxsonSd@agmail.com

Your Comments for the Planning Commission

| feel the proposed site for a hotel is an excellent choice. Sited with views of the
Wasatch and with access to SH park and the SH business district will contnibute to the
hotel's sucess as well as contributing to local eateries and shops.

50 much better aestically and practically than another convience store, fast food chain
or gas slation.

List of Proposals
Sugar House Hotel

First Name

Joyce

Last Name
Mattes

Email
jdmatiesiamail.com

Your Comments for the Planning Commission
The addition of a hotel will only further complicate the traffic issues in the area. The
building itself will impact thw sugarhouse skyline. Do not approve this project.

Your Street Address
1996 S 1000 E

List of Proposals
Sugar House Hotel

First Name
Bryan



| am opposed to the building of this hotel in the sizzler location. This is a poor use of this
very valuable piece of property. There are so many reasons, many of which you have
heard by now, to not allow this to be the use. It is too tall it will block views and will be
an eyesore. It will be for people outside the community not for the community. The
parking and traffic in this location is already crazy and this will make it much worse. It
just does not feel like the correct use. Other thoughts thal immediately come to mind
would be a restaurant and if liquor is an issue because it is nextto a park make it a
breakfastbrunchflunch one. Obviously the sizzler lasted for a while why can we not
have a cool restaurant there with view of thew wasatch and patio for open dinning.
Thank you for your ocnsideration of my comments on this important issue in my
community.

Your Street Address
1048 E Ramona Ave



wall.

-the ingress/egress to their parking garage and the ability to merge into traffic from such
a short distance from the light

-the height of the hotel, the previous building was not that height and wondering if it was
rezoned for the hotel?

-there is no public option to enjoy the view they will have of the wasatch such as a park
restaurant that would look out on the wasatch such as is available in most european
parks.

-it is the perfect location for a SH community center for the increase in population or
pickle ball and tennis courts

-Once this land is gone, there will never be the option to use it for the growing
population in a manner that is congruent with the feel of SH

| realize this was private land with zoning but feel this is a spacial piece of property
abuting public land that could be used to enhance the community.

List of Proposals
sugar House Hotel

First Name
Elisabeth

Last Name
Morrey

Email
l‘:[‘:|-'!'--"-|'I'l'."-,"il'i}ﬂ'l:'_l_ﬂ CIOIT

Your Comments for the Planning Commission
Absolutely NOT! Too tall! Not an extension of the beautiful park!

Your Street Address
2097 E Wilmington Ave
List of Proposals

Sugar House Hotel

First Name
Rob

Last Name
Bain

Email

roberisbain@amail.com

Your Comments for the Planning Commission



SHCC LUZ via mail1.wpengine.com 10:24 AM (9 hours
ago)
o commeanits

SHCC Comment Form
List of Proposals
Sugar House Hotel

First Name
Jahn

Last Name
Beaufort

Email
northemdiverdd mgmail.com

Your Comments for the Planning Commission

Putting such an eyesore like that on the park will completely separate it from the rest of
the neighborhood. We should be advocaling for more park, whether that's a coffee shop
a bar a beer garden, saving the quality in the caliber of the Park should be of our
upmost importance. It's my firm belief that the best way lo make the Park more viable is
to put a community engagement item to increase the value of the park to the
surmounding neighborhoods and park itself. We wouldn't put a hotel in the middle of the
park, so why would we put one connected to it on the same property?

Your Street Address
974 E 2100 S

List of Proposals
Sugar House Holel

First Name
Christina
Last Name
Baer

Email

Sparaacr ;_'.]_F:_a:!_l.ll GO

Your Comments for the Planning Commission
I'm concerned about the hotel for the following reasons:
-this is likely the busiest traffic area in SH and already does not accomodate the traffic



Your Street Address
2296 Wellington Street
SHCC Comment Form

List of Proposals
augar House Holel

First Name
Martin

Last Name
Cuma

Email

martcuma@agmail.com

Your Comments for the Planning Commission

| support this hotel. While it will be tall, it'll fit to the overall size of buildings on the other
side of 13005. | am excited about the amenities it'll provide, both from the housing and
from the public space perspective. Much better than a gas station or empty lot,

Your Street Address
1665 E Redondo Ave
First Name

Todd

Last Name
Schofield

Email

loodigaddisiny. con

Your Comments for the Planning Commission

| have no doubt that this building will be approved. What | struggle with is closing a lane
of traffic on 1300 E. for over a year to build this hotel. Why should this community suffer
with a lane closure on one of the busiest intersection in the city for this hotel? The
Sugarhouse community has put up with now 4 years of road construction. Permits to
allow them to close the tuming lane on 1300 east tumning east on 2100 south should be
denied. They can figure out a different way to build this hotel.

Your Street Address
2180 South 1300 East.



ist of Proposals
Sugar House Hotel

First Name
Tim

Last Name
Cieplowski

tim cieplowskigmail com

Your Comments for the Planning Commission
| write only in the hope of helping to balance what | imagine are mostly negative
comments on this proposal.

Because | don't have any particular objections to this project, | am by default in favor.

Your Street Address

2120 S Highland Dr (The Vue)
List of Proposals

Sugar House Hotel

First Name

Liz

Last Name

Bradley

Email

imbradileyiyme. com

Your Comments for the Planning Commission

Sugar House is being distroyed. | grew up in Sugar House and it is quickly loosing the
charm and quaintness it has had for years. PLEASE consider not approving this hotel!
Enough is enough! Sugar House park is a beautiful, wonderful, fantastic place for our
community. Please think before starting/continuing to distroy this magnificent
community. We love Sugar House and want to maintain the incredible community that it
has been for years.

Thank you for your thoughtful consideration.

Liz Bradley
61 year resident of Sugar House



Your Comments for the Planning Commission

| support this project. | like the idea of food and drink options near the park,
Hotels can also help relieve pressures from airbnbs. The lot is currently a blighted
property and a hotel with ground floor activation is much better than the previous
proposal for a gas station

Your Street Address
2000 S Texas St

9:29 AM (10 hours
SHCC LUZ via mail1.wpengine.com ago)

o camments

SHCC Comment Form
List of Proposals
Sugar House Hotel

First Name
Trent

Last Name
Yan Alfen

Email

tvanalfen{dgmail com

Your Comments for the Planning Commission

| am a resident living near sugar house park. | support this plan for building a multi-use
hotel and commercial property. While | have some concerns aboul the increased traffic
and obstruction of views, | am pleased that this plan focuses on broad community
benefits and amenities. My only request is to have ample indoor and outdoor seating
space al the cafe. The cafe appears very small in the mock up. If this is to be a
gathering place for community (walking groups, etc.) then there needs to be space for
that. | am within a short walk to the property and would love to walk there for a cup of
coffee and maybe get some work done on my laptop at times. | would prefer a larger
cafe and two retail spaces 1o a liny cafe and three retail spaces. The current design
makes it seem like the developers are trying to squeeze as much commmerce inlo a
small space as possible. The space seems likely to feel too small and crowded for
paftrons as currently designed.

Your Street Address
2477 S. Alden Street



Please do not build a hotel in the south east comer of 2100 South and 1300 East!
Thank you!

Liz Bradley

First Name

Kimberly

Last Name
Johnson

Email
kimberly.iohnson? 1@gmail.com

Your Comments for the Planning Commission

| arm against a property of this size, needing this kind of parking, taking up that comer of
Sugarhouse Park. It would be wonderful if that comer could be used to build community
rather than o keep people oul. A pool on that comer for that size hotel? And one that is
intended not for public use 7 What a waste of water and space.

List of Proposals

Sugar House Hotel

First Name
shannon

Last Name
ofr

Email

shannon 787 2@amail.com

Your Comments for the Planning Commission
Please no, will ruin so much of the views for so many. Would love to see a locally
owned breakfastlunch place!

ist of Proposals
Sugar House Hotel

First Name
Alessandro

Last Name
Rigolon

Email
glgssandro.ngolondgmail com



Andrew Caponi <caponi.andrew(@gmail.com> 610 PM (1 hnu;
ago
1o me, Lacey

Hi Jud,

Want to chime in here and voice my opposition for the proposed rezoning of the former
Sizzler lot in Sugarhouse park.

We recreate in this park on an almost daily basis and feel that a hotel and restaurant is
not what that lot needs:

« The added height matches none of the surrounding environment, and it will kil
the view of the Wasalch

« Parking will be a nightmare - the developers' plan does not provide
enough parking for hotel guests, diners, and employees. Spill over parking will
overflow into the park, and degrade the park experience and likely add
dangerous traffic for bikers, runners, and walkers

« We simply don't need another hotel in Sugarhouse

« The hotel won't employ local residents (one of the developers’ value props)

| understand that this parcel is private property, and needs to generate a return for their
investors, but | think that a hotel is very much the wrong approach here, and if we
prevent the rezoning to allow additional height we can reset the conversation to a path
that will lead to development that enniches the park instead of harms it.

Thanks for listening!
Andrew Caponi (948 E Elm Ave)

Liz Bradley <Imbradley@icloud.com= 3:47 PM (3 hﬂl.ﬂ?]
ago

to comments

Additionally, | would like to add that traffic is becoming increasingly frustrating! To have
another large structure added to the community will only add more traffic!

We are now unable to turn left into Chick fil A and Deseret Industries when coming from
the east! Extremely frustrating, leading to people making illegal turns to get o these
businesses!

It is unwise to add more traffic to an already congested neighborhood!
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LUZ COMMENTS SUGAR HOUSE HOTEL

COMMENTS

As | was driving East on 21st South and stopped at thelight at 13th East, | looked aver at
the park and marveled how beautiful it was being able to see across the whole park. 'We
need looking at open space and the beauty of the park. Wedon't need morecars and
buildingsin Sugarhouse. Weneed a beautiful wide open space. Enough Is enough
changing Sugarhouse. Pleasedon't ruin it, | have lived within a mile of this park for 75

Remington years and | don't want to see all these changes.

Stensans

Garland

Oizon

Dhondt

This parcel of land should have become part of Sugar House park and the city should have
purchased it so it could provide amenities for locals, This hotel will be the only
commercial access on the park parcel. However, it does not appear to provide anything
that park users would want: bike rental frepair, ice cream and snacks with a place to sit
while eating. Will it just befor the rich and infamous? Will teenagers with skate boards be
welcome and sliders on the snow hill if we get snow again? | dont think so. Can i ridemy
bike fram the path on 1300 East around the east side of the property avoiding the
congested corner and other pedestrians? What accommeodations and access are you
offering the community. CAn we have lunch on the patio? | realize it is a small parcel but
yvou knew that when you designed the hotel and | see no guarantee that the community
will have benefited from the design,

This seems like it degrades the park.

Sego Lily at the Draw Located directly south of the site for the proposed hotel isthe Sego
Lily at the Draw, amonumental scul pture designed by world-renowned envircnmental
artist Patricia Johanson, to address the centuries-old problem of floed-control on Parley's
Creek, The Draw at Sugar Houseis engineered to work as adam, and is listed on the Utah
Registry of Dams. It isthefirst lood control system in Americathat is also an
internationally-famous art installation. It was built by Salt Lake County, Salt Lake City and
the State of Utah. Designed in the shape of Utah's state flower, the Sego Lily Plaza has
three distinct parts (petals). The north petal is a concave wall that is reinforced to divert
flood water that overflows the pond in Sugar House Park, and redirects it to flow safely
under 13th East 5t into Parley’s Creek in Hidden Hollow, The north petal is part of the
earthen dam that protects properties downstream from catastrophic damagein the event
of a lood. Plans for construction of an underground, two-level 180+ space parking
garage under the proposed 5H Hotel must be reviewed by Salt Lake County Flood Control
engineers, and by the State Dam Engineer, Any excavation or construction that could
destabilize the earthen dam around the flood-control facility could threaten the safety of
peaple, residences and businesses downstream.

The last thing that should go thereisthis hotel. It's too tall, will block the views, and isa
total eyesore to everyonein the park and around the 21005 1300E intersection. This area
should be incorporated into the park/public space better. Only a one story building
should go here, or better yet something like a food truck space. A hotel will benefit the
residents of 5LC/Sugarhouse very little, There are plenty of hotels already in the area, Put
something herethat the community can share/benefit from.
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LUZ COMMENTS SUGAR HOWLISE HOTEL

Im excited to see this parcel developed. In order for it to bea soace that is utilized by local
residents and not just tourists, i would loveto seeintegration with Parleys Trail, better
walkability and street engagement, and a Greenbike station! Would be a huge missed
opportunity to not include these aspects!

I have reflected on the presentation of the developer and others invalved in the
proposed hotel construction on the old Sizzler site. My family has lived in theis area for
nearly 40 years. | served as atrustee and concerned resident on the SHOC for 20 years |
beginning in 1994, Atime before just about every revitalized and new construction in the
Sugar House Business District was begun, | was a partnerin a small busines for a few years
on 1100 East in the Granite Block beforeit was torn down. Our vison on the SHCC at that
time was to revitalize the SHBD to honor the history of the area and upgrade small
business opportunities and add some reasonable and affordable residentisl housing that
would encourage and continue theelectic presence of people and businessess Sugar
House had, Unfortunately, in the last 10-15 years that has been lost to the overly dense
commercial and "luxury” residential development resulting in slot canyons of concrete,
brick and mortar that aretoo expensive for most average income eamers to even consider
livingin , Thus creating the "gentrification” of the area and destroying the eclectic vibe
that could have been with various people and small business thriving in the SHBD., With
thiszin mind, despitethe attempt of the deveopers to impress usin attendance (about
85 people) with their hoped for amenities to theresidents of this neighborhood, | feel
that | haveto respond to the proposed rezone of this parcel with aresounding NO! |
have not heard one positive response from my neighbors and others regarding any
development requiring rezoning residential andfor commercial properties east of 1300
east that would increase height and population density, The traffic at this siteon 1300
east and 2100 south is anightmare. More construction will create even more congestion
and safety issues for people who want to get back on |-80, There are no safe, easy left hand
turn options. Increased traffic will drivethru the adjacent nelghborhoods creating safety
issues. Proposed underground parking could create problems with the aquifer. Overflow
parking from the hotel islikely to end up in the park. Lastly, spot rezoning of this parcel
could encourage moreof the redevel opement demeaning the quality of life and property
values of 3 well established neigborhoods adjacent to the hotel. No!l to reroning.

Rezoning one property at a time defeats the purpose of zoning. Over time, the exceptions
becomethe rule, making existing roning meaningless, | advise against the practice. The
proposed construction would be a positive addition to the area. It is a shame the proposal
does not comply with zening restrictiuons.
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Concern with allowing tall building on that location, changing zoning would open door
faor tall buildings going east on 2100 and negatively impact neighborhood as has already
happened west of 1300 east. Cuestion need for another hotel in area when thereare
already two within a 3 min walk, also twe coffee shops within 3 min walk and more
restsurants than are ableto be supported as shown by high turmover of locations. The
corner sidwalks at theintersection if 1300 and 2100 have just been reconfigured, making
them less user friendly and now they want to build a structure that fills the entire lot,
making it even more crowded and difficult to navigate. | do not fesd this hotel would add
any benefit to my experience as aresident of Sugarhouse. Calling it aboutique hotel
indicates to me that it will be expensive and not a place usaful to me or any guests | might
have who would need somewhere to stay. Also, the amount of parking being provided in
relation to all the amenities being touted as selling points seems like a problem. Bottom
line, | am not in favor of changing 2oning to allow this project and others that would
follow in its wake.

I have many concerns about the proposed Sugar House Park Hotel at thesite of theformer
Sizzler Cafe, the only privately own property on the north east corner of Sugar House Park.
The design by lackson Ferguson AlA, principal of FFKR has been controlled by the
developer Iohn Pott to make the most money from the limited site, In fact, | like his
design but it isthe wrong site for a hotel maximized by Ms. Romney Farr who apparently
wishes to do nothing that doesn't yield a high profit. Instead of criticism of theidea, |
want to limit my comments to the definition of Hotel, If the MUB is granted, then the
design would still need to be approved by the members of the land use committe e of the
city. My knowledge of the proposed MUS zones means that they can set a precedent for
other similar increases in density as hinted at in their very long and windy proposal. |
decided to approach my comments to the meaning of high density areas of these type of
strucutres, | explored the many high density hotel s were located throughout the city and
county. The locations include large hotels located at the Salt Lake Airport, along the
approach to the city on wide streets that allow no obstacles to traffic loads generated by
visitors to the dense downtown center wherethese are their destination, Other locations
are the Unversity of Litah along approaches to our ski resorts on wider streets and
especially at our ski resorts, where visitors come to stay overnight. Downtown Sugar
House has been increased by larger hotels asit’s using these near the middleof 1100
Eastand up 21st South, stopping below 1300 East. The Freew.ay exits at 1300 East arewide
and fast only serve the density below 1300 East downhill via Simpson, Wilmington and
2100t 5outh down to the urbanized areas below, not uphill. These developments and
constant street have created havoc in the lower suburban resident areas above 1300 East
with closed streets and confused drivers having to divert their routes through our
neighborhood, causing disruptions from confused outsiders racing through our suburban
neghborhoods. We've endured all this for the last 2 years. If this Hotel is approved we will

Hotel  Albert Will Cordray Al# havethis problem for another 2 years. There is no need for a hotel in the park.
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LUZ COMMENTS SUGAR HOUSE HOTEL

I would like to express my concerns regarding the proposed development adjacent to our
park, While | understand theintent to bring economic growth and commiunity support
through a new hote, this must be balanced with preserving thelong-term character and
values of our town. As aresident of nearly 30 years, | know how deeply our community
treasures this area and the aesthetics of our park. Many neighbaors have lived herefar
decades, investing not enly in their homes but also in a shared sense of pridein the beauty
and accessibility of our surroundings. Astructure reaching 90 feet in height feels
excessive To thelandowner leasing this property: please know how much the residents of
this town love and value this area. Wewould like to see a project that truly supports us as
long-term residents—something that complements the park, respects the views, and
reflects the character of the town we have all worked so hard to preserve. While
developers spoke of the hotel's potential benefits, therewas little clarity on affordability,
Ifrooms are priced in a way that primarily benefits outside interests, the project may not
provide genuine support to the people who live here. Growth should servethe
community as a whole, not accelerate gentrification or diminish the qualities that have
made our town 5o special. | am not opposed to progress. | welcome projects that respect
long-term residents, the history of our town, and the natural beauty we value. | hopethis
proposal can be rethought in away that reflects those val ues and truly complements the
park, rather than overwhelming it.

lam opposed to the request by the entity that isinterested in building a hotel on the
southeast corner of theintersection at 1300 E 2100 5in Salt Lake City for a rezonefrom
Mixed Use —Low Intensity (MULI}to Business District Mixed Use—Town Center 5cale
[BOMU-TC). The BDMLU-TC 2one doesn’t currently exist for Sugar House Business District.
The current zoning reflects the rest of the businesses on the east side of 1300 E and south
of 2100 5 The hemesin the neighborhoods near the property will beimpacted by people
parking on the nelghborhood streets rather than paying for parking when using the hotel
restaurant & coffeeshop. Speaking of parking concerns, it was mentioned during the LUZ
meeting held at Highland High School on 8/18/25, that employees will park at an
unspecified remote location, How does hotel management plan to enforce employees
parking at an unspecified remote location & not on the neighborhood streets or in 5H
Park? Amember of the 5H Park Authority mentioned that parkingin the Park is an
ongoing current problem, especially on days when events are happening in the Park. If
hotel employess, coffee shop & restaurant patrons park their vehiclesin the Park instead
of using the hotel parking lot, theissue will become more significant, negatively affecting
visitorsto the Park. I'm concerned about the Hotel's potential impact on the earthen
dam that is adjacent to the property. How will it be protected during the construction &
operation of the hotel? | am concerned that with the size of the proposed hotel, there
won't be sufficient space between the underground foundation of the hotel & thetop of
thewater table. Trafficis also aconcern at this corner. When patrons driving carsto
attend events being held at the hotel are arriving & departing, traffic will increase on twe
already busy streets. It was mentioned during the LUZ meeting that traffic is currently
often backed up from thelight at 1500 E & 2100 5 for drivers driving east from the 1300 E
2100 S intersection. This will create more of a traffic bottleneck. | don't think alarge hotel
is appropriate for this property. Something that conforms to the MU-3 zoning would be
more appropriate.
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| attended the meeting on August 18th at Highland High with an open mind. | left greatly
saddened by a majority of the plans put forth. | believe other will speak on many issues sa i
will address the one i spoke about that evening. The digging down of 32 fest to house the
parking garage with the water table at 37 feet. As | stated that evening it is a disaster
waiting to happen. It is not if, but when. Having recently returned from searching with my
search &Recovery K9 from central Texas | witnessed{unfortunately not the first time)
what damage water does and what happens when rules and laws are bent for profit. We
witnessed a few years ago(2 to be exact) the flooding in Sugar House and the flooding in
the park to relieve the water up mountain. My understanding is that was what the park
was designed for. A7 story above ground and 2 stories below only 5 feet above the water
table was not part of the plan. A search of a collapsed building with many casualties for
profit is not what Sugar House needs,

To me this is quite straight forward- Salt Lake has JUST completed a zoning "consolidation’,
which deems this property MLU3. There is NOTHING on the east sideof 1300 that is
currently zoned for taller buildings. It would be a travesty to give this developer an
exception, solely for the purpose that his project is financially feasible. Not only would it
be an eyesore, but also create additional traffic issues (already a problem), block one of
the only clear views of the Wasatch while traveing south on 1300E, add light in the park
which many enjoy due to the dark sky viewing at night- among many other issues. |
personally see no benefit to the community asthis developer states-there’s a coffes shop
right across the street at 2 1 &view apts, many restaurants nearby, another hotel just
across the street (Springhill suites), etc. | realize there are financial impediments from
various other proposals to that parcel, however the precedent of making a significant
zoning change on the east side of 1300E to benefit a developer would be a sad statement
relative to the priorities of the Salt Lake council. PLEASE do not allow this ridiculous
aning exception, as Sugarhouse has already lost so much of the soul® it used 1o
have...which was the reason most residents moved here (at least those that moved here
20+ yrs ago). Thank you- lordan Diamond

| understand that a request has been made to rezone this property (vacant Sizeler lot)to
dlow for a hotel to bebuilt there, | believe that ahotel on thislot would be a terrible use
ofthe property. This is already an incredibly busy area, with students traveling to and
from the U and Westminster, the nearby junction with I-B0, and the other various local
schools and businesses that have demands on these roads. This area (all of Sugarhouse
really) has al ready been through years of incredibly disruptive road construction, from
which we are barely beginning to see the light at the end of that tunnel. Finally, a hotel
would be an eyesore - even more than avacant lot -on the nearby beautiful public space
that many people use and love all year long. Please consider my request to deny the
rezoning of this property for the purpose of allowing a hotel to be constructed.
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| greatly appreciate this project's unusual level of nelghborhood focus: inclusion for local
residents to some hotel amenities, the offer of financal assistance to and focus on local
retail, and the attention paid to integration with the park. | wonder if wewill ever get a
more locally focused project. However, | believe the hotel mass as proposed, is simply too
large. The developer terms this project a boutique hotel, but typically that would bea
amaller hotel with an intimate feel and distinctive character, with less than 100 rooms, |
wionder if the mass could be adequatel y reduced by ditching the pool, banquet room and
library as nice perks but unnecessary flufiin a hotel perched over an lconic park, The
meeting rooms could be halved-we have meeting rooms in the Sprague Library nearby-
and the coffee shop enlarged and relocated to be more conducive to enjoying the park
view, | would be much moreinclined to look kindly on an MU 6 rezone, or a reworking of
plans that reduced the mass footprint of the building. | hope that the devel oper will find
that giving up parts of his admittedly very nice dream would still make this project
financially feasible. In addition, | am greatly concerned regarding the safety of pedestrian
and vehicular traffic at this exremedy busy intersection, as well asthe depth of the
underground parking with regard to the flood basin and the water table. Lastly, if the
project were to be approved in current form, | am adamantly opposed to any waiver of
stepbacks and would favor as an absolute requirement by the City Council, for a 10 foot
stepback at 30 feet asis already in placein the Sugar House Business District proper,
across the street,

We are nearby residents of Sugar House Park & have lived here most of our lives. Weare
wvery concerned about the proposed Sugar House Hotel for a number of reasons. It istoo
massive and tall for the corner that directly abuts the park. We have oriented ourselves
there looking across at the top of the Redmond building {the towers on tophwhich helps
to visualize the scale of the hotel. TOO BIG; TOOTALL. We oppose any diminishment of
set back requirements. That intersection is busy- and already feels dangerous for
pedestrians. A massive building that comes up close to the busy roads {even with
sidewalks) creates alooming presence out of scalewith the neighborhood. Added cars
and trucks on the approaching roads is a huge concern in terms of the numbers of vehicles
and theslow down that will occur as those behind wait for traffic to enter and exit.
Exiting traffic from the hotel turning right on either road will be turning away from direct
access to thefreeway, airport, etc, Those drivers will be tempted to make U turns or
traversethrough neighborhood streets. Delivery trucks with food and supplies are likely
to be very large; often semi -size. This is our experienceliving a few blocks away from
Harmon's on 1300 South, Whileinitially the trucks were small, most are now semi- size
and use our neighborhood streets to acoess the store; sometimes to get a better approach
to the intersection or to avoid traffic. Light pollution and the built envirenment increase
in heat will diminish the park and wildlife, birds etc that livethere. A hotel will generate
much more heat than many smaller businesses. We are concerned also for impacts with
thewater table being so closeto the parking depths. We have lived through several floods
in that area and also are concerned for potential pollution. We have very few parks/open
spaces im Salt Lake compared to many large cities and certainly very few parks |ike Sugar
House that command such views and needed sense of spaciousness in our urban
environment. Sugar House Park is a community asset that must be protected, The
potential for spill over parking is real for guests whose vehicles won't fit in a garage
whether for size or space as well as guests spilling out into the park directly from the

fcCreary  hotel,
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My name is Francis Lilly, and I'm a Sugar House resident, | already communicated my
general support for the project, because | think on balance it is a good idea for the city.
some of the residents made some good points that | think merit your consideration: 1)
Storm water isimportant, and | think theres a fair bit of impervious surface on the site, |
think it makes sense to consider some landscaping that demarcates the border between
the hotel and the park. This could take the form of a swale or rain garden. It would look
cool, and it would also give the Sugar House Park Authority some comfort about the
concerns they raised. 2] While I'm not too concerned about parking impacts in the park,
they are possible, particularly for large events at the hotel, This may be a case where SLC
Parking Enforcement should take a more thorough approach to managing parking in the
Park. Alternatively, perhaps the developer and the SHPA could collaborate and share costs
on private parking enforcement. The concerns of SHPA are not unreasonable. 3)1 agree
with one of the residents that an all-brick facade would look better. 41 agree with one of
theresidents that they should look for a way to get thelobby cafeto front the park.
Perhaps switch its location with the gear rental shop on thefloor plan. 5) Generally, I'm
really excited about the plan. | think it complements the park nicely, and | think it'sthe
best we can expect, given the property owner's disposition not to ever sell the land [and
we can't force them to sell it)

Ithought a boutique hotel would be a good fit for this lot. The first meeting with John
Porter seemed positive. He seemed familiar with Sugar House and seemed to care about
the neighborhood. | was disapointed when the sumbitted plans didnt include much of
what we asked for and didnt reflect the feedback we provided. Aboutique hotel is about
style and experience. Its about intimacy, not scale. They are smaller, usually a 100 rooms
or less, This hote islarge and DOESN'T have a distinct design that incorporates the best of
our Sugar House history and the vibe of the neighborhood. It should be something we are
proud of having in our neighborhood, This building is just a box with windows, | am
concerned about traffic from the hotel coming into my neighborhood (which is directly
north), we already have cars speeding through our streets to avoid traffic on 13th East and
215t South. I'm not entirely convinced hotel staff will not be parking in our neighborhood
which just adds to Dodo staff parking we have to deal with already. We have more small
children moving into our neighborhood and cars speeding down a street full of parked
carsis a disaster waiting to happen. | can't support this hotel the way it stands today. Its
turned out to not bewhat was originally discussed, the "draft” turned out to be the actual
plan, Thereis no character that adds to and honors our neighborhoods vibe and history.
The community benefit doesn't benefit the park or my neighborhood in any positive way.
I was really hoping this could be a gem, something that will turn the tide on new buildings
that ignore what makes Sugar House unique, that it would reflect our vibe, our history,
and creative spirit. We are just getting a non-descript Springhill Suites-like hotel with
some stores (maybe] and nice restaurant (maybe). With zero setbacks at the street, empty
stores wonk add value. Local businesses may not want to move from the spaces they have
now to ahigh traffic, car-centric corner. Shrink thesize, dress up the building, and then
doubleor triplethe the room rate to make this work. Put atrue boutique hotel that is
unigue, intimate, 5-star experience - a platinum building on a platinum corner works,
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| am opposed to the proposed zoning change at 21st S and 13th E for the Sugar House
Hotel construction on the site of the old Sizder restaurant near Sugarhouse Park, 1'will
condense my comments into a list, for expediency. This hotel should not be allowed
because: *impactsto the nearby residents are hugely negative * the areaeast of 13th E
is zoned residential and should stay assuch * there already isahotel in the area (Spring
Hill Suites) - another oneis not needed * the proposed mass of the building design leaves
very little setback area ™ nominal setback areas restrict walkability in thearea *®the
miass of the building, in relation to the size of the lot, is quite unsightly * traffic is already
an issuein the area, the hotel will make it much worse * the only ingress and egress is
13th Eand 21st 5, creating atraffic fiasco * the potential impact environmentally is
problematic (effect on flora, fauna, etc) ® underground parking to 32 feet where water
tableisat 37 feetisabad idea *thedesignisnot suited to the ambiance and character of
the commmunity *the hotel's existence will negatively impact Sugarhouse Park use by
locals * Sugarhouse Park is not open 24 hours and a hotel with 24 hour accessisa
problem *ahotel with liquor license will create problems, especially with the park
nearby * enforcement of bad acts by guests and/for locals is unlikely to be "doable™ *
comparing this proposed structure to the Redman building across the street isidiotic It
seems to methat the hotel is only in the best interests of the developers and others, for
profit making reasons. | have grave concerns that the City Council will be unwilling to
consider the environmental and aesthetic impact of this project to the residents nearby.
As theseresidents will be most affected by the hotel and what it will bring to the area,
their opionions should carry much moreweight than the opinions of the profiteers. | fesl
that the zoning change request and the proposal to build astructure of this mass and
height should bevetoed by the Council. The negatives far outweigh the positives. Thank
you for the opportunity to express my thoughts.

Maore traffic, more peoplefvehicles in an already dense area, blocked views for everyone
except visitors to the hotel ...and potentially creepy travelers with Birdseye views of
vulnerable populations [women, children, elderly]at the park, What a disaster, This will
beablight in so many ways, and likely unsafe. Asingle level restaurant {like beforel} would

Rosenberge eliminate a lot of strife.

| don't mind the idea of a hotel on that corner. There's only one other in the vicinity.
However, 7 stories istall for that corner. Can it have less? I'm also cautious about the
"boutique” or "high end” qualities they have in the proposal. There are plenty of high end
hotels downtown. Sugar houseis not "high end” but we are "boutique™ with our quirky
vibe, This hotel needs to be boutigue but affordable. High end pecple don't want to walk
around. However, | do appreciate the underground parking and pedestrian access on all
sides. | also worry about access. That corner is VERY busy and | think auto patroens will find
it hard to access,
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Thanks for hosting the community meeting today! | made acomment in the Qand &
session after the presentation regarding the cafe and retail spaces not having the view of
the park whereas the pool and conference rooms do, I'd like for the community to have
access to the stunning view. It's really the only place with such potential in the sugar
housecommunity. Can we agreeto the 2oning change under the condition that we get
maore access to theview [replace a conference room or the pool with the cafe?] The
rooftop restaurant is amazing and | appreciate that it will be open to the public but
consddering how busy restaurants like "Park Cafe” or "Eggs in the City" or "Ruths" upin
emigration canyon get on a satruday morning, or "the Dodo” gets on a friday night, we
need much more space for community use. Aswimming pool will have such terribly low
utilization rates given the amount of cold weather we get and cool morning temps, even
in the heat of summer, that space could be an amazing patio for the public to use almost
year round. It will bring even more money o whatever retail space or the hotel cafethat
runsit. My last concern isthat ahotel in park city had a roof top bar "Sky Bar” that was
open to the public but the hotel decided to shut it down. Who is to say the hotel gets
frustrated with the high volume of traffic to their rooftop restaurant, and then it gets shut
down. isthere away to be surethey can't shut off thier property to the public afterit's
built and up and running? Thanks!

Concerns: 1-What isthere emergency plan if the drill / excuvate into the ground water
and release the chemicals from the previous gas station / dry cleaner into the ground
water. 2-Traffic trying to get onto I-80, u turn or cut through nelghborhoods to get on
the freeway. 3-operation hours of the hotel and theillegal parking in sugarhouse park. 4-
increase crime because of high volume of carsin the underground parking 5- Time it takes
the police to respond to crimes of opportunity &- Help pay for up keep of park because
they are using some of the land for a commaon area.

Safety of the proposed walkability on 1300 ea. And 2100 so. is distressing. Not possibly
safewith busy egresses tl walk with neighbors especially with stollers, or dog walkers, etc.
Sugarhouse PARK needs to bevisually available as well as physically so—to all] And it
neess to be park-like MOT a oarking lot, The "ammenities” you claim are a benefit to our
neighborhood are not. They are INSIDE the massive, uninviting structure. Stop pimping
locall

While the hotel design is aesthetic, it uses a portion of high traffic neghborhood land for
something that is unusable to locals. | would far rather we have something like a
resturant, cafe, coffee shop, etc. therethat can be used by everyone at the park. It would
feel morelike sugarhouse with a community aspect. A hotel there would take away from
the community aspect of the park and gentrify sugarhouse even maore. | have nothing
against hotels, but this part of sugarhouse feels more community and a hote there would
harm that.
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I'm writing to express my support for the proposed Sugar House Hotel, Thisisa
thoughtful ly-designed project that promises to bring significant benefits to our area
including space for local retail and restaurants, much needed parking, new employment
opportunities, amenities for park users, and more. It also offers a convenient lodging
option for those of us who live in smaller, historic homes in nearby neighboarhoods and
accasionally need an extra room or two for visiting family and friends — which is great.
Regarding the proposed height of the hotel, it is similar to at least one existing building in
the area and will be lower than what is currently allowed for future buildings

nearby, which | think will provide an appropriate transition to the open space to the east.
| appreciated learning more about the project at the open howse tonight and am grateful
to everyone who works so hard to make meetings like these possible. Thank you for the
work you do for our commumnity,

I de ot support the building of the hotel as currently planned, The community needs to
let the current owner of the land know that we dpnt want a giant hoted here. Wewant the
land sold to the city. The hotel will create traffic and create congestion during
construction. Where will materials bes tored during construction? Where will material
deliveries be made? Where will concrete trucks sit during concrete pours? The transition
between a 7 story building and a park will be weird and ruin the charm of the park. The
current plan shows little setback snd the yilding will loom over the street amd stick out
likeasorethumb,

1 am writing this comment following the 8/18 meeting. Like many residents, a hotel is not
miy ideal choice for the corner of Sugarhouse Park, However, it is much better than the gas
station and | was pleasantly surprised by the building presentation. | personally have no
problem with the height (| support the zone change to MUB) and do not think the increase
in traffic will betoo bad. | also have no problem with the step-back provisions, | likethe
way the hotel goes up to the street. Overall, | support the construction of the hotel if afew
changes are implemented, First, ifthe hotel is committed to the community like they say
they arethen they should change the positions of the pool and the cafe. If a private
enterprise is going to exist on the park block it should do moreto support the
community. Perhaps if the pool stays it should be available to the public. [ also thought
the concerns regarding the potential for guests to park inside the park to avoid paying for
parking are legitimate. Perhaps hotel parking should be guaranteed to be free for hotel
guests, or better yet freeto all. Any sort of community benefit should be guaranteed in
writing as well. Lastly, | think the exterior of the building needs to be redesigned. The city
has built exclusively S-over-1' for thelast 15 years. The architect said they were inspired
by local design, yet the outside looked as dull as many of the new builds (just adding
decorative brick does not do anything). If they want this hotel to bethe cultural and
community hotspot they claim, then a redesign is amust. Otherwise, | will disapprove of
thehotel on terms of false advertising. However, | am tentatively excited for the hotel to
procesd.
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Dear Commission Members, First off, thank you for your time and service on the behalf of
us as residents of Salt Lake City and more particularly, the Sugarhouse Meighborhhod. |
grew up on Kenwood Street im my family horme where my six siblings were raised,
Sugarhouse Park has been a part of my entirelife. Going back 60 years, it is where my
mother would take me for walks as an infant and young child. | played little league
football and baseball in my youth in the park. Sledding on theformer "taller hill" was a
winter staple. | now walk the park with my wife and grandkids, 50, | feed | know the Park
pretty well, It is an area | love to recreate in and drive past on my weskday commutes and
weekend activities. | currently live [and have lived for 30 years now) four blocks east of the
Park. | am writing in support of the Proposed Sugarhouse Hotel, My key points and
thought process for being in support of teh hotel are as follows: - Visually, thiscorner
needs to be developed in a manner that is fitting to the park, Although useful and
practical we do not need another KFC, W5 or Chevron [or ewen Sizrler) typestructureto
occupy this key corner. Weneed a participating use, ause that encourages healthy
activity and positive interface with the park. Sizzler was a neighborhood staple, but | will
certainly not miss the back side of a restaurant with the primary views from the Park being
the grease hoods and a sterile blank wall as many other uses will likely provide. - | believe
it will be a benefit to have an owner/operator in place that is market driven to keep the
structure itseff and all the access points to the Park well maintained and up to date, An
investment of this level puts in place heavily vested private money that is highly
motivated to keep this corner vibrant, safe and well maintained for years to come.  Due
to restraints of size | will submit a second comment sheet that allows me to express
fiurther thoughts. | appreciatethe forum you have provided to receiveinput from
interested neighbors like myself. Sincerely, Chris Mielson

Iwould liketo voice my displeasure to the proposed zoning change to allow a hoted on the
edge of one of the most beautiful parks in thecity, | have lived in Sugar House, my entire
life, and | think it is very atrocious to allow a developer to comein and build ahote in
that small of a space and that lacation it will not only distract from the beauty of the park,
but also will add traffic, flow problems, congestion, and more unwanted construction on
our beautiful 21st 5. it's bad enough that the city has gone on aroad diet on 2100 south
and making it at some paint ane lanein each direction but yet they keep adding more
apartments and more population so they can increase their tax base yet my taxes go up
and up every year, which does not seem fair | propose the city sells the developer the
spacethat is occupied by Hawthorne Bementary on seventh E. and 1700 5, they could
make a big hotel there and have plenty of access with three lane Road | fesd that allowing
the hotel to be built down. Therewill continue destroying the neighboarhood vibe of my
Sugar house. Please do not allow the zoning change so that greedy developer can line his
pockets at our expense, There are plenty of hotels in this city without ruining the flavar of
sugar House. It's bad enocugh that eight story apartment buildings are going in everywhere
along 11 E. and 2100 south, Thisiscausing moretraffic, more congestion and more
pallution, the city should simply annex that property And make it part of sugarhouse Park
possibly an areawhere food trucks could park or bike rental business to access the
beautiful trail network that we havein placeit's timethecity said no to big business
developers build your hotel somewhere else not in my neighborhood 21!
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| am strangly in favar of the developer's current hotel proposal. 1300 East, despite recent
minor progress, fesls like a suburban interstate exit, not a strong, people-focused
community. The lack of height and density along the 1300 East corridor is the primary
contributor to this unfortunate doorstep 1o Sugar House, i.e., sprawling parking lots and
fast food chalns, | view this hotel project at a catalyst for increasing the density and
connectivity between our most valuable resource, Sugar House Park, and the more
walkable areas of downtown Sugar House llong Highland and 2100 East. In connection
with the newly approved 5-Line extension, this project has the opportunity to spur a new
wave of development and community assets in this underutilized area for Sugar House's
30,000+ residents. Projects likethe Bellyard in Atlanta, which | used to frequent as a
resident of Midtown Atlanta, demonstrate that upscale hotels can be excellent
community spaces. The restaurant, cafe, and retail space laid out in the plans would be a
welcome sight at the corner of the park. Of the potential uses for this property, | belleve
this has great promisefor nudging Sugar Housein the direction | want to seeas a proud
and engaged resident.

Continued from my prior submission. Please see added bullet points below.
Thanks....Chris Nigdson -In reading the provided details of the land control at this
juncture, it leads me to believe that if this hotel is not approved, we all stand a high
likelyhood of driving past a vacant corner for avery long time. | believethis is bad for the
entire Sugarhouse gateway, bad for other businesses and bad for us as nelghboring
residents. Vacant parcels are a nightmare to maintain and control. My office near Trolley
has a vacant parcel adjacent to it. It is a full time job just keeping cur unhoused
population from taking up residency on a nightly basis. This is not a healthy situation in
any setting, but especailly near our parks. - In my opinion, from a taxpayer perspective, |
love the tax model of ahigh end hotel. Tax generated from visitors to our city, without the
burden of usethat accompany added longer term residents with apartments or other
housing. Mo increased pressure on class sizes in our schools, no increase in public services
itrash collection and street maintenance), and fewer calls for law enforcement on an
already burdened police department. - | also believe the location/proximity to 1-80 on
and off ramps (both East and West ) makes sense for this site. Knowing traffic patternsin
the area, | believe increased traffic will be limited primarily to 1300 East (between 2100
South and Parkway Ave). | also believe a pood majority of travelers now choose LBER/Lyft
vi. Hertz and Avis. | do not see hotel puests generating secondary street traffic,
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I do not oppose a hotel on this corner but have many reservations, concerns that should
be addressed now since they are building on what is essentially a corner of the park and it
nesds to continueto be part of the park feeling. | looked at the photo of the orientation of
the hotel on the park and have these comments: 1. The hotel should not be higher, ne
matter what the current code or other structures arein the area., 2. accessto the park
from the sidewalk on 2100 s and 1300 E should be obvious, attractive, trees, opento
bikes. Regarding the large concrete patio on the east of the hotel: can park users access it
and sit there? Is any of that concrete part of the park property? if so should be open to
public, If not scaled back. 3. Proposal talks about things like bike or board rental but that
isnot inevitable. it should be part of the plan. Thereshould be aplaceto get water, pump
tires, benches to sit whilesipping a drink from a snack bar accessible to park users. There
isno placeto get food in the park and some imagination and acceptance of park users by
ownersshould be required and a good business for them. Can park users find a nice
outdoor restaurant they can be served at while enjoying the view? Can park users enter
the lobby and usethetoilet? they will want to. Isthis a public private spaceor elite
boutigueaxclusive place. 4. | oppose the plan if most of my requirements for a people's
park with a commercial enterprise on it are not mostly met. This all needs to be clarified
now inthe planning phase.

To Whom It May Concern, | have lived inthis neighborhood for 20 years and 18 of it on
13th East just north of the park. | have had many conversations with the city and council
members about creating amore calming neighborhood atmosphere. Thisis another
example, This building does not fit the "calming™ strategy for 13th east the city claims to
be promoting, the aesthetic of the neighborhood park, or the concern for overbuilding in
our sweet neighborhood. The bullding would be an eyesore and would further create
safety issues to folks walking and biking to the park. This is by far and away the worst idea
for thecorner lot of Sugar House Park. | wholeheartedly advocate that vou decline these
plans. | believe thereis amiddle ground for the corner lot but please consider community
interests before businesses, OTherwise we'll become another overrun, bloated
nelghborhood with no character. Regards, Laura Gilchrist

Please don't allow this to be built here. It really feels like it would be devastating to the
charm and beauty of our community. This building istoo tall and would block the park
and mountain views. It also sn't appropriate to havea hotel in this part of Salt Lake City.
Its is not what the community wants or needs. It only serves greedy developers. The
ceuncl| needs to stand up to developers for achange. Lets find something that doesn't
take away from the "neighborhood" feel. Hotels bring transient visitors and we need to
keep some spaces for the locals. A space that would actually serve those of usin the
community. Building a hotel herewould be absouletley devastating. My grandparents
built their first 3 homes in Highland park and we are now a 3rd generation sugarhouse
family. We have enjoyed the park and family oriented spaces and hopethat our children
and grandchildren will have the opportunity to do so as well. East of 1300 sast needs to
stay less comercialized, walkable, and family oriented. Not a place for giant hotels which
doesnt serve the people whao live here and pay taxes here,
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| am sure you are aware that many would want the city to buy the land and add to the
park. | am wil aware that that is not possible. This hotel is probably the best alternative at

MeConaugl this point in time. | am hoping that the height does not exceed 85 feet.

Thomas

Thomas

Nagy

We, the residents of Sugarhouse, don't need and definitely don't want a hotel in our park!
There are so many better users for that space. A hotel will have a very negative impact on
traffic, congestion, pollution and aestheticsin thearea

I've lived in the same house for 41 years and the drastic changes to sugarhouse is very
concerning. |understand development to accommaodate our growing population is
inevitable but to the extent that our village of sugarhouse is becoming just another big
cityis distressing. More people, more cars, more pollution and impact on our water
supply in the continuous state of drought Uitah is experiencing is over thetop. | would
rather see a development project that would contribute to the aesthetic of the
neighborhood and include access to the public not hotel guests, | can see somesmall local
businesses there such as a coffee shop, ice cream shop, gift shop etc that would attract
park goers and neighbors. we don't need ancther hotel!

highlight the natural beauty of Utah, foster community connections, and providea
peaceful retreat from development. The proposal to replace the existing restaurant
adjacent to the park with a large hotel, while perhaps well-designed, would undermine
the character and purpose of this area. Hotels bring transient occupancy, not community
life. Unlike local cafés, small shops, or cultural spaces, they rarely serve as daily gathering
places for residents. A tall structure will inevitably dominate the view, distracting from
the Wasatch Range and the park’s natural skyline. In cities across the country, adjacent
high-rise hotels have been shown to alter the sense of scale and atmospherein public
parks, reducing their perceived openness and serenity (e.g., the shadowing and loss of
sightlines around Millennium Park in Chicago after hotel construction nearby). Maore
importantly, this site has potential to become a true community anchor, Other cities
have transformed similar parcels into spaces that enhance livability: «5eattle’s Green
Lake neighborhood replaced an outdated restaurant with a public market hall featuring
local food vendors, yearround farmers markets, and community events — boosting local
business while keeping the space vibrant all week. *Portland, Oregon’s Jamison Square
incorporated small-scale retail, coffee shops, and a public plazain place of a proposed
hotel, creating a walkable hub that draws both lecals and visitors without overwhelming
the surrounding environment. *Boulder, Colorado reimagined underused parcels near
parks as “maker spaces” and independent retail clusters, fostering economic growth for
lacal entrepreneurs. Sugar House prides itself on being a walkable neighborhood with
vibrant, independent retailers, beloved coffee shops, and spaces that make people want
to linger. This parce! could support that vision far more effectively by hosting a mixed-use
development with locally owned restaurants, a community event space, small-scale
retail, or a cultural farts venue, These uses would invite residents to gather daily, support
our local economy, and maintain the human-scale streetscape that makes Sugar House
special. Let's protect the park's purpose, preserve our mountain views, and invest in a
development that adds lasting value to the neighberhood — not just another place for



Sugar
House
Hotel
Sugar
House
Hotel

Sugar
House
Hetsl

Sugar
House
Hotel

Sugar
House
Hotel

Sugar
House
Hotel

Will

April

lenny

Collette

Bonnie

Toby

Hackett

Garff

Kear

Mitchell

Remington

Hazelbaker

LUZ COMMENTS 5UGAR HOUISE HOTEL 16

As a Sugarhouseresident, | completely oppose this proposal. Sugarhouse Park is a pivotal
part of the community and if there had to be any work done on this park, it should focus
on revam ping existing facilities like basketball courts and overall beautification.

Ithink a hotel in that spot would be aterribleidea. Such an eyesore for those of us that
liketo use the cark and paths nearby to run and bike on.

Ahotel on that corner is not needed or wanted. There are already two hotels nearby that
blend in with the surrounding buildings. One on this corner would stick out like a sore
thumb with the single level park behind it. Please, do not allow this hotel to be built.

Please no hotd or tall building where Sirder stood. Keep that corner of the park
something smaller and preferably quaint. We've lost 5o much of what Sugar Housewas. A
large hotel will cause too much additional traffic in an already congested area. Please
deny the request.

When is enough isenough? | havelived 1 Block north of the park for 52 years and withina
milefor 75 years. It would be a blight on the community to havethis hotel. We need to
seethiswideopen space. 'Wedont need the traffic which is atnngled mess at that
intersection right now beforethe hotel. When do we put people above money? PLEASE
save us from the palution cause by more cars.

Growth and change areinevitable, but how things change can bethoughtfully considered
for the betterment of all, As adirector aver the public's lands = parks specifically =1 am
against thenotion of altering zoning to provide for an even taller building on the
northwest sector adjacent to Sugar House Park. Just because something can be done,
doesn’t mean it should, and the fact that a multi-story structure is already approved
needs to be enough instead of squeeting every ounce of profitability out of a development
site. Those that came before us saw wisdom in preserving park space and the buffer
surrounding that space. Thereis already rampant growth right across the street —fine, |
say. But to encroach upon thesky, to build and bulld and push the boundaries runs
contrary to the neighboring park property and neighborhoods and schools and culture.
Thisisn't Central Park, and boxing in cutdoor spaces with ever-growing skylines wears at
thefabric of the place that has drawn people here originally, Stop turning every square
foot of Utah into ametropolis.  Thisisn't acaseof "not in my backyard” =provision for a
buildingis already granted. Thisis a metering of the visual anslaught that tall buildings
causein stark contrast to their culturally sacred outdoor spaces. Thereought tobea
buffer, aline drawn, much like Frank Lloyd Wright intended when he taught that
“building on a hill removes the hill”. 501 say no, do not allow for a variance that scrapes
the sky but honor the public’s park by staying moderate. Changing the zoning is changing
therules of the playbook and lets the camel’s nose in the tent. If wedo that, soon the
whole camel comesinside and we are out in the storm. The rapid growth of this city needs
ta be tempered - people don't come to Salt Lake City generally or Sugar House Park
specifically to be hermmed in by tall buildings. | urge you to consider thevalue of the
people’s open spaces and what they will see when the gare out from within them.
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I'm a mother of young children and someone who plans and hopes to be a long-term
resident in Sugar House. | bought a home here because of the character and livability of
the neighborhood, and I'm deeply invested in preserving these, Sugar House has long been

admired for its charm, walkability, and thoughtful balance between residential and mixed-

usespaces, The current proposal would beyet another sl ppery-slope shift the ethos that
has helped maintain this balance. Allowing astructure that exceeds the current zoning
limits—potentially rising to 85 or even 125 fest—sets a precedent for oversized
development that will permanently alter the scale and feel of our community. | hope you
recognize thisisn't just about onebuilding; it's about the future of Sugar House and the
impact on the people who aretrying to build and preserve a community within it,
Resddents already deal with increased traffic, noise, and construction disruption, Adding a
high-ise development — inching even further toward what has been a predominantly
residential area — will only intensify these issues, making [t less safe and | ess enjoyable for
families, pedestrians, and local businesses. As residents of the neighborhood, thisisn't the
community identity or the future we invested in when purchasing here. Perhaps there are
some benefits, but at what cost? | urge the council to protect the toning that hel ped
Sugar House thrive, Please preserve charm, scale, and safety. | want families to stay, grow,
and contributein this neighborhood, instead of feeling like they have to move away from
amini downtown, We can welcome thoughtful development without sacrificing the soul
of our community.

Hella, my nameis Moga Tal. | livein Sugarhouse, and | walk to Sugarhouse Park nearly
every single day, It is one of the highlights of my day-to-day life as well as for my friends
who join me each time who also live in Sugarhouse. | truly lovethis park, it's a peaceful,
wonderful spacethat | can bewith myself and walk or do yoga or | could have a picnic
with my friends. It'sa truly magical space for all. | am extremely dissapointed and sad to
hear that more rich and greedy corparations want to build a hotel in the area, no less, the
Sugarhouse Park. Thereis no denying that this hotel is being built to make moremoney
for the 13, IT IS5 NOT MECESSARY. It isawonderful placethat does not need maore road
traffic on 1300 E which is already a scary and dangerous road to drive and live on. I think
it's important for something that builds and strengthens the community to be built in the
empty lot on the corner of Sugarhouse Park. highly recommend something like a cafe or
diner. There is so much foot traffic there for people to come and eat and be together as
one. In this evil world, why arewe trying to make another god damn hotel, it's not
necessary and it does nothing for the local community besides makeit more dangerous to
explore the area and frustrating to drive on the nearby roads. This hotel would not better
the community, it would not strengthen the community, it would not do anything but be
abother to the citizens, | would also like to note that this plot of land has so much
potential to be awonderful community buildling space. A restaurant/cafe/diner with
lovely outdoor seating would bring in so much foot traffic during all seasons without
being a huge bother ta 1300 E driver while boosting thelocal economy! The government
needs to think about what is best for the people, not for themeselves. We can build a
smart, efficient city if we aren't driven by greed and money.
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Using thislot as a hotel is a waste of space that should instead be oriented towards small
local business that serves the community. The developer sites a "pedestrain oriented
community” with an upscale hotel, retail space, and event venuethat is "desirable to the
sugar house community”. The fact is that an upscale hotel isin no way desirable to our
community and only serves to remove space that could serve local residents and
businesses and put it in the hands of a corporation that is only interested in profitting off
of our beautiful neghborhood. Having sidewalks around aprivate hotel isnot asthey
claim “prioritizing a pedestrian community™ nor elevating community usability, itisa
space reserved for those that dont live here that can afford "upscale® accomaodation. This
planning commission has a responsibility to orient towards public space, local business,
community usability, and enhancing the sugar house character and culture, not
pandering to an outside corporation that only seeks to make money at the expenseof the
community.

This proposal should be rejected becauseit prioritizes profit over people and threatens
the very soul of Sugar House. At atime when residents are seeking for more community-
oriented spaces— like parks, gathering areas, affordable housing, and walkable public
infrastructure—we're instead being offered vet another hotel, further squeering an
already congested area. This intersection is one of the busiest in Sugar House, and adding a
hotel with transient traffic, valet drop-offs, ride shares, and delivery vehicles will only
worsen the gridlock and strip the area of its local character, Just stepsirom a park that
people use daily for walking, biking, and reconnecting with nature, this space deserves
something that brings people together—not pushes them out. Imagine a community
plaza with outdoor seating, local food kiosks, native gardens, a small amphitheater for
local performances, or a co-op café where neighbors can gather and create—something
that adds to the rhythm of everyday life here. What Sugar House truly needs is intentional
development that serves the people whao live here—not buildings that cater to people
who don't. We are losing our sense of commiunity, one oversized, out-of-touch
development at atime. Thisisn't growth. it's erosion.

| opposethe building height increase to the parcel on the North West corner of
Sugarhouse park on 13th East and 215t South. Zoning avery tall private business there
will block the views of the sunset from the park which is a mistake. The parcel should be
allocated to a more public-facing business like a resturant where more than just very
wealthy people from out of town will be welcome. The corner should specifical ly be used
to interact with and benefit the local community rather than just use the beauty of the
publicly funded park to create profit for one individual,

Dont build on this park it'll takw away from it and the community arround ir, these big
companies rhunk because they have big money they can do whatever they wand and its
not like that. Thereisa communith here in sugar house don't come and like christopher
columbus trying to congquer Sugar House

Do not build on thus park!1

You are continuing to ruin a once great neighborhood. This will pyerflow the area not to
mention ruin itsspirit, Wherewill people park? Pleasestop

18



Sugar
House
Hotel
Jugar
House
Hoted

Swgar
House
Hotel
Sugar
House
Hotel

Sugar
House
Hotel

Sugar
House
Hetel

Sugar
House
Hotel

Sugar
Housze
Hotel

Sugar
House
Hotel

Sugar
House
Hotel

Robert

Benjamin

Bayles

Annie

Andrew

Riley

Blake

jack

jack

Renes

Parmele

Shaw

Thompson

Martin

WValassis

Milsen

Ritchie

Kordie

LUZ COMMENTS SUGAR HOUSE HOTEL 17

This area could be utilized much better as restaurants and bars. Ahotel that large doesn't
improvethe park or the residents, its just an evesore,

Please do not allow a hotel to be built! Overcrowding is already a severe issuein
sugarhouse and thiswill make it dven worse!

This absolutely should not be allowed. The park is a place for many people to enjoy and
doesnt need to be sold off for another high rise building. If they need a hotel takeover one
of the countless empty apartment high rises. Thisis not what salt lake wants or needs

This hote would ruin the stunning views of Sugar House Park and Mt. Olympus. I'm deeply
saddened by this plan and know other residents feel the same.

Why man :( | love grass, its good food and my toes will miss it. Sugarhouse park has my
favorite strand of grass, fine fescue. Its an at risk species and the coalition will not support
this.

I'think the building of this hotel would infringe upon the public space that is sugarhouse
park. It would not add anything to that area at all and would remove from the experience
had my both myseif and everyone else that uses that park on a daily basis. Thereis simply
no need to add this structure and ruin the soace that is sugarhouse park.

| do not support this proposal. | believe it will be detirmental to the park and community.

I strongly opposethe proposed development of a hotel within our public park, Parks are
essential community assets meant to preserve green space, provide recreational
opportunities, and support mental and physical well-being and not to be sold off far
profit, Turning a beloved public space into a commercial venture sets a dangerous
precedent and undermines thevalues of environmental stewardship, community access,
and long-term sustainability. | urge the Planning Commission to protect this park for
current and future generations by rejecting this proposal in full,

I strongly oppose the proposed development of a hotel within our public park. Parks are
essential community assets meant to preserve green space, provide recreational
apportunities, and support mental and physical well-being and not to be sold off for
profit. Turning a beloved public spaceinto a commercial venture sets a dangerous
precedent and undermines the values of environmental stewardship, community access,
and long-term sustainability. | urge the Planning Commission to protect this park for
current and future generations by rejecting this praposal in full.

Building a hotel on the sugar house park would only worsen the already severe congestion
in this area along with distroing part of what attracts people to this neighborhood. This
green space is a place where residents can escape the traffic, enjoy fresh air, and relax
safely. Instead of preserving our community's quality of life, this development threatens
to turn our peaceful park into a concret jungle diminishing both the environment and the
well-being of those who live here. We should prioritize protecting our park, not
sacrificing it for short-term commercial gain.



Sugar
House
Heate

Sugar
House
Hotel

Sugar
House
Hotel

Sugar
House
Hotel

Sugar
House
Hotel

William

Brandon

Belinda

Tracie

Sue

Berger

Patterson

Crafts

Cooper

Watson

LUZ COMMENTS SUGAR HOUSE HOTEL

| strangly support the zoning changes required to move this project forward, as | believe
the project is a very good use of the plot in question given the unique location and
limitations presented by the plot's ownership and current |easeholder's required terms. |
also believe the height variancewill impact asmall area surrounding the siteto the north
and west and is not significant enough to serve as a reason not to approve the variance,
Finally, a restaurant on the top floor will prove to be a success with its eastern views of the
mountains and park. Thank you.

I live in sugarhouse and visit the park frequently with my family. | appreciate the emphasis
this development has on the park, providing access to a cafe, restaurant, alocal retailer,
meeting spaces, recreational rentals, parking and enhancements to thelot that currently
stands empty and dilapidated. This would be a nice addition to the neighbarhood and
outweighs other possible commercial uses,

This isridiculous. Thisloet probably has the best viewsin all of sugarhouse and your giving
it to a hotel? Thisisin thecorner of an amazing park. Apark generally used by the
residents whao live and/or work here, not for people who spend anight as they pass
through town. This lot needs to be a restaurant with an amazing patio overlooking the
park and the mountains. A placethat the people of the community can enjoy,

Thank you for your thougthful consideration when finalizing plans for the former Sizder
site. | have great concern for the continual loss of the views of our beautiful mountains
with the construction of buildings higher than 34 stories on our east bench. We can not
lose gratitude for where we live and how fortunate we areto have these views. | have lived
in parts of our country where they take planning and development very seriously. They
have guidelines on things that take away from the esthetics and views and put great value
on maintaining the integrity of the city/town so it will not be lost in 10-20+ years. | have
mo issuewith a hotel golng there, but honestly would take losing a small amount of park
acreage to have a much lower structure on the corner. Theview of Mount Olympus from
theintersection can be minimized. Thank you for your thoughtful consideration when
considering plans for that site, as well as all plansin the Sugarhouss area.

Constructing a hotel on the corner of 2100 South and 1300 East should not be allowed
because: 1) Height of structureis too tall and does not fit in with the atmosphere of the
block. Height blocks view of greenspace, mountains, and the sky which is intrusive. 2)
Congestion is an issue on the 2100 South 1300 East corner and this will add to the traffic
congestion. This corner istoo closefor proximity to freeway access and also into the
business district for Sugar House 3) There are already two other hotelswithin a block of
this proposed new hotel. Sugar House does not need 3 hotels 4) Do not think a bar or
hotel should be built in close proximity to a high school, Highland High school iswithina
block of this property.
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Sugar House park is one of the most frequented recreational parks in the greater Salt Lake
area. This park is used for sporting events, communtiy gatherings, children playing on the
playgrounds, citizens running/walking/biking laps around, picnics, sunset watching, This
hotel would block the sunset views from the park, impose on the park land, create more
traffic to an already highly traveled area with children playing. | understand Sugar House
lacking hotel accomodations, but this location for it would be detrimental to the area's
primary means of recreation.

1 am highly opposed to the building of a hotel on the Sugar House Park side of 1300E.
There are already multiple large scale building going up on the west side of 1300E as well
as hotels. The property bordering SHP should be used for a smiall cafe or shop that would
draw buisness from the park users and not alarge scale hotel, The project outlined above
would completely change the area as well as thelook and feel of the current park.

I'was registering so | can make comments, |'will read the proposal for Sugar House Hotel

Absolutely not, How dare you taint the sugarhouse park skylinewuth that nasty hote.
Dppose, oppose, oppose. Terrible and unneccessary,

My biggest issue with thisis the traffic that will be added to an already heavily conjested
intersection and stretch of 1300 East from just south of the I-15 ramps to 2100 South. |
do object to the height and size for aesthetic resaons and loath the idea of thisbeing such
adisturbanceto the beauty of Sugar House Park. As aresident of this neighborhood | have
ero desire ta see a structure like this at this location and with traffic already being
dreadful, and getting worse at arapid pacee, this seems |like a project that should not be
allowed to bebuilt.

This project relies on a 2-story underground garage. The previous gas station was denied
dueto placement of underground gas tanks near the embankment of the Sugar House
Lake/parley’s creek system. How would the 2 story underground garage not have similar
issues to weaken the embankment and/or flood occasionally?

The two concerns | have previously expressed remain: 1. Traffic at thisintersection will be
impacted. Exiting the hotel on either 2100 5 or 1300 Ewill only allow drivers to turn
right. This will make movement west very difficult (either head east on 2100 5requiring a
u-turn to get heading west, or scootch across to the left turn laneon 1300 E). | fear drivers
will concentrate only on traffic coming from their |eft, making pedestrians and bicyclists
coming from their right sidevulnerable. Also, trucks making deliveries to the hotel have
the potential of crating atraffic hazard. 2. 1 feed that the beautiful view of our dramatic
mountains from theintersection of 2100 5 and 1300 Ewill be blocked, That said, thisisa

KEnickerboc much better fit for that cormer than the previously proposed gas station/convience store.

limmie

We all ready face challenges with traffic congestion and limited parking amd infrastructure
strain. Ahotel would only exacerbate these issues. A hotel would also bring increased
noise, transient traffic and potentially safety concerns that do not align with our
community values
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John Potter livesin a magical make believe world. He actually thinks pecple will take the
sugarhouse train from the airport to hishotel? Guests are going to create a traffic
nightmare on that corner. The hotel will create more security issues for the park because
it will attract more homeless people to the area. Nobody will stay in the hote to walk
around Sugarhouse. The hotel will generate tax revenue for the city, but how does that
help the residencer We will probably have to pay morein taxes. Another greedy
developer rulning the Sugarhouse area, Maybe if this guy actually had knowledge of the
area, hewouldn't have had to make up lies to all the questions. Agasstation onthe
property is sounding a lot better now,

I think thisisagreat idea and the best proposal we've seen for the land. The community
benefits are many and the plan integrates nicely as an amenity to park visitors with the
cafe cpen to the public. | think they've consclentiously addressed staff and guest parking
and waste collection away from the street, We need another hotel choicein this district.

I would suppory this hotel proposal as long as it remains as per the artist rendering -iethe
same height as The Draw. We also need to ensure that the entrance from 1300 E. is entry
only and the only exit would beon 215t south,

I am along-term resident of Sat Lake and am opposed to this project for the following
reasons: - The project knowingly puts transient visitors (not locals) next to a gem of the
neighborhood. | cannot imagine this transient population will be good stewards of
Sugarhouse Park. They have no incentiveto, -This project admits they arenotin
compliance eoth setback and landscaping requirements, and are relying on the tax-
funded park to provide the "green space” . -This project has not done athrough waste
water survey and is assuming the space has encugh capacity. | would insist they have an
official study dane. Especially insist they do a study to make sure the underground parking
actualy can beinstalled. | honestly don't think this has been studied by this geoup. This
was an issue with previously considered projects. -Lasity, this adds nothing te the
neighborhod and the people who live here. No housing, no parking for locals, no retail for
locals [no oneisstopping at ahotel lobby for coffee, bereal.] -Owverall, this project is
seeking loopholes and shortouts, profiting off of tax paying residents, while contributing
nothing for the residents who livehere. Instead, we have to deal with anon-ocal
transient population who have no reason not to trash our neighborhood park, and a hotel
who admits that this project does MOT fir the vision of the Sugarhouse community. Please
have them at least do an actual survey of watershed, utilities, and traffic like previously
considered projects.
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Kael Nielsen <kael.nielseni@gmail.com> Fri, Jun 13, 2:46 PM
to Sarah, Julee, ma

Dear Sarah,

| hope you are well, | recently read the Land Use & Zoning Report from Chair Judi Shost in the Sugar House Community Council
newsletter where she briefly outlined a proposal to revise building heights in certain areas of the MU-11 zone in Sugar Housa.
| am sending along bath my comments to the proposal outlined in the newsletter and inguiring if a written form of the
proposal exists that we could review? Our firm is particularly interested in this height issue because we have developed and
own properties in Sugar House induding in the area menticned. We also plan to continue development activities in the future,
| appreciate the time you are spending to implement the best policies for the neighborhood.

We would support the proposed MLU-11 height révisions as we understand them and would further recommend that the
proposed height revisions along Highland Drive be extended northward to Holbywood Ave. While our support may come as a
surprise to those who assume that we real estate developers simply want to build to the moon, we have a vested interest in
the health of the neighborhood and that these revisions would not restrict further developmenit.

The health of the Sugar House neighborhood is highly dependent on the urban design, i.e,, streetscape and buildings, People
want to live, work, shop, in neighborhoods that are comfortable, that feel good to walk throwgh, drive through, or linger
within. While great urban design can be accomplished with high-rises, it is much more difficult, Neighborhoods that have 'mid-
rise’ building heights of approximately 50-60 feet are more comfortable for peaple while still providing plenty of density to
add housing. We ought to ensure that sunshine can get down to the streets, espedially narrow streets, so trees can grow.

The proposed building height revisions will enhance efforts to build more reasonably priced homes in Sugar House. The
proposal would still allow for mid-rise buildings to be built, which are more cost-effective and provide almaost as much density,
The lower cost of mid-rise housing is passed along to the residents who move in [and to test that statement you can compare
the rent in the new downtown high-rises to new, mid-rise properties). f not modified, the current zoning, as written with a
height maximum of 186 feet will push development to high-rises, because high-rises would be the 'highest and Best use’ under
the roning and therefore the most economically realistic option. The proposed revisions are still accommodative to additional
housing in Sugar House and are also conducive to keeping residences more reasonably priced,

If the Sugar House MLU-11 bullding height proposal exists in written form, could you send it along so that we can review the
details?

Thanks,

Eael Niclsen
Gardiner Properties, LL

Mon, Jun 30, 10:46 AM
Monika
DSG <monikadestgermain@gmail. com>
o me

As a long term Sugar House resident, I'm absolutely saddened by how Sugar House has tumed into
nothing more than a collection of high rise apartments. Long time businesses have gone under or left
for other areas. Please do not allow for a new building height allowance to accommodate the hotel
next to Sugar House Park. Sugar House Park is a treasure for the community and a tall hotel



blocking views and creating more congestion al an already busy intersection would be another short-
sighted decision.

Thank you,
Monika de St Germain

Wendee Tue, Jul 1,5:36 PM
McCulloch <wendeemcculloch@comcast.net>
to me

Hi Judi,

| am a resident in the 15th &15th neighborhood, and | just wanted to let you know that | am very much
against ANY hotel going up on the comer of Sugar House Park, much less a SEVEN STORY Hotel!!!
Please, do all you can to stop this from happpening. | think it would be so much better for the area
and the residents to extend the park and let us all enjoy the recreation and beauty.

Sincerely,

Wendee McCulloch

vanessa delmerico <vdelmerico@gmail.com> Tue, Jul 1, %:39 AM

to me

Hello,

| wanted to send a quick email to share my opinion on the proposed replacement for the Sizzler lot.
As a resident of the area (20205 Douglas St), | don't approve of a 7-story hotel being built on that lot.
It will obstruct the views for residents, increase traffic on that congested comer and take away the
natural beautiful of the area and Sugarhouse Park. What are the next steps for this project? Are there
upcoming council meetings that the public can attend? | would be interested in attending.

Thank you,

Vanessa Delmerico

2020 S Douglas St.

mary spaid Man, Jun 30, 4:06 PM

o me

To Whom It May Concern,

| wiould like to express my opposition to the proposed large hotel at the southeast corner of 2100
South and 1300 East.

| believe it is crucial for Salt Lake City to strictly enforce its existing regulations. | respectfully request
that no varances, exceplions, or special treatment be granted for this or any other development.

Sincerely,
Mary Spaid

Yvonne Martinez Mon, Jul 14, 11:16 AM (6 days ago)
o me



Are there plans to look at yet?

From my discussion with my neighbors, they aren't thrilled with the height or the design. It's basically a
box with windows.

The bike rental community benefit wasn't perceived as a benefit (the people that ride bikes here, have
bikes already). What exactly are they planning on opening up to the community (besides the restaurant)?

Parking was another concern, when there is an event can the accommodate guests and event goers both?
What are they planning to use for overflow?

Traffic flow too — how will people get back to the freeway without going through neighborhoods or
making U-turns in our D" headed intersection?

(X
That's my input for whatever it's worth. -
Thank you all!!
Yvonne Martinez
Sent from my mobile device
Kenner Fri, Jul 11, 8:28 AM (9 days ago)

Kingston <kenner@placecollab.com>
to me, sallyb@xmission.com, minnesotaute? 6@gmail.com, sofia jeremias@sic.gov

Moming,

hitps://buildingsaliiake com/developers-ask-for-another-upzone-for-hotel-overiooking-sugar-house-park

A —a— SRl -l S

| hope this message finds you well. I'm an architect and policy advocate who lives and works in Sugarhouse.
Judi and | have met, before | starled a new architecture and planning firm three years ago. Place Collaborative,
which is located at 1055 E 2100 5 Ste 206. | also live just east of the Blaine Preserve that runs along
Emigration Creek a few blocks north of Sugarhouse Park. | thought it would be helpful to indicate my concern
about the potential rezone and variance request(s) fo allow for a 95’ tall hotel structure without step-
backs, which is fundamentally out of scale with the open space intent of the park.

| think it is true that the community needs and will support a thoughtfully scaled commercial mixed-use
development in that location. As an architect, I'm naturally pro-development, especially development that truly
integrates with its surroundings, extending into the landscape to blur the edges between the park and the
project. This is a tall block-of-a-building situated rather obviously at the corner, with the vehicular circulation

in wildi th rk itself. The site plan does not invite interaction between the building and
the park, and so | am hopeful (if not confident) that another proposal will do better for Sugarhouse.

| would like to do more than offer criticism. If it would be helpful, | would be willing to rally the local design
community {there are a number of architects and landscape architects in the neighborhood) to a hosl a
public/community workshop or an ideas competition that might help the SHCC and the City 1o attract mora



appropriate development interests to the area (I also understand and agree that the current vacant lot is a
problem that needs to be remedied sooner rather than later).

Thank you for your service to Sugarhouse, and for hearing my concemns.

Best,
Kenner Kingston principal - 14 - LFA - LEED AP
From: Francis Lilly <francis lilly@gmail come
Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2025 4:30 PM
To: judi short@gmail. com; Morrls, Mick <nick norris@slcpov. com®: Young, Sarah <sarah young@slc pove: Mayar

LDy " I:_'::"

S MACHT U SICH

Subject: (EXTERNAL) Sugar House Hotel

Caution: This is an external email. Please be cautious when clicking links or opening
attachments.

Dear Ms. Short, Councilmember Young, Mayor Mendehall, and Mr. Morris --

You're probably getting a lot of emails on the proposed Sugar House hotel. Please add mine to the
pile,

I'm a Sugar House resident, and | reside at 916 E Queensmill Lane. | was in opposition o the C-store
because it was a bad use for the comer, and it posed intolerable environmental risks to Sugar House
Park. The Planning Commission took the brave and risky decision to deny that conditional use permit,
and it was the right call.

| enthusiastically support a hotel at this location, even with the additional height. The additional height
will have virtually no impact on surrounding neighbors, as the site is surrounded entirely by
commercial uses, or the park itself.

A high-end hospitality use with a restaurant would be a good complement to the park (great parks
around the world have hotels like this nearby), and would be a good thing for the neighborhood. |
would most likely use it, for guests from out of town, or to enjoy the proposed restaurant uses. The
transient room lax is also an enormous benefit to the community.

| know my neighbors mean well - but there's also downside risk in a neighborhood militating against
any land use proposal they see. We all know that eventually, something will happen there, and we
have to be mindful about what's the best (or least bad option). As [ see it, it's a) a gas station or
something with a drve-through use, b) multifamily of some sort, or ¢} hospitality. That's what the
markel wants.

In my professional life, | worked as a planner for South Salt Lake at a time. In that time, | navigated



the political complexities of a neighborhood that resisted all sorts of change, including owner-
occupied townhomes along the Jordan River. They even fought a tree farm that was located between
the road and the river, despite the fact the property was zoned agricultural. Fast forward 15 years,
every last one of the neighbors who protested these changes are gone, having been bought out by
Salt Lake County, when the state and the County made the decision to locate the men's shelter at
that site. This is an extreme case, but I've seen versions of this play out elsewhere, and my sense
tells me that the hotel proposal is as close to a win the city will get on this property, unless it were to
purchase the property outright and donate it to the Sugar House Park Authority.

As a municipal taxpayer, I'm not convinced that is a wise use of our funds. Salt Lake City has social
equity needs that demands investment in open space elsewhere, not near Sugar House Park. In
other words, by all means spend millions on improving open space in the Ballpark and North Temple
neighborhoods. In fact, there's something to be said for promoting economic development in Sugar
House, where land values are already high, to fund your efforts to build up neighborhoods that don't
have the same advantages we do.

My bottom line is that the hotel proposal is light years ahead of the gas station in terms of aesthetic,
environmental, and traffic impacts. This adds to the neighborhood, without taking anything significant
away.

Thank you for all the thoughtful work you do for your community.
Sincerely,
Francis Xavier Lilly

916 East Queensmill Lane
Salt Lake City, Utah 84106

Mobile 801.201.0712 |francis. iyl amail.com

Christopher Mar 6, 2025, 4:02 PM
Knoles =chrisknoles@gmail.com>

to blake.thomas, weston.clark, me, sarah.young, Landon, hannah.barton, dealacino, elizabeth grant, je
remy.chatterton

To all affected parties,

| am opposed o the hotel develapment that was unvelied last evening at the Sugar House Community Coundl, as its
physical size and forecasted use is not in scale or alignment with the Sugar House Park user axperience.

However, | recognize the interests of the tand ownar and respect the challenges they've faced since acquiring this
property.

Instead of @ new structure on that property, | unge further exploration of two viable solutions:

1. Land Swap

Salt Lake City School District (SLCSD) is in the early design phase for a $300M+ replacement program for
Highland High Schoaol. | am aware that the programming and design for the new schoaol are being constrained by
the tight site. SLCSD could purchase the former Sizzler lot with funding from their 2024 bond, The land could than
be gified to Sugar House Park Authority (SHPA) through a provision that already exists for this scenario, In refurmn,
SHPA would convey equal land adjacent to Highland High School, thas expanding the school's site by enough
land to adequately handle their proposed replacement program.



The City would only nead to be a faciitalor, championing an outcoming that benefits the land owner, schood
district, SHPA, and e surrounding commiunity.

2. City and/or County Purchase of the Property
Evaluate the benafits of removing this parcel from future development by purchasing it with city and county
funding and enhancing the Sugar House Park experience.

With either scenario, the parcel would be annexed into the park. Sugar House Park Authority could then develop and
activate this parcel as the primary pedestrian galeway into Sugar House Park from the intersection of 2100 South and
1300 East.

Please sea the attached diagram, illustrating tha swap concepls,
Thank you for considering this alternative solution

Chris Knoles
Salt Lake City & Sugar House Resident
(801) 674-8019

Elizabeth Watson 5:11 PM (1 hour
ago)
to me, Sarah

Dear Judy,

After attending the public meeting ironically held at Highland High School this past Monday, below my
comments on the proposed hotel for the Sizzler lot at the SW corner of 2100 § and 1300 E.

Firstly, | wish there was a way we could convince Paula Farr Romney to sell that corner lot to the
community. | would be happy to contribute to a plaque or commemaorative in her honor.

Assuming something commercial will be built on this small corner , my biggest concerns are:

1) Safety - Any web search of this corner indicates it already is the busiest intersection in Sugar

House. Couple that with our beloved Highland High School at the next corner to the East with its young
drivers and various activities and all the daily visitors to our equally beloved Sugar House Park any
increase in traffic all concentrated at the 1300 5 2100 E and the already busy exit from |-80 would be
additional accidents waiting to happen. Without question there will be spill over traffic in the nearby
neighborhoods and around the High School given the limited ability to get directly and easily back on the
1-80 when exiting the property. On this point alone the upzone request should be denied;

2) The Salt Lake City Council just about a month ago narrowly approved a contentious zoning
consolidation proposal. To start granting requests to offer variances from the get go for commercial and
personal gain is not reasonable, rationale or justified especially when there is commercial property on
the other side of the street.

As someone at Monday’s meeting said, this bullding belongs across the street where no upzone or
preferential treatment or exceptions to the new consolidated zoning plan would be needed; and,



3) As importantly in my view, the developers proposal would have the potential to create an environment
disaster on a sensitive watershed reservoir, further add to the night sky pollution and, given its proposed
height and uphill location degrade the view of the very mountains that attract us all to this area.

Please deny this upzone proposal. In protest, | for one will never use or recommend this hotel complex
as proposed.

Sincerely,

Elizabeth Watson
1884 S900 E
Salt Lake City, Utah B4105

From: akash cova <akashcova@amail com>
Date: August 23, 2025 at 1:34:02 PM MDT

To: Asha cova <ashacova@agmail com>

Subject: The hotel{sent to you cause it's easier)

| believe that this building would be a great fit for the sugarhouse area, however, | believe that the
current location is not one that would be suited for a hotel of that size. In my opinion a more suitable
location for this hotel would be at the old Wells Fargo building, or another location not next to the
park. In other words | believe it o be too tall for its proposed location.

Sent from my iPhone

Forwarded message ——-—-—

From: Heather Whidden <whidden hia amail com>

Date: Sat, Aug 23, 2025 at 10:35 AM

Subject: Re: Big Hotel Proposal Next to Sugar House Park

To: <amanda romantdsle gov>, Landon Clark <minnesotaute Toidgmail com>

Hi Amanda and Landon,

I've lived in my home for 25 years just a few blocks east of the park (in the Rosslyn Park neighborhood). Like
many of my neighbors, I'm concerned about the rezoning of this parcel for this specific proposal

I realize something will be built here, but rezoning the parcel for a multi-story building seems excessive for the
size of the lot, position on the edge of the park, and location on a busy intersection. I'd prefer that the city
restrict the height of any structure on the site to no more than 2 stories. As someone who uses this intersection
daily, this proposal belongs in a true downtown, not adjacent to a major park that borders a residential area If
vou know the area, you understand - a huge structure on that corner just doesn't feel nght. I think a lot of usin
the area would prefer the parcel sit vacant until the nght proposal comes along.

Best regards,
Heather Whidden



seeeeeeeee FOrWarded message --------

From: Truman Ta <irumania@amail.com>

Dale: Sat, Aug 23, 2025 at 9:25AM

Subject: Opposition to MU-8 Rezoning Request for 2111 South 1300 East (Sugar House Holel
Project)

To: Landon Clark <minnesolaule7BMgmail com=>, <amanda romani@s|c goy

Dear Amanda Roman and Landon Clark,

| am writing as a resident of the Sugar House neighborhood who cares deeply about how our
community grows and how this key property at 2111 South 1300 East will shape the character of our
area for decades to come.

This site sits directly on 1300 East at the entrance to Sugar House Park — it is a gateway parcel,
What is built here will define how residents, visitors, and families experience Sugar House. For that
reason, | urge you to approach the proposed rezoning with great caution.

1. A Landmark Site Requires Landmark Quality

The developer has called this project "boutique” and “upscale,” bul there is nothing binding in their
application that guarantees quality. Without clear conditions, this could easily become a mid-market
hotel — closer to a Marriolt Courtyard than a true boutique experience like the Asher Adams Hotel
downtown.

Cur neighborhood deserves a project that uses durable, high-quality materials such as stone, brick,
large glass, and metal — not cheaper finishes that will weather poorly. There should also be a
requirement for long-term reinvestment so the building does not deteriorate within 15-20 years.

2. Hotel Brand Commitment Matters

Brand and operator will set the tone for this project just as much as the design. If additional height
and density are approved, the City should require a commitment to a true boutique or lifestyle brand
— not a limited-service or prototype chain-like hotel.

Otherwise, we risk granting valuable rezoning rights to a developer only to see the property branded
under a mid-tier flag that fails to elevate the neighborhood.

3. The Ground Lease Should Not Drive Zoning Decisions

The developer argues thal a 16-year remaining ground lease makes this project the only viable
option. But lease lerms are a private financial matter — they should not dictate zoning policy for the
City or neighborhood.

If this developer cannot deliver a project that meets the quality this site demands, then the City should
wait. This parcel is too important, too visible, and too strategic to settle. Another project will come
forward with the right resources and vision.

4. Public Benefits Must Be Enforceable
The applicant lists community benefits like public meeting space, retail opportunities, and park
improvements. These sound positive — but unless they are formally binding, they are just promises.

If rezoning is granted, conditions must include:



* Guaranteed below-market retail space for local businesses.

* Public meeting room access with set commitments.

* A legally binding agreement with the Sugar House Park Authority for frontage and landscape
improvements.

= A 2417 security and safety plan with staffing and lighting.

5. A Call for Caution
Appraoving MU-8 without strong conditions risks locking our neighborhood into a hotel that does not
match the significance of this site. Once rezoning is granted, the City loses leverage.

We should not accept “trust us” assurances. If the developer cannot meet the community’s standard
— in materials, branding, reinvestment, and enforceable public benefits — then it is better to wait for
one who can.

Conclusion

Sugar House deserves a true landmark gateway project, not a mid-grade hotel disguised as boutique.
Please deny or condition this rezoning request until binding commitments for high-guality materials, a
boutiqueifestyle brand, long-term reinvestment, and enforceable community benefits are secured.

Thank you for considering the long-term interests of Sugar House residents.

Sincerely,

Truman Ta

Sugar House Resident
2244 5. 2000 E

Salt Lake City, UT 84106

------ Forwarded message
From: Lucca Beslagic <luccabeslagici@@gmail com>

Date: Sat, Aug 23, 2025 at 8:20 AM

Subject: Concerns for Proposal to Build Hotel Near Sugar House Park

To: <amanda.romani@sic.gov>, Landon Clark <minnesolaute76figmail.com>

Hello Ms. Roman and Mr. Clark,

| wanted to share my concemns about the proposal lo build a hotel on the comer of Sugar House Park.
| recently learned they are requesting even more air space to go higher, and once large buildings
start going up in front of the park above 13th South, it takes away from the beauty and character of
the area.

A hotel doesn't make sense for that location. It would bring more traffic than the limited lanes on 1300
East can handle, strain the already minimal parking, and risk damage o both the parkland and the
water table just to make room for additional parking.

If development is going to happen there, it should stay under two stories and complement the
neighborhood—a small market or a brunch spot, for example—not a high-rise hotel that adds
congeslion, pollution, litter, and destroys one of the few remaining green spaces in Salt Lake City.



| understand the land has been used for businesses in the past, bul those were small, one-story
spaces—not towering hotels. Let's bring back something that serves the community, not something
that overwhelms it.

Thank you for considering this perspective.

Please listen to the community voices when making these decisions.

Sincerely,

Lucca Beslagic
Forwarded message
From: Aaron Tormes <lormessugarhoused@botmall comes
Date: Sat, Aug 23, 2025 at 4:45PM

Subject: SH Park “hotel” rezoning
To: minnesataute?Efamail com <minnesolauteT6Mamail coms
Councilmen Clark,

| would like to add my voice to those who are concemed that zoning requirements for any redevelopment of the NW
comer of the park will not be strict enough. While | was glad to see the gas station idea get rejected. and I'm not
thriled with a hotel, | am reasonable and believe a hotel is a better use of the space than many other possibilities,
My primary concerm is that the hotel will be built to a low or mid grade standard. | just watched my neighboring
intersaction of 21st and 21st be built out to an appallingly low building standard. It looks like shit and the guality of
the building materals used will surely show waar and fall apart faster than the gateway mall development downtown
downtown. Why do we allow these cheap facade exteriors that come with a 20 yr lifespan at best?

I am a realist when it comes to growth and development, however | believe the community can and should enforce
high building standards for these types of business developments.

As a council representative | ask that you work with the city in any capacity you can to represent that nothing less
than highest quality possible must be mandated for a development like this one that will stand at such a unique site
in the heart of our sugarhouse community.

Thank you!
Aaron Torras
801-419-1692

------ Forwarded message
From: Cralg Turner <cmtumer 77 T gmail com=>
Date: Sun, Aug 24, 2025 at 1:33 AM

Subject:

Having a motel at sugar house park will muin 11s beauty,  Please don't let that happen!
Craig T

From; Michelle montmorency <montaloin o gmal com=
Date: Sun, Aug 24, 2025 at 10:55 PM
Subject: Hotel development on 1300 East

T <piinriesaotmule e el oo

Hello Landon As we are getting closer to having plans for this hotel I'm having more and more concerns. I'm
really opposed to having any hotel built on that old sizzler property. First it doesn't align with the purpose of
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Sugarhouse park. This is a site that should be emjoyed for all our Salt Lake City residents. Instead this would
only be enjoved for a select few. There will be no activities to enjoy. It will tower over the area and block views
of many ¢itizens who enjoy looking east at the beautiful mountains. | don’t behieve they should be allowed to
increase the height. It just seems to me that all Sugarhouse, SLC, is doing is constructing buildings, towering
high above existing structures. These apariment structures { mostly) have destroyed the beauty of Sugarhouse
Why would we allow another one to go in”?

To add to my concerns is the traffic on 13th east. This is my route, to my home, from the freeway along 13th
cast 1o 21st south. It has become increasingly slow and congested. How would the hotel traffic be handled? Are
they going to deal with the residents concerns? Also as | come down 215t south to turn left on 13th east my wait
has more than doubled to get through the light . [ try to get in the right hand lane to head south to the freeway
and the line is backed up to the intersection already. It's nearly impossible to get in that right lane to prepare to
enter the freeway. How would hotel traffic handle this congestion” How will they get onto the freeway to exit
the hotel to go south on 13th east to head 1o the freeway? There 15 no way for them (o go unless they go through
all the residential areas and urn around to get on either 13th east or 215t south, To me this will be a nightmare
and we as residents need 1o fight back and not allow any hotel 10 be developed! PERIOD!

Thank vou for listening to all my concerns. 1'd be happy to talk to anyone invelved. Don't hesitate to reach out

Michelle Montmorency
1730 E Harrison ave

Salt Lake City, Utah 84108
BO1-694-8699

Yvonne Martinez <ymart626@gmail.com> Thu, Mar 6, 12:01 PM
to Landon, Derek, me

Good Day!

| needed a break from all the political drama and stress so | started thinking about what Community
Benefits we would want to have and | came up with a few brainstorming ideas:

Every guest gets a Shop Sugar House card

They put local art in the lobby or better yet a local art gallery

They need a gift shop that spotlights our local businesses

| would also like to hear from Sugar House Park about some community activities they would be
willing to support to drive more people to the area. | know they can't take money but couldn’t they do
concerts, holiday events (St Paddy's day dog parade...haha). Can they take venmo? ;) | guess if not
then Fairmont might be willing? | have to admit that I'm a bit jealous of Millcreek Commons and
would like lo do something like that in Sugar House although it would have to be much smaller. They
do a great job of driving people there with the events they hold there.

The hotel's clientele will be higher income so driving people to the Plaza would increase the traffic
and help the business that we all love and want to retain.

Maybe they would be willing to provide a driver to get people to the shops when the weather is bad?

Could they provide funds for things like street festivals? Could they do some of that (or at least help
11



fund/market) to drive business to their hotel?

Another thing...| don't like the brick box with windows look - it's s0 not boutique. They need to add
some character to it :)

Maybe reaching out to the other trustees to provide their ideas and then we can make a list
prioritizing OUR community benefits. | think we (the community) needs to drive what benefits we
want! What funding can we get from other sources...maybe County, City, State, Federal {| know
maybe not the best time but for those last two, but you don't get what you don't ask for, right). | feel
like we should start early asking for what we want.

Anyway | hope this wasn't too crazy — | haven't thought these ideas through and some may not fiy or
aven be viable._.but | just wanted to put it out there.

Let me know what you think and if it's even something we want to work on and consider.

PS...l just thought of another one - what can they do to benefit Highland High?

Becky Davis

My only concem is with the height. As Heidi mentions in her email, they are asking for 6 floors and
where the building will be built. The proposed building will be taller than surrounding buildings

given the height of the property. | have looked al the property when |'ve been stopped at the light at
2100 5 1300 E going east and imagined a hotel being there and blocking the view of the park and the
mountains. Maybe other neighbors are concerned about that as well. But I'm not opposed to the
hatel. It's going to be hard to find agreement about whal should be built there. But | think the
developer and architects are doing a good job with their plans for the hotel.

Becky Davis

Apr 13, 2025, 10:51 PM {13 hours
Thea Brannon ago)
o me
Hi Judy—

| guess my feeling is that a boutique hotel built by a local guy who wants to integrate it into the
community may be the best we can hope for. | agree with Heidi that he may be envisioning oo much
to try to make us like it. Don't think we really need a community meeting room, or gear rental. | like
the idea of a cafe open to the park— a freestanding one will never happen there. | have some
concemn re traffic in and oul— especially on 21st, as well as the underground garage | think they
talked about. It would have to be engineered to not interfere with the drainage basin Sego Lily setup.
Will let u know if | remember something else. And of course, does it have to be that tall...

Thanks, as always, for your steadfast advocacy of Sugar House!

Judi - | agree with much of what Heidi said. If | remember the west and north walls would have no
balconies and be brick. | think they were planning to plant some trees. | hope so as just rounding
that corner with no greenery and a brick wall would not be inviting. | would prefer 6 stories also but
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they may be with in allowable limits. | think the view inside the park looking at the building would not
be too bad.

Some of the community amenities will be pleasant

On Sun, Jun 29, 2025 at 9:01 AM Ginny Dehnert <gdehnerd@xmission com> wrote:

Hi, | found your link on the Nextdoor app. Are you the contact for discussion on the property on 1300
e and 21south? | STRONGLY oppose putting in a giant hotel on the Sizzler site. What the heck is
wrong with all of you ppl. Nobody living nearby wants this built. There too much congestion already!
Why can't you allow a one story store or restaurant that can service park- goers and make the area
more walkable and fun. It would be so great if there was a small store that can supply ppl with treats
while visiting Sugarhouse park, | envision a walk up window to ask for ice cream, soda or other siuff.
Maybe small bags of bird seed for the flora and fauna of the park. | know it won't bring tons of money
to the city that you can waste on bike lanes and ndiculous curbing that | almost hit each time | drive
thru Sugarhouse. I'll never purchase a bike as I've already been creamed once by a car. Make it a
place to enhance the park goers, not Enin’'s clan that profils from building. Same thing for the old
Woells Fargo building on 11th easl. Enough!

Sincerely,
Ginny DEHNERT
Sent from my iPad
Jun 30, 2025,
Thea Brannon 11:40 PM (5 days ago)

to Sarah, me

The Planning Commission is to be commended for including provisions for new developments of
various types and for common open space, including shade and vegetation in them. | applaud the
incentive of bonus density units for preserving existing buildings, but wish there were direct incentives
not just for higher density, but for fruly affordable housing. Filtering is all well and good, but it takes
time. | realize that higher density is clearly necessary to augment the housing supply, but | have
some reservations about any further sacrifice of the historic character of the Sugar House District, to
wit:

1) Although the intersection of 21st South and Highland Drive has been designated as Urban Center,
it does not follow that it must be filled to the brm with 10 story buildings. | firmly believe that
preserving the feel of the immediate area as it has been developed thus far to 50 feet is adequate
and appropriate. Further escalation of building height surrounding the lovely and historic Sprague
library and the old Post Office on the east side of Highland Drive would destroy the character of that
block. Bames and Noble, Whole Foods, and the Vue across Highland Drive are attractive brick
buildings compatible in style and mass with the old buildings. Even the shopping center there
incorporates the west end of Hidden Hollow Park without overwhelming it.

2) The blocks further south toward 1-15 are already being built up on the west side of Highland, and
along 1-15 south of the large shopping center on the east side. 1300 East already has taller buildings:
perhaps it is more suitable to allow them there and in the large shopping center itself, which
apparently is felt to be needing a refresh. Rather ludicrous since it's not very old--whatever.

3t would be a terrible blow to the remaining shreds of old Sugar House if the last few small,
community-oriented businesses on the east side of Highland Drive, north of 21st South, were to be
demolished and replaced by a 10 story building. When is it enough? There are many other
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burgeoning areas now that people are flocking to and that can provide lots of space for large
apartment buildings. The Sugar House planners from many years ago could not really envision the
full import of their 24/7 fantasy. But we are living with it.

Thank you for letting me express my opinion as a 26 year Sugar House resident, and for the tireless
work by both of you on behall of all us locals!

Misty Morris <mstymorris@yahoo.com> Fri, Mar 7,
10:46 AM

lo me

Hi,

I'm reading news articles about the Sizzler site being developed as a hotel. Is this something we can
fight? The gas station was a termble idea and | had a feeling the next plan would be worse. And here
we are.

Any thoughts are appreciated.

Heidi | saw the presentation and thoughl it was kinda nice. I'm agreed that no one likes everything,
but on Nexidoor people were just womied about “the view™ and | asked them - whose view? Like the
view from the CVS? Or KFC? I'm not worried about the view. But they are asking for 6 floors and
because the land is he highpoint right there it will be higher than other buildings nearby.

| thought it was well done - off the sidewalk enough to have visibility around that comer. And primanly
in-and-out from the single driveway. You might find out about the delivery entrance on 21005 and if
trucks will have to back into that entrance. But | didn't think they did - | thought they pull through from
the other entrance and then back up (while under the building) into the loading dock.

If anything | thought they were trying to do so much with the site — o make it viable. It makes for a
complicated system. Coffee shops, gear rental, hotel, restaurant, conference/wedding venue. Parking
will still be a problem for them but they are putting in double-high parking spaces in the lower valet
parking area. Where you stack cars on top of each other. In the end, it'll be a hassle lo park
somewhere else and use the building so they are the main people who suffer if they can't provide
parking. The park will close evenings and walking over from some parking in Sugarhouse seems like
a stretch if you are attending a wedding. Perhaps the accessibility of they place and all that they want
to offer will make it integrate easier. Popular locations integrate into their community easier than
unpopular places.

Fri, Apr 11, 4:21 PM (3 days

oliviaem(@g.com ago)
1o me
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Judi - | agree with much of what Heidi said. If | remember the west and north walls would have no
balconies and be brick. | think they were planning to plant some trees. | hope so as just rounding
that comer with no greenery and a brick wall would not be inviting. | would prefer 6 stories also but
they may be with in allowable limits. | think the view inside the park looking at the building would not
be too bad.

Som
Yvonne Here is what I've heard so far...

It's too tall and ugly - a box with windows. My thoughts are it has to be a beautiful building. it needs
character that fits the Sugar House vibe, nol too minimalist or modern....more in common with The
Dixon building. If it looks good and tall people maybe more open to a hotel there — it should be
something the community thinks fits. Maybe if it's a great looking design people would be willing fo
live with the height.

Some have expressed whether or not they really have experience developing boutique hotels. It
doesn't look like a boutique hotel. Looking them up on line
doesn't inspire confidence that they have a track record.

Also, no one | talked to felt the bike rentals were a "“community benefit’. They weren't clear about
whal part of the hotel (besides a lew slores and an expensive restaurant) is a benefit to the
community vs their guests. | think the Chamber might have some ideas on how they can support and
help drive guests to visit the local businesses. (| sent an email with my thoughts on this already). A
survey of the community on what we consider as “benefits” by them, (or the Council, the Chamber?).

| hope they realize that the Highland students may frequent the convenience store they are thinking of
putting on the first floor. A clothing boutique that will cater to guests and a coffee shop isn't
considered a community benefil in people I've talked to about this.

| don't think it will affect traffic as much as a gas station, but parking is an issue for my neighborhood-
because this is the closest place for the overflow. We already have issues with parking and speeding
traffic avoiders. Some neighbors have expressed concerns about those issues.

| hope this isn't too long, I'll ask tonight at a neighborhood get together and if there's anything |
haven't said already I'll let you know.

Thank you for all you do!

Proposed hotel development on Sugarhouse Sizzler lot

Alana Burman <pcburmani@gmail.com> Sun, Mar g, 2025 a8t 11:51 PM
Tao: “Judi. Shori@gmail.com™ <Judi Short@gmail com>

Hi Judi,

Hope ail is well. | found your emall on the Sugarhouse Community Council website and wanted to pass along my
comments as a member of the community.

A boutique hote! that biocks tha view of the park and the mountains would be a terrible waste of the potential of this
SpPACE.
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Why not a food hall. cafe, or food truck lof that would add 1o the vibrancy of the community, boost interest in visiting
the park, and be a natural destination for The Draw instead?

Plaasa do not approve or recommand (he Magnus Plan, Seven stories in that location would be a shama,

Thank you,
Alana Burman

B13AM(10 h
Kelly Hannah : E;ff]
o me

It's a great looking project with an enticing pitch. It's a project that should be built in a zone that
allows for its scale. Granting a developer/property owner an exemption to build over double the
zoned allowance is poor precedent for the Planning Commission and/or the City Council to set,
whether that be through zoning change or variance. Especially considering that Salt Lake City

recently rezoned and consolidated the zoning code throughout the city based on community wide
needs and accounting for future growth and development. The request of the property owner and

developer for a 125% exemption from the code to accomodate a specific parcel /specific
owner/specific developer should be denied.

Kelly Hannah

Kelly Hannah - OwneriBrokerRealior - Eightline Real Estale

1988 S 1100 E #101 Salt Lake City, UT 84106 / 801-558-6143

R

wiane! KellvHannah.com

Please do not allow a change of height allowance in the area where Sizzler once stood. It makes me

sick to think of a high nise structure going in that small space. Not to mention blocking such a view

that we have of the mountains. Sugarhouse has been destroyed, but this would just be opening the

door to high rises moving east, please do not allow this.

Cannot, a nice restaurant with a large patio over looking the park be considered for that
location? That would benefit the community, rather than one organization making money.
Think of the community you are representing.
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Fri, Apr 11, 4:21 PM (3 days
oliviaem(@g.com Mary McDonnell ago)

o me

Judi - | agree with much of whal Heidi said. If | remémber the west and north walls would have no
balconies and be brick. | think they were planning to plant some trees. | hope so as just rounding
that comer with no greenery and a brick wall would not be inviting. | would prefer 6 stories also but
they may be with in allowable limits. | think the view inside the park loocking at the building would not
be too bad.

Some of the community amenities will be pleasant.

Yvonne Here is what I've heard so far...

It's too tall and ugly - a box with windows. My thoughts are it has to be a beautiful building. It needs
character that fits the Sugar House vibe, not too minimalist or modern....more in common with The
Dixon building. If it looks good and tall people maybe more open o a hotel there — it should be
something the community thinks fits. Maybe if it's a great looking design people would be willing to
live with the height.

Some have expressed whether or not they really have experience developing boutique hotels. It
doesn't look like a boutique hotel. Looking them up on line
doesn't inspire confidence that they have a track record.

Also, no one | talked to felt the bike rentals were a "community benefit’. They weren't clear about

whal part of the hotel (besides a few slores and an expensive restaurant) is a benefit to the

community vs their guests. | think the Chamber might have some ideas on how they can support and

help drive guests lo visil the local businesses. (I sent an email with my thoughts on this already). A

survey of the community on what we consider as “benefits” by them, {or the Council, the Chamber?).

| hope they realize that the Highland students may frequent the convenience store they are thinking of

putting on the first floor. A clothing boutique that will cater to guests and a coffee shop isn't

considered a community benefit in people I've talked to about this.

Wanda Gayle <wgayle@sisna.com=> Jun 30, 2025,
11:16 PM

lo sarah.young, me

I am a 40 year resident of Sugar House. That means | remember what people now fondly call the
“old” Sugar House—the neighborhood that wasn't colonized by high-rise apartment buildings, the
“downtown” where you could get a library book or a tie-die kit and buy some art supplies and an
antique while you were there, and the way that you could see the sunset and all the over towards
downtown Salt Lake City from over the Sonic car wash.

Now the council wants to, effectively, raise the heights of new buildings here. | am opposed to any
height additions in the Sugar House area that are caused by the consolidations of mixed use zoning.
However, | support the efforts made to limit the heights to a few sections, though even that makes me
very sad. | thank you for your time and effort and your persistence in a tough situation.

| feel like | have to beg, and then beg and beg some more, for any decent restrictions on the
development of my neighborhood. | realize now that | should have started begging many more years
before | actually began. Who knew that a small-town feel here would be obliterated, that we would
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walk through tall canyons to get about on our streets, that we would pay $20 for a hamburger, or that
we would never see the sunset again the way we used to?

Please carefully consider your vole and keep working to restrict heights in Sugar House.

Thank you,
Wanda Gayle
1565 East Garfield Avenue

| don't think it will affect traffic as much as a gas station, but parking is an issue for my neighborhood-
because this is the closest place for the overflow. We already have issues with parking and speeding
traffic avoiders. Some neighbors have expressed concems about those issues.

| hope this isn't too long, I'll ask tonight at a neighborhood get together and if there's anything |
haven't said already I'll let you know.

Thank you for all you dol!

On Thu, Jul 3, 2025 at 12:48 PM Janiece Pompa <pompa_j@ed utah.edu> wrote:
Hi -

| just read about the hotel that is planned for the corner of 2100 S. and 1300 E. | was pretty shocked that this
plan was approved, given the fact that both roads are so heavily trafficked as is, and putting a hotel there will
almost certainly exceed the capacity o keep traffic moving, especially since 2100 5. will be one lane in each
direction by then. It also seems to be just another high-rise that will obstruct the view and ruin the vibe of the
park. Of course, with more people and vehicles comes more pollution, crime, police presence, etc. We're
having quite the discussion about this on Nextdoor (started by me), so you might want to check it out.

| have been told thal this is a done deal and all we can do is oppose the variance for the planned 125-fool
building. This is tremendously disappointing, but if it's true, I'm asking you to please do so. It really hurts to see
what Sugarhouse has become compared 1o the chamming neighborhood it was when | moved here 40 years
ago. This construction, together with the demolition and rebuilding of Highland High (which is very necessary, |
agree), is not helping the mental health of those who live in the vicinity.

Thanks,

Janiece Pompa
2129 8. 1800 E.

Wanda Gayle <wgayle@sisna.com> Mn:;:‘_l1u; I:jaﬂ,

to sarah.young, me

| am a 40 year resident of Sugar House. That means | remember what people now fundh_.lr call the
“old” Sugar House—the neighborhood that wasn't colonized by high-rise apartment buildings, the
“downtown” where you could get a library book or a tie-die kit and buy some art supplies and an
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antique while you were there, and the way that you could see the sunset and all the over towards
downtown Salt Lake City from over the Sonic car wash.

Now the council wanis to, effectively, raise the heights of new buildings here. | am opposed to any
height additions in the Sugar House area thal are caused by the consolidations of mixed use zoning.
However, | support the efforts made to limit the heights to a few sections, though even that makes me
very sad. | thank you for your time and effort and your persistence in a tough situation.

| feel like | have to beg, and then beg and beg some more, for any decent restrictions on the
development of my neighborhood. | realize now that | should have started begging many more years
before | actually began. Who knew that a small-town feel here would be obliterated, that we would
walk through tall canyons to get about on our streets, that we would pay $20 for a hamburger, or that
we would never see the sunset again the way we used to?

Please carefully consider your vole and keep working to restrict heights in Sugar House.

Thank you,
Wanda Gayle
1565 East Garfield Avenue

From: Meagan Oltman <meaganecltmand 1 fgmail com>
Date: August 4, 2025 at 9:55:01 AM MDT

To: minnesolaule7EEaqmail.com

We don't want to block the iconic view of Sugar House Park and the Wasatch Mountains.
Nor overwhelm our neighborhood with traffic, noise, and shadow, not to mention

the construction pollution & issues.

This will set a dangerous precedent for future oversized development

Please deny paving over community identity & decisions for the sake of private profit.

We demand that the Salt Lake City Planning Commission and City Council:

Reject the zoning height increase from 30 ft to 125 ft
Deny approval of the proposed hotel
Preserve the public view and scale of Sugar House Park.

Sincerely,

Meagan

----—-—-- Forwarded message -———
From: K Taylor <kztaylor7@amail.com>
Date: Mon, Mar 24, 2025 at 2:14 PM
Subject: Hotel

To: <infoi@sugarhousechamber.org>

Please do not approve a hotel for the comer of 1300 and 2100. Sugarhouse has been ravaged by
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overbuilding for years. You are destroying one of the few single home areas in the city. There are
already hotels in this area. With all the buildings, our sewer systems are overwhelmed. | live one
block east of the park and there is a plumber on Hannibal Street once weekly. Even as a single
retired woman, | space my wash and dishwashing so that | don't deal with backup flooding. Many
houses east of me suffer from flooding during big storms because the infrastructure is

madequate. Sadly all the building and road construction has hurt business profitability or closed
down businesses. Access to the hotel will be horrible on an already congested corer. Inadequate
access coninbuted to the Sizzler's demise. The overbuilding has just added more apartments and
has not helped with affordable housing. Food businesses particularly suffer because of accessibility
and parking problems - and now people are being charged! Who has benefitted by all the building of
apartmenis and office buildings. Part of effective planning is to balance the type of growth in an
area: single family homes, open space, traffic and freeway access, plumbing infrastructure,
apartments, recreational facilites. My neighbor teaches urban planning at the University and could
help. (Also the area by the underpass is not aesthetically pleasing - it's ugly and weird)

How about pickleball courts or tennis courts with access from the park. How about locating the hotel
down by Fairmont Park which would not add to the congestion, where there is more space - the boys
and girls club?, rescue it from the homeless camped out there. Profits could be used to upgrade that
park - the pool by the way is amazing.

Sincerely, Karen Taylor

------- Forwarded message
From: Joyce Marder <jgycemarder@holmall.com>
Date: Thu, Aug 7, 2025 at 8:29 AM

Subject: Sugar House Hotel

To: minnesotaute Gi@agmail.com <minnesgtaute? G@amail. coms

| support this project. Please keep me informed.

Joyce Marder

1530 E Logan Ave, SLC 84105

Michele Tagger <tagger1951@yahoo.com> Sun, Jun 29,
418 PM

o me

Please, do not allow this hotel plan to proceed. That particular intersection is a nightmare already. I'm
not sure of the plan for enter/exit for this, but I'm curious. It will ruin our views of both the Wasatch
from SH shopping area (aiready marred by several apartments) and our views of the Qquirrhs from
within Sugarhouse Park. Stop ruining this once lovely, charming area for the sake of developers. And
this goes for the property where the former Wells Fargo Bank resided!!

Sincerely,
Michele Tagger
SH resident

Patricia Wesson <pwesson@utcotm.org> 316 PM(18
minutes ago)
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to me
Ms. Short,

As a long-time Sugarhouse resident and a native of Salt Lake City, | am imploring you to vote against
the request to build a hotel on this comner. Traffic is already overcrowded on both 2100 South and
1300 East and to lose yet another exquisite view of the Wasatch is a price | think most of us are
willing 1o bear.

We have already lost our eclectic neighborhood with locally owned stores, making the area
"Anylown USA". We have also borne the skyrocketing home prices and the high property tax
increases that come with il.

Please do not take the inspinng view away. Haven't we lost more than enough in Sugarhouse?
Sincerely,
Patricia A. Wesson

Patricia A. Wesson
Director of Development

The Cathedral of the Madeleine
331 E. South Temple Stresat
Salt Lake City, UT 84111
pwesson@utcotm org

801.328.8941 x108

Kelly Hannah 8:13 AM (10 hours
ago)
to me

It's a great looking project with an enticing pitch. It's a project that should be built in a zone that
allows for its scale. Granting a developer/property owner an exemption to build over double the
zoned allowance is poor precedent for the Planning Commission and/or the City Council to set,
whether that be through zoning change or variance. Especially considering that Salt Lake City recently
rezoned and consolidated the zoning code throughout the city based on community wide needs and
accounting for future growth and development. The request of the property owner and developer for
a }:ﬂz&lﬁ mmp_l;gn from the code to accomodate a specific parcel/specific owner/specific developer

5 enied.

Kelly Hannah

L L] & L] L] L ] L ] L ]

Kelly Hannah - OwnerBroker/Realtor - Eightiine Real Estate
1988 5 1100 E #101 Salt Lake City, UT 84106 / B01-558-6143

Search all listings HoRe and read reviews Thelaol
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------ Forwarded message
From: mia lambson <media fomboy i gl com>

Date: Fri, Aug 22, 2025 at 440 PM

Subject: Sugarhouse Development

To: <agmanda romaniasle pove>, Landon Clark <minnesotaule 7648 email com=

Dear City Council Members,

I am wriing as a concerned, longtime resident of Sugarhouse to strongly oppose the proposed rezoning that
would allow for the construction of a 7-story hotel at the already overburdened intersection of 1300 E and 2100
5

Our neighborhood has endured yvears of ongoing construction, and this project would only prolong the
disruption- bringing even more noise, dust, and road closures to a community already stretched to its limits.

Last year alone | had to have my tires repaired or replaced six times due to the poorly managed construction that
I'm forced to drive lhmug,h dﬂ.lly We are tired. The character and charm that once defined this area have been
steadily chipped away in favor of massive developments and high-end businesses that offer little to no benefit to
the people who actually live here, while compounding the traffic, noise and congestion.

This hotel would:

« Add to existing congestion at an intersection that i1s already unsafe and overwhelmed by traffic

« Block cherished views that contribute to the neighborhood’s appeal and livability.

= Increase police presence and noise, further impacting our peace and sense of secunty

» Exploit precious neighborhood resources like limited parking, and high usage of energy and water

« Extend years of disruptive construction, further diminishing our quality of life

« Accelerate the erasure of local identity, as yet another high-rise takes the place of what could be
community-serving spaces or green areas.

We are not opposed to progress, but we are opposed to development that comes at the expense of residents. This
rezoning would prioritize short-term profits over the long-term well-being of an established community, We
deserve better, and | believe there is a solution for this lot that can better serve the sugarhouse residenis like
restaurant or retail space dedicated to local vendors, or a park expansion.

Please vote against the proposed rezoning. Help preserve what's left of our neighborhood's character, and give
the people who live here a voice in shaping its future.

Sincerely,
Mia Brad

-------- Forwarded message ----—---

From: Sayvannah <savidaa @590 gmanl com>
Date: Fri, Aug 22, 2025 at 4:22 FM

Subject: Sugarhouse Puhhc Comments

To: Landon Clark <punnesotaee 7o gmal com™

Hello Landoen' | wanted to share my concemns about the proposal to build a hotel on the comner of Sugar House
Park. As an SLC resident who has spent and enjoyed time at Sugar House Park, | recently learned of the request
for more air space to go higher, which I believe 1akes away from the beauty and character of the area. Putting up
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a hotel in this location is a decision that would be illogical and a clear grab for money. It would bring more
traffic than the limited lanes on 1300 East can handle, strain the already minimal parking, and nsk damage to
both the parkland and the water table just to make room for additional parking.

If development 1s going to happen there, it should stay under two stories and complement the neighborhood—a
small market or a brunch spot, for example—not a high-rise hotel that adds congestion, pollution, litter, and
destroys one of the few remaining green spaces in Salt Lake City

| understand the land has been used for businesses in the past, but those were small, one-story spaces—not
towering hotels. Let's bring back something that serves the community, not something that overwhelms

it. Thank you for considering this perspective,

Savannah Davis (she/her)

Judy and Sarah,

| strongly oppose the development plans for the boutique hotel on the comer of 2100 S and 1300 E.
Especially after hearing more about the project at Highland from the other night.

Traffic: The intersection at 1300E and 210085 is already so congested and the tum from 1300E onto
2100s is so slow during rush hour. Having cars turning into that lot will only add to the pressura-not (o
mention the large trucks going in and out of 21005 exit that is proposed. Also, it will lead to more cars
in our residential neighborhoods that are trying to avoid congestion and creating more traffic.
Parking: The hotel will charge for parking and this leads to cars circling and adding to the congesbon,
And parking at the park, which is already busy and congested as is.

Water Table: Water is a precious resource. A holel, apartment building, condos, retail all need water.
Anything that could possibly compromise our vulnerable aquifer should be stopped. The developer
stated several times that the parking garage will go to 32 feet deep, the aguifer is at 37 feet.

Location: This project is in the wrong location. The park is developed with tax payer dollars and a
hotel that benefits from what local citizens have contributed to over generations, only to make money
for a few already wealthy individuals is not what city council should be in support of. Who is looking
out for the interests of the community and the least fortunate people for whom the park is a safe
haven, if we you are supporting development that is not in the communities best interests?

Better plan for long term investment in the community:

Rezone the land in the interests of community use so that we don’t have something that adds to the
burden of the voters and taxpayers with traffic and eyesore and water usage issues. Not a structure
that will block the view & ruin the park.

Not helping the community as the developers pretend they claims:

The developers pretend they are adding improvements for the community but retail they are adding is
competing with existing infrastructure and businesses (Urban Sailor-coffee shop across the street,
Dodo restaurant) is not adding anything; Banguet rooms that charge exorbitant fees for use and
require you use the in house restaurants are only just opportunities for the owner [0 make money-Not
a gift to the community. Parking that you pay for is not helpful.

The developers etc claim they are local but they do not live in Sugarhouse or near by but suburbs far
enough away that what happens will not impact their daily lives, like it will for sugarhouse residents
and all park users.

We do not need more hotels. There are two across the street and there is a Hampton Inn on Foaothill.
Let's admit the wealthy, ie developer, contractor, land owners and architect will all benefit-at the
expense of the community.

Council members are there to preserve and protect community interests and a parcel adjacent to the
park should be preserved and brought into the park. Has the city approached the landowners to lease
the land? Fundraise to make it part of the park?

There is too much development in Sugarhouse that has added apariments and increased traffic and
this is the wrong thing for the community and residents in the long-term. Fight to preserve the park.
The Sugarhouse Park Commission has given up its responsibility in this regard and it's up to the City
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Council now to keep this development out.

We are counting on you as our city council member to do whalt is in the interest of the community and
vote against this project and protect the park.

Best,

Asha Parekh

SLC Officials,

I am opposing the Sugarhouse Hotel. 1 ask vou to look at this not just as a zoming question but as a
budget and legacy decision. Hotels spike room tax revenue but they cost the city more in the long
run traffic management, road wear, and public safety services nse, while the tax base stays flat
once the hotel 1s bult. Housing, by contrast, produces steady property tax and retail sales for
decades. This lot 1s one of the most visible comers in Salt Lake City, nght at the gateway to Sugar
House Park. In 20 years, your constituents won't thank you for approving a wall of hotel rooms.
They'll thank you for expanding housing, protecting open space, or creating a community hub that
added permanent value to this neighborhood. | urge vou to reject the rezoning and explore
altematives that deliver true long-tenm benefits to the city and its residents.

Sincerely,

Olivia A.

oliviacatkinson@icloud.com Fri, Aug 22, 8:48 PM (2 days ago)
to council.comments, sarah.young, victoria.petro, alejandro. puy, chris wharton, eva.lopezchavez, dari
n.mano, dan.dugan

Dear Council Members,

Council Members, Salt Lake City 15 in a housing crisis. Every parcel near transit is precious, Using
this lot for a 95-foot hotel means we lose 20 or 30 years of potential mixed-income housing right
next to the S-Line streetcar and bus comidors. Hotels don't strengthen TOD, but permanent
residents do.

Apartments and affordable housing create daily nders, stable tax revenue, and walkable streets. A
hotel does the opposite: more car trips, more smog. more congestion at 1300 East and 2100 South.
If we want to meet our housing and chimate goals, this land should serve residents, not transient
VISILOrS.

Please use vour authority to steer this site toward housing or community use that actually builds a
stronger city.

Thank you for your consideration,
Ohivia Atkinson

----- Forwarded message --—-—----

From: Jimmy Pearson <|immypearson 1001 @gmal.com>
Date: Fri, Aug 22, 2025 at 11:28 AM

Subject: Sugar House Park Development

To: <amanda.romani@sic gove, <minnesotaute FG@amatl.com=
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Hi Amanda and Landon,

Resident and frequent user of Sugar House Park here, reaching out about the comer lot
development.

| understand you have an upcoming decision on a height allowance for the hotel proposal. While
better than a gas station, | hope this too will fail, and that we can instead see something that better
suits the city and provides a public benefit.

That lot has been a challenge for a vanety of attempted projects, and I'm sure you're hearing a lot of
“hell nos” from consfituents without much constructive input. As someone who works with land
developers and sees the public need here, | wanted to offer a few constructive ideas.

« Buy the land: | imagine this has been explored but wasn't in budget. The obvious fix would be
to annex the lot into the park and/or construct a modest café or community space.

« Public/Private Partnership: With city/county support you could incentivize the developer
through tax advantages to create something that balances community benefit and business
value,

« Zoning: This is a heavy burden on the landowner, but given the environment and importance of
this lot, current zoning that allows for a gas station, hotel, or similar is out of step with what
the community deserves

There are many precedents where cities and developers have worked together to deliver projects that
were modest in scale, sensitive to their surroundings, and still provided public benefit. Some high
profile examples with borrowable ideas include:

= Salesforce Park (San Francisco): A privalely funded elevated park atop a transit hub that
provides open green space, walking trails, and community programming.

« Lever House & Seagram Building Plazas (New York): Office towers that created open public
plazas at ground level in exchange for zoning allowances.

« Chicago Riverwalk (Chicago): A redeveloped waterfront turmed into a vibrant public walkway
with cafés and events, keeping the riverfront open to the community.

» Millennium Park (Chicago): Built on top of rail yards and parking garages, hiding infrastructure
underground to maximize public space.

+ Klyde Warren Park (Dallas). A deck park over a freeway that added five acres of active green
space and public programs.

+ Apple Store on Michigan Avenue (Chicago): Low-profile, transparent design with much of the
retail underground, preserving views of the river.

« Brookfield Place Winter Garden (New York): An indoor atrium with sealing, art, and community
events integrated into a private development.

» The Wharf (Washington, D.C.): Waterfront redevelopment that required parks, promenades,
and recreation access alongside retail and housing.
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» Gas Works Park (Seattle): Adaptive reuse of industrial land into a public park, turning private
land into a civic assel

I'd love to connect with you or the team leading this development to discuss options that could align
community needs with private investment. Could you also share how you plan to approach the
upcoming height allowance zoning vote for this proposal?

Thanks for your time and for considering a path thal leaves Sugar House belter for everyone.

Besl,
James

Forwarded message ------—-

From: Savannah Smith <smith sqvannahkidgmail com>
Date: Fn, Aug 22, 2025 at 12:41 PM

Subject: Sugar House Hoel

To: Landon Clark <punnesotaute 70l gmml com>

Hello Amanda,

My name is Savannah Smith. [ have lived in Utah my entire life, and in salt lake for almost 10 vears. | love Salt
Lake City and 1 love Sugar House, but it could very quickly turn into an area that people will want to avoid. The
wraffic where this proposed building is set 10 be is already a major issue during certain times of the day. The area
15 congested as is and there are already plenty of businesses and even hotels.

Please consider the opinions of us who love living in Salt Lake City

Thank you for vour ime,

Savannah

Forwarded message --—--—-

From: Kira Watson <arik 10postawfigmail com>
Date: Fri, Aug 22, 2025 at 10:40 AM

Subject: SAY NO TO SUGAR HOUSE HOTEL

To: <Amanda romani@sic.gov>, Landon Clark <minnesotaute76@amail com>

| strongly oppose the allowance of the 7 story hotel in Sugarhouse because it will decrease quality of
life for residents.

| am a local 19 year old girl who has grown up in Salt Lake City. | live i." Sugar house more
specifically. | drive on the roads, use the public parks, and participate in the economy.

Firstly the hotel would cause inflation in local rent costs, confinuing to make sugar house
unaffordabie.
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Secondly, the hotel would create waste and not contribute to Salt Lakes attempt in Sustainability.

Thirdly, land should be used for public benefit rather than profit. Hardworking community members
deserve to have third spaces and local businesses rather than corporations.

Fourthly, historically pressure has been put on police to make the area more digestible for tounsts
rather than focusing on actual safety for locals. The increased policing of an already relatively safe
area would not only take away resources from those who NEED police support but also rupture the
community's already established balance,

This development will not increase jobs by a considerable amount, as construction costs are
temporary. And the jobs it would increase, hotel workers, are noloriously underpaid and given
unsatisfactory benefit plans.

This is not a “gateway” or a “community building” but a wall.

| urge you to please consider that locals like me on our dnve to work do nol need more traffic, we do
not need a 7 story building full of tourists to run into.

PROTECT SUGARHOUSE AND SAY NO!

Sincerely, Kira Watson.

From: "Mike (Bugs) Stanley” <djbugs@gmail com>
Date: August 22, 2025 at 8:20:12 AM MDT

To: minnesotaute 7 6iEgmail.com

Subject: SUGARHOUSE PARK

Hi Landon,

| wanted to share my concerns about the proposal 1o build a hotel on the comer of Sugar House Park.
| recently leamed they are requesting even more air space to go higher, and once large buildings
start going up in front of the park above 13th South, it takes away from the beauty and character of
the area.

A hotel doesn't make sense for that location. It would bring more traffic than the limited lanes on 1300
East can handie, strain the already minimal parking, and risk damage to both the parkland and the
water table just to make room for additional parking.

If development is going to happen there, it should stay under two stories and complement the
neighborhood, a small market or a brunch spot, for example, not a high-rise hotel that adds
congestion, pollution, litter, and destroys one of the few remaining green spaces in Salt Lake City.

| understand the land has been used for businesses in the past, but Sizzler was a one story business,

not a towenng hotel. Let's bring back something that serves the community, not something that
overwhelms it,

Thank you for considering this perspective.

Best,
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Michael Stanley
Thu, Aug 21, 11:55 AM (3 days ago)

Elizabeth Watson
1o me

Dear Judi,

Another comment | thought of after | submitted my comments is no one seems to present us with
design ideas that are environmentally sustainable and conscientious. |deas that acknowledge and
offset their environmental foolprint, such as solar panels, efficient water use, impact on dark skies,
etc. This could have been a centerpiece of their proposal given the overlook 1o the highly sensilive
reservoir, nesting and migration sanctuary visited by humans and their pels on a day use only basis
that by design has no commercial venues.

Instead we get the very monolith they presumably sought to avoid with the Florida aguamarine pool
for use by hotel guests only situated above the garage on the upslope of the reservoir 5 feet above
the current water table in an earthquake prone zone. What could possibly go wrong?

| also forgot to add the building of this monolithic, if approved, would coincide with the 4 year
reconstruction of Highland High. This is the wrong project in the wrong place at the wrong time.

Elizabeth Watson

Samantha Wed, Aug 20, 2:37 PM (4 days ago)

Godwin <soulinspirationllc@yahoo.com=
to me

My name is Samantha Godwin. | have lived in sugarhouse my whole life, bom and raised. | bought
my home in sugarhouse and love where | live. | could move and live any where but my community
and the view of the mountains are the reason | slay here.

| drive through that intersection every day. The traffic is calm on Sunday momings but other than
that It is busy and full of life. The life of a neighbor hood. People running in the park, going to work
and of course getting on the freeway. The beautiful view of Mt. Olympus keeps me company will |
wait for the light to change green.

That lot is historical and has so much history but it also has the best view in the sugarhouse district.
If you put a hotel on that lot it will take away the flow of that already very busy intersection. The view
and the migrating birds will be interrupted. The flow of all of sugarhouse will change.

| understand that the owner does not want to sell to sugarhouse park. | also understand that there
are right for historical plots of land and buildings. | believe that there is a solution here for a sell to the
park and a better design for that plot of land so as to not hurt or neighborhood.
| say No to the hotel and the larger design that they of course want to build because once again these
developers do not live down the street to what they want to make money off of. If they did they would
never dream of doing there design.

Please stop them from hurting more of this beloved Sugarhouse Neighborhood that | call my home.
Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely, Samantha Godwin

| am writing to you as a resident of Sugar House. | have seen the presentation for the hotel proposed at the
old Sizzler site a couple of times. | would like to offer my support for this hotel. As a longltime resident and
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community advocate | balieve this project represents a chance to revitalize what | think has been an eyesore
for the past 5 plus years.

While no project is perfect, this is the best proposed project | have seen for this site. The community benafits
this developer has included in the plans is something | am excited about as a resident who lives blocks away, |
understand some of the concerns by residents concermning traffic and the overall size of the hotel but | am more
womied thal if we continue to say no to projects we are going to be stuck with a parcel much like the
dilapidated Fairmont tennis courts.

This proposal is a step forward to changing a dilapidated parcel where the cops are frequently called to, to
something that the community could really come Io appreciate.

Thank you
Landon Clark

PP i TR

Date: Tue, Aug 19, 2025 at 10:25 AM
Subject: Sugar House Hotel
To: Landon Clark <minnesolaute76i@gmail com>

Dear Mr. Clark,

| am writing to express my opposition to the proposed amendment to change the land use from Mixed
Use Low Intensity to Business District Mixed Use-Town Center Scale.

| have reviewed this proposal and besides being offended by its insincerity in terms of solving housing
needs, it is not what the corner of one of the few (and beautiful) parks in Salt Lake City needs.
Sugarhouse is a walkable neighborhood, not a tourist destination. Serving 24 hour clients will do
nothing to solve Sugarhouse’s housing needs and the very large, tall hotel will detract aesthetically
from our community.

| encourage you to oppose this amendment and work with private and public partners who truly want
to create something in the space that would add to our community and the people who call this place
our full-time year-round home,

Sincerely,
Sylvia

Sylvia Torti
1811 S1100E
Dear Mrs. Judi Short,

| hope this message finds you well.

I'm writing to share my support for the possibility of a new hatel being built on the old Sizzler lot in Sugar House. As
a lengtime resident and advacate for our neighborhood, | believe this project represents a meaningful oppartunity
to revitalize a space that has long stood as an unfortunate eyesore.

While no development is ever perfect, | feel strongly that a thoughtfully designed hotel could bring real benefits to
our community. Beyond improving the aesthetics of the area, it could help reduce petty crime, littering, graffiti, and
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the presence of homeless encampments—issues that have persisted despite city ordinances. A vibrant, active space
will naturally encourage better stewardship and engagement from both residents and visitors.

| understand that development can be a sensitive topic, and | respect the diverse perspectives within our community.
However, | also believe we must be careful not to let the pursuit of perfection prevent us from making progress.
We've seen what happens when lots sit dormant for years—like the unused tennis courts—and | think we can do
better this time.,

Let's rally around a rational, community-focused approach to building in Sugar House. The hotel proposal may not
be flawless, but it's a step toward a more vibrant, safe, and welcoming neighborhood.

Thank you for your continued leadership and dedication to our community. | look forward to seeing how this
conversation evohes,

Warm regards,
Ben Raskin
Sugar House Resident

Thanks for putting together comments about the Sugar House Hotel.

After the presentation and review at Highland High School | felt the community was more accepting of
the proposal as a hotellbanguet center. | give high marks to the John Potter and his crew for
addressing many issues the hotel brings with facts | could believe. Though | felt were presented from
their side, | think they did it reasonably fairly. | did not feel the group was lying to us on any particular
topic.

| would say that the biggest concerns are the water table for the 2-story underground garage. I'd also
wanl to review that parking assessment as the lower floor is using double-high parking stalls which
were not mentioned in the presentation. | fear this will lead to filling up of the self-park and then the
valet park takes cars down to level -2 but if they are big cars, SUVs elc, then they are not going to be
able to utilize that space efficiently. It's their hassle if this is true.

| agree the park cannol accept parking and cars getting locked into the park at night could become an
issue. Visitors to the restaurant and banquet will need to be reminded of their imitations PRIOR to the
start of events so they move their cars out. Banquet renters should have to acknowledge the inability
to use the park for parking in their rental agreement. | do not know the protocol for cars in the park
when they go to lock it at night. Or if there are penalties for parking ovemight. The park should
provide these protocols to the banguet reservation group.

It was not clear what kind of wall would be around the entry parking/drive lo be able to remind patrons
to stay out of the park at night. But there is no wall off the boarding sidewalks either, so this isn't
something the hotel would be overly responsible for - but if the situation gets worse because of the
Hotel, then the Hotel should work to mitigate the problem.,

| worry the hotel will need a waiver from the city for the alcohol license because of proximity to the
park. Without the license they hotel and banquet facility won't survive. If the city approves the rezone
— I'd like to see a contingency clause that says if they don't get the license that the zone goes back to
MU3. We don't want to have someone else using the MUS without review like this one. | believe that
John Potter was accepting of committing to the plan prior to zone approval and the city should take
him up on that. If they get the zone, this hotel is what we wanl o see. Nothing else. y
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Heidi Schubert

Please do not change the zoning on SE 2100 5 & 1300 E. MULI protects the Sugarhouse
community from tall development spreading outside of town center, Change to BDMLI-
TC subsidizes the property owner's investment, to the detriment of the community.
Hotel developers' stated community enhancements are not of value to the area. A
boutique hotel does nothing for affordable housing. Increasing building height secures a
fabulous view for patrons of the top floor restaurant, at the expense of the community
at ground level who will lose a spectacular view of the Wasatch Mountains over
Sugarhouse Park, Our public park insures an unobstructed mountain view forever for
that private property. Adding a coffee shop adds no value to the community, There are
numerous restaurants & coffee shops nearby. Additional parking is of no value. There
are hundreds of free parking spots across the dtreet. The hotel cannot accommodate
maotor homes, which will most likely go to SH Park. The restaurant NE of the intersection
seems to cause parking congestion for LOCAL residents, Patrons wouldn't pay to park
across 2100 5. Adding a few stores to the ground level of the hotel competes with local
businesses rather than enhancing Sugarhouse & will detract from walkability in SH.
Pedestrians don't feel safe on sidewalks wedged between tall buildings & speeding 40
mph cars. "Enhanced safety” offered by the hotel is doubtful. Frequent traffic on the
streets currently provides safety. Addition of 2 auto entrance/ exits for the hotel will
actually risk pedestrian safety, as motorists generally look for oncoming CARS before
crossing the sidewalk & entering the street. Cars looking to enter 1300 East will be
checking for traffic on the left, not checking sidewalk on their right.  Higher density will
increase traffic accidents. Skiers exiting to 1300 East can await a break in the traffic
before crossing lanes to make a U-turn & getting on |-80. Or traffic can drive focal roads
to reach 1-80 at about 2800 East. Cars exiting on 2100 South to reach Westminster or
Utah Universities will have to make U-turns at traffic lights or "scoot” across eastbound
lanes. Inshort, changing MULL zoning o BDMU-TC would be detrimental to Salt Lake
ity & the Sugarhouse community, Sugarhouse has shouldered enormous increases in
traffic congestion in exchange for building hundreds of apartments. Please do not add to
our challenges by changing this zoning Agnes Greenhall

As a trustee of the SHCC, | feel a responsibility to advocate for development that honors
the character, nesds, and [ong-term sustainability of our neighborhoad. I'm writing to
express serious concems about the proposed hotet project at the southeast comer of
2100 South and 1200 East - one of the busiest imtersections in Sugar House.

While | appreciate the developer's interest in creating a boutique hotel that “interfaces”
with the park and city, the request for upzoning from MU-3 to MU-B represents a
textbook case of spot zoming. This change would dramatically alter the scale and use of a
parcel that currertly serves as a transitional space between Sugar House Park and our
mixed-use cormidors, Spot zoning undermines the integrity of our master plan and sets a
precedent that could erode community trust in our planning process.

Beyand zoning, the proposed hotel raises several practical and cultural concerns:
Traffic Congestion: This intersection already expenences significant congestion. Adding a
141-room hotel with retail and restaurant space will intensify traffic flow, especially dunng

peak hours and events,

Parking Pressure: Two underground levels may not be sufficient to accommodate guests,
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staff, and retail visitors. Overflow parking could spill into adjacent residential streets and
park areas.

Commercial Rent inflation: Introducing a national-brand-affiliated hote! may drive up
commercial rents nearby, making it harder for local businesses to survive.

Community Relevance: This hotel is designed primarily for out-of-town quests. it does not
serve the daily needs of Sugar House residents and risks becoming an isolated
commaercial node rather than a community asset.

Enviranmental Impact: The site’s praxmity to the canal—baoth above and below ground—
raises concems about water table disruption, runoff, and long-term ecological effects.
These issues deserve thorough study before any zoning changes are considered.

Sugar House s beloved for its walkability, local character, and thoughtful integration of
green space. We must be vigilant about develapments that could compromise these
values. | urge the Planning Commission and City Coundl 1o reject the proposed upzoning
and request a revised plan that aligns with the existing master plan, priontizes community
benefit, and addresses infrastructure and emvironmental concems with transparency and
rgor,

Thank you for considering this perspective. | welcome further dialogue and hope we can
work together to ensure Sugar House continues to thave - not just as a destination, but
as a home, Adrienne White

Your Comments for the Planning Commission: | have lived in the heart of historic
Sugarhouse-Westminster College/University "Westminster Heights” community for over
50 years. We have raised our children and supported the comfort of a neighborhood on
the outskirts of the growing metropolis of Salt Lake City. We have enjoyed access to the
downtown shopping and events to the west and the easy access to the beauty and call of
the Wasatch Mountain range on the east. However, development is out of contral - the
congestion of roads and highways beg for a planned and executed infastructure non-
existant to meet the demands. Thus, we live under the continues construction and tom
up pathways to schools and stores and pleasure. So, in addition. here a few of my
concerms about this Sugarhouse Hotel project.

1.Height - blocks sunlight onto the Park, obstructs traffic view for cars, pedestrians and
bikers on the comer of 1200 £ 2100 5.

2.Traffic is my number one concem. The entire Sugarhouse community has been under
construction now for several years, creating dangerous traffic patterns, For example
motorists who are tired of waiting in line to approach the freeway entrance dart up side
streets into neighborhoods at excessive speeds - a tragedy waiting to happen for schoal
children, disabled citizens, seniors wha may be expenenang walking instability, beoyclists,
and others to be struck by speeding and distracted motorists searching for a faster route
to freeway entrance or to just avoid the congestion of the 1300 E 2100 South intersection.
And this is NOW, what will we see if another major construction project is launched on
this busy intersection? And after?

3. Gateway to Sugarhouse Park? The Park 15 the Gateway 1o the Sugarhouse community
and the call of the Wasatch Mountain range. It is 2 major greenspace for our city, with
encroachment overpowenng public outcry,

4. Threat to the Watershead - the observation was made that the lower level of the
structure dangerousty threatens the Watershed.

5. A restaurant without a quor license can negatively affect its success. The developer's
answer “it's a work in progress” minimizes the DABC's control over alcohol consumption
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near a public park

6. Delivery trucks and Garbage trucks? | can't comprehend how the hotel strucure can
accomadate these vital senaces. And will only add to the cverwhelmed intersection’s
traffic congestion on 2100 South.

7. This project is just not in the night place. Shefla Bittle

Sugar House Park is one of the most beloved green spaces in our dity — a place meant to
highlight the natural beauty of Lhah, foster community connections, and provide a
peaceful retreat from development. The proposal to replace the existing restaurant
adjacent to the park with a large hotel, while perhaps well-designed, would undermming
the character and purpose of this area,

Hotels bring transient ofcupancy, not community life. Unlike local cafés, small shops, or
cultural spaces, they rarely serve as daily gathering places for residents. A tall structure
will inevitably dominate the view, distracting from the Wasatch Range and the park's
natural skyline. In cities across the country, adjacent high-rise hotels have been shown to
alter the sense of scale and atmosphere in public parks, reducing their percefved
ooenness and serenity (2., the shadowing and loss of sightiines around Millennium Park
in Chicago after hotel construction nearby).

More importantly, this site has potential to become a true community anchor, Other cities
have transformed similar parcels into spaces that enhance livability:

Seattle’s Green Lake neighborhood replaced an outdated restaurant with a public
mariket hall featuring local food vendors, year-round farmers markets, and community
events — boasting local business while keeping the space vibrant all week.

« Portland, Oregon's Jamison Square incorporated small-scale retail, coffee shops,
and a public plaza in place of a proposed hotel, creating a walkable hub that draws both
Incals and vigtors without overwhelming the surrounding environment.

« Boulder, Colorado reimagined underused parcels near parks as “maker spaces” and
independent retail clusters, fostering economic growth for local entrepreneurs,

Sugar House prides itseif on being a walkable neighborhood with vibrant, independent
retailers, beloved coffee shops, and spaces that make people want to linger, This parcel
coutd support that wision far more effectively by hosting a mixed-use development with
Iocally owned restaurants, a community event space, small-scale retail, or a cultural/ars
venue, These uses would imvite residents to gather daily, support our local economy, and
maintain the human-scala streetscape that makes Sugar House spedal.

Let's protect the park’s purpose, preserve our mountain views, and invest in a
development that adds lasting value to the neighborhood — not just anather place for
visitors to sleep.  Kail Sjogren

sugar House Park is one of the most beloved green spaces in our city — a place meant to
highlight the natural beauty of Utah, foster community connections, and provide a



peaceful retreat from development. The proposal to replace the existing restaurant
adjacent to the park with a large hotel, while perhaps well-designed, would undermine
the character and purpose of this area.

Hatels bring transient occupancy, not community life. Unlike local cafés, small shops, or
cultural spaces; they rarely serve as daily gathering places for residents. A tall structure
will inevitably dominate the view, distracting from the Wasatch Range and the park's
natural skyline. In cities across the country, adjacent high-rise hotels have been shown to
alter the sense of scale and atmosphere in public parks, reducing their perceived
openness and serenity (e.g. the shadowing and loss of sightlines around Millennium Park
in Chicago after hotel construction nearby).

Mare importantly, this site has potential to become a true community anchor, Other cities
have trarsformed similar parcels into spaces that enhance [vability:

= Seattle’s Green Lake neighborhood replaced an cutdated restaurant with a public
market hall featuring local food vendaors, year-round farmers markets, and community
events — boosting local business while keeping the space vibrant all weeic

» Portland, Oregen's Jamison Square incorporated small-scale retail, coffee shops, and a
public plaza in place of a proposed hotel, creating a walkable hub that draws both locals
and visitors without overwhelming the surraunding emvironment.

« Bowlder, Colorado reimagined underused parcels near parks as “maker spaces” and
independent retail clusters. fostering economic growth for local entrepreneurs.

Sugar House prides itself on being a walkable neighbarhood with vibrant, independent
retailers, beloved coffee shops, and spaces that make people want to linger. This parcel
could support that vision far mare effectively by hosting a mixed-use development with
locally owned restaurants, a community event space, small-scale retail, or a cultural/arts
venue. These uses would invite residents to gather daily, support our local economy, and
maintain the human-scale streetscape that makes Sugar House special.

Let's protect the park’s purpose. preserve our mountain views, and invest in a
development that adds lasting value to the neighborhood — not just anather place for
visitors to sleep.  Nick Magy

-Decreased safety along the park road due 1o a new entryway- especially dangerous
because hotel visitors will be unfamiliar with the park and traffic flow. Cyclists and drivers
will need to siow down in this area, which is already congested, and the potential danger
for collisions is higher. The location of the added crosswalks/entryway is widening the
area af which pedestrians cross.

-The added crosswalk connecting the hotel to the park will also take away available
parking from the park loop road (already limited).

-This comer of the park is the only area where visitors are able to see sunset. This will also
cause sunlight to fade earfier in the evening in the park because the building will block
the eun -reducing the amount of time visitors are able to enjoy the cocler hours in the



SLUMmImer,

-Traffic in the intersection of 1300 E and 2100 5 is already quite bad -adding a hotel to
this comer will increase the traffic more than other businesses/restaurants because most
drivers will be unfamilar with proper directions and may cause defays. Further, it does not
appear from the plans that there 5 adeguate space in the entrance of the hotel to
accommadate for instances where guests cause hald-ups (ex: confirming an Uber, getting
ski gear and luggage out of their vehicles, etc.)

-The hotel ‘would only benefit visitors, and not current residents of Sugarhouse (1
recognize the potential for economic benefits such as increased business and money
spent w/in Sugarhouse, but residents will not be visiting the hotel themselves),

-There are already plenty of hotel options within the vicinity for visitors to choose from, It
would be great to diversify the area and provide a new business or senice not already
provided

-In my community circles, | have heard repeated expressed desire for a restaurant, cafe, or
ather like business that they could visit or drop in while at the paric.

-There are not many parking options for visitors of the hotel outside of what the hotel
plans to build. They may not meet demand and this would further displace traffic and
cause istues in ather parking areas.

-The hotel would black the view of the park and the mountains, both of which make
Sugarhouse 50 very special!

-The height of the hotel would decrease visibility in the intersection and create added
danger to pedestrians crossing from either direction.  Sierra Goodridge

Froam: Melissa Chyne <melclyne@gmail . cam»

Sent: Tuesday, August 26, 2025 5:57 PM

To: Roman, Amanda <amanda. roamani@sic govs

Cc: Judd Short <judi i:ll.;rt-'f-:'ﬂn|.'|||.-:'l.:-lr'|}; "I"ﬂl.ll'l,!,, Sarah<5Sarah. young 5_5'-";"'-5'-'-"'-' COHTT
Subject: (EXTERMAL] Public Input for Zoning Amendments on the Sugar House Hotel Lot

Caution: This is an external email. Please be cautious when clicking links or opening
attachments.

Dear Amanda, et al:

| join with my neighbors and the other residents of Sugar House who are against the proposed
towering high-rise hotel, a commercial project that won't only encroach on, but also incorporate Sugar
House Park into its own use and financial benefit. Sugar House Park is the only cherished,

;Elﬁ'gl}ng and well-used green space on the County's East Bench (above 1300 East and north of
e |-80).

Current Salt Lake City and County representatives literally ripped up the former Sugar House Master
Plan to enable recent Mixed-Use zoning, approved by the City Council on July 8th, just-in-time to
allow for consideration of this monstrosity, with ill-regard to any former environmental, traffic, water
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easement, or pedestrian studies of the intersection of 1300 East and 2100 South. Concern for
building shadows and mountain views isn’'t even on the table. Has the property owner and/or
developer conducted any Lidar assessment to provide the City with necessary data for the crucial
fortification and longevity of the proposed infrastructure on thal comer? Would the local businesses
and residents be required to endure any lengthy construction project along this portion of 2100 South,
in addition to the disruption anticipated for the east side of this block due to the impending Highland
High School expansion? Didn't we leam from the previous proposal that there are water channels
under the proposed property, which is/has caused other problems under the CBD block between the
freeway, 1300 East, and 2100 South?

According to our SHCC - Land Use & Zoning representation who has literally allowed every other
confounding development o proceed by keeping the community ill-informed and unprepared over the
past 15 years, “The developer of the Sugar House Hotel project, located at 2111 South 1300 East, is
requesting a General Plan Amendment change to the Sugar House General Plan for the subject
property, from Mixed Use — Low Intensity (MULI) to Business District Mixed Use — Town Center Scale
(BDOMU-TC). This project is the only developable parcel on the west side of 1300 South in this block.”
The developer has likely been working with the City and a particular individual;, who's development
interests and backroom dealings have ovemidden the community's concems for all of the CBD
development in Sugar House that has occurred over the past 10 years! I'm sure you who read this
think I'm speculating. However, at the public open house for the Wells Fargo development, he told me
o "expect it"!! Meaning the WF building and other structures.

So many times, we have heard the now existing development located in the heart of Sugar House,
“won't creep easlward.” The developer's request of a General Plan Amendment will do this and mare.

Why can't we, the Sugar House community that remains and cherishes the value of this green space,
as well as all who use the park who live across the SLValley, appeal to Governor Cox? Let's take a
page from those in NYC regarding Central Park who have had the same ruthless developer zealots
on their curbsides. New York City acquired the land through eminent domain, the law that allows the
government to take private land for public use with compensation paid to the landowner. Surely, this
is one solution that could be explored further before allowing the developer creep east up and along
2100 South! Surely, the State of Utah can afford to protect Sugar House Park for the people of Salt
Lake Valley!

Melissa Clyne
33-year Resident
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4th group of comments

Sugar House Hotel
First Name
Kimberly

Last Name
Johnson

Email
kimberly johnson7 1@gmail.com

Your Comments for the Planning Commission

| am against a property of this size, needing this kind of parking, taking up that comer of Sugarhouse
Park. It would be wonderful if that corner could be used to build community rather than to keep people
oul. A pool on that comer for that size hotel? And one that is intended not for public use 7 What a
waste of water and space.

Your Street Address
2693 South Iperial Street, Salt Lake City, Utah, B4106, USA

List of Proposals
Sugar House Hotel
First Name
shannon

Last Name

oI

Email

shannon?872@amail com
Your Comments for the Planning Commission
Please no, will ruin so much of the views for so many. Would love to see a locally owned

breakfastunch place!

List of Proposals
Sugar House Hotel
First Name
Alessandro
Last Name
Rigolon
Email
Your Comments for the Planning Commission

| support this project. | like the idea of food and drink options near the park.

Hotels can also help relieve pressures from airbnbs. The lot is currently a blighted property and a hotel
with ground floor activation is much better than the previous proposal for a gas station

Your Street Address

2000 S Texas St

List of Proposals
Sugar House Hotel



First Name
Trent
Last Name
Van Alfen
Emall

ranalfeni@gmail.com
‘l"-nur Comments fcbr the Planning Commission
| am a resident living near sugar house park. | support this plan for building a multi-use hotel and
commercial property. While | have some concerns about the increased traffic and obstruction of views,
| am pleased that this plan focuses on broad community benefits and amenities. My only request is lo
have ample indoor and outdoor seating space at the cafe. The cafe appears very small in the mock up.
iIf this is to be a gathering place for community (walking groups, eic.) then there needs o be space for
that. | am within a short walk to the property and would love to walk there for a cup of coffee and
maybe get some work done on my laptop at times. | would prefer a larger cafe and two retail spaces to
a tiny cafe and three retail spaces. The current design makes it seem like the developers are trying to
squeeze as much commmerce into a small space as possible. The space seems likely to feel too small
and crowded for patrons as curently designed.

Your Street Address

2477 5. Alden Street

List of Proposals

Sugar House Hotel

First Name

Tim

Last Name

Cieplowski

Email

tim cieplowskifEamail. com

"l'uur Enmments for the Planning Commission
| write only in the hope of helping to balance what | imagine are mostly negative comments on this

proposal.

Becaus | don't have any particular objections to this project, | am by default in favor.

Your Street Address

2120 S Highland Dr (The Vue)

List of Proposals

Sugar House Hotel

First Name

Liz

Last Name

Bradley

Email

Imbradleydme.coim

Your Comments for the Planning Commission

Sugar House is being distroyed. | grew up in Sugar House and it is quickly loosing the charm and
guaintness it has had for years. PLEASE consider not approving this hotel! Enough is enough! Sugar
House park is a beautiful, wonderful, fantastic place for our community. Please think before
starting/continuing to distroy this magnificent community. We love Sugar House and want to maintain
the incredible community that it has been for years.




Thank you for your thoughtful consideration.
Liz Bradley
61 year resident of Sugar House

List of Proposals

Sugar House Hotel

First Name

Martin

Last Name

Cuma

Email

Marlcummsi Qmail . coim

Your Comments for the Planning Commission

| support this hotel. While it will be tall, itll fit to the overall size of buildings on the other side of 13005.
| am excited about the amenities it'l provide, both from the housing and from the public space
perspective. Much beller than a gas slation or emply lot.

Your Street Address

1665 E Redondo Ave

List of Proposals

Sugar House Hotel

First Name

Todd

Last Name

Schofield

Email
l:..-_..'.:t".:”5."';|:"_|r“'rl' I

Your Comments for the Planning Commission

| have no doubt that this building will be approved. What | struggle with is closing a lane of traffic on
1300 E. for over a year to build this hotel. Why should this community suffer with a lane closure on one
of the busiest intersection in the city for this hotel? The Sugarhouse community has put up with now 4
years of road construction. Permits to allow them to close the turning lane on 1300 east tuming east on
2100 south should be denied. They can figure out a different way to build this hotel.

Your Street Address

ZList of Proposals

Sugar House Hotel

First Name

John

Last Name

Beaufort

Email

northemdiverddimgmail.comn

Your Comments for the Planning Commission

Futling such an eyesore like that on the park will completely separate it from the rest of the
neighborhood. We should be advocating for more park, whether that's a coffee shop a bar a beer
garden, saving the quality in the caliber of the Park should be of our upmost importance. It's my firm
belief that the best way to make the Park more viable is to put a community engagement item to




increase the value of the park to the surrounding neighborhoods and park itself. We wouldn't put a
hotel in the middle of the park, so why would we put one connected to it on the same property?
Your Street Address

Q74 E 2100 3

List of Proposals
Sugar House Hotel
First Name
Christina

Last Name

Baer

Email

sparebaer@aol.com

Your Comments for the Planning Commission

I'm concermned about the hotel for the following reasons:

-this is likely the busiest traffic area in SH and already does not accomodate the traffic well.

-the ingress/egress to their parking garage and the ability to merge into traffic from such a short
distance from the light

-the height of the hotel, the previous building was not that height and wondering if it was rezoned for
the hotel?

-there is no public option to enjoy the view they will have of the wasatch such as a park restaurant that
would look out on the wasatch such as is available in most european parks.

-it is the perfect location for a SH community center for the increase in population or pickle ball and
tennis courls

-Once this land is gone, there will never be the option to use it for the growing population in a manner
that is congruent with the feel of SH

| realize this was private land with zoning but feel this is a special piece of property abuting public land
that could be used to enhance the community.
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List of Proposals

Sugar House Holel

First Name

Elisabeth

Last Name

Morrey

Email

epjimoney@amail.com

Your Comments for the Planning Commission
Absolutely NOT! Too tall! Not an extension of the beautiful park!
Your Street Addressess

2097 E Wilmington Ave

0 South 1300 East.

List of Proposals
Sugar House Hotel
First Name



Rob

Last Name

Bain

Email

robertsbainwgmail com

Your Comments for the Planning Commission

| am opposed to the building of this hotel in the sizzler location. This is a poor use of this very valuable
piece of property. There are so many reasons, many of which you have heard by now, to not allow this
to be the use. It is too tall it will block views and will be an eyesore. It will be for people outside the
community not for the community. The parking and traffic in this location is already crazy and this will
make it much worse. It just does not feel like the correct use. Other thoughts that immediately come to
mind would be a restaurant and if liguor is an issue because it is next to a park make it a
breakfastbrunch/lunch one. Obviously the sizzler lasted for a while why can we not have a cool
restaurant there with view of thew wasatch and patio for open dinning. Thank you for your
ocnsideration of my comments on this important issue in my community.

Your Street Address

1048 E Ramona Ave

List of Proposals
Sugar House Hotel
First Name

Gary

Last Name
MacGlaughlin
Email

15 paxso
Your Comments for the Planning Commission

| feel the proposed site for a hotel is an excellent choice. Sited with views of the Wasatch and with
access to SH park and the SH business district will contribute to the hotel's sucess as well as
contributing to local eateries and shops.

So much better aestically and practically than another convience store, fast food chain or gas station.

il T N .
w2ihamail.coum

List of Proposals

Sugar House Hotel

First Name

Joyce

Last Name

Maltes

Email

jdmattes{@agmail.com

Your Comments for the Planning Commission

The addition of a hotel will only further complicate the traffic issues in the area. The building itself will
impact thw sugarhouse skyline. Do not approve this project.
Your Street Address

1996 S 1000 E

List of Proposals

Sugar House Hotel




First Name

Bryan

Last Name

Brown

Email

bitbrownS 7 fgmail.com

Your Comments for the Planning Commission

Please do not let this hotel development go forward. It is too tall to be compatible with the park and
nearby residential neighborhoods. It will make the traffic even worse than it is now. The construction
phase alone, if it is approved, will cluster up 13th x 2100 for years! And we have just endured years of
construction on 21st south anyway! | would be ok with a hotel with a lower profile, but still.... This
property should be acquired by the city and incorporated into Sugarhouse Park. Thank you.

Your Street Address

1980 E. Hollywood Ave., SLC 84108

List of Proposals

Sugar House Hotel

First Name

Catherne

Last Name

Weeks

Email

cathyfree{@comcast.nel

Your Comments for the Planning Commission

| don't want another ugly building blocking our view of the mountains and bringing more traffic. Sugar
House has become overbuill and all of the charm is now gone. The last thing we need is a big ugly
hotel blocking the view of our mountains and Sugar House Park. Count me as a big HELL NO!

List of Proposals

Sugar House Hotel

First Name

Breanne

Last Name

Clement

Email

bregnnemclementi@amail . com

Your Comments for the Planning Commission

Here are some of my thoughts on this proposal. Im not completely opposed to the idea of it but have
some concems about the change in zoning and general issues the will affect our community.
The proposed building height would be too tall and would block the view of the park.

The set backs need to be further back so there can remain some green space.

The increased traffic would be a big problem with the size of the hotel and the fact that they will be
hosting events of up to 100 people. It would cause people to do a U turn to get back onto the freeway
which would be dangerous and clog up traffic even more. Thal area already is a congested nightmare.
| also think it would increase traffic on all the side streets around the area and because there's tons of
traffic people would like use side streets and would likely be driving fast making it more dangerous for
the neighbors and schools.

Im concemed that they wont have enough parking, especially when they have large events. It appears
that the parking they propose would not be sufficient and would only be enough for guests and staff,



This would lead to overflow parking into Sugarhouse park which already can be hard to park at and
add parking side roads.

Sugarhouse park has hours from 7am to 10pm, but with the increased number of people near by it
would be harder to enforce that. There would likely be more people in the park after hours. It would be
hard to clear out the park and could increase the number of homeless encampments that would pop

up.

The park also turns off the lights during closed times and the additional lighting so near by could
negatively affect wild life and just generally its nice to have dark sky areas in the city.

I'm concerned that it is promoted as a luxury hotel and the cost of rooms has not been revealed,
Although it would be nice to have more options for visitors to have a place to stay, would it just be
attainable to rich people. This would not help the community at large have a place for friends and
family lo stay when they come to town.

List of Proposals

Sugar House Hotel

First Name

Ana

Last Name

Park

Email

ANV AN SIS Cameast. net

Your Comments for the Planning Commission

As a long time resident of SugarHouse (16+ years), i have seen our Sugarhouse community evolve
into crowed "multi-use” buildings which many people can't afford and many small businesses cannot
pay the lease on these buildings because ir's too expensive. Sugarhouse has not become the walkable
cozy neighborhhod it used to be, it has become congested where now nobody wants to come because
of the traffic. Qur only true gem is our park, with majestic views of the mountains from ghe cogested
1300 E. Why in the world would we as a community or city, ruin our beatifull park with a hotel? How do
|, as a resident, will benefit from a hotel there? The answer is | won't. These developers are only
interested in many money and leave whereas us residents are left with traffic and hideous buildings
which do not bring any beauty or a place for us to enjoy as residents. NO TO A HOTEL ON THE
CORNER OF 1300 E and 2100 5. NO TO MORE REDEVELPOMENT IN SUGARHOQUSE. ENOUGH!
SHCC LUZ via mail1.wpengine.com Thu, Aug 28, 11:53 PM (3 days ago)

SHCC Comment Form

List of Proposals
Sugar House Hotel
First Name

Brad

Last Name

Di lorio

Email

I'd prefer the land be rezoned back to park land. No more eye sores in Sugar House. It's a mess and
any added traffic will only make Sugar House look more like Sugar Crowded House.



List of Proposals
Sugar House Hotel

First Name

Keith

Last Name

Haney

Email
keithbhaney@yahoo.com

Your Comments for the Planning Commission
I'm wrriting in support of the rezoning for this property site to support the hotel. | was pleased with their
presentation and responses to feedback from the community at Highland High in August.

| would prefer the land be acquired by the city and returned to park use to minimize traffic and retain

beauty. But since that option does not seem viable, | believe a hotel with a rooftop restaurant and small
retail on the first floor will provide positive community impacts. | think the traffic is minimal compared to
other options and the increased height is neglible based on the surroundings and location to residents.

My biggest concern is regarding the overflow traffic the park will experience with the banquet room
proposed in the hotel. People will park for free in Sugarhouse Park vs. their for fee lot. | would like the
owners to address that if possible by providing parking revenue from their building to Sugarhouse park
to manage problems and issues that amive over ime.

Your Street Address

1874 E Redondo Avenue

Sugar House Hotel

First Name

Eric

Last Name

Steele

Email

g slegle@gmall.com

Your Comments for the Planning Commission

| am fine with a hotel of this height being built in this area. If we want the businesses of Sugarhouse to
do well, we need to bring people to the area. A hotel in the area benefits restaurants and businesses in
the area. The comments from the developer make it seem like they understand the effects on the
community and genuinely seem like they want the community to be part of the process.

| like the idea of cheap bike/ball/sled rentals from the Hotel for people to use in the park.

| am also a fan of the rooftop restaurant that the community can benefit from.

The Hotel beats the gas station or a buffet.

And lastly, a comment from a community member said it well. If the Sugarhouse community becomes a
group that just says "no”, then why would they listen to us? Development in the area will happen

whether we want it to or not, so | think it's up to the Sugarhouse community to recognize and
encourage “good” development. | see this as being in the realm of "good” development.



Your Street Address
1017E Hollywood Ave

List of Proposals
Sugar House Hotel
First Name

Bill

Last Name

Bradford

Email

sphinz87 @@amail.com

Your Comments for the Planning Commission

Why must that space be developed? | realize that some developer purchased it in the hopes of making

a profit, but when is enough not enough! It woud be better for the Sugarhouse community to just
extend the Park to the corner of 1300 and 2100. There are already hotel options West of 1300 E,
another hotel is not needed. Please take this into consideration for the good of the neighborhood! Just
as the song says:

"They paved paradise and pul up a parking lot

With a pink hotel, a boutique, and a swinging hot spot”. Do the right thing!
Your Street Address

Wilson Ave

List of Proposals

Sugar House Hotel

First Name

Shirley

Last Name

belleville

Email

romoniguefdmsn.com

Your Comments for the Planning Commission

As a long-sanding resident of Sugarhouse, | like the cumrent proposal of a boutique hotel in the area.
The plan developed by the business is well-thought, & does cover some solutions to several issues
with putting a 7-story hotel on that busy comer. My 2 main concemns are: PARKING, with 180 stalls
plus offering banquet & meeting rooms, is this realistically enough? Also using sugarhouse park as
overflow parking is not a good solution, as they barely have enough spaces as is, especially on
weekends TRAFFIC - the proposed 2.7% increase in traffic somehow doesn't seem right, plus we
know many folks will use the back drive-through as quick way to get through busy traffic, which then
becomes a safety issue for cars, bicyclists, & pedestrians.

| like the hotel proposal, just not for the busy corner of 2100 South + 1300 Easl. Thank you
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~I Gma” Judi Short <judi.short@gmail.com>

Sugar House Hotel Comments

Lynn Schwarz <isbx101Egmail com= Tue, Aug 19, 2025 at 2:57 FM
Te: Judi Shorl <judi.short@@gmail.com>, Rebecca Davis <rdavis2655@gmail com>, “Young, Sarah”
<Sarah.Youngd@sic.gov>, "Mori, Julee” <Jules Morifsic.gov>

Forgive the langth of this. Not generated by Al

Before | get to the many problems with the General Plan Amendment | GPA ) and Zoning Amendment { ZA ), | would
like {o address the false idea that opposing this makes Sugar House ( SH ) a neighborhood of " no *, leading to Salt
Lake City { SLC ) disregarding the opinions of the citizens of SH regarding our issues. The SLC Planning Depariment
{ PD ) spent over a year working on and passing a huge Zoning Consolidation. They were not shy in massively
upzoning and increasing the density of the Sugar House Business District { SHDB ). Therefore, it is noteworthy that
the Zone for the Hotel parcel, which abuts Sugar House Park ( SHP ) , was designated as MU-3, This acknowladges
that the PROPER development intensity for this parcel IS MU-3, NOT MU-8. We are asking developers to show
respect to the efforts of the PD, Planning Commission, and City Council, who approved the Zoning Consolidation and
to the people of SH and develop according to the designated Zone.

The Z4 and GPA transmittal from the developer has many unfounded asserions.

They claim there is a Zone in tha SHBD known as the * Business District Mixed Use -Town Center ”. This does nal
exist, the Zones are CSHDB-1 and CSHBD-2

Mathing in the Sugar House Master Plan contemplates extending the core Business District development intensity to
the Hotel parcel. That this parcel is not part of SHP is an historical anomaly and should not be taken as parmission to
develop it to the same intensity as the rezoned core Business District.

The intersection of 1300 E and 2100 S is not the " gateway to SH ". It is a chronically congested intersection that
marny locals avoid.

Terming the Hatel an ° attractive bridge into SH " is really stretching hyperbale, as it is a rather uninspired looking
design

A park is not @ 24 hour destination, It closes at night and overmight use is activaly discouraged.

While 5H is a nice neighborhood for residents, it is net a destination with downlown attraclions, such as spors arenas,
concert halls, thealers or athlelic venues such as ski slopes. You slay here ovemight to go elsewhere.

| hope they are correct that they will need no new infrastructure improvements. | also hope they will not impact
delicate and vulnerable SHP infrasiruciure.

The term Full Time Equivalent jobs is deliberately misleading. The majority of the jobs will be part-time with no
benefits as is usual in the indusiny.

Springhill Suites would beg to differ that there are no first class hotels in SH.

While some guests might walk across 1300 E and through SH to the 5-Line, | doubt it will be a significant number,
especially late at night when it stops running.

The fact that the developer has (o deal with an exisling ground lease is not our problem. SLC should not be in the
business of bailing out stupid business decisions.

The new Urban Wild Interface Fire Code will mandate defensible spaces around the Hotel as well as mandate cerain
building materials, Has thizs been taken inlo account?

As to Community Benefits, there are many issues that need to be addressed. A Hotel is not for neighbarhood
resigents, Hawving food establishmenis on-site will discourage guests from leaving and palronizing neighborhood
spots, especially when they have to cross 1300 E or 2100 5. Promises for parking are nebulous at best. " During the
day and non- event nights " means what? There will be a charge. What will it be? Will # be for all day. by the hour, time
imided? Will you have 1o leave if a guest needs the spot? The idea that the Hotel will actually compete with AIRBNB is
ridiculous a5 they will charge maore than Sprnghill Suites. The tax revenue is nice, bul nol earmarked for SH, Another
touled benefif is use of the meeting room for 12 days a year. Bul parking will be charged for and only 30 exira spaces
are available. Not very useful.

In conclusion, this is nol a good preject for this parcel,
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