VI. DESIGN GUIDE DEVELOPMENT
BACKGROUND
HISTORY
Salt Lake City, as established in 1847, was originally designed with 10acre blocks, 660-foot block faces, 82 or 132-foot-wide streets, and a selfsufficiency-inspired land use plan as far as the eye could see. However,
this plan (or “Plat of Zion”) was, in large part, abandoned in the late 19th
century in favor of smaller, privately developed subdivisions and streets,
as well as major streets that served an increasingly capitalistic, rather
than an agrarian collective, society.

RELEVANT PLANS, DOCUMENTS, AND DATA
Previous planning efforts became the foundation for the typologies.
Salt Lake City’s adopted Transit and Pedestrian & Bicycle Master
Plans highlighted streets where certain transportation users should be
prioritized with particular infrastructure investments. Community land
use plans provided guidance on each neighborhood’s vision for what
they wanted to be in the future. The planning documents and reference
guides applied in developing these typologies are listed in the Reference
Materials section of this Guide.

Beginning with the development of the “Big Field” area south of 900
South, developments in the late 1800s and early 1900s disrupted the
strict block and street size standards of earlier pioneer city-building
practice. As Salt Lake City expanded south of 900 South, east of the
fault line near 1100 East and 1300 East, and west of the Jordan River,
it no longer boasted a single urban form. Since then, many waves of
development have occurred, each with their own unique political,
engineering, planning, and design challenges and decisions. Even when
land uses and transportation needs are the same on two segments of
the same street, differing development standards may have resulted
in drastically different streets (e.g., 1200 West north (newer) and south
(older) of 600 North). This disconnect between street design, roadway
width, and the land uses they serve is the reason why Salt Lake City needs
this Guide: our streets need to meet the demands of the communities
that live, work, and play along them, and that will require adaptation of
the public right-of-way to change how the space is allocated and used.
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In addition, City staff specializing in urban forestry, land use, zoning, urban
design, stormwater management, utilities, parks, and sustainability
advised on the design, maintenance, and operations of public rights-ofway to ensure that the typologies’ designs not only served public needs
but took into account how crews maintain these streets in perpetuity.
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MEETING 1
At the beginning of the process, TAC members offered their ideas on
what it means to have livable public spaces. Members noted many
characteristics that make a street livable and memorable:
• Safe and comfortable spaces to walk and ride a bicycle
• Greenery and bright colors in public streets and spaces
• Places for people to sit, talk, play, relax, and watch other people
• Places where people can be around other people but also be alone/
semi-private spaces where they can observe the scene around
them

CITY STAFF AND STAKEHOLDER
FEEDBACK
The typologies were developed collaboratively with representatives
from a range of Salt Lake City divisions and departments, as well as
other transportation agencies. These representatives were part of the
Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) identified in the Acknowledgements
section of this report. The TAC met three times during the project.
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MEETINGS 2 AND 3

The TAC members noted, during this discussion, that the divisions they
represented often did not have the power or resources to create public
spaces that meet this ideal. Representatives from different divisions also
realized that a great deal more coordination will be needed in the future
in order to make Salt Lake City’s streets more livable and appealing.
They noted barriers that prevent them from coordinating towards shared
goals, such as:

Later in the process, the TAC provided feedback on individual typologies,
how they were applied to individual streets, and how they would be
implemented and maintained in the future.
As the typology designs were created, the TAC provided detailed review
and comment to ensure that the appropriate right-of-way elements were
included and that various division and departments internal to the City
as well as external public agencies had buy-in on the final results.

• People often don’t know their counterparts at other divisions in the
City, and don’t know who to talk to about specific issues;

UDOT FEEDBACK

• Divisions and departments within the City don’t always share the
same priorities and sometimes have competing interests or are
competing for limited funds;

Staff and leadership from the Utah Department of Transportation (UDOT)
participated in the TAC and provided feedback on street typologies for
both Salt Lake City streets as well as streets owned and maintained by
UDOT. Please read their guidance applying typologies to state routes in
Section IV, “Applying Typologies to UDOT Streets.”

• Many divisions have their own checklists for their planning and
review processes, which other divisions view as “jumping through
hoops” rather than having a collaborative process; and
• Public Services (operations and maintenance) representatives felt
that projects get implemented without considering how the ongoing
maintenance will be performed or funded.
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PUBLIC FEEDBACK
There were three distinct public input periods during the development
of this Guide.
The first (2019) asked the public to consider which functions of the public
right-of-way were most important, depending on common place types
they might visit throughout the day (home, school and parks, work, and
shopping). 1,200 people participated in this first round. Person mobility
was identified as the most important function of the public right of way.
This is true overall, in every place type, and in responses from every
cross section of survey respondents, too, including people who drive
regularly but never or rarely walk or ride a bicycle.
The second (2020) asked people to let the City know if we interpreted
their 2019 priorities correctly in the execution of the proposed typology
designs. Nearly 4,000 individual comments, surveys, and emails were
received in the second round. Participants’ concerns were primarily
focused on parking on neighborhood streets, the number of lanes on
medium and large streets, and how the typologies would be implemented.
A common theme in the feedback received during the second round was
a concern about the effects of lower design and target speeds. While
many people understandably want to get where they are going as quickly
as possible, the goal of these typologies is to prioritize the comfort
and safety of all people, homes, and businesses, while providing more
transportation choices for everyone. Lower design and target speeds
reduce the severity of vehicle crashes, especially those involving people
walking and bicycling, who are traveling by bike or on foot and who are
the most vulnerable to injury. Many typologies are designed to achieve
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this outcome in places where placemaking and person mobility are high
priorities.
The third (2021) asked people to review the revised typologies, new
intersection design guidance, and the compiled Design Guide document.
Public outreach results are provided on the following pages.
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