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I. SUMMARY 

 
The Lower Downtown Design Review Board (LDDRB) performs design review for proposed 
exterior construction work, including additions, alterations and new construction, within the Lower 
Downtown Historic District.   The LDDRB, in its efforts to clarify and streamline the design review 
process, is requesting a number of process and procedure changes to its design review process. 
Some changes, including efforts to update the Lower Downtown Design Guidelines, do not 
require ordinance changes, but other requested process and procedure revisions do require 
revisions to the Landmark Preservation Ordinance.  The six proposed ordinance revisions are 
delineated below. 
 
 
II. HISTORY OF THE TEXT AMENDMENTS 

  
 The LDDRB held a special work session on April 25, 2012, to discuss a number of design 

review issues related to the Lower Downtown Historic District in early 2012.   
 

 At the April 25, 2012, meeting, the LDDRB discussed the need to eliminate conflicts between 
the adopted design guidelines and the Landmark Preservation Ordinance (Chapter 30, Denver 
Revised Municipal Code), to provide a clear definition for “residential use” since additional 
height is triggered in Special Review Districts when “residential use” requirements are met, and 
to provide other clarifications in the ordinance to reflect current practices and to provide 
clarifications where needed.   

 
 At its August 2, 2012, meeting, the LDDRB unanimously (6-0) recommended approval of the 

proposed text amendments to Chapter 30, Landmark Preservation, Denver Revised Municipal 
Code.  The intent of these revisions was to represent a phase I effort to update and improve the 
processes and procedures related to LDDRB design review, focusing on the most 
straightforward improvements which are clearly consistent with the adopted Lower Downtown 
Neighborhood Plan.    

 
 While it is was not a public hearing, the LDDRB provided opportunity for anyone to speak on 

this item.  LoDo District Inc. spoke in support of the proposed ordinance revisions at the August 
2, 2012, meeting.   All Registered Neighborhood Organizations within 200 feet of the Lower 
Downtown Historic District boundaries were notified of the public meeting.    
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 Landmark Preservation staff in Community Planning and Development Department 

subsequently sent information on the proposed text amendments to all Registered 
Neighborhood Organizations within 200 feet of the Lower Downtown Historic District 
boundaries.  Staff provided information on the proposed text amendments at the Lower 
Downtown Neighborhood Association (LoDoNA) on August 13, 2012.  
 

 The Landmark Preservation Commission (LPC) reviewed the proposed text amendments 
and unanimously (9-0) recommended approval at its August 21, 2012, meeting.  
 

 The proposed text amendments represent a phase I effort to update and improve the 
processes and procedures related to LDDRB design review in the Lower Downtown Historic 
District.   

  
 
III. LDDRB AND LPC RECOMMENDATIONS 

 
The LDDRB and LPC both voted unanimously to support the text amendments to Chapter 30 
(Landmark Preservation), Denver Municipal Code.   A summary sheet of the proposed 
amendments is attached.   
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