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Occasionally a city may experience such growth that a moratorium on any new development is necessary to hinder any possible repercussions of unanticipated development. In addition local leaders may become concerned over the lack of proper ordinances that may serve to protect the public interest. 
After the possibility of a moratorium is discussed, the city council or county commission must make the ultimate decision to impose a moratorium, as it is a legislative decision. Additionally there is no need for the planning commission to convene and discuss the issue beforehand.
Under the Open and Public Meetings Act
  a notice is required to be posted twenty-four hours in advance of the public meeting where the legislative decision will be discussed. 
In order for a moratorium on development to be enacted there is a need to demonstrate one of two things:  1) there needs to be sufficient evidence that the developmental moratorium would be in the public interest, or 2) that the given area is deemed unregulated.  If the moratorium is deemed necessary it will usually be for the duration of six months or less.

The process to enact a building moratorium is outlined in state code (10-9a-504).
  The municipality enacts “temporary land use regulations”.

While a moratorium on development is a hindrance to the economic interests of many people, an appeal is most often found to be unfruitful as the appeals process often takes six months. Anyone wishing to appeal has thirty days from the issuance of the moratorium to begin the appeals process. 
An example of a city using the moratorium on development to its advantage is the city of Cedar Hills.   From April 1994 to October 1996, city leaders in Cedar Hills placed a moratorium on building permits to allow the city time to recuperate from the building boom of the early 1990's.  During this time the city expanded its water and sewer systems and developed a vision for the future of the city.  This example illustrates how a moratorium on development can serve the public interest and account for any miscalculations in previous municipal planning. 
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