














formalized by the City several years ago, and is a few yards west of the park earlier installed 
at the Jack’s Peak trailhead.  Yet a third trailhead was installed a block or two down the 
street a couple of years ago.  

The trailheads are a great asset to the community.  We respect their value to the East 
Bench residents near and far, and we enjoy them ourselves.  Yet, they have brought 
significant traffic and problems to our street.  The main problems to date have been parking 
congestion at busy times (blocking our mailboxes and crowding out our visitors) and 
especially for the Reimers, dogs off leash.  Meager signage citing leash requirements and 
other rules in fine print are generally ignored by visitors to the area. 

For our house in particular, dogs off leash are a significant problem.  The open space in the 
preserve and the undeveloped land beyond the cul-de-sac understandably offer an 
irresistible attraction to dog owners.  A significant portion of these people completely 
ignore the City’s leash laws, which is not really a problem in the open space but is a big 
problem on the street.  Unfortunately, most of the current parking for the trailhead is on the 
street immediately in front of our house.  People roar up in their cars, let their dogs out off 
leash, and often ignore them while they get ready for their walk or talk on their phones.  We 
routinely clean up dog droppings on our front lawn and have even had to clean them up on 
our front porch!  Dogs have lifted their leg on the planter by our front door.  People treat our 
end of the street like a giant dog park.   

This has to stop.  We have appealed for enforcement and for clear street signs announcing 
the leash laws and the penalties for non-compliance. We hope we can get these installed. 

Comments on New Development 

• The street extension and the new homes
o We support this.  When we built our house 30 years ago we expected more

homes beyond the existing cul-de-sac, and we are aware of the small area
master plan history and how the developer was eventually limited to three
home lots despite plans for many more.  It is only fair that the developer be
allowed to complete this, despite any opposition that may be put forth by
those unaware of this history.

o We very much appreciate that the homes are to be situated together on
the downhill side of the new street, where they will be less noticeable to
the users of the trails and to the existing homes.

o We are not opposed to the street gate as long as it is not too loud when
operated.  It won’t be far from our bedrooms.  We assume it will not impede
pedestrian traffic.
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o Suggestions/requests:
▪ Post the lower speed limit (20 mph) starting at the current cul-de-sac,

along with possibly speed bumps on the new street.  This would be
appropriate here given the street gate and the number of hikers, and it
would help to cut down on noise for the two nearby homes (ours and
our neighbors) bordering the new street.

• The relocated trailheads and parking area to serve them
o Because the lot will be right across from our yard, we have some specific

comments.
o First, the proposed off-street parking area is a critical and much needed

aspect of the development.  It is very welcome and should relieve most of
the parking problems in the present cul-de-sac.

o It will also move most of the dog-walkers (who drive up with their dogs) out of
the current cul-de-sac into the new parking area, away from front yards.  It
cannot be overstated what a nuisance this is to our homes at the end of the
street.

o Suggestions/requests:
▪ We understand that the lot is to be located on the north side of the

new street, and not immediately adjacent to us.  We very much
appreciate this.

▪ To be fair to the new homes, we shouldn’t just move the dog problem
to them.  If possible the parking area should be organized in a way that
directs/funnels hikers and dog walkers out of the lot directly to the
trails and keeps the dogs off the street and out of front yards. Perhaps
the lot could be fenced, and / or there could be a fence leading from
the lot between the trail and the new road until it gets past the last
home.  Fencing around the lot may not work as it may interfere with a
snow plow.  But anything to keep dogs off the street would be good.

▪ The leash laws should remain in effect.  We further request that a
couple of street signs are posted on Lakeline from the new trailhead
that was installed down the street to the new development, warning
people that the leash laws are to be obeyed and indicating the
penalties.  Please see the attached sign that Sandy City uses at
Dimple Dale Park.

• Again, dogs off leash unofficially on the trails are not a bother.
The concern is on the street and in neighborhood front yards.
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▪ We assume the parking lot would be paved.  Gravel would be loud due
to tire noise and would create dust.  Again, our home and our
neighbor will be adjacent to this lot.

▪ The lot should be lit but not too brightly, and patrolled.  We often get
people parking late at night at the end of Lakeline and this lot, being
more secluded, will be an attraction.

▪ It would be nice if some small trees could be planted shielding the
parking area and street from the two affected homes.

▪ We understand that Parcel A, which is contiguous to our home and
our neighbor, is to remain undeveloped, providing a buffer between us
and the new street, parking lot and trails.  We appreciate this.  In any
case there is a water line junction there which would make any
change costly.

▪ Finally, we hope that this would be the end of any further
development.  Specifically, we would be opposed to any additional
“park” infrastructure other than the parking lot.  In our view the
development should be minimalistic in nature.  Providing off-street
access and parking is all that is needed. (Frankly, the current park at
the end of Lakeline is not well maintained, if at all.  Installing more
park infrastructure and then not maintaining it looks worse than just
letting the natural landscape be).

Thank you for your consideration of neighborhood concerns and for your good planning.  
Again, we appreciate the thought that has gone into these plans.  We hope that this is the 
final development to take place on Lakeline and that it brings resolution to the existing 
problems in the best possible way for everyone.  All of the neighbors at the end of our street 
share these concerns. 

We would be happy to discuss further the above, and we look forward to the completion of 
the development. 

Sincerely, 

Gary and Nikki Reimer 
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December 14, 2023 
Yalecrest Neighborhood Council 
Re: SLC Planning Division Project PLNPCM2023-00836 

Senior Planner Diana Mar�nez: 

The board of the Yalecrest Neighborhood Council wishes to comment on project PLNPCM2023-
00836 – Rowland Hall Middle and Upper School Design Review -- on Sunnyside Avenue. 
We have received feedback from local Yalecrest residents whose homes border the school on 
Sunnyside Avenue, are within a quarter to half-mile radius of the school, as well as other nearby 
residents. 

The issues most frequently men�oned to us include: 

1. Height extension from 30 to 65 feet. Architectural designs seem to indicate that the
impact of the addi�onal height will be somewhat ameliorated since that sec�on of the
new school will be located on the far western side of the property below a natural slope
in the hillside. Nonetheless that sec�on will s�ll rise above the main two-story addi�on
and be a physical barrier on the northwest horizon. The 2011 Covenants, Condi�ons and
Restric�ons (CCR) called for preserva�on of the NW corridor view. They should be
reviewed and honored.

2. Sunnyside Avenue entrance and traffic concerns.  Several months ago, an execu�ve in
the planning division told us that Sunnyside Avenue was the least regulated street of its
size in Salt Lake City. Traffic volumes have increased significantly in recent years and will
only con�nue to rise. It is a busy and ac�ve thoroughfare. This summer there were three
major traffic accidents on Sunnyside Avenue – two hit and runs with cri�cal injuries to
two individuals that required hospitaliza�on, and a two-car collision resul�ng in one car
being flipped on its roof.  Two other schools are within yards of Rowland Hall – East High
School and the Pingree Au�sm Learning Center adding more students, more drop-offs
and more auto conges�on to the immediate area. Rowland Hall serves about 1,030
students – 400 of which are in high school; East High about 1,900, and Pingree 350.

Loca�ng the main school entrance off Sunnyside Avenue will add more car traffic –
especially during morning commutes -- and could lead to poten�al traffic problems.
Human nature shows that cars will be tempted to make le� hand turns coming out of
Rowland Hall across oncoming traffic on Sunnyside Avenue -- a poten�al prescrip�on for
disaster.  Even with signage prohibi�ng le� hand turns, high school students with cars
will be part of the traffic mix.

Adding to the severity of poten�al problems is the slope of Sunnyside Avenue near that
loca�on – where eastbound cars will be coming up a hill. Cars turning le� out of
Rowland Hall will be moving from a stands�ll, making it difficult to get quickly and safely
into the eastbound lane and avoid fast-moving cars coming up the hill. This must be
carefully studied with possible adjustments to prevent accidents. We’d like to see
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alterna�ve plans for ingress and egress from the main entrance as well as traffic safety 
measures.  

3. Scale and mass.  There are some nice architectural features in the new Rowland Hall
proposal especially the high ceiling glassed entryway, which is quite striking. However,
the mass of the two angular buildings or spokes that jut west from the main center will
be in stark contrast to the village-like feel of the exis�ng McCarthy Campus, home to the
Beginning and Lower School.

The design team may have faced constraints regarding the size of the land, the
classroom and opera�onal needs, as well as financial considera�ons.  These could have
pre-determined the degree of their crea�vity. Taste can be an individual mater, but the
proposed new buildings look very industrial – especially when matched against the more
crea�ve character of the McCarthy Campus.

We hope that the design team and school will consider our comments and use them in a 
construc�ve way to address community concerns and seek common ground. 

Respec�ully 

Yalecrest Neighborhood Council 
Janet (Jan) Hemming, Chair 
Stuart Bevan, Co-Vice Chair 
Eric Povilus, Co-Vice Chair 
Jennifer Evans, Secretary-Treasurer 
Eric Dyer, At Large 
Marguerite Henderson, At Large 
Tim Ermish, At Large 
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