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118 Lion Blvd PO Box 187 Springdale UT 84767 * 435-772-3434 fax 435-772-3952

TOWN COUNCIL NOTICE AND AGENDA
THE SPRINGDALE TOWN COUNCIL WILL HOLD A SPECIAL MEETING
ON WEDNESDAY, SEPTEMBER 22, 2021
AT THE CANYON COMMUNITY CENTER, 126 LION BOULEVARD, SPRINGDALE, UTAH
MEETING STARTS AT 3:00PM.
This meeting will be broadcast via Zoom Webinar for public viewing/listening only.
**Please see Zoom Webinar login information below

Approval of the meeting agenda
A.

Discussion/Information/Non-Action Items
1. General discussion and announcements

B.

Administrative Action Item
1. Discussion and direction to staff regarding construction alternatives for the Springdale History
and Visitors Center
2. Continued from September 8, 2021 – Consideration of a proposal for Erosion Hazard Study and
Analysis on Tributary Washes

C.

Adjourn

This notice is provided as a courtesy to the community and is not the official notice for this meeting/hearing. This notice is not required
by town ordinance or policy. Failure of the Town to provide this notice or failure of a property owner, resident, or other interested party
to receive this notice does not constitute a violation of the Town’s noticing requirements or policies.
NOTICE: In compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act, individuals needing special accommodations or assistance during this
meeting should contact Town Clerk Darci Carlson (435.772.3434) at least 48 hours before the meeting.
Packet material for agenda items can be found on the Town website at http://www.springdaletown.com/AgendaCenter/TownCouncil-4

**Persons interested in accessing the meeting can login
using the following Zoom Webinar link:
https://us02web.zoom.us/j/86404978554?pwd=TGhLY2JLUFd
aa0JTMG4wNlJGRFBFUT09
Passcode: 301121
One tap mobile
US: +12532158782,,86404978554#,,,,*301121# or
+13462487799,,86404978554#,,,,*301121#
Or Dial by telephone for higher quality
+1 346 248 7799 or +1 669 900 9128
Webinar ID: 864 0497 8554
Passcode: 301121

Memorandum
To:
Mayor, Town Council
From:
History Center Committee
Date:
September 15, 2021
Re:
Springdale History Center Building: Requested Direction for Alternative Construction Plan
Overview
Over the past several weeks demolition has been taking place at the building that was to become the
Springdale History Center. Originally the plan was to get the building down to studs, replace some of
the lumber, shore up the foundation, and restore the building so that it closely resembled the old checkin building at the Canyon Ranch motor court. CRSA, the architect on the project, engineered the design
for the project based on this plan of action. Recent discoveries necessitate adjusting the original
development. Staff requests direction from the Council on how to proceed with the project based on
these new circumstances.
Background
Recently, our contractor Mike Brooks discovered extensive termite damage and issues with the
foundation of the building that were only visible after demoing the building down to the studs. These
issues were not (and could not have been) identified during the extensive due diligence prior to the
Town acquiring the building. The structure had to be largely deconstructed before these issues became
evident. With this new information, Mike gave us three options on how he felt we could proceed with
the project.
The first option is to repair or work around the termite and foundation damage and continue forward as
best we could with the original plan from CRSA. This would result in a finished product that doesn’t
adequately address the issues at hand and, quite frankly, is a poor finished product. The foundation
would continue to crack and settle, and the termite damage would not be adequately corrected. No
matter how we try to work around the safety concerns it would be difficult or impossible to remedy
them to the point of making the building safe. Mike indicated this is not what he would recommend.
The second option involves saving the second story of the existing structure (which is in relatively good
condition) while replacing the entire first floor. This would include the demolition of footings and
reframing the first floor. In Mike’s opinion, this option is rather unsafe for his crew. He also indicated
that because of the way the building was constructed originally, it would be extremely difficult to make
the connection between the newly constructed first floor and the existing second floor structurally
sound. We would also need engineering approval before Mike would feel comfortable moving forward,
resulting in significant added costs.
The third option, which is the option that Mike recommends, involves the complete demolition of the
existing structure and reconstructing the same building on the same footprint, using CRSA’s plans. In
Mike’s opinion, this is the safest and cheapest option, and results in the best finished product.

Analysis
The History Center Committee has considered all three of these options. The first option is not workable
because it will result in an unsafe finished product. Both options two and three are problematic from a
code compliance perspective—they both violate the allowances for “ordinary maintenance and repair”
of non-complying structures. 1
Because these three options appear to be non-workable, the History Center Committee has developed a
fourth option which we feel would work best for our current situation. It involves complete demolition
of the existing structure and the construction of a new structure that conforms to all the necessary
requirements in the Town Code, including requirements for setbacks.
This new structure would not be placed in the same footprint as the existing structure.
The Town Engineer has produced an early and preliminary concept sketch showing how a building with a
1,000 square foot footprint could be developed on the property while meeting setback requirements.
For comparison, the existing structure has just under 900 square foot of area in its footprint. Of course,
final design and footprint will be determined at a later point, but this concept sketch demonstrates that
a slightly larger building than exists now could be placed on the proprety while meeting all required
setbacks.
This option has a number of advantages:
-

It ensures development on the lot will be fully compliant with all land use standards (no need to
rely on non-complying structure allowances).

-

It eliminates problematic issues with the existing building that will be expensive and technically
difficult to remedy (cracked foundation, termite damage, etc.).

-

It will give the Town a brand-new building, with all new construction. This will ensure a longer
life to the structure and will avoid increased maintenance and repair costs associated with an
older building.

-

It will allow the Town to design the structure to meet the specific needs of a history and visitors
center. While the history center team has done a great job of making the existing building work
effectively as a history and visitors center, a new building designed specifically for this use will
allow the Town to utilize the limited building space more efficiently.

-

According to Mike Brooks, building a new structure from the ground up will be more cost
effective to construct than rehabilitating an existing structure. Thus, the Town will get a better
product for the money in the budget.

The existing building does not comply with the required side setback. The building is a legal non-complying
structure. As such it is allowed to remain in its current non-complying configuration as long as no new noncomplying aspects are added. However, if the building is removed all new development on the lot must comply
with current land use standards (see section 10-21-3). While a non-complying building may receive “ordinary
maintenance and repair” (defined in section 10-21-9(A)) staff finds that both removing significant portions of the
building (option two) and removing the entire buildings then reconstructing it (option three) violate the Town’s
non-complying structure standards.
1

-

A large amount of area on the property is currently planned to be devoted to access ramps into
the structure, since the floor elevation is several feet higher than existing ground. A new
structure can be placed at grade level, negating the need for an access ramp and allowing more
efficient use of the limited property area.

Of course, the rebuild option also has some negatives:
-

The Town will incur additional design and engineering costs associated with a new structure.

-

The development timeline will be extended. The Town will need to produce a new design,
obtain appropriate approvals, etc. before construction can proceed. This will add several
months, at a minimum, to the development timeline.

-

The historic nature of the existing structure will be lost. (Note that the Town intends to preserve
as much of the useable lumber from the existing structure as possible to highlight in the
reconstruction. And the structure will be designed consistent with the historic nature of the
existing building.)

Recommendation
Staff and the History Center Committee have tried diligently to rehabilitate and restore the existing
structure on the property into a history and visitors center. This original plan had many advantages. It
preserved an important piece of Springdale’s history. It preserved an existing building, and the
character associated with it. It demonstrated the ability to reuse and adapt existing structures into new
uses. However, due to factors which were unknowable at the outset of the project this original plan
now appears to be impossible, or at least extremely difficult, to accomplish.
Staff and the History Center Committee have adapted to this new information and set of circumstances
by developing a “rebuild” concept for the property. Staff recommends the Council authorize staff to
continue working toward this option. Staff recommends the Council to direct the contractor to proceed
with demolition of the existing historic structure, and direct staff to start the planning and design
process for a new replacement structure on the property that meets all land use standards.

11 NORTH 300 WEST
WASHINGTON, UT 84780
TEL 435.652.8450 Z FAX 435.652.8416

Memorandum
To:
From:
Date:
Re:

Mayor, Town Council
Rick Wixom
September 17, 2021
September 22, 2021 Town Council Meeting
Budget Discussion re: Tributary Washes Erosion Hazard Analysis

During the last meeting as the Council discussed an agenda item regarding an erosion hazard
analysis on tributary washes, the Council asked that staff look at the current year budget and
determine if there are expenses that could be adjusted or postponed to enable this work to be
done during the current fiscal year. As reported in the meeting on September 8th, the cost for this
proposed analysis would be approximately $60,000-70,000 to complete.
Based on a review of this year’s budget, I find limited opportunities to postpone other work to
prioritize this analysis into the current year. Budgeted expenses that might cover the anticipated
costs have been reviewed and prioritized by the Council and staff, included in the adopted budget
and capital priorities list, and at this point are either under contract and in progress or been
discussed with interested consultants and RFPs are being prepared.
My recommendation is to follow option 2 as outlined on the attached September 8th agenda item
staff report. I recommend the tributary hazard analysis be added to the FY 22-23 – Year Two
Consultants portion of the capital priorities list (attached) and be prioritized by the Council for
inclusion in next year’s operating budget.

Consultant Needs
FY 2021-22 - Year One (Immediate)
Admin
Ordinance revision consultants/Town Attorney
Streets
Transportation consultant -Winderland/Paradise
Community Development
Annexation Policy Plan
BRIC Application
Streetscape consultant/streetscape plan
Active Transportation Plan
Misc ordinance revision consultants

UDOT grant
match

Public Health grant

$20,000

10-43-320

$45,000

10-60-310

$7,500
$15,000
$60,000
$25,000
$20,000

10-78-310
10-78-310
10-78-310
10-78-310
10-78-310

$15,000

Split -310

Historic Preservation
Historic consultants (staff, SHPC, history center
architect, history society)
Projects/uses for removed ditch rock
Water/Irrigation/Sewer Fund
Update GIS mapping

FY 2022-23 - Year Two (Short Term)
Admin
Financial Consultant (building/facilities projects)

10-43-310

Parks and Recreation
Parks Master Plan (last done in 2013)

10-70-310

Community Development
Open space plan
Affordable Housing Assistance (if moving
forward with CLT, PID, or TDR)
Erosion Hazard Study and Analysis of Tributaries
Water Fund
Culinary Water Master Plan (storage 2009)
(treatment 2015)

10-78-310
10-78-310
$70,000

10-78-310
51-40-310

Page 12

FY 2023-24 - Year Three (Near Short Term)
Admin/Community Development
Town Survey

10-43-310

Over Three Years (Long Term)
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Memorandum
To:
From:
Date:
Re:

Town Council
Thomas Dansie
September 3, 2021
Erosion Hazard Analysis of Tributary Washes

In July 2020 the Town adopted an Erosion Hazard Ordinance that requires property owners to mitigate
erosion hazards when property in the Virgin River corridor is developed. The ordinance is based on a
detailed analysis of the river corridor which identified specific factors indicating where property is at risk
of erosion hazard. The ordinance requires new development to address these erosion hazards in a way
that protects and enhances the health of the Virgin River. The ordinance only addresses erosion hazards
along the main channel of the Virgin River. It does not address erosion hazard associated with side
tributary washes.
When the Council adopted the erosion hazard ordinance in 2020 there was brief discussion of erosion
hazards associated with side tributary washes. The Council acknowledged these risks, but did not
regulate the tributary washes in the ordinance because the prerequisite erosion hazard analysis had not
been completed.
Recent flood events on tributary washes serve as a reminder of the destructive potential of flooding on
side washes. Climate change modeling predicts that severe precipitation events capable of producing
destructive floods will increase in frequency and intensity in the future. It is likely that destructive
flooding on side washes will become more frequent in the future.
The Council may wish to consider completing an erosion hazard analysis of the side tributary washes.
This will allow areas near side tributary washes at risk of erosion hazard to be included in the erosion
hazard ordinance. This will promote safety and avoid property damage by requiring mitigation of erosion
hazards at the time property is developed.
Rosenberg Associates completed the original erosion hazard analysis of the main channel. They have
submitted an initial estimate of $60,000 to $70,000 to complete a similar analysis of the side tributary
washes, depending on how many tributaries are analyzed.
The current budget does not include funding for this analysis. Recent flooding, mentioned above, has
highlighted the risk of destructive flooding and erosion on the tributary washes. Thus, staff is bringing
this item to the attention of the Council now as a proposed priority.
If the Council desires to move forward with an erosion hazard analysis of the side washes there are a
number of different strategies to fund this study:

1. Make an amendment to the current year’s budget to fund the study. This would likely mean
postponing other projects that are in the current year’s budget. The Council should select this
option if the erosion hazard analysis of tributary washes is a very high priority.
2. Include funding in the 2022-23 budget for the study. This would allow the study to go through
the normal budget process. But it would mean delaying the study for one year. The Council
should select this option if the erosion hazard analysis of the tributary washes is a medium high
priority.
3. Place the study on the Town’s Capital Projects list for funding in the next three to five years. The
Council should select this option if the erosion hazard analysis of the tributary washes is a
medium priority.
In any of these scenarios there is a potential of grant funding to help defray the cost of the study.
Staff anticipates receiving direction from the Council regarding this item at the Council meeting.

9/20/21, 9:51 AM

Town of Springdale Mail - Fwd: History Center

Darci Carlson <dcarlson@springdale.utah.gov>

Fwd: History Center
ffi

1 message
Lisa Zumpft <lzumpft@springdale.utah.gov>
Sun, Sep 19, 2021 at 2:56 PM
To: Randy Aton <raton@springdale.utah.gov>, Adrian Player <aplayer@springdale.utah.gov>, Rick Wixom
<rwixom@springdale.utah.gov>, Thomas Dansie <tdansie@springdale.utah.gov>, Darci Carlson
<dcarlson@springdale.utah.gov>
Cc: Stan Smith <ssmith@springdale.utah.gov>, Suzanne Elger <selger@springdale.utah.gov>
FYI
NOTE NEW EMAIL ADDRESS
-----------

From: Lila Moss <
>
Sent: Sunday, September 19, 2021 2:50:08 PM
To: Patsy Cha n <
>; Jim Aton <
<
>; Mark Savee <
>; Lawana Hatch <
<
>; Roger Reese <
>; richard levine <
Susanne Elger <
>; Stan Smith <ssmith@springdaletown.com>
Subject: Fw: History Center

>; Louise Excell
>; lisa zumpft

----- Forwarded Message ----From: Lila Moss <
>
To: Kathleen Kavarra Corr <
>
Sent: Saturday, September 18, 2021, 01:22:22 PM MDT
Subject: History Center
This coming Wed. the22nd at 3:00 the town will have a meeting to discuss the history center. You've probably heard
that now that it is stripped it is riddled with termites and the general consensus is to tear it down and rebuild, hopefully
using the historic lumber on the interior. This rebuild will enable better compliance with setbacks, etc. and we will have a
new and better building. This is our last chance to lobby for exterior restrooms in the new design. This gift to the tourists
will be paid for with tourist dollars and is badly needed in this part of town. It makes our 'walkable' Community more user
friendly...and we will have fewer interruptions as we utilize our history center. I would love it if you could send an email to
the council or, even better, attend and express your opinion. Thank you so much, Lila

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0?ik=30ba802b12&view=pt&search=all&permthid=thread-f%3A1711365150790540755&simpl=msg-f%3A17113651507…

1/1

9/20/21, 9:41 AM

Town of Springdale Mail - Fwd: History Center meeting or to Town Council members or both

Darci Carlson <dcarlson@springdale.utah.gov>

Fwd: History Center meeting or to Town Council members or both
Thomas Dansie <tdansie@springdale.utah.gov>
To: Darci Carlson <dcarlson@springdale.utah.gov>

---------- Forwarded message --------From: Kathleen Kavarra Corr
Date: Sun, Sep 19, 2021 at 5:21 PM
Subject: History Center meeting or to Town Council members or both
To: Thomas Dansie <tdansie@springdale.utah.gov>, Kathleen Corr
<
>

Mon, Sep 20, 2021 at 9:38 AM

, Lila Moss

Hi Tom, Would you be so kind as to forward this email to members of our Town Council:
Many thanks,
Kavarra
Dear Members of the Springdale Town Council,
I will not be able to attend the meeting concerning the termite issue that has revealed itself during
construction of the History Center. I have two comments that I would like to be considered:
1) I support tearing down the building and starting fresh if correcting the termite issue does not
insure long term termite control and success. Even though it would have been nice to have an
original building renovated A new building done in Park Architecture or other village atmosphere
style would be just as good if not better. A new building might fit the needs of the History Center
even better that the original concept.
2) I believe that having public restrooms outside yet near or adjacent to the History Center is a
much better aesthetic and public health option rather than having public restrooms inside the
building if the History Center is going to be rebuilt.
The loss of the restrooms at the Bit and Spur leaves only Sol Foods, inside Community Center,
and outside near the tennis court, I believe, as public restrooms in town. No one likes restrooms
inside of an area that is being used for meetings, study, sales etc. Restrooms need their own
space for many reasons among them: privacy, noise, smell, etc.
Thanks to each of you for your efforts to make the new History Center a wonderful community
space!
Sincerely,
Kathleen Kavarra Corr

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0?ik=30ba802b12&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1711435761703920909&simpl=msg-f%3A17114357617…
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9/17/21, 5:00 PM

Town of Springdale Mail - 09/22/21 Town Council Meeting Notice & Agenda

Springdale Town <springdale@springdale.utah.gov>

09/22/21 Town Council Meeting Notice & Agenda
jonathan zambella
>
To: Springdale Town <springdale@springdale.utah.gov>

Fri, Sep 17, 2021 at 3:50 PM

I would like to submit comment to this dilemma the town is faced with the proposed Springdale History and Visitor Center.
I think the options, 1-4 are not in the best interest of the town considering the following limitations:
1. The lot is too small for a useful building to be built
2. parking is inadequate
3. Tourist Visibility is poor
4. Any building would require staffing and maintenance
5. Building to town ddr standards would be cost-prohibitive and otherwise waste significant tax payer money with little or
no benefit to the town, its citizens, businesses, workers, and tourists.
6. The town will spend significant money on design, engineering etc.
Thus, I recommend the Town Council consider option 5:
Tear down the existing structure.
Instead of a building, install kiosk-like structures similar to that of the Zion VC with outdoor displays, town map, and
integration of exterior rated digital information kiosks to educate visitors.
Turn the space into a plaza to accommodate those kiosks in a natural flow that draws WALKING traffic into the space.
Kiosks could be made with raw steel that will slowly rust and last 100 years
Well designed concrete pathways, stone benches, shade structures would be easy to maintain and update over time.
No staffing would be needed
This option would be very cost effective and likely more used by tourists.
Thank you for this consideration.
Jonathan Zambella
Sent from my mobile tether...please pardon my brevity...
On Sep 17, 2021, at 2:25 PM, Springdale Town <springdale@springdale.utah.gov> wrote:

[Quoted text hidden]

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0?ik=a98e3f9bae&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1711187338411648705&simpl=msg-f%3A171118733841…
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9/20/21, 9:51 AM

Town of Springdale Mail - Fwd: Springdale History Center

Darci Carlson <dcarlson@springdale.utah.gov>

Fwd: Springdale History Center
1 message
Lisa Zumpft <lzumpft@springdale.utah.gov>
Sun, Sep 19, 2021 at 9:28 PM
To: "Carlson, Darci" <dcarlson@springdale.utah.gov>, Thomas Dansie <tdansie@springdale.utah.gov>, Rick Wixom
<rwixom@springdale.utah.gov>
FYI
NOTE NEW EMAIL ADDRESS
---------- Forwarded message --------From: Janet Hollis
Date: Sun, Sep 19, 2021, 9:05 PM
Subject: Springdale History Center
To: Stan Smith <ssmith@springdale.utah.gov>, Randy Aton <raton@springdale.utah.gov>, Suzanne Elger
<selger@springdale.utah.gov>, Adrian Player <aplayer@springdale.utah.gov>, Lisa Zumpft
<lzumpft@springdale.utah.gov>

Dear Council Member,
Apparently the old Canyon Ranch house has termites and
will be torn down and replaced with a new building. Please
consider placing public restrooms outside the main
building in order to avoid unnecessary foot traffic through
the History Center. Tourists who are not interested in our
town history should have easier access to a restroom
located separately from the main building.
Thank you,
Kind Regards,
Janet Hollis

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0?ik=30ba802b12&view=pt&search=all&permthid=thread-f%3A1711389794677916788&simpl=msg-f%3A17113897946…
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9/20/21, 10:02 AM

Town of Springdale Mail - Fwd: History Center Comments

Darci Carlson <dcarlson@springdale.utah.gov>

Fwd: History Center Comments
1 message
Delores Padilla
To: Darci Carlson <dcarlson@springdaletown.com>

Mon, Sep 20, 2021 at 10:09 AM

Mayor and Town Council,
I am providing these comments and hope they will be considered at the Wednesday, September 22nd special town
council meeting where the construction/demolition of the history center building will be discussed.
I believe that the proposed design of the history center building is flawed. The access to the bathrooms is proposed to
be inside. This is wrong because any activity going on will be disrupted by tourists seeking bathrooms. Public
restrooms are scarce in Springdale. The history center is perfectly located for providing public restrooms with exterior
access. Tourists will appreciate them. There should also be exterior benches, and perhaps an art garden with local
artist's work.
I am not sure that a history center is going to work in Springdale. I don't think it will draw tourist in, but I understand
that it will serve locals. However the costs to rebuild the building is mostly going to come from tourist money, not
property taxes which provide only a very small amount of the town's revenue. Perhaps we should think about giving
back to the tourists too.
Thank you for your consideration,
Delores padilla

Teach InfoWest Spam Trap if this mail is spam:
Spam
Not spam
Forget previous vote
REMEMBER: Never give out your account information, password, or other personal information
over e-mail.

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0?ik=30ba802b12&view=pt&search=all&permthid=thread-f%3A1711436914820797431&simpl=msg-f%3A17114369148…
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9/20/21, 5:19 PM

Town of Springdale Mail - History Center

Darci Carlson <dcarlson@springdale.utah.gov>

History Center
Trish Rioux
Mon, Sep 20, 2021 at 4:22 PM
To: Darci Carlson <dcarlson@springdale.utah.gov>, Thomas Dansie <tdansie@springdale.utah.gov>
To Staff and Town Council Members
While you discuss the "rebuild" concept for the history and visitors center, I would ask that you consider Mr. Zambella's
option to install kiosk-like structures and then present the community with the cost and pros and cons of each.
One of the Town's goals is to create a pedestrian-oriented town. The kiosk-like structures promote:
1. Incorporating outdoor seating and shade structures vs parking;
2. They will provide an immediate visual, pedestrian draw that can be updated throughout the year.
3. They can be accessed outside of normal working hours, thereby educating a larger group of individuals; and
4. They will assist in providing convenient, adequate and attractive public restrooms in Springdale.
Thank you for this consideration.
Trish Rioux

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0?ik=30ba802b12&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1711461139869357394&simpl=msg-f%3A17114611398…
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9/20/21, 5:16 PM

Town of Springdale Mail - Fw: Fwd: History Center Comments

Springdale Town <springdale@springdale.utah.gov>

Fw: Fwd: History Center Comments
1 message
lazylizardbtq@
Reply-To:
To: Springdale Town <springdale@springdale.utah.gov>

Sun, Sep 19, 2021 at 2:32 PM

I completely agree with Adrian statements regarding restrooms, if they can't be outside they should be at the very front of
the building.
Thanks Linda
Sent from the all new AOL app for Android

----- Forwarded Message ----From: "adrnplay@
To: "Linda Holmstead"
Sent: Sun, Sep 19, 2021 at 2:27 PM
Subject: Fwd: History Center Comments

-------- Original Message -------Subject:History Center Comments
Date:2021-09-18 10:35
From:adrnplay@
To:Linda Holmstead

Delores Padilla

Please take the time to send an email with comments similar to below about the history center:

Mayor and Town Council,
I am providing these comments and hope they will be considered at the Wednesday, September 22nd special town
council meeting where the construction/demolition of the history center building will be discussed.
I believe that the proposed design of the history center building is flawed. The access to the bathrooms is
proposed to be inside. This is wrong because any activity going on will be disrupted by tourists seeking
bathrooms. Public restrooms are scarce in Springdale. The history center is perfectly located for providing public
restrooms with exterior access. Tourists will appreciate them. There should also be exterior benches, and perhaps
an art garden with local artist's work.
I am not sure that a history center is going to work in Springdale. I don't think it will draw tourist in, but I understand
that it will serve locals. However the costs to rebuild the building is mostly going to come from tourist money, not
property taxes which provide only a very small amount of the town's revenue. Perhaps we should think about
giving back to the tourists too.
Thank you for your consideration,

Name and address
https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0?ik=a98e3f9bae&view=pt&search=all&permthid=thread-f%3A1711363634963483189&simpl=msg-f%3A171136363496… 1/2

9/21/21, 9:19 AM

Town of Springdale Mail - Points for meeting 9/22

Darci Carlson <dcarlson@springdale.utah.gov>

Points for meeting 9/22
2 messages
Patsy Chaffin <
>
To: Darci Carlson <dcarlson@springdale.utah.gov>

Tue, Sep 21, 2021 at 7:05 AM

Hi Darci, I have a few point for consideration by the council for the next meeting that I won’t be able to attend. Hoping
you’ll share.
About the History Center…
1- I feel the Termites need to be exterminated right away before they move to the neighbors due to their nests being
disturbed.
2- I’m very much in favor of the public restrooms having an exterior entrance for public use without that traffic coming into
the center.
3- I also would like to see the town designate the Historic Ditch Rock for use at the History Center.
On another note I must say I’m happy with the new streets without parking, with bike lanes, and I’m happy to see new
sidewalks going in. I’d like to see sidewalks completed on both sides of the road from church to park entrance.
There needs to be 3 more crosswalks to make for safer pedestrian crossings. Starting with one at the center of town in
front of Pizza Noodle.
Push button flashing lights or better lighting at crosswalks for after dark crossings would be helpful too.
Many Thanks to you and the council. Patsy

Darci Carlson <dcarlson@springdale.utah.gov>
To: Patsy Chaffin <
>

Tue, Sep 21, 2021 at 9:19 AM

Good morning Patsy,
Thank you for taking time to submit public comment. Your remarks will be shared with the Council.
Take care,
Darci
[Quoted text hidden]
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Town of Springdale Mail - Fwd: Springdale History and Visitor Center Public Comment

Darci Carlson <dcarlson@springdale.utah.gov>

Fwd: Springdale History and Visitor Center Public Comment
3 messages
Dean Elger
To: Darci Carlson <dcarlson@springdaletown.com>

Mon, Sep 20, 2021 at 8:04 PM

I fat fingered your email address in my initial send.
Begin forwarded message:
From: Dean Elger
Subject: Springdale History and Visitor Center Public Comment
Date: September 20, 2021 at 8:03:32 PM MDT
To: ssmith@springdale.utah.gov, aplayer@springdale.utah.gov, raton@springdale.utah.gov, Suzanne Elger
<selger@springdale.utah.gov>, lzumpft@springdale.utah.gov
Cc: dcalson@springdale.utah.gov
Dear Elected Town Representatives,
First and foremost thank you for your service. While government service is very rewarding it is not lost on
me the amount of time, effort and preparation you devote to issues that affect the town. I feel compelled to
write this letter to aid in your preparation for the topic on this week’s agenda noted below:
Administrative Action Item 1. Discussion and direction to staff regarding construction alternatives for the
Springdale History and Visitors Center.
There are four options on the agenda and the first three are by your own evaluation completely unworkable.
Your plan is to weigh the 4th option against three non-options. So to make this an actual discussion item
and not a declaration let me offer another option, option 5, tear down the building and stop the steady drain
on the funds of OUR Town. This project already has a price tag in excess of $400,000 not including what
was traded to the original owners. The proposed solution will make that bad situation much worse and
require the town to commit to a long term expense in staffing and maintenance.
There is only a small group of outspoken people in support of this project. I know they are passionate.
However the lack of support from the general public is backed up by the almost non-existent Springdale
History Society that was included in the request for funding from Washington County. This project first
surfaced in the fall of 2018 and has not been able to garner wide spread support of the citizens of
Springdale.
I implore you to stop the bleeding. Tear down the building, make it a park including a beautiful public
restroom, which we are really lacking along Main Street, but don’t build an underused building posing as a
Visitor/History Center that will require staffing and maintenance to assuage the dreams of a handful of
passionate history buffs. Let’s not make our next history, a study examining how the town could have
been so wrong.
Respectfully,
Dean Elger

Teach InfoWest Spam Trap if this mail is spam:
Spam
Not spam
Forget previous vote
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Town of Springdale Mail - Fwd: Comments about Springdale History Center

Darci Carlson <dcarlson@springdale.utah.gov>

Fwd: Comments about Springdale History Center
Lisa Zumpft <lzumpft@springdale.utah.gov>
Mon, Sep 20, 2021 at 8:40 PM
To: Darci Carlson <dcarlson@springdale.utah.gov>, Thomas Dansie <tdansie@springdale.utah.gov>, Rick Wixom
<rwixom@springdale.utah.gov>
FYI
NOTE NEW EMAIL ADDRESS
---------- Forwarded message --------From: Eric Rioux <
>
Date: Mon, Sep 20, 2021 at 3:27 PM
Subject: Comments about Springdale History Center
To: Stan Smith <ssmith@springdale.utah.gov>, Adrian Player <aplayer@springdale.utah.gov>, Suzanne Elger
<selger@springdale.utah.gov>, Lisa Zumpft <lzumpft@springdale.utah.gov>, Randy Aton <raton@springdale.utah.gov>
Dear Mayor and Town Council Members,
After having read the documentation presented regarding the Springdale History Center Building and the challenges that have presented themselves, I would
like to make some suggestion regarding the process moving forward.
I agree at this point the shell of the building that is still remaining should be taken down.
I think there should then be a pause with the project until there is more input from the public and several options explored.
The General plan is the tool that we often use to help guide the direction for the town. One option is to look at implementation 3.2.5.d: Encourage
development and implementation of historic interpretive kiosk or wayside sign near center of town, I,e. “Heritage Wall” This would also help promote a very
pedestrian friendly area for both guests and residents to view some of the town’s history but would also be an area where people could sit on benches in a
shaded area.
In addition I think having a public restroom located on the lot with a bottle fill station would also meet goals from out general plan and give us needed
amenities.
Adding a few trade trees and some other native vegetation in the appropriate landscape area would address another general plan goal. 2.2.5: Encourage a
townscape rich in vegetation, emphasizing nature and drought resistant plants and Shade trees.
All of the above fits under General plan 6.1.3:

Make historic information and exhibits publicly available. This could be accomplished with a thought out Kiosk style plan with
walkways and benches.
Finally due to the unforeseen circumstances regarding the existing building I think we should also follow the guidance from the
General Plan 6.1.2.d implementation strategies:
Develop information on feasibility and Cost of preservation and rehabilitation of selected sites and features.
Thank you for your consideration in this matter.
Ric Rioux
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9/21/2021
To: Town of Springdale
From: Richard Levin
Historic Preservation Commission
Subject: History Center Project
Dear Mayor, Town Council, Citizens and Visitors
What an uncomfortable pleasure to be organizing and making decisions about this new
community resource.
Personally it will be wonderful to follow the leadings of this body as to the decisions it makes
for this public facility and its future programs.
On a professional level the goals and objectives set out by the town to reach this point need to
be unconditionally followed. The consensus of the community at large and its appointed
leaders have undertaken the History Center as an achievable goal to benefit Springdale and its
guests. The objective is sound and the use of its primary funding source meets statue. The
change in form, design and implementation that we are considering while open to suggestion
will continue to be guided successfully by our elected leaders and their professional support
staff. I applaud the comments and ideas to move forward. Please keep in mind that the
professional team the Council and mayor employe will follow institutional design and
development laws as part of the governance of this project. The placement of restrooms within
institutional buildings will be thoughtfully approached and incorporated.
I would like to advance that as the project moves forward and a structure/facility is created we
still need people like yourselves to take upon the responsibility of leadership and direction for
the entire program. It’s as simple as doing any one thing towards your volunteering to its
fruition. One project completed, one goal finished, one hour or day of your time towards
completing any small project that moves the entire theme forward. Please take your ideas and
utilize them. We know that each of us has many ideas. Try not to suggest them for
implementation into anyone else’s hands. Move your ideas forward by your own actions. Bring
your well thought out ideas and solutions in complete form.
Thank You,
Richard Levin
Springdale Town Historic Preservation Commission

9/21/21, 12:31 PM

Town of Springdale Mail - FW: 2021-09-22 Town Council Special Mtg, Springdale History and Visitor Center

Darci Carlson <dcarlson@springdale.utah.gov>

FW: 2021-09-22 Town Council Special Mtg, Springdale History and Visitor Center
1 message
Samuel Roth
To: "dcarlson@springdale.utah.gov" <dcarlson@springdale.utah.gov>

Tue, Sep 21, 2021 at 10:38 AM

From: Samuel Roth
Sent: Monday, September 20, 2021 5:37 PM
To: springdale@springdale.utah.gov
Subject: 2021-09-22 Town Council Special Mtg, Springdale History and Visitor Center

Town Council:
Please consider the following input for the discussion on the Springdale History and Visitor Center. Trying to reuse a
dilapidated wood structure at great expense seems unwise, I concur with the thinking presented in the Town memo on
this matter.

I have heard significant discussion regarding a town square from various members of the community—particularly those
vying to be mayor in four months. Please consider combining the history center with an outdoor square. An outdoor space
is more useable, more cost effective, more sustainable, and more durable than an indoor public space. Shade structures,
history kiosks, bathrooms, and perhaps a water feature could be incorporated.

The current community center can be utilized if historical presentations are scheduled. The community center could also
be utilized to display valuable historical objects that wouldn’t be safe in an outdoor setting. A well-developed history
website could present more information in a more accessible format at a much more economical price than any amount of
displays in a building.

Please simplify and multipurpose the history center effort.

Samuel Roth
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To: Tom Dansie, Mayor Stan Smith, and Town Council:

Administrative Action Item 1. Discussion and direction to staff regarding construction alternatives for
the Springdale History and Visitors Center.
There are four options on the agenda for Town Council this week, and it appears that the first three are
either impractical or unworkable. Instead, however of limiting thinking to option 4, we would rather
see the town seriously consider another option which seems to be both practical in terms of the
immediate question of how to convey historical information about the town to the public but also be a
more cost effective and ultimately more user friendly to the public.
As has been mentioned by others in the community, a series of outdoor interpretative
displays/kiosk/wall could provide similar information without the need for a building or staffing. This
would also help promote a very pedestrian friendly area for both guests and residents to view some of
the town’s history but would also be an area where people could sit on benches in a shaded area. In
other words, a mini historic park atmosphere. Although we donated to the historical society for a
“landscape brick”, we would greatly prefer it be used in such a mini park like setting. Landscaping should
be in keeping with the local environment and water wise. Benches, a water fountain and public
bathrooms are a necessity. The public should not have to impinge on local businesses (hotels, shops,
stores) in order to access restrooms or water. Given the number of people in Springdale on any given
day, the need for water and restrooms is critical to the user experience. This potential solution would
seem to meet most of the needs of both the community and the visiting public.
Respectfully,
Bob Carlton and Pam Inghram
Springdale.

