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SECTION ONE: PROJECT OBJECTIVES

 The scope of this study is defi ned in the outline of services provided in the agreement between CRSA and  

 Smithfi eld City.   CRSA is to provide the following (summarized):

 • Structural/seismic evaluation and recommendation by ARW Engineers

 • Stone and brick masonry evaluation by ABSTRACT masonry restorers

 • Architectural evaluation with outline of renovation needs, including restoration of the exterior to its  

  historic appearance, by CRSA 

 • Determine whether original windows and trim are extant.

 • Measure and photograph exterior front façade and prepare a front elevation drawing showing the  

  tabernacle’s historic appearance.

 In addition, CRSA will provide the following extra services at no additional charge:

 • Mechanical (heating, cooling, plumbing) fi eld report by Mechtech Engineering

 • Measure, draw and annotate existing fl oor plan. 

 The overall purpose of this brief study is to objectively assess the building’s present condition and describe 

what would be required to renovate the building to facilitate its future existence and usefulness as a community re-

source. Due to funding limitations, this study is neither comprehensive nor exhaustive. Yet the information provided 

herein will be a useful “fi rst step” guide to making objective, practical decisions pertaining to the tabernacle.



SECTION TWO:  EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
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SECTION TWO: EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Despite its present appearance, which suff ers from signs of aging and the absence of some of its key, original archi-

tectural elements, The Smithfi eld Tabernacle has many assets which make it a good candidate for renovation and 

reuse.   No building evaluation is complete with an analysis of its physical properties alone. One must also consider 

a building’s role and function in the community and soulful connection with its people.  Built in 1881-1902, the 

Tabernacle was exceptionally well-built for its time and it remains in use to this day.  An upgrade of its building sys-

tems( structure, mechanical, electrical) together with a functional and aesthetic upgrade, would allow the building 

to continue to serve the community well for many decades to come.  Like the other renovated and re-used historic 

tabernacles referenced herein., the Smithfi eld Tabernacle has the potential to regain its iconic, landmark stature and 

once again become the city’s architectural jewel as well as a highly valued and well-utilized community resource.

Besides building condition, the most important factor in the saving, preserving, renovating and reusing of any 

historic building is fi nding a viable use or combination of compatible uses for the building.  CRSA has designed the 

restoration of eight other historic LDS Tabernacles in Brigham City, Logan, Malad, Morgan, Manti, Richfi led, Gar-

land and Randolph. All but the Box Elder/Brigham City Tabernacle remain in continued use by the LDS Church.  The 

Brigham City Tabernacle, however, became a multi-use community facility following its restoration in 1982-83. The 

Church maintains ownership of the building and a Church visitor center is operated there by missionaries. But the 

Tabernacle’s beautiful interior also hosts a wide range of community events and activities such as concerts, lectures, 

graduation ceremonies, as well as a variety of church-related activities. 

The responsibility for fi nding viable uses for the Smithfi eld tabernacle presently lies with it’s owner, Smithfi eld City, 

and the Smithfi eld Historical Society, both sponsors of this study. Given its physical nature (a large assembly room 

with smaller, support rooms), its location in a public park in the center of the community, and the fact that it has 

always been a public facility during its 100 plus year history, we suggest that a combination of public uses be consid-

ered fi rst, looking at the Brigham City Tabernacle example as a model

A second yet related criteria is that the uses generate income to support the continued and regular maintenance of 

the facility. It should be understood community arts, culture and recreation rarely, if ever, pay for themselves without 

signifi cant public subsidy. Thus it would not be reasonable to place the entire income burden on the facility itself. 

Typically such a project takes the cooperative funding participation of the owner (whether the city, county, state, 

church, private and/or non-profi t entity) and supportive institutions such as granting foundations.  

A third criteria is that the combination of uses be friendly and not destructive to the building. A fourth is that the uses 

are compatible with each other in terms of scheduling the use of the building, cooperating in managing the facility 

and generating income for it, and compatibility in terms of maintaining the physical properties of the building in a 

uniform fashion. That is, the building should have fl exibility built into it in terms of lighting, building systems, stor-

age, etc. to accommodate the maximum number of varied uses, but it should not be required to change its essential 
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nature (such as being frequently repainted or adversely modifi ed) to  accommodate the various renters.

Possible Uses

Some of the possible uses that meet these criteria include:  

• Reception Center (for weddings, banquets, celebrations, graduations, anniversaries, etc.)

• Reunions (Family, Birthdays, Graduating Classes)

• Musical events (especially concerts by choirs, bands, orchestras)

• Lecture Hall (Maximum seating capacity of the main hall is 500)

• Conference Center (especially for medium-to-large meetings)

• Theater (for year round movies, documentaries, fi lm study groups)

• Performing Arts Center (for dancing/ballet, small plays)

• Dance Hall (community dances, dance classes, and recitals) 

• Educational/Teaching/Training Center (private academy, weekly classes)

• Wellness Center (yoga, pilates, related classes - will allow such activities to be scheduled dudring the day)

• Religious (all faiths or non-denominational activities)

• Farmers Market (outdoor-indoor weekend events; festivals)

• Antique Showplace (and other product sales events)

• Art and Crafts Center (drawing/painting, sculpture, quilting, etc.)

• Seniors Activity Center (if not available in local senior centers)

• Community Clubs (DUP, SUP, Chamber of Commerce)

• Fund-raising Venue (Auctions, dinners, fundraisers)

• Party/Entertainment Center (Christmas, offi  ce, children’s parties, etc.)

• Traveling Exhibits (arts, science, history shows rented for brief periods)

We see the continuation of recreational uses such as basketball and volleyball being somewhat less compatible than 

the cultural uses listed above. That is, when restored, the large interior space will be beautiful and elegant as befi ts its 

cultural venues.  Basketball hoops and other sporting equipment would then be antithetical to the quality of space 

made suitable for the above uses.

To accommodate the list of uses outlined above, it might be benefi cial to modify the west addition to better serve 

the new uses. If not a recreation center, the large men’s and women’s rooms and their shower rooms would not be 

needed. They could be remodeled to provide dressing or preparation, practice or “green” rooms for the cultural activi-
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ties listed above. The restrooms would stay as-is (after remodeling for ADA) but the re-purposing of the other spaces 

would add over 300 square feet of support space for the main hall on both the men’s and women’s sides of the ad-

dition. The upper room could be used as offi  ces by the building’s management group. The kitchen could be used as 

a catering kitchen.  The current women’s 115 s.f. shower room could also be converted to a table and chair storage 

room, if a ramp can be constructed to make the space accessible, since it is less than 10’ west of the assembly room.  

Portable partitions could also be stored there to allow the main hall to be temporarily divided into smaller areas. The 

chairs, tables and partitions could be rented. 

Sponsoring Organizational Options

We see at leaset four possible models for orgainizations to own, renovate, operate, maintain, and manage the 

Tabernacle.  The fi rst is for the city to maintain owenership and management as it would other civic facilities like a 

libray, senior center, recreation center or museum.  An example is the Columbus School, now a mixed-use community 

center owned and operated by the City of South Salt Lake.  As funding was raised, the project was completed in six 

phases.  As completed, it includes a senior center, libray, cultural hall, recreation center an offi  ces for quasi-public, 

community-based organizations.

 A second option is for the city to lease the building to a non-profi t organization, one model is the Memorial Hall, a 

historic building in Memory Grove in Salt Lake City. It is owned by the city but leased to the Utah Heritage Founda-

tion. The foundation uses the upper fl oor for its offi  ces but sub-leases the main level to a managing group that oper-

ates a reception center there. The fi rst group uses the building mostly during normal working hours while the second 

has activities there in the evenings. Thus parking is not a problem, nor are there scheduling confl icts between the 

users. 

A similar example is the Social Hall at “This is the Place” Heritage Park at the mouth of Emigration Canyon in Salt Lake 

City. The park is owned by the state and leased to a non-profi t foundation which operates and maintains it. The Social 

Hall and several others buildings in its Pioneer Village are part of a living history museum but they are also rented out 

for a variety of activities.  The Historic Chase Mill Education Center, run by Tracy Aviary but owned by Salt Lake City, is 

yet another example.  

A third option is to sell the building to a non-profi t organization which would become fully reponsible for the facil-

ity.   The Masonic Temple on South Temple in Salt Lake City is privately owned and used by the Freemasons but its 

large theater, banquet hall, lounge room, lodge rooms and kitchen are rented out to a wide variety of users.  There 

are many more examples but the pattern is clear.  Building owners can either operate their own facility or lease it to a 

management group to operate. 

Option four is to sell the property and building to a for-profi t corporation.  Many former religious, educational and 

public facilities are now owned by private sector enterprises which own and operate them a sprofi t centers.  In Utah, 

several former churches are reception and event centers.  Historic schools have been converted into housing or 

musuems and small city halls have become offi  ce builidngs or mixed-use commercial centers.  Adaptive re-uses of 

this kind are viable for the Smithfi eld Tabernacle as well. 
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Costs

Costs for various renovation items are given in section 8, which is divided into two parts: Phase I “Essential Renova-

tion Needs” and Phase II  Secondary/Aesthetic Options. Think of the cost as a menu of options. The fi rst dollars should 

be spent on safety and code-compliance items, followed by functional improvements and then by aesthetic up-

grades to improve the building’s appearance and restore its architectural integrity and character. 

 

The Phase I costs would be approximately $544,806, inclusive of fees and a contingency to cover unforeseen condi-

tions and miscellaneous items.

Phase II costs would be approximately $428,035

The total Phase I and II project cost is therefore estimated to be $972,841

The project could be completed in phases corresponding to amounts of funding raised.

Summary/Recommendation: 

Based on 36 years of experience working with client groups to design and renovate similar tabernacles and others 

history buildings, and given the relatively good condition and restorability of the Smithfi eld Tabernacle, as well as its 

historical and architectural signifi cance and community support for its reuse and renovation, we recommend that the 

building be preserved, renovated and continued to be made useful for a variety of  community-based activities.  

To achieve this the City may elect to lease the building to a management group, which could then raise funds, over-

see the renovation,  management and operation of the facility.  



SECTION THREE  HISTORY AND BACKGROUND
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SECTION THREE: HISTORY AND BACKGROUND

Although the centralized, summit site for the Smithfi eld tabernacle was selected in 1860, construction on the edifi ce 

did not begin until 1881 when Bishop George L. Farrell commenced the project’s design.  The foundation was laid in 

early 1883. But due to a number of factors and events which delayed the project, the tabernacle was not completed 

until December of 1902, although it had been in use long before that time. LDS Apostle, Rudger Clawson, fi nally dedi-

cated the tabernacle on February 19, 1905. (The 19 years it took to construct the Smithfi eld Tabernacle was exceeded 

by the Logan Tabernacle’s construction period of 1865-1890, or 25 years and Brigham City’s, also built 1865-1890, or 

25 years. (Then it burned down in 1896 and was reconstructed in 1897).

The Smithfi eld Tabernacle was designed by James Quayle, considered its architect, along with   Preston T. Morehead,” 

a counselor in the bishopric, who also served as superintendent and lead “master mechanic.” James Quayle has not 

heretofore been identifi ed as being an architect. He was likely what we now call a builder-architect. Born in 1831 and 

arriving in Utah in 1854, Quayle too was a “master mechanic,” probably a carpenter/joiner or mason. Vice president of 

the Logan Temple for 15 years, he was also the mayor of Logan. Quayle died in 1913.   

The circa 1954 remodeling--removing the gallery and front seating and pulpit area while converting the interior to a 

recreation facility--was designed by the Salt Lake City fi rm of Cannon and Mullen.

The Tabernacle’s building material came from local sources, according to a local history (See histories in the Appen-

dix). The lumber and framing timbers were sawn from logs taken from Smithfi eld’s Main and Birch Canyons. An unfi n-

ished meetinghouse across Main Street provided the rough foundation stone while the sandstone trim pieces came 

from a quarry near Franklin, Idaho. The brick was manufactured by Lars Mouritsen from his brickyard near the Bear 

River. The roof shingles came from balsam trees in South Fork Canyon.  The construction labor was provided by local 

workmen and was a boon to their employment.   When completed, the construction cost was estimated at $77,000.  

The 44 by 74-foot interior seating capacity has been given at both 600 and 1,500. Even with the gallery, we fi gure the 

lower number to be the most likely. 

Initially the Tabernacle was home to the Smithfi eld Ward but in 1906, when the ward was divided, it became the 

Second Ward Meetinghouse. It was that ward that raised the funds and had a high-quality pipe organ installed in 

the building. In 1936, the Smithfi eld Stake was created and the Tabernacle became its Stake Center, until a new one 

was built in 1942. The Tabernacle sat mostly vacant during the late 1940s and early ‘50s, except for a few, occasional 

religious and community activities, such as plays, pageants, operas, graduation exercises and community meetings.

By circa 1952 the building was no longer used for religious purposes and its pipe organ was moved to another 

church. In 1955 the LDS Church deeded the property to the Cache County School District.   The Smithfi eld Stake Pres-

idency found that the building was large enough to construct a 46 by 75 foot recreation fl oor.  The idea was taken to 

the Cache County School District, who had plans to convert it into a storage and maintenance building.  They agreed 
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to sell it to the LDS Church for $1.00, provided it would 

be used for a recreation center.  The Church remodeled 

it and added the west addition.  Unfortunately for the 

building’s architectural integrity and character, its stee-

ple and pinnacles were removed at that time and the 

Gothic windows fi lled in so the building was have a less 

religious appearance.  The steeple was also apparently 

regarded as being diffi  cult to maintain. The edifi ce 

was used for church athletic practices and games.  LDS 

Seminary classes were also held in the west addition 

and the Junior High used it for P.E. classes.  The build-

ing also housed “plays, pageants, operas, graduation 

exercises and community meetings,” as well as “dance 

classes, scouting activities, wedding breakfasts, family 

parties and civic activities.” This has been a most versa-

tile, useful and well-loved landmark. 

Circa 1980 the property was deeded to Smithfi eld City. 

After a remodeling job costing $48,000, the building 

continued as a Youth Activity Center, a function still 

active to this day. 

Since the 1950s the building has been used as a recre-

ational facility with basketball, volleyball, shuffl  eboard, 

along with various table games played in the upper 

room of the west addition.  

Despite its use or ownership, the building has been 

revered as Smithfi eld’s most prominent historically and 

architecturally signifi cant landmark.  So much so that 

it has been repeatedly saved, reinvested in and reused 

rather than demolished. The Tabernacle image has 

been adopted as an icon representing the community’s 

history and heritage.  Due to its generous size, struc-

tural stability and ideal location, the Tabernacle has 

also proven to be a highly useful and versatile facility, 

suitable for a great variety of functions. 



SECTION FOUR: ARCHITECTURAL EVALUATION & 
RECOMMENDATIONS
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SECTION FOUR: ARCHITECTURAL EVALUATION AND RECOMMENDATIONS

SITE

Some buildings like the Central School, 
previously located on the site, have been 
removed and the Tabernacle now sits in a 
park-like setting, surrounded on three sides 
by well-maintained lawn, and on the east 
by a parking lot, trees and a small pavilion 
and outdoor recreation area.  The site func-
tions well for its present uses and requires 
continued maintenance rather than change. 
If more intensive uses are found for the 
building, additional parking could be placed 
either north, east or south of the Tabernacle.
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EXTERIOR:

A. Foundation: Some of the mortar joints 
have lost their surface mortar. Since the 
foundation walls are two feet thick, the loss of 
mortar has not caused any structural defi cien-
cies and the foundation wall shows no signs 
of cracking or settling. However, as ABSTRACT 
recommends, these walls should be repointed 
(with compatible mortar of the same appear-
ance) to protect against possible future dam-
age.

 

B. Brick walls: As John  Lambert of AB-
STRACT Masonry has indicated, the thick, 
brick masonry walls are free of cracks or other 
damage and are in very good condition. As 
the photos show, the mortar is still tightly 
intact in its joints, except for some of the 
foundation stone mortar which should be 
repointed.

C. Sandstone trim: A couple of trimstones 
at the tops of buttresses have become loos-
ened, probably caused by free-thaw damage 
due to water leaking from the gutters. These 
stones should be re-set in mortar and se-
cured back into the tops  of their buttresses. 
The gutters should be repaired or replaced 
to prevent future water spillage against the 
masonry.

 

D. Chimneys: There is a single original 
brick chimney on the ridge at the far west end 
of the roof. It is ornamentally corbelled and its 
top few courses of brick are loose. The loose 
bricks should be mortared back into their 
original locations and the horizontal joints 
secured with masonry reinforcing fabric or 
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mesh.

E. Roofi ng/Gutters:  The present roofi ng 
is fairly new and consists of modern asphalt 
or fi berglass tabular shingles, appropriately 
“weathered wood” in color. They are in very 
good condition and are laid on new wood 
sheet sheathing, visible from the interior attic 
space. The new sheathing has value in creat-
ing a seismic-resistant roof diaphragm by vir-
tue of adding movement-resistance stiff ness 
and rigidity to the roof’s structural system.  
The shingles can remain as-is, along with the 
relatively new galvanized sheet metal fl ash-
ing, which appears to be secure and tightly 
in place.  However, there appears to be faulty 
fl ashing at the juncture of the roof and the 
tower.  The addition has ribbed metal roofi ng, 
all in good condition. We observed no signs 
of recent water leakage in the building, so the 
roof is doing its job of holding out water.

There are no gutters or downspouts but they 
are not necessary since the roof edges over-
hang the perimeter masonry walls, convey-
ing water directly to the ground rather than 
against the building. Once the water hits the 
ground, it should be conveyed out into the 
yard by gently sloping the grade around the 
building away from the foundation walls at 
a 1 to 12 slope or greater. This will prevent 
ponding and percolating of water as well as 
damage to the mortar in the stone founda-
tion.  

F. Wood Trim: The Tabernacle’s exterior 
is trimmed in brick and stone, with very little 
wood trim present.   However, the wood trim 
under the roofl ine is decaying, loose and in 
some cases, missing.  The west addition has 
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minor wood cornice trim and wood siding on 
the upper, gabled half of the rear wall. All of 
this is in good condition. Wood trim should 
be monitored and painted as part of regularly 
scheduled maintenance.

 

G. Windows: The original, tall, attractive 
and character-defi ning Gothic window sashes 
have been removed and their location is un-
known. Good photos of them exist, however, 
and they can be replicated in design to match 
the originals.  We have included the price of 
installing matching windows in wood sashes. 
However, to eliminate maintenance, we sug-
gest that you also consider installing factory-
painted (heat-fused powder-coated) alumi-
num or rust-resistant steel sashes. Installing 
such windows will return beauty and dignity 
to the building. Using double-pane, low-E 
glass will also provide good energy-conserv-
ing performance. The wood-framed windows 
in the addition and are in good condition and 
need only regular maintenance.

H. Doors: The metal exterior door assem-
blies, including sidelights are modern, fully 
functional and in good condition and could 
be left in place. The original two pairs of hand-
grained wood doors also exist and could be 
reinstalled, with panic bars added to their 
interior sides, if desired to restore the building 
to its original appearance.

 

I. Ramp: A modern concrete wheelchair 
ramp with painted metal railings was added 
to the front of the Tabernacle during the most 
recent renovation. The ramp appears safe and 
fully functional. Some of the veneer stones 
have fallen off  its low sidewalls and these 
could be remortared back into place. 
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The main issue with the ramp is its location, 
size and unsightly appearance. Originally ac-
cess to the front doors of the building was via 
two stairways, each fl anked by newel posts 
and handrails. These stairs were replaced 
with new, off set concrete ones during the 
remodeling. The simplest and least expensive 
option is to leave the present stairs and ramp 
in place, merely repairing it. The restoration 
option is to remove the ramp and new stairs, 
install stairways replicating the originals, and 
add a small, 3 by 4-foot electric lift to meet 
the wheelchair access requirement of ADA. 
We have used such a lift on other historic 
buildings and their virtue is their inobtrusive-
ness and relatively low costs, plus the high 
value of restoring original appearances.

J. Missing elements (steeple, pinnacles):  
Aside for the missing Gothic windows, the 
absence of the Tabernacle’s original steeple 
and pinnacles is the greatest impediment to 
restoring its historical grandeur, elegance and 
architectural character. Although not needed 
for functional reasons, we recommend restor-
ing these essential, missing features. This ap-
proach has been used on every other restored 
tabernacle, regardless of their present uses. 
The pinnacles and steeple on the Assembly 
Hall on Temple Square were restored with 
matching units made of fi berglass. The Gothic 
pinnacles on the Brigham City Tabernacle 
were restored with exactly matching painted 
sheet metal units. Other tabernacles have 
repaired and repainted their original wood 
pinnacles and steeples. 

The forest of heavy-duty, structural timbers 
that supported the steeple still exist in the 
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tower. They can be reused and amplifi ed 
structurally, if necessary, to enhance seismic 
resistance. There are suffi  cient historic pho-
tographs to document the appearance of 
the steeple and pinnacles.  Designs can be 
prepared to accurately replicate their original 
appearance. This work would give back to 
the Tabernacle its original, iconic dignity and 
stature as a landmark structure for Smithfi eld, 
Cache County and beyond.   
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INTERIOR

A. Flooring:  When the building was 
renovated for recreational use, high-quality 
tongue-in-groove maple fl ooring was in-
stalled, probably over the earlier wood fl oor-
ing. This hardwood fl ooring is in excellent 
condition and could remain regardless of the 
future use of the space. If the use changes, 
the painted lines could be sanded off  and the 
fl ooring revarnished. Or, depending on the 
new use(s), the fl ooring could be left as-is and 
carpeted if quieter acoustical properties are 
desired.

B. Walls and Ceilings:  The original walls 
and ceilings are plaster on brick (walls) or on 
wood lath (ceilings). They are painted and in 
good, solid condition. In a future remodel-
ing, any repairs to plastered surfaces would 
be cosmetic and minor and repainting or 
applying other wall treatments would be 
easy to do. That is, there are currently some 
basketball standards, sound panels, insulated 
athletic panels, and carpeting on the walls.  
They could be removed, possibly leaving little 
screw or nail holes to be patched. As restora-
tion is contemplated, it is possible to deter-
mine the original paint colors and repaint in 
those.

 

C. Wood trim: The wood trim, consisting 
of baseboards, door and window casings and 
possibly (originally) chair and picture rails) 
was originally wood-grained in brown colors 
to resemble stained oak. This fi nish can still be 
seen on the original, non-painted front doors 
now stored in the building. When the Taber-
nacle was converted from a religious building 
to public/community uses, the original ros-
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trum area and gallery/balcony features were 
entirely removed, including their trim. The 
baseboards, door casings and window trim 
have been painted white.  If restoration is the 
goal, the paint could be removed chemically 
and the underlying hand-graining restored or 
re-done if too badly damaged. This is a matter 
of cosmetic and aesthetic preference and has 
no functional implications.

D. Restrooms/Showers: The front and rear 
sets of rest rooms and shower rooms have 
been well-maintained, have been in continu-
ous use, and are in good condition. As indi-
cated by our mechanical engineer, it is advis-
able to remodel at least one set of restrooms 
(preferable those on the east) to accommo-
date the disabled and comply with ADA. This 
would entail providing one large toilet stall in 
each room and making the sinks wheelchair-
accessible.

 

E. Windows: The windows in the addi-
tion remain intact and functional. The original 
Gothic window sashes in the former chapel, 
however, have been removed and the open-
ings bricked in. Small, horizontal windows 
have been added at the bottoms of the 
window openings to provide some natural 
lighting. The interior wood jambs and casing 
remain intact. The bricked in windows sub-
tract from the building’s architectural char-
acter, look unsightly, and signifi cantly reduce 
the amount of daylight in this most important 
of all spaces.

Whatever the future use(s) of the building, 
we recommend removing the nonstructural 
brick infi ll and little windows and reinstalling 
Gothic windows matching the originals. We 
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recommend energy-conserving double-pane, 
low-E glass in metal (aluminum) sashes, pow-
der-coat painted on the exterior and either 
painted metal or stained wood on the interior. 
To control light and heat, drapes, curtains 
and/or shades should be installed. 

F.  Doors:  The doors that exist are sound 
and in good operable condition. For ADA 
compliance, the round knobs should be 
replaced with levers. The original two pairs 
of grained front doors are no longer hang-
ing in place but are stored in the building, 
are in good condition, and can be re-hung if 
desired.  At least one of the two heavy, raised-
panel doors into the east rest rooms is also 
extant, albeit painted. It too could be re-hung. 
The missing one is likely in the building, but if 
not, it could be replicated using the other as a 
pattern.  

G.  Electrical:  The building’s electrical service 
is operable and has been updated over the 
years during remodelings.  Depending on 
future new uses of the building, the electrical 
system will need to be updated accordingly.  
Any new work should comply with current 
electrical and energy codes, included increas-
ing the amount of power, new panels, distri-
bution, (in conduit), outlets (grounded wir-
ing), lighting (energy effi  cient), and speciality 
items such as IT / cabling, communication and 
security systems, etc.  We recommend that 
any new light fi xtures be visually compatible 
with the building’s historic interior architec-
ture.  We recommend further that any historic 
new electrical equipment or fi xtures meet 
Energy Star standards, for which fi nancial 
rebates are available from Rocky Mountain 
Power.



26

ARCHITECTURAL PHOTOGRAPHS
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SECTION FIVE: 
EVALUATION OF STRUCTURAL SYSTEMS
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SECTION FIVE:  EVALUATION OF STRUCTURAL SYSTEMS

The Smithfi eld Tabernacle was exceptionally well 

built, especially for its time. The masonry walls of the 

superstructure are four bricks wide rather than the 

customary three wythes, and there are header cours-

es (tying the wythes of brick together laterally) every 

seven courses in some areas, and every four wythes 

in walls with window openings.  In the attic, the truss 

connections are secured with metal ties, bolted to 

each structural member. This is also unusual for 19th 

Century buildings. As a result, the building’s masonry 

walls show no evidence of cracking from either 

settling or seismic activity. And the roof structure’s 

trusses, purlins and rafters are intact, with little-to-no 

defl ection in the long roof ridge or in the planes of 

the pitched roof itself. It’s low ratio of window and 

door penetrations to wall area is another positive fac-

tor in the building’s structural strength. 

Evidence of the Tabernacle’s structural superiority 

is found in the fact that it experienced no damage 

in the destructive, nearby earthquake of 1962. This 

1962 quake was centered near Richmond where it 

measured a 5.7 magnitude on the Richter Scale. The 

quake, which was felt in a 66,300 square mile area in 

six states, caused the collapse and demolition of the 

LDS Tabernacle in Richmond, a structure built several 

years later.  Yet the massive earthquake left the older 

Tabernacle in Smithfi eld unharmed. Later, a myth 

circulated that the earthquake was responsible for 

needing to remove the steeple tower from the Smith-

fi eld Tabernacle, but this notion was unfounded in 

that the steeple had been removed in the mid-1950s 
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after religious uses of the building were discontinued. 

The idea was to make the building appear more like a 

secular structure than a religious one. 

Structural engineers ARW of Logan have made a 

detailed study of the Tabernacle’s structural suffi  ciency 

and identifi ed areas of concern to address in a renova-

tion. We refer the reader this report of fi ndings, recom-

mendations and associated costs.
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SECTION SIX: EVALUATION OF MECHANICAL SYSTEMS
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SECTION SIX: EVALUATION OF MECHANICAL SYSTEMS



SECTION SEVEN: MASONRY EVALUATION
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SECTION EIGHT: COST ESTIMATE
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SECTION EIGHT: COST ESTIMATE & FUNDING SOURCES

We have divided this section into two parts. In the fi rst, “Essential Renovation Needs,” we have listed those items that 

should defi nitely be done, regardless of the future use of the building, to make it safe, functional and code-comply-

ing.  The second list, “Secondary/Aesthetic Renovation Options” outlines items which are recommended to improve 

the facility’s appearance and usefulness, and restore its historic character and architectural integrity, but are not es-

sential otherwise.

 A.  Phase I: Essential Renovation Needs

 Item        Estimated Cost

 Seismic upgrades, as per engineer’s report    $300,000

 Masonry repairs, ABSTRACT items 1, 3, 6-10    $75,000

 Four new furnaces, mechanical upgrades    $15,000

 ADA upgrade of east rest rooms     $10,000

 Electrical and lighting upgrades     $8,000

 Upgrade wall/ceiling fi nishes/painting    $9,500

 Permits, fees, utilities      $12,430

 Misc. interior and exterior repairs, upgrades   $6,700

 Contingency/Misc. @ 15%      $65,495

 A/E fee        $42,681

 Total:        $544,806
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B.  Phase II: Secondary/Aesthetic Renovation Options

 Item        Estimated Cost

 17 Gothic windows to match originals, wood sash option  $142,500

  (Option: Less expensive painted metal sash windows)

 Freight, installation of windows, scaff olding   $40,000

 17’ Steeple on central tower to match original   $27,395

 Two 8’ pinnacles to match originals    $7,896

 Freight, installation of steeple, pinnacles, scaff olding  $14,000 

 Masonry cleaning, sealing, ABSTRACT items 2, 4, 5   $35,000 

 Sand and refi nish main hardwood fl oor    $9,769

 (Option: Install high-quality all-purpose carpet at the same price)

 Restore and reinstall original doors; new hardware   $4,500

 Re-grain now-painted interior wood trim    $6,000

 Remove concrete ramps; two new stairways, ADA lift  $38,500

 Misc. interior and exterior repairs, upgrades   $12,000

 Permits, fees, utilities      $13,500

 Contingency/Misc. @ 15%      $52,659

 A/E fee        $34,316

 Total:        $428,035

 

 Project Total, Phases I and II:      $972, 841
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FUNDING SOURCES

A.  City Funds:  Cities are empowered to spend their tax and others income on renovation projects that have 

public benefi t, such as this one. And Smithfi eld City has in the past invested some public funds in the building. There 

are many competing demands for such funds, but if the benefi t is greater enough, the City could be asked to again 

invest in a more substantial renovation. There is signifi cant precedent statewide and nationally for cities to support 

projects of this type.

B.  Governmental Programs: Cities also apply to a wide variety of federal, and state and county funding pro-

grams for project funding. Among these are federal stimulus funds, Community Development Block Grants (CDBG) 

Economic Development Act (EDA) funds, Housing and Urban Development (HUD) funds, the state’s Community 

Impact Boards (CIB) funds, among many others. All of these have funded renovations of historic buildings for com-

munity centers and other viable civic uses.

C. Internal Revenue Bonds (IRBs): Cities often fund projects through bonding and that is an option here.

D. Tax Credits: The federal Historic Building Tax Credit program has been used widely throughout Utah on proj-

ects where private investors team with municipalities and the investor takes a 20% tax credit on the renovation cost. 

Historic Maeser School in Provo was converted to a senior housing project using the 20% federal tax credit and the 

state’s 20% credit for putting housing in historic buildings.

E. Green/Sustainable Project Programs:  Questar, Rocky Mountain Power and related utilities have programs 

that give grants or rebates or reductions in cost for renovating to certain standards of sustainability. We call this 

“Green Preservation” and many Utah projects have taken advantage of these incentives.

F. Planning and Design Funding:  The National Trust for Historic Preservation gives small consulting services 

grants to projects exactly like this one, and they have a history of being generous in Utah. They have had a larger 

program, “Saving America’s Treasures,” which has given larger grants, but it is not funded this year,   

G. The Utah Heritage Foundation has a revolving fund program that helps renovate historic buildings. The Utah 

State Historical Society, through its Certifi ed Local Government (CLG) program, also provides small grants as well 

as consulting services for historic building renovations and restorations. Often the funds from one or more of these 

groups will be used to match the others.

H. LDS Church Funding: The LDS Church, typically through the LDS Foundation, has provided funding for 

numerous historic building restoration projects. Since Smithfi eld’s is the one LDS Tabernacle not yet restored, it might 

be a good candidate, especially if the Brigham City Tabernacle model is followed.
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I. Utah Foundations:  Several Utah charitable foundations, such as the George S. and Delores Dore Eccles Foun-

dation, have a long record of funding preservation projects benefi tting the public interest. We suggest studying a 

copy of the “Utah Foundation’s Guide” and applying to those groups that support this kind of project. 

J. Energy Effi  cient Funds for Heating

K. RAPZ (Recreation, Arts, Parks, Zoo) Tax, a local Cache County Tax, could be used to refi nish the fl oor.

L. Local Private Contributions
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APPENDIX C
HISTORICAL DOCUMENTATION

 • “Smithfi eld’s Historic Tabernacle: Sentinel of the Past,” unpublished manuscript by Ruth Swaner

 • “Historic Overview of Smithfi eld Tabernacle,” excerpts from various publications and authors

 • “The Smithfi eld Tabernacle,” a brief history

 • “Smithfi eld Tabernacle,” from “Smithfi eld…as a city on a hill,” Glen Jay Thornley, Smithfi eld Historical  

   Society

 • “Symbolic Structure: Smith Tabernacle an icon of town’s History,  “Herald Journal,” newspaper article,  

   July, 2012, Logan

 • “Smithfi eld Tabernacle—1881-1902, Especially 1890-92,” Allen Dale Roberts, “Survey of LDS Archi 

   tecture in Utah, 1847-1930.” 




































