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Executive Summary 

This report is an appeal for the Allies and Community Drag Show Festival Event special event 
permit application denial by providing a witness list, written statements, written arguments, and 
evidence that proves the city is inconsistent and ambiguous in the treatment of city codes §3-10-
3; §3-10-4(C); §3-10-8(A). In addition, there will be background information that establishes a 
timeline, an appendix, limitations and restrictions, discussion of verbiage and favoritism. Below 
is the appeal letter sent to the city of St. George’s records:  

“I am writing to appeal the denial of my Allies & Community Drag Show Festival special events 
permit application, which was denied on March 31st, 2023. I believe that the denial was based on 
favoritism, and I respectfully request that the decision be reconsidered. 

I applied for the Allies & Community Drag Show Festival special events permit in order to 
provide a legal, safe, and community-based event. I provided all the necessary documentation 
and information, including a vendor list, security plan, and detailed layout of the event. On 
March 23rd, I received permission from Special Events Coordinator, Sarah Reber, to advertise 
the event. Despite this, my application was denied on the grounds that I had violated city code 
§3-10-4(C). 

I strongly believe that my application was denied unfairly because of favoritism shown towards 
another applicant or group of applicants. I have reason to believe that the other applicant or 
group of applicants may have received preferential treatment due to personal connections, 
relationships, or other non-related factors as there have been over half a dozen instances in the 
last year where events were allowed to advertise before the permit was granted. 

I request that my application be reconsidered on the basis that other applicants or groups of 
applicants were allowed to advertise in violation of City Code §3-10-4(C) without repercussion. I 
am willing to provide any additional information or documentation that is needed to demonstrate 
my qualifications for the permit. I am confident that I can meet all the necessary requirements 
and provide a legal, safe, and community-led event for the people of St. George. 

Thank you for your attention to this matter. I look forward to hearing from you soon.” 

In addition to the favoritism argued in the appeal letter, there is much more to discuss in relation 
to the denial of the special events application for the Allies and Community Drag Show Festival 
to be hosted on April 28th.  
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 3 

Introduction 

On March 31st at approximately 4:56 p.m., Southern Utah Drag Stars (SUDS) received a 
letter from Special Events Coordinator Sarah Reber advising that SUDS had violated the 
following city codes (see Exhibit H): 
 
City Code §3-10-3 states: It is unlawful for any person, corporation, partnership, 
association or other entity, public or private, to promote, advertise or hold a special 
event without first obtaining a special event permit. 
 
City Code §3-10-4(C): “Advertising: No advertising of a special event shall be permitted 
until city approval of the special event is granted and a special event permit is issued.” 
 
City Code §3-10-8(A). “Grounds For Denial: The special event application may be 
denied by the city if: 1. The proposed special event violates a law, ordinance, policy, 
procedure, or regulation or poses a danger or threat to the public health, safety or 
welfare, or causes unreasonable inconvenience or cost to the public.” 
 
Due to violating these city codes, the City of St. George denied SUDS’ special events 
permit application for SUDS’ Allies and Community Drag Show Festival. SUDS hopes 
the city of St. George will rescind its denial letter, issue the special events permit for the 
following community event, and review its special events advertising clause on the 
following basis: events in the past have advertised before the special event permit is 
issued, the verbiage of City Code §3-10-4(C) is unrealistic an unattainable for most 
special events, and an advisory to advertise from special events coordinator Sarah Reber 
was issued verbally on March 23rd. Second, this report shows the inconsistencies and 
ambiguity in the enforcement of city codes relating to special events. In addition to these 
arguments, I will provide evidence in the appendix section, and establish a timeline of 
the special events application for the Allies and Community Drag Show Festival, 
including written statements and a witness list. 
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Background 
Before we determine a judgement, here is a timeline of the application process for the 
Allies and Community Drag Show Festival event:  
 

• February 22nd, SUDS received an email from Sarah Reber that SUDS had a hold 
on Vernon Worthen Park for the Allies event on the 28th (see Exhibit A).  

 
• March 3rd, SUDS submitted a special events application to officially host an event 

on April 28th at Vernon Worthen Park (see Exhibit B). SUDS had mapped out to 
use about 50,000 square feet of the park. 
 

• March 10th, Sarah Reber emailed SUDS suggesting the use of a different park (see 
Exhibit C) J.C. Snow is chosen instead. 
 

• March 17th, Sarah Reber states she is waiting on signatures for the event (see 
Exhibit D) 
 

• March 23rd, Mitski goes in-person to the city of St. George and asks Sarah Reber 
if SUDS may begin advertising, she agrees. 
 

• March 28th, SUDS holds a photoshoot for the flyer advertisement (see Exhibit E). 
 

• March 30th, SUDS Posts advertisement on social media for Allies event (see 
Exhibit F). 
 

• March 31st at approximately 3:50 p.m., Mitski goes to the city of St. George after 
receiving an email to pay for Vernon Worthen Park (see Exhibit G). Sarah 
reassures Mitski that the committee is still signing off on the permit. 
 

• March 31st at 4:56 p.m., Mitski receives a letter from Sarah Reber informing the 
denial of the permit application (see Exhibit H). 
 

• March 31st , Liberty Action Coalition member Rhanda Hunter Todd comments on 
the SUDS flyer approximately around 6:30 p.m. stating that the Allies permit has 
been denied (see Exhibit I). 

 
 This timeline is created to display key events throughout the process of the Allies and 
Community Drag Show Festival special event permit application. 

Limitations and Restrictions 
Southern Utah Drag Stars received an appeal notice and requirements on April 7th and 
required by the city to provide evidence, witness list, written statements, and written 
arguments on April 10th. The limited time of three days over a holiday weekend hindered 
SUDS’ ability to provide more evidence and witnesses than just the one instance of the 
St. George Market. SUDS is aware of more evidence but due to lack of time for 
correspondents to respond in a three-day holiday weekend, SUDS is unable to provide 
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more evidence now. In addition to this, the witnesses stated below did not have enough 
notice since they had less than a business day to be aware of the hearing on April 11th at 
2 p.m. before the city council. However, even with the St. George Market example 
explained below, that should be more than enough to have this appeal be granted before 
the city council of the city of St. George. 

Witness List 
Due to the lack of time to develop an adequate witness list, the following list is brief. 
 
 

Witness Available 
Sarah Reber Unknown 
Indigo Klabanoff Unavailable 
Chavah Le La Cheur Unavailable 

 
Sarah Reber 
As the special events coordinator for the city of St. George, Sarah Reber would be a key 
witness in retelling and confirming the timeline and will be able to confirm events that 
have advertised in the past without the final special event permit issuance. In addition, 
Sarah can confirm that on March 23rd, she gave permission to Southern Utah Drag Stars 
to advertise. 
 
Indigo Klabanoff 
As the owner of the St. George Market, Indigo Klabanoff would be a key witness to 
describe her experience in advertising the St. George Market without the final special 
event permit issuance, see instead Exhibit J of her advertisement on social media and 
Exhibit K of her appeal letter for the denial of her Taste of Southern Utah Event special 
event permit application. In addition to Exhibit J & K, see Exhibit L for her issuance 
date of the St. George Market special event permit. 
 
Chavah Le La Cheur 
Chavah Le La Cheur is the St. George Women’s March event coordinator and has 
advertised before her final special event permit issuance. She would be a key witness to 
affirm that the city of St. George has allowed events to advertise their special events 
without the final permit. 

Identification of Legal Ambiguities and Inconsistencies  
As seen in Exhibit J K and L, the city of St. George has allowed the St. George market to 
advertise their event on Jan 6th Of 2023 and issued the St. George Market their special 
event permit on March 10th, 2023, almost nine weeks later. City Codes §3-10-3 & §3-10-
4(C) state: “It is unlawful for any person, corporation, partnership, association or other 
entity, public or private, to promote, advertise or hold a special event without first 
obtaining a special event permit; Advertising: No advertising of a special event shall be 
permitted until city approval of the special event is granted and a special event permit is 
issued.” As stated by these city codes, the city of St. George should have denied the St. 
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George Market’s special event permit application, instead the St. George Market was 
rewarded with their special event permit. Why has the city chosen to favor some groups 
by granting those groups who advertise their events before their final permit issuance 
permits while denying others who do the same?  
 
Verbiage 
As argued by Indigo Klabanoff in her appeal letter in Exhibit K, city code §3-10-4(C) 
states: “Advertising: No advertising of a special event shall be permitted until city 
approval of the special event is granted and a special event permit is issued.” As Ms. 
Klabanoff argues, if this city code were to be taken literally, most of St. George’s special 
events would not be able to succeed in marketing for their events as most permits are 
issued the day of or day before an event. Not advertising until the special event permit is 
issued is unattainable and unrealistic for virtually all events and has not been the reality 
for events in the past. We urge the city of St. George to review this clause as it is used 
ambiguously and inconsistently enforces the clause based on the content of an event.  
 
Denial of Allies and Community Drag Show Festival Permit 
The City of St. George has justified the denial of the special event application of the 
Allies and Community Drag Show Festival event based on these city codes: City Code §3-
10-3; §3-10-4(C); §3-10-8(A). As it can be argued as a just denial, as shown in Exhibits J 
K and L, the city has not enforced those codes until March of 2023 when they denied a 
collective few events after a 6-month ban on all special events applications. As to treat 
every group fairly, the city of St. George should rescind all denial letters relating to the 
violation of city codes §3-10-3; §3-10-4(C); §3-10-8(A) since it has only recently decided 
to enforce these codes. 
 
Favoritism 
If the city of St. George chooses to keep current decisions of denial in place, the city 
seems to be operating at a place of favoritism by choosing which events they decide to 
enforce city codes with. While some may argue that favoritism can be beneficial, it is 
ultimately a harmful practice that undermines the principles of fairness and 
transparency in government decision-making. 
 
First and foremost, favoritism can lead to a lack of diversity and innovation in the 
special events process. By favoring the same individuals and organizations repeatedly, 
the city of St. George is depriving itself of the opportunity to discover new and unique 
event ideas and concepts. This can result in a stale and uninspiring event scene, with the 
same events being repeated year after year. 
 
Furthermore, favoritism can create an unequal playing field, with some individuals and 
organizations receiving preferential treatment simply because of their connections or 
relationships with those in power. This can lead to resentment and mistrust among 
members of the community, who may feel that the special events process is rigged 
against them. 
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Finally, favoritism can undermine the integrity of the special events process and erode 
public trust in the city’s ability to process special event applications and more. When 
decisions are made based on personal relationships and prejudices rather than merit 
and qualifications, it creates the perception that the special events process is not open, 
fair, and transparent. 
 
Therefore, while it may be tempting to rely on favoritism in the special events process, it 
is ultimately a harmful and counterproductive practice that undermines the principles 
of fairness and transparency in the city of St. George’s decision-making and opens the 
city to lawsuits. The municipality should strive to promote diversity, innovation, and 
equal opportunity in the special events process to ensure the best possible outcome for 
all members of the community including those of varied sexual and gender identities. 

Conclusion 
In Conclusion, Southern Utah Drag Stars should granted an appeal on the basis of the 
evidence provided above arguing that the city has allowed events to advertise prior to 
the submission of the Allies and Community Drag Show Festival. Through the evidence 
provided by Ms. Klabanoff, the city of St. George is shown to be inconsistent and 
ambiguous when it comes to city codes §3-10-3; §3-10-4(C); §3-10-8(A). These city 
codes were used to justify the denial of SUDS’ special event permit application in an 
unfair manner. As we move forward, Southern Utah Drag Stars hopes to see the city of 
St. George rescind its denial letter, issue the special events permit for the Allies and 
Community Drag Show Festival, and allow this community event to thrive. 
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Appendices 
Exhibit A 

 
 
Exhibit B 
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Exhibit C 

 
Exhibit D 
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Exhibit E 

 
Exhibit F 
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Exhibit G 
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