
 

Historic Preservation Commission Agenda 
 

Wednesday, May 28, 2025 at 4:00 PM 
 

City Hall, 102 Sherman Street, Deadwood, SD 57732 
  

1. Call Meeting to Order 

2. Roll Call 

3. Approval of Minutes 

a. HP Minutes 

4. Voucher Approvals 

a. HP Operating Vouchers 

b. HP Revolving Vouchers 

5. HP Programs and Revolving Loan Program 

a. Accept 79 Stewart - Maria Hedger - into the Retaining Wall Program 

6. Old or General Business 

7. New Matters Before the Deadwood Historic District Commission 

8. New Matters Before the Deadwood Historic Preservation Commission 

a. PA 250080 - Lance Bobolz - 37 Denver - Repairs to Porch 

b. PA 250069 - James Buttke - 39 Centennial - Remove upper porch rail to replace 
with smaller railed porch 

c. PA 250044 - Dale & Susan Berg - 874 Main - Construct carriage house - (Continued 
from April 9, 2025 meeting) 

d. PA 250082 - Danika McFarland - 37 Lincoln - Construct Conservatory on back of 
structure 

9. Items from Citizens not on Agenda 
(Items considered but no action will be taken at this time.) 

10. Staff Report 
(Items considered but no action will be taken at this time.) 

a. Historic ceremony at Carbonate Camp Cemetery, Lawrence County, SD for Joseph 
N. Ritter scheduled for 1:00 p.m. on Monday, July 7, 2025. 

b. Soap Suds Road Archeology Project - Site Visit - June 10, 2025 

11. Committee Reports 
(Items considered but no action will be taken at this time.) 

a. Plaque presentation for outgoing Historic Preservation Commissioners: Vicki Dar 
and Tony Williams. 

12. Adjournment 
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Note: All Applications MUST arrive at the City of Deadwood Historic Preservation Office 
by 5:00 p.m. MST on the 1st or 3rd Wednesday of every month in order to be considered 
at the next regularly scheduled Historic Preservation Commission Meeting. 
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Historic Preservation Commission Minutes 
 

Wednesday, May 14, 2025 at 4:00 PM 
 

City Hall, 102 Sherman Street, Deadwood, SD 57732 
  

1. Call Meeting to Order 

 A quorum present, Commission Chair Diede called the Deadwood Historic Preservation 
Commission meeting to order on May 14, 2025, at 4:00 p.m. 

2. Roll Call 

 PRESENT 
HP Commission Chair Leo Diede 
HP Commission Vice Chair Vicki Dar  
HP Commissioner 2nd Vice Chair Trevor Santochi 
HP Commissioner Molly Brown 
HP Commissioner Anita Knipper 
HP Commissioner Jesse Allen 
 

City Commissioner Blake Joseph 

ABSENT: 

HP Commissioner Tony Williams 

STAFF PRESENT  
Kevin Kuchenbecker, Planning, Zoning and Historic Preservation Officer 
Bonny Anfinson, Historic Preservation Coordinator 
Cammie Schmidt, Administrative Assistant 
 
Susan Trucano, Neighborworks 

3. Approval of Minutes 

a. Minutes of 4/23/25 meeting 
 

 It was motioned by Commissioner Brown and seconded by Commissioner 
Allen to approve minutes of the April 23, 2025, meeting. Voting Yea: 
Santochi, Diede, Allen, Dar, Knipper, Brown. 

4. Voucher Approvals 

a. HP Operating Vouchers 

 It was motioned by Commissioner Brown and seconded by Commissioner 
Santochi to approve HP Operating Vouchers in the amount of 
$154,362.09. Voting Yea: Santochi, Diede, Allen, Dar, Knipper, Brown. 
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b. HP Grant Vouchers 

 It was motioned by Commissioner Brown and seconded by Commissioner 
Santochi to approve HP Grant Vouchers in the amount of $45,224.72. 
Voting Yea: Santochi, Diede, Allen, Dar, Knipper, Brown. 

c. HP Revolving Vouchers 
 It was motioned by Commissioner Santochi and seconded by 

Commissioner Brown to approve HP Revolving Vouchers in the amount of 
$24,650.45. Voting Yea: Santochi, Diede, Allen, Dar, Knipper, Brown. 

5. HP Programs and Revolving Loan Program 

a. Revolving Loan Requests 

     Lori & David Wilkinson - 67 Terrace St. - Foundation Loan Request 
     Pamela Massa - 15 Washington - Preservation Loan Request 

It was moved by Commissioner Knipper and seconded by Commissioner 
Allen to accept Lori & David Wilkinson, 67 Terrace St, into the Foundation 
Loan Program and Pamela Massa, 15 Washington, into the Preservation 
Loan Fund. Voting Yea: Santochi, Diede, Allen, Dar, Knipper, Brown. 

6. Old or General Business 

a. Deadwood History Inc. Annual Report and update - Jim Williams, Executive Director 

 Jim Williams, Executive Director of DHI, presented their yearly report regarding DHI 
operations and their partnership with Deadwood Historic Preservation. 

 Commissioner Joseph left during the DHI Presentation at 4:06 p.m. and 
returned to the presentation at 4:10 p.m.  

b. Permission to contract with Stone Land Services in the amount of up to $15,000.00 
for the ongoing creation of a database of title research for ownership early 
Deadwood properties within the core district of the National Historic Landmark. 
(Budgeted 2025 project) 

 Mr. Kuchenbecker stated the Historic Preservation Office would like to hire Julie 
Stone as an independent contractor to research, compile and print off paper copies 
pertaining to the mineral surveys and original townsites in Deadwood’s downtown 
core district. Upon completion, this information will be added to the City’s GIS files 
and used in research pertaining to Boots on Bricks. The cost for this project will not 
exceed $15,000.00 and will be paid out of the 2025 Public Education line item. It 
was moved by Commissioner Brown and seconded by Commissioner Dar 
to recommend to the City Commission to hire Julie Stone to research, 
compile and print off paper copies pertaining to the mineral surveys and 
original townsites in Deadwood’s downtown core district. The fund will 
be paid out of the Public Education line item and not exceed $15,000.00. 
Voting Yea: Santochi, Diede, Allen, Dar, Knipper, Brown. 

c. Request to consider adding Deadwood Days of '76 Inc to the Not-for-Profit Grant's 
qualifying list for ownership of contributing cabin built by the Juso Bros. 
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 Mr. Kuchenbecker stated the Deadwood Days of ‘76 Inc. has submitted a request to 
add the Days of ’76 log cabin to the qualifying list of Not-for-Profits.  

The Not-for-Profit Grant Program applies to only organizations within the City Limits 
of Deadwood that own and manage historic resources. Currently there are nine 
entities identified as qualifying under the program guidelines. Each organization is 
eligible for $10,000 per year for qualifying preservation related projects or up to 
$50,000 over a five year period. Staff is recommending to the Historic Preservation 
Commission to add the Days of ’76 log cabin to the qualifying list of Not-for-Profits. 
It was moved by Commissioner Santochi and seconded by Commissioner 
Allen to add the Days of ’76 log cabin to the qualifying list of Not-for-
Profits. Voting Yea: Santochi, Diede, Allen, Dar, Knipper, Brown. 

d. Approve grant application from Broken Boot Gold Mine for a Not-for-Profit Grant in 
the amount of $25,463.64 for repairs to exit tunnel of the mine.  

 Mr. Kuchenbecker stated the Broken Boot Gold Mine has submitted a Not-for-Profit 
grant to repair the exit tunnel of the mine. The total cost of this project is 
$50,350.00. This request is for $25,463.64. Per the Deadwood Not-For-Profit Grant 
Policy Guidelines, qualified organizations may be eligible for a grant of up to 
$10,000 per year not to exceed $50,000 in a five-year period. Per these guidelines 
they have $25,463.64 available.  The applicant and project qualify under the 
current guidelines as set forth in the adopted application from the Deadwood 
Historic Preservation Commission. The Projects Committee reviewed this request 
and recommended approving the grant request to the Broken Boot Gold Mine in the 
amount they have available, $25,463.64 for repairs to the exit tunnel of the mine. 

 It was moved by Commissioner Santochi and seconded by Commissioner 
Brown to recommend to the City Commission to approve the Not-For-
Profit grant to the Broken Boot Gold Mine in the amount of $25,463.64 
for repairs to the exit tunnel of the mine. Voting Yea: Santochi, Diede, 
Allen, Dar, Knipper, Brown. 

e. Approve Not-for-profit grant request from Days of '76 Inc. for log staining, repairs 
and replacement in the amount of $16,710.00. 

 Mr. Kuchenbecker stated the Days of 76’ Inc. has submitted a Not-for-Profit grant 
to restore the exterior of the historic log cabin. The total cost of this project is 
$16,710.00. Per the Deadwood Not-For-Profit Grant Policy Guidelines, qualified 
organizations may be eligible for a grant of up to $10,000 per year not to exceed 
$50,000 in a five-year period. Per these guidelines they have $50,000.00 available. 
The applicant and project qualify under the current guidelines as set forth in the 
adopted application from the Deadwood Historic Preservation Commission. The 
Projects Committee reviewed this request and recommended approving the grant 
request to the Days of ’76 Inc. in the amount of $16,710.00 for exterior repairs to 
the log cabin. It was moved by Commissioner Dar and seconded by 
Commissioner Knipper to recommend to the City Commission to approve 
the Not-For-Profit grant to Days of ’76 Inc. in the amount of $16,710.00 
for exterior repairs to the log cabin. Voting Yea: Santochi, Diede, Allen, 
Dar, Knipper, Brown. 
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7. New Matters Before the Deadwood Historic District Commission 

8. New Matters Before the Deadwood Historic Preservation Commission 

a. PA 250068 - James Lee - 24 McKinley - Replace picture window 

Mr. Kuchenbecker stated the applicant has submitted an application for Project 
Approval for work at 24 McKinley St., a noncontributing structure located in the 
Large's Flat Planning Unit. The applicant is requesting permission to replace the 
front picture window. The proposed work and changes do not encroach upon, 
damage or destroy a historic resource or have an adverse effect on the character of 
the building or the historic character of the State and National Register Historic 
Districts or the Deadwood National Historic Landmark District. It was moved by 
Commissioner Santochi and seconded by Commission Dar based upon the guidance 
found in DCO 17.68.050, I find that the exterior alteration proposed is congruous 
with the historical, architectural, archaeological or cultural aspects of the district 
and MOVE to grant Certification of Appropriateness. Voting Yea: Santochi, Diede, 
Williams, Dar, Knipper, Brown. It was moved by Commissioner Knipper and 
seconded by Commissioner Santochi based upon the guidance found in 
DCO 17.68.050, I find that the exterior alteration proposed is congruous 
with the historical, architectural, archaeological or cultural aspects of the 
district and move to grant Certification of Appropriateness. Voting Yea: 
Santochi, Diede, Allen, Dar, Knipper, Brown. 

b. PA 250069 - 39 Centennial - James Buttke - Remove upper porch rail to replace 
with smaller railed porch 

 Mr. Kuchenbecker stated the applicant has submitted an application for Project 
Approval for work at 39 Centennial, a Contributing structure located in the Forest 
Hill Planning Unit in the City of Deadwood. The applicant is requesting permission 
to remove upper porch rail which is very rotted and not historic. Replace with much 
smaller upper railed in area only around upper door. Replace lower plywood posts 
with solid cedar 6"x6" posts with two added posts and solid cedar beam under 
porch roof supported by new posts. Lower posts are also starting to rot. Plan is to 
use iron railing for upper railed in area around upper door. In review of the Sanborn 
Fire Insurance maps, the first coverage of this area is 1903 which shows the front 
porch. The wrap-around side porch was added between 1915 and 1923. The deck 
of the main floor of the front porch and presumably the balustrade balcony was 
removed and rebuilt in the configuration shown today. The original configuration 
and post design has not been researched at this time due to meeting and 
conference schedules. As such, staff opinion is that the current configuration is 
appropriate but the proposed 6x6 post and smaller balcony with metal railing will 
not be appropriate. Until a photograph is found, staff is not comfortable 
recommending approval or rendering an opinion that the proposed work and 
changes do not encroach upon, damage or destroy a historic resource or have an 
adverse effect on the character of the building or the historic character of the State 
and National Register Historic Districts or the Deadwood National Historic Landmark 
District.  

Commissioner Joseph left the meeting at 4:56 p.m. 

6

Section 3 Item a.



 
 

 Commissioner Knipper asked if this is something we need to further investigate. Mr. 
Kuchenbecker stated he would prefer this be continued. Commissioner Santochi 
stated he has sympathy for this house. I have had similar problems on my house 
and to keep the integrity of the roof and put a guard rail on it, it is not an easy 
thing to do. As soon as you break into that roofing material …. I am not sure what 
they are going to do. Commissioner Brown stated, in the historic photo there wasn’t 
a railing. Commissioner Santochi agreed there should be a continuation. 

  It was moved by Commissioner Knipper and seconded by Commissioner 
Santochi to continue this project approval to the next meeting and direct 
staff to do additional research on the configuration of the porch. Voting 
Yea: Santochi, Diede, Allen, Dar, Knipper, Brown. 

c. PA 250070 - Ben & Sheri Greenlee - 52 Van Buren - Replace siding due to mold 

 Mr. Kuchenbecker stated the applicant has submitted an application for Project 
Approval for work at 52 Van Buren, a contributing structure located in the Ingleside 
Planning Unit in the City of Deadwood. The applicant has submitted an application 
to replace the siding. When remodeling the interior, we found black mold on the 
exterior walls. This is due to inadequate vapor barriers on the exterior. The only 
way to prevent this from happening again is to replace the siding. The existing 
siding is also brittle with some rotting and won't take paint. This is a health safety 
issue that must be corrected. The Historic Preservation Commission reviewed a 
request to replace the siding at the April 9, 2025, meeting. The request was 
approved contingent upon the project being repaired rather than replaced using 
wood siding with the same reveal. The applicant is now stating that the siding 
needs to be removed because of mold which was not presented in their previous 
application nor was it discussed or witnessed when staff did a site visit of the siding 
project. The applicant has submitted pictures of the interior sheathing when the 
applicant was remodeling the interior. The city building inspector did inspections 
during the remodel process and took photos of the exposed sheathing and exterior 
window installation which are included in this staff report. Additional photos from 
the proposed contractor show poor siding repairs above windows, which is a result 
of the replacement windows being installed which were smaller than the original 
windows. The self-reported mold (no test results submitted) was apparently treated 
when the walls were opened during the interior remodel. The photos appear to 
show staining in the attic likely a result of leaking roof. Staff still believe the siding 
can be repaired in small areas of the resource; however, if approved for 
replacement, the siding should be smooth and match the original reveal and trim 
details. The proposed work and changes does damage or destroy a historic 
resource by losing the original material which can be restored but would not have 
an adverse effect on the character of the building or the historic character of the 
State and National Register Historic Districts or the Deadwood National Historic 
Landmark District.  Commissioner Allen asked when staff was present was there 
mold present. Mr. Kuchenbecker stated it was not brought to our attention. 
Commissioner Allen stated the windows are not the right size. Mr. Kuchenbecker 
stated that is part of the reason why now they have these patches. Commissioner 
Dar stated she went up and looked at it. You can pull the siding out, get the nail 
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out and slide new siding in so it would not be the little pieces above the window. 
Commissioner Santochi asked if they originally want to replace some of the siding. 
Mr. Kuchenbecker stated they want to replace the whole thing. Commissioner 
Santochi asked if we are going to prevent them from replacing portions of the 
siding. Mr. Kuchenbecker stated they asked for new siding before and the 
Commission approved repair rather than replace. We had that contingency and now 
they are back before you. Commissioner Diede asked if there was mold underneath 
the siding. Mr. Kuchenbecker stated they gutted it to the bear walls and that is why 
you see the inside of the sheathing. According to them, they remedied the mold, 
insulated and put new drywall up. The inside of the house is fully finished.  Mr. 
Santochi asked if there is still the outside of the house. Commissioner Knipper 
stated they are wanting to prevent future mold on the siding. They are asking 
about a barrier under the siding. Mr. Kuchenbecker stated it was built in the 1930s 
and had a rosin paper barrier which was traditional at that time. Commissioner 
Knipper asked if there was any merit to the mold concern. Mr. Kuchenbecker stated 
without having seen it or having it tested, I do not know. To our knowledge, no 
testing done. Commissioner Knipper asked if they were going to use a wood siding 
or a composite.  Mr. Kuchenbecker stated they were going to use LP Smart Siding. 
Commissioner Knipper asked if they are still planning on using the composite siding. 
I know the mold wasn’t in their original application and if it was a concern, it should 
have been. Commissioner Dar stated you don’t see mold everywhere. Commissioner 
Knipper stated the pictures of May 2024 looks like there might have been mold and 
I assume it has been treated. Commissioner Santochi stated that is on the inside.  
Mr. Kuchenbecker said the picture is of the attic. That would be the roof. 
Commissioner Diede stated it would have nothing to do with the siding. 
Commissioner Diede asked if there was any evidence of mold on the siding. Mr. 
Kuchenbecker stated not that I saw.  

It was moved by Commissioner Brown and seconded by Commissioner 
Santochi based upon all the evidence presented, I move to make a finding 
that this project DOES encroach upon, damage, or destroy any historic 
property included in the National Register of Historic Places or the State 
Register of Historic Places. Voting Yea: Santochi, Diede, Allen, Dar, 
Knipper, Brown. 

 It was moved by Commissioner Brown and seconded by Commissioner 
Santochi based upon the guidance in the U.S. Department of the Interior 
standards for historic preservation, restoration, and rehabilitation 
projects adopted by rules promulgated pursuant to SDCL 1-19A & 1-19B, 
et seq, I find that the project is ADVERSE to Deadwood and move to 
DENY the project as presented. Voting Yea: Santochi, Diede, Allen, Dar, 
Knipper, Brown. 

 

d. PA 250071 - 846 Main St. - Sunnyside Condos - Exterior Repairs 

 Mr. Kuchenbecker stated the applicant has submitted an application for Project 
Approval for work at 846 Main St., a Contributing structure located in the Upper 
Main Planning Unit. The applicant is requesting permission to repair rot at the 
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bottom 2x band boards. It will be replaced with 2x James Hardie Cement Board. For 
the building roof lines, gutter apron and facia, finish some white metal flashing to 
maintain all historical lines while also helping to attain a maintenance free exterior 
cladding. Another detail will be the window and door trim. Add a white metal 
flashing wrap to three sides of the openings to eliminate maintenance such as 
paint. The ownership group is attempting to create a maintenance free exterior of 
the structure. Wrapping windows can have pros and cons but typically it is not a 
preservation approach which is acceptable. Without proper sealant, moisture can 
penetrate the window and rot the window sill without knowledge of the owner. This 
will require annual inspection and replacement of the sealant on a regular basis, 
thus not meeting the maintenance free expectations. Additionally, the metal 
wrapping of trim is susceptible to denting from hail. Staff acknowledge some of the 
trim is wrapped with metal from a previous renovation; however, the sealant seems 
to have deteriorated and metal slopes back toward the glazing. The wrapping of the 
windows and facia/soffit with aluminum does not meet the Secretary of Interior 
standards. Because the proposed work does not meet the standards, it is staff’s 
opinion, the proposed work and changes does damage and destroy the historic 
materials of the resource and may have an adverse effect on the character of the 
building or the historic character of the State and National Register Historic Districts 
or the Deadwood National Historic Landmark District. 

 It was moved by Commissioner Santochi and seconded by Commissioner 
Brown based upon all the evidence presented, I move to make a finding 
that this project DOES encroach upon, damage, or destroy any historic 
property included in the National Register of Historic Places or the State 
Register of Historic Places. Voting Yea: Santochi, Diede, Allen, Dar, 
Knipper, Brown. 

 It was moved by Commissioner Santochi and seconded by Commissioner 
Brown based upon the guidance in the U.S. Department of the Interior 
standards for historic preservation, restoration, and rehabilitation 
projects adopted by rules promulgated pursuant to SDCL 1-19A & 1-19B, 
et seq, I find that the project is ADVERSE to Deadwood and move to 
DENY the project as presented. Voting Yea: Santochi, Diede, Allen, Dar, 
Knipper, Brown. 

e. PA 250053 - Annie Tice-Poseley - 12 Dakota - Replace Windows/Doors/Siding 
Repair/Construct an Addition 

 Mr. Kuchenbecker stated the applicant has submitted an application for Project 
Approval for work at 12 Dakota St., a noncontributing structure located in the 
Upper Main Planning Unit in the City of Deadwood. The applicant is requesting 
permission to replace windows and doors throughout the house. (not front porch) 
Re-roof the house along with siding repair and paint. Addition to the back west side 
of house, addition will be a master bedroom and one bedroom with bathroom. This 
is for my elderly parents so they have a bedroom on the main floor. The second 
level will be open room. Patio will be concrete slab 24x24. 

Since the original project approval application submittal, the applicant is changing 
the request to review replacing the windows and rafters in the original section of 
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the structure at this time. In 2016 approval was given to evaluate the condition of 
the non-compliant windows and replace with wood windows. The previous owner 
received revolving loan funds to repair siding ($10,000.00) and replace four 
inappropriate windows ($3,200.00) in an effort to reverse portions of the house 
which had caused the resource to lose its historic integrity. These windows are 
located in the original structure, two on the left, one in front and one on the right 
sides. The applicant is requesting permission to replace the rafters with the same 
pitch but with a different type to open up the ceiling area. At this time, the 
commission will just be reviewing the roof system which will include wood facia and 
soffit when completed along with asphalt shingles. The windows will be double or 
single hung wood windows set in a side-by-side fashion appropriate for the 
resource. The applicant will be submitting additional information along with plans 
for the proposed addition. Reviewing the roof system and windows, it is staffs’ 
opinion, this proposed work and changes do encroach upon, damage or destroy a 
historic resource or have an adverse effect on the character of the building or the 
historic character of the State and National Register Historic Districts or the 
Deadwood National Historic Landmark District. It was moved by Commissioner 
Knipper and seconded by Commissioner Dar based upon all the evidence 
presented, I find that this project DOES NOT encroach upon, damage, or 
destroy any historic property included in the National Register of Historic 
Places or the State Register of Historic Places, and therefore move to 
grant a project approval. Voting Yea: Santochi, Diede, Allen, Dar, Knipper, 
Brown. 

9. Items from Citizens not on Agenda 
(Items considered but no action will be taken at this time.) 

 Beverly Posey stated Butt Brigade will be May 22, meet at Tin Lizzies. 

10. Staff Report 
(Items considered but no action will be taken at this time.) 

 Mrs. Anfinson introduced Cammie Schmidt the new Administrative Assistant. 

 Mr. Kuchenbecker stated the State History Conference was hosted by Deadwood last 
week.  DHI staff did a great job. The 150th Celebration committee has been working on 
advents. Deadwood Alive will be holding free locals’ nights for the Trial of Jack McCall on 
May 19 and 20. Department heads attended the Chamber Annual Meeting. Very nice job 
done by the staff. We will have special guest riding in the Days Parade on the Deadwood 
Chuck Wagon, Secretary of State Mone Johnson and Judy Davis from the Governor’s 
Office.  An invitation has been sent to the Governor to participate in the dedication of the 
Wong statue. The Legislative Appropriations Committee will be coming to Deadwood in 
September.  

11. Committee Reports 
(Items considered but no action will be taken at this time.) 

 Commissioner Dar stated Hops and Hogs is this weekend. There are still tickets available 
for Saturday. 

10

Section 3 Item a.



 
 

 Commissioner Allen stated Trails Committee is working on the railroad parking lot trail.  
This trail should be open by Father’s Day weekend. Events coming up, Summer Kick-off 
on Memorial Weekend, Wild Bill Days, Back when they Bucked and Stage Coach getting 
ready. 

 Commissioner Brown stated Economic Development has funding still available for loans 
for anyone wanting to start a business in Deadwood, Central City, Lead and surrounding 
areas. 

 Commissioner Santochi stated the History Conference was very good.  Rose Speirs did a 
great job coordinating the event and facility.  

 Commissioner Diede stated this was one of the best conferences he has attended.  

12. Adjournment 

 
The HP Commission meeting adjourned at 5:25  p.m. 

 

ATTEST: 

 

  ___________________________________ 

Chairman, Historic Preservation Commission 

Minutes by Bonny Anfinson, Historic Preservation Coordinator  
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M E M O R A N D U M 

 

Date: May 23, 2025 

To: Deadwood Historic Preservation Commission 

From: Kevin Kuchenbecker, Historic Preservation Officer 

 Bonny Anfinson, Program Coordinator 

Re: Accept 79 Stewart into Retaining Wall Program 

 

The Historic Preservation Commission has received an application for the 
Retaining Wall Program.   

 Maria Hedger – 79 Stewart – Wall is located in front of structure along 
the City sidewalk. Staff conducted an on-site review of the retaining wall 
and determined it is not a historic wall.  However, if the retaining wall 

fails it could fall into the street causing a life safety issue which would 
then qualify under the retaining wall program.  

 

Recommended Motion: 

Move to accept Maria Hedger, 79 Stewart, into the retaining wall program.   

OFFICE OF 
PLANNING, ZONING AND 
HISTORIC PRESERVATION 

108 Sherman Street 
Telephone (605) 578-2082 

Fax (605) 722-0786 
 

 

Kevin Kuchenbecker 
Planning, Zoning and  

Historic Preservation Officer 
Telephone (605) 578-2082 

kevin@cityofdeadwood.com 
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Date: January 18, 2024 

Case No. 240012 
Address: 37 Denver St. 

Staff Report 

The applicant has submitted an application for work at 37 Denver St., a non-contributing structure located 

in the Deadwood Creek Planning Unit in the City of Deadwood. 

Applicant: Lance Bobolz 
Owner: The FHT Company, LLC / Lance Bobolz  

Constructed: c 1895 

CRITERIA FOR THE ISSUANCE OF A PROJECT APPROVAL 

The Historic Preservation Commission shall use the following criteria in granting or denying the 

Project Approval: 

General Factors: 

1. Historic significance of the resource: 
This structure has sustained many modern alterations, such as replacement of all first-floor windows 

with modern units, re-siding with modern T-111 on the first floor, addition of a new porch/deck. In 

addition, the second level may be non-historic. Because of these changes, the house has lost 

integrity and cannot currently contribute to the Deadwood National Historic Landmark District. 

2. Architectural design of the resource and proposed alterations: 
The applicant is requesting permission to replace three windows on 2nd floor with new windows left 

by previous owner. Repair leaking porch roof and replace rotten wood and railing. 

Attachments: No Plans: 

No 

Photos: Yes 

Staff Opinion: 
Staff has conducted a site visit. The windows will fit within the openings of the existing window 

configuration. The proposed work and changes do not encroach upon, damage or destroy a historic 

resource or have an adverse effect on the character of the building or the historic character of the State 

and National Register Historic Districts or the Deadwood National Historic Landmark District.  
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Motions available for commission action: 

A: If you, as a commissioner, have determined the Project DOES NOT Encroach Upon, Damage or 

Destroy a historic property then: 

Based upon all the evidence presented, I find that this project DOES NOT encroach upon, 

damage, or destroy any historic property included in the national register of historic places or 

the state register of historic places, and therefore move to grant a project approval. 

 

If you, as a commissioner, have determined the Project will Encroach Upon, Damage or Destroy a 

historic property then: 

B: First Motion: 

Based upon all the evidence presented, I move to make a finding that this project DOES 

encroach upon, damage, or destroy any historic property included in the national register of 

historic places or the state register of historic places. [If this, move on to 2nd Motion and choose 

an option.] 

C: Second Motion: 

Option 1: Based upon the guidance in the U.S. Department of the Interior standards for historic 

preservation, restoration, and rehabilitation projects adopted by rules promulgated pursuant to 

SDCL 1-19A & 1-19B, et seq, I find that the project is NOT ADVERSE to Deadwood and move 

to APPROVE the project as presented. 

OR 
Option 2: Based upon the guidance in the U.S. Department of the Interior standards for historic 

preservation, restoration, and rehabilitation projects adopted by rules promulgated pursuant to 

SDCL 1-19A & 1-19B, et seq, I find that the project is ADVERSE to Deadwood and move to 

DENY the project as presented. 
OR 

Option 3: Based upon the guidance in the U.S. Department of the Interior standards for historic 

preservation, restoration, and rehabilitation projects adopted by rules promulgated pursuant to 

SDCL 1-19A & 1-19B, et seq, I find that the project is ADVERSE to Deadwood, but the 

applicant has explored ALL REASONABLE AND PRUDENT ALTERNATIVES, and so I move 

to APPROVE the project as presented. 
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Date: May 08, 2025 

Case No. 250069 

Address: 39 Centennial 

Staff Report 

The applicant has submitted an application for Project Approval for work at 39 Centennial, a 

Contributing structure located in the Forest Hill Planning Unit in the City of Deadwood. 

Applicant: James Buttke 

Owner: BUTTKE, JAMES 

Constructed: 1890 

CRITERIA FOR THE ISSUANCE OF A PROJECT APPROVAL 

The Historic Preservation Commission shall use the following criteria in granting or denying the 

Project Approval: 

General Factors: 

1. Historic significance of the resource: 

This building is a contributing resource in the Deadwood National Historic Landmark District. It 

is significant for its historic association with the founding and initial period of growth of the town 

of Deadwood. Spurred by the tremendous mining boom of 1876, Deadwood grew quickly and 

became the first major urban center of western South Dakota. Deadwood’s economic 

prominence during the late 1800s and early 1900s was reflected by the construction of a 

number of large residences such as this one. These houses displayed a variety of architectural 

styles: Queen Anne, Second Empire, Colonial, and even Gothic variants are found locally. 

Together, these houses are among the strongest reminders of Deadwood’s nineteenth-century 

boom. 

2. Architectural design of the resource and proposed alterations: 

The applicant is requesting permission to remove upper porch rail which is very rotted and not 

historic. Replace with much smaller upper railed in area only around upper door. Replace lower 

plywood posts with solid cedar 6"x6" posts with two added posts and solid cedar beam under 

porch roof supported by new posts. Lower posts are also starting to rot. Plan is to use iron 

railing for upper railed in area around upper door. 

UPDATE AFTER CONTINUATION: The look I prefer for the porch restoration is basically the 

same as the photo from your archives for 39 Centennial.  If I am not required to have any sort 

of railing around the upper door, I will secure the door in the closed position to prevent small 

children from accessing the porch roof and not have any upper rail on the roof of the porch. The 

current porch posts have concrete poured around them and the bottom part of each post is 

basically buried in concrete which I believe is causing the wood to rot on the bottom and 

shifting of the entire post. I feel the best restoration would be to replace the current posts with 

solid 6x6 cedar posts which will sit on top of the concrete. Cedar posts will last for centuries if 

not allowed to sit in water for long periods of time. I also feel a beam on top of the posts is 

necessary to better support the porch roof as it is currently sagging in some places. Feel free to 

contact me if you have any further questions of my restoration plans. 

Attachments: Yes 

Plans: Yes 

Photos: Yes 
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Staff Opinion: 

In review of the Sanborn Fire Insurance maps, the first coverage of this area is 1903 which shows 

the front porch. The wrap-around side porch was added between 1915 and 1923. The deck of the 

main floor of the front porch and presumably the balustrade balcony was removed and rebuilt in the 

configuration shown today.  

The original configuration and post design has not been researched at this time due to meeting and 

conference schedules. As such, staff opinion is that the current configuration is appropriate but the 

proposed 6x6 post and smaller balcony with metal railing will not be appropriate. Until a photograph 

is found, staff is not comfortable recommending approval or rendering an opinion that the proposed 

work and changes do not encroach upon, damage or destroy a historic resource or have an adverse 

effect on the character of the building or the historic character of the State and National Register 

Historic Districts or the Deadwood National Historic Landmark District.  

UPDATE AFTER CONTINUATION 

The applicant discussed changes to the original request with staff. Plans are to do away with the 

upper porch and block the door on the second story from the inside and repair the support posts with 

Cedar. Cedar posts are available in turned columns or can should at least add some architectural 

details to make the posts congruent with the resource. The posts as well as the beam should also be 

primed and painted.  

If the posts are enhanced with architectural details with the resource and painted, the proposed work 

and changes do not encroach upon, damage or destroy a historic resource or have an adverse effect 

on the character of the building or the historic character of the State and National Register Historic 

Districts or the Deadwood National Historic Landmark District. 
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Motions available for commission action: 

A: If you, as a commissioner, have determined the Project DOES NOT Encroach Upon, 

Damage or Destroy a historic property then: 

Based upon all the evidence presented, I find that this project DOES NOT encroach 

upon, damage, or destroy any historic property included in the national register of historic 

places or the state register of historic places, and therefore move to grant a project 

approval. 

 

If you, as a commissioner, have determined the Project will Encroach Upon, Damage or 

Destroy a historic property then: 

B: First Motion: 

Based upon all the evidence presented, I move to make a finding that this project DOES 

encroach upon, damage, or destroy any historic property included in the national register 

of historic places or the state register of historic places. [If this, move on to 2nd Motion 

and choose an option.] 

C: Second Motion: 

Option 1: Based upon the guidance in the U.S. Department of the Interior standards for 

historic preservation, restoration, and rehabilitation projects adopted by rules 

promulgated pursuant to SDCL 1-19A & 1-19B, et seq, I find that the project is NOT 

ADVERSE to Deadwood and move to APPROVE the project as presented. 

OR 

Option 2: Based upon the guidance in the U.S. Department of the Interior standards for 

historic preservation, restoration, and rehabilitation projects adopted by rules 

promulgated pursuant to SDCL 1-19A & 1-19B, et seq, I find that the project is ADVERSE 

to Deadwood and move to DENY the project as presented. 

OR 

Option 3: Based upon the guidance in the U.S. Department of the Interior standards for 

historic preservation, restoration, and rehabilitation projects adopted by rules 

promulgated pursuant to SDCL 1-19A & 1-19B, et seq, I find that the project is ADVERSE 

to Deadwood, but the applicant has explored ALL REASONABLE AND PRUDENT 

ALTERNATIVES, and so I move to APPROVE the project as presented. 
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Date: May 23, 2025 

Case No. 250044 

Address: 874 Main St. 

Staff Report 

The applicant has submitted an application for Project Approval for work at 874 Main St., a 

contributing structure located in the Upper Main Planning Unit in the City of Deadwood. 

Applicant: Dale & Susan Berg 

Owner: BERG, DALE N TRUSTEE / BERG, SUSAN R TRUSTEE 

Constructed: c 1935 

CRITERIA FOR THE ISSUANCE OF A PROJECT APPROVAL 

The Historic Preservation Commission shall use the following criteria in granting or denying the 

Project Approval: 

General Factors: 

1. Historic significance of the resource: 

This building is a contributing resource in the Deadwood National Historic Landmark District. It 

is significant for its historic association with the founding and initial period of growth of the town 

of Deadwood. Spurred by the tremendous mining boom of 1876, Deadwood grew quickly and 

became the first major urban center of western South Dakota. Deadwood’s economic 

prominence during the late 1800s and early 1900s was reflected by the construction of a 

number of large residences such as this one. These houses displayed a variety of architectural 

styles: Queen Anne, Second Empire, Colonial, and even Gothic variants are found locally. 

Together, these houses are among the strongest reminders of Deadwood’s nineteenth-century 

boom. 

2. Architectural design of the resource and proposed alterations: 

UPDATE: Attached is the most recent concept for a proposed building. The applicant has 

removed the other structure. 

Attachments: Yes 

Plans: Yes 

Photos: Yes 

Staff Opinion: 

UPDATE 05-23-2025: Staff has met and discussed the proposed project with the applicant on a 

few occasions over the past several weeks including conversing with the drafting company. 

Attached are the plans for the new structure. The plan bases its design from Victorian carriage 

houses and is more compatible with the existing contributing house and historic district than 

previous designs. 

Based on the submitted scaled drawings, the size has been reduced to 44’ in length and 18’-6”. 

The height of the covered porch has also been reduced from 13’-0” to 8’-4”. This plan is more 

appropriate than the previous structure and design alternatives submitted. 
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Motions available for commission action: 

A: If you, as a commissioner, have determined the Project DOES NOT Encroach Upon, 

Damage or Destroy a historic property then: 

Based upon all the evidence presented, I find that this project DOES NOT encroach 

upon, damage, or destroy any historic property included in the national register of historic 

places or the state register of historic places, and therefore move to grant a project 

approval. 

 

If you, as a commissioner, have determined the Project will Encroach Upon, Damage or 

Destroy a historic property then: 

B: First Motion: 

Based upon all the evidence presented, I move to make a finding that this project DOES 

encroach upon, damage, or destroy any historic property included in the national register 

of historic places or the state register of historic places. [If this, move on to 2nd Motion 

and choose an option.] 

C: Second Motion: 

Option 1: Based upon the guidance in the U.S. Department of the Interior standards for 

historic preservation, restoration, and rehabilitation projects adopted by rules 

promulgated pursuant to SDCL 1-19A & 1-19B, et seq, I find that the project is NOT 

ADVERSE to Deadwood and move to APPROVE the project as presented. 

OR 

Option 2: Based upon the guidance in the U.S. Department of the Interior standards for 

historic preservation, restoration, and rehabilitation projects adopted by rules 

promulgated pursuant to SDCL 1-19A & 1-19B, et seq, I find that the project is ADVERSE 

to Deadwood and move to DENY the project as presented. 

OR 

Option 3: Based upon the guidance in the U.S. Department of the Interior standards for 

historic preservation, restoration, and rehabilitation projects adopted by rules 

promulgated pursuant to SDCL 1-19A & 1-19B, et seq, I find that the project is ADVERSE 

to Deadwood, but the applicant has explored ALL REASONABLE AND PRUDENT 

ALTERNATIVES, and so I move to APPROVE the project as presented. 
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Date: May 23, 2025 

Case No. 250082 

Address: 37 Lincoln 

Ave. 

Staff Report 

The applicant has submitted an application for Project Approval for work at 37 Lincoln Ave., a 

structure located in the Ingleside Planning Unit in the City of Deadwood. 

Applicant: Danika McFarland 

Owner: MCFARLAND, DANIKA0 

Constructed: c 1880 

CRITERIA FOR THE ISSUANCE OF A PROJECT APPROVAL 

The Historic Preservation Commission shall use the following criteria in granting or denying the 

Project Approval: 

General Factors: 

1. Historic significance of the resource: 

This building is a contributing resource in the Deadwood National Historic Landmark District. It 

is significant for its historic association with the founding and initial period of growth of the town 

of Deadwood. Spurred by the tremendous mining boom of 1875, Deadwood grew quickly and 

became the first major urban center of western South Dakota. This house displays the 

architectural characteristics common to working-class housing in pre-World War I Deadwood. 

These small, vernacular cottages, typically of foursquare or T-gable plan, occasionally featured 

limited Queen Anne detailing. A number of these houses survive today, scattered throughout 

Deadwood's neighborhoods. This is one of the oldest and best-preserved houses in the 

Ingleside neighborhood. 

2. Architectural design of the resource and proposed alterations: 

The applicant is requesting permission to construct a conservatory on the back of the house. 

Plans are to remove the newer addition on the back and replace with the conservatory. 

Attachments: yes 

Plans: yes 

Photos: Yes 

Staff Opinion: 

The applicant had originally received approval to add on to the back of the structure with an addition, 

conservatory and garage. After reviewing the quotes, the applicant determined the costs are way too 

high to proceed. New plans have been submitted to remove the non-historic addition on the back of 

the structure and build a conservatory in the same footprint. The proposed work and changes do not 

encroach upon, damage or destroy a historic resource or have an adverse effect on the character of 

the building or the historic character of the State and National Register Historic Districts or the 

Deadwood National Historic Landmark District. 
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Motions available for commission action: 

A: If you, as a commissioner, have determined the Project DOES NOT Encroach Upon, 

Damage or Destroy a historic property then: 

Based upon all the evidence presented, I find that this project DOES NOT encroach 

upon, damage, or destroy any historic property included in the national register of historic 

places or the state register of historic places, and therefore move to grant a project 

approval. 

 

If you, as a commissioner, have determined the Project will Encroach Upon, Damage or 

Destroy a historic property then: 

B: First Motion: 

Based upon all the evidence presented, I move to make a finding that this project DOES 

encroach upon, damage, or destroy any historic property included in the national register 

of historic places or the state register of historic places. [If this, move on to 2nd Motion 

and choose an option.] 

C: Second Motion: 

Option 1: Based upon the guidance in the U.S. Department of the Interior standards for 

historic preservation, restoration, and rehabilitation projects adopted by rules 

promulgated pursuant to SDCL 1-19A & 1-19B, et seq, I find that the project is NOT 

ADVERSE to Deadwood and move to APPROVE the project as presented. 

OR 

Option 2: Based upon the guidance in the U.S. Department of the Interior standards for 

historic preservation, restoration, and rehabilitation projects adopted by rules 

promulgated pursuant to SDCL 1-19A & 1-19B, et seq, I find that the project is ADVERSE 

to Deadwood and move to DENY the project as presented. 

OR 

Option 3: Based upon the guidance in the U.S. Department of the Interior standards for 

historic preservation, restoration, and rehabilitation projects adopted by rules 

promulgated pursuant to SDCL 1-19A & 1-19B, et seq, I find that the project is ADVERSE 

to Deadwood, but the applicant has explored ALL REASONABLE AND PRUDENT 

ALTERNATIVES, and so I move to APPROVE the project as presented. 
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5/22/2025

LINCOLN AVE CONSERVATORY

19
'-1

"

21'-2"

11
'-6

"

7'-5"

Copyright © 2025 Tanglewood Conservatories, Ltd. All Rights 
Reserved. This drawings and the design represented herein are the 
intellectual property of Tanglewood Conservatories, Ltd., Denton, MD 
USA. Reproduction of this document or the design depicted herein, 
without express written consent of Tanglewood Conservatories, Ltd. is 
strictly prohibited.
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In Memory of Pvt. Joseph Nathaniel Ritter 

A Carbonate Camp Pioneer 

163rd Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry 

“100 Days Men of Ohio 1864” 

1845 – May 3, 1893 
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CARBONATE CAMP CEMETERY, LAWRENCE COUNTY, SD 

July 7, 2025 – 1pm 

 

 

Master of Ceremonies – Jeannine Guern 

Pastor David Baer 

Deadwood Mayor/Lawrence County Commission? 

Dakota Gold ? 

Local Preservationists? 

Family of Joseph N. Ritter 

Military Firing Squad, Taps and Flag Presentation  

                                                                         DIGNITARIES 

South Dakota National Guard 

Office of Veterans Affairs 

Spearfish Honor Guard 

Mayor of Lead and Deadwood? 

Joseph Ritter Family 
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A huge thank you to Barrick Mines and Dakota Gold for their 

tremendous unwavering support and dedication to help 

protect the Carbonate Cemetery, clean up and road 

preparation and repairs (so we could get to the cemetery), 

anchoring the headstone and assisting in the preservation of 

the pioneer cemetery for future generations. Thank you to the 

Lawrence County Historical Society for the donation of the 

metal sign that will list the names of those buried at the 

Carbonate Cemetery as part of the preservation process. 

Thank you to the South Dakota National Guard, Spearfish 

Honor Guard, City of Lead for providing seating for the service, 

City of Deadwood, Monument Health Lead - Deadwood 

Hospital for the canopy, having paramedics available and 

water, Pastor David Baer and Jeanine Guern for assisting with 

the memorial service and VA headstone dedication for our 

grandfather. Thank you to all of the local historians that have 

offered advice through the years and work so hard every day 

to protect our history here in South Dakota, we sincerely 

appreciate you and all you do. 
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Carbonate Camp, SD, Pioneer and Saloon Owner – Joseph “Joe” Ritter 1875 – 1893 

Story by Nicole Shiffrar 

Joseph Nathaniel Ritter was an original pioneer to Carbonate Camp and the Deadwood region of South 

Dakota. We have a rich family history in this area of South Dakota that has never been shared much 

publicly, but we thought it was important to share, as so much gets lost over time. Fortunately, our 

family has preserved these memories over time, and we would like to share our love of family and 

history with all of you reading this. Joe Ritter’s full story has never really been shared to the full extent, 

so we hope you enjoy.  

 

Ritter Farm on the Maumee River, Napoleon, Ohio, 1917 

The First of the Ritter Family in America 

The Ritter Family came from Germany, entering America through the port of Philadelphia about 

the year 1760. They originated from the city of Mannheim, Germany, and they were relations to 

the Royal Saxon Family. The Ritter Family were originally Lutherans, and they published the first 

German Newspaper in America. The Duke of Saxe-Weimar, on his visit to Lancaster in 1825, he 

recalled the office of the Ohio Eagle, then a German Language Newspaper, where he was shown 
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a dozen different newspapers from across the country; he recorded in his memoirs that the best 

edited of them was by Mr. Ritter of Philadelphia. 

 

Joseph Nathaniel Ritter was born on the Ritter Farm on the Maumee River in Henry County, Ohio, in 

1845 to a prominent farming family, the oldest of 10 children. His parents, John Ritter, Jr. and Elizabeth 

Gottensberger Shetterly Ritter, married in 1844, farmed the land of Ohio and operated the Ritter Flour 

Mill in Napoleon, Ohio, until John died in 1871. Elizabeth then made her home with her son Levi in 

Malinta, Ohio following his death. Elizabeth had been a devout member of the M.E. Church from the age 

of 14, her last membership at the Sharon Church where a memorial tablet was established in her honor. 

She also founded the Elizabeth Ritter Industrial Home in Athens, Tennessee, and was a lifelong member 

of the Home Missionary Society. Mrs. Ritter died May 11, 1912, in Henry County, Ohio. 

 

                                   

                                                                          Elizabeth Shetterly Ritter – Mother of Joseph Nathaniel Ritter 

 

Joseph Nathaniel Ritter was a Civil War Veteran, enlisting in the National Guard Company G, Ohio 163rd 

Infantry Regiment on May 2, 1864, at Camp Chase, Ohio at the age of 19.  

In 1864, President Abraham Lincoln needed additional troops sent to Washington D.C. as the Capital was 

under threat of siege by the Confederate Army. The Governor of Ohio answered the call, Governor 

Brough (Pronounced Bruff) submitted a proposal to the Secretary of War and President Lincoln to call on 

Ohio Volunteers to do 100 days of service to assist in the war efforts, the proposal was accepted. In the 

span of two weeks 35, 982 volunteers joined the Ohio National Guard, and they were organized into 41 

regiments. Joseph was one of those men federalized for 100 days under Colonel Hiram Miller, Lt. Col. 

John Dempsey and Major Aaron S. Campbell, also known as the 100 Days Men, and ordered to 

Washington D.C. by General Heintzelman.  
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The Ohio National Guard Units were sent to be placed in “safe” rear areas to protect railroads and 

supply points, freeing up regular troops for Lt. Gen. Ulysses S. Grant’s push on the Confederate capital of 

Richmond, VA. However, it ended up that many units found themselves in combat, stationed in the path 

of Gen. Jubal Early’s Army of the Valley during the Valley Campaigns in 1864. The Ohio Guard Units met 

Early’s Army head on and helped stop the Confederate advancement toward Washington D.C., saving 

the Capital from capture. The regiment headed toward Washington D.C. on May 13 and was assigned to 

1st Brigade Haskins’ Division XXII Corps through June of 1864. With their headquarters at Fort Reno, they 

defended Washington D.C. until June 8 then moved to Bermuda Hundred, Virginia, June 8-12 where 

they joined 1st Brigade, 3rd Division, X Corps, Army of the James. They had a reconnaissance mission on 

the Petersburg & Richmond Railroad June 14-15 and a skirmish on the Turnpike June 15-16 then moved 

to Wilson’s Landing on the 16th. At Fort Pocahontas they guarded the fatigue duty building and did 

scouting on the west side of the James River until August, returning to Columbus, Ohio, on August 29, 

1864, where they mustered out at Camp Chase September 10, 1864. In all, the Ohio 163rd Regiment 

participated in the battles of Monocacy, Fort Stevens, Harpers Ferry and the Siege of Petersburg. 
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Joseph married in 1867, on Christmas Day, to Susannah Lingle, the love of his life. Susannah’s mother, 

Diana Hetzler, had died at childbirth having Susannah, and her father, Edward Lingle, was a prominent 

farmer in Henry County, Ohio. The couple’s daughter, Edna Mae Ritter, was born in 1869, and their son 

Edward Arthur Ritter was born on March 10th of the following year. Edna died as an infant in 1870 due 

to illness, and Susannah died a couple years later in 1873, following an illness.  

Shortly after the death of his wife, Joseph Nathaniel Ritter, known as “Joe”, left his young son Edward 

with his in-laws in Ohio and headed toward the Black Hills of South Dakota in search of dreams of gold, 

on his own as a widower. The new Deadwood Camp after all was no place for children.   

 

 

 

  

 

Susannah and Joe Ritter December 25, 1867, on their wedding day                                   Edna Mae Ritter 
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           Joe Ritter 

 

According to family accounts and news articles, Joe made it to Camp Crook in 1875, then made his way 

up the Hill toward Deadwood the same year. The mining camp outside of Lead, Carbonate Camp (at the 

time was called West Virginia City), seemed like a good place for Joe to settle. The new silver mining 

camp was growing rapidly, more people by the day were arriving. Joe had dabbled in mining but quickly 

realized that owning a saloon was more of a gold mine for him. I do not know the exact date Joe opened 

his first saloon in Carbonate Camp, but it was between 1877 and 1880, he lived across the road from the 

Livery Stable in the town of Carbonate. According to the Deadwood Times in August of 1881, “Joe, the 

old time favorite of Central, was doing a booming business and had moved his saloon in from West 

Virginia City.” In an advertisement in the Times in that same paper, J.N. Ritter Saloon and Club Rooms, 

was located on the corner of Wall and Main in West Virginia, Dakota Territory. 
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 Joe’s saloon successes were booming and in 1881 Colonel Lawrence and the boys had a rousing 

meeting at Joe’s saloon about his run for County Commissioner according to the Black Hills Times.  

 

                   

                                                                                          March 17, 1884 - Deadwood 

In 1884, Joe had a saloon in Blacktail Gulch according to the Times. In 1886, Ritter, LeBarge and 

Hugginson were planning on building a 3-story hotel at Carbonate. The business in the Hugginson Hotel 

was called Ritter and LeBarge Billiards, it was located in the rear of the Hugginson Hotel. (In attached 
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photo of Carbonate Camp Main St, the Hugginson Hotel is the first white 2 story building on the right-

hand side. Photo courtesy of the SD Historic Archives.)   

                                                     

                                                          Ritter, LaBarge and Hugginson Billiards Article June 1, 1886 

 

Photo Courtesy of Deadwood History, Inc. 

A billiard token from Ritter and LeBarge Billiards still exists in the family today. Joe had several saloons 

and billiard halls that were very successful in his time at Carbonate Camp, and in Central. From news 

articles he continued in business until his son, Ed, moved to town from Ohio in 1889, they then ran the 

saloons together as a father/son team. 

Joe was an avid billiard player and was known as Joe Ritter, billiard champion of Dakota Territory, as 

announced by an article in the Times in 1882. He hosted, as well as played in many billiard tournaments 

while in the Hills. In one particular tournament, the prize was a gold pool cue and Joe was a contestant 

tied for first place! Many people loved Joe’s saloons, as he treated everyone first class and you should 

not expect less!  
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July 1, 1882 – Deadwood     

 

 Joe was an excellent storyteller and was remembered by his family members for this. My great 

grandmother, Susan Ritter- Liming, (daughter of Ed Ritter) recounted a story Grandpa Joe would tell the 

children about being in the saloon the night Wild Bill Hickock was shot. The kids would get very excited 

about hearing that story and he told it many times, probably embellishing a little to excite the children. 

Joe was a great friend to many and a great entertainer, he had many friends throughout the Black Hills 

and was well respected.  

In 1889, Joe’s son Ed moved to the Black Hills to be with his dad, a young man now. Ed was very involved 

in Carbonate Camp. He opened his own saloon in Carbonate in 1892, played in a family band, and was 

school district clerk several years in Carbonate Camp. Carbonate Camp is where Ed eventually met his 

wife, Eve Nancy Ringley, daughter of William Jacob Ringley, another well-known man in the Carbonate 

Camp. Ed eventually moved his family to Tinton and on to Vale in later years. Ed owned and operated 

several successful businesses, such as Ritter Lumber Company (now Spearfish Lumber) and a restaurant 

in Spearfish and the Ritter Hotel in Vale. His name is etched on the courthouse in Belle Fourche, as he 

was a Butte County Commissioner in 1911 when the courthouse was built. Ed passed away in 1944 in 

the St. Joseph Hospital in Deadwood and is buried with his wife in Sturgis. (Picture of Ed Ritter and Eve Nancy 

Ringley in 1891 below, the year they were married.)                    
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By the early 1890’s Joe was becoming despondent, the mining in Carbonate Camp was subsiding, the 

camp was no longer booming as it had been when he had arrived 18 years prior, the money was not 

flowing in like it had been. Joe grew sad, as he had lost his wife, daughter and now his livelihood was 

waning, which brought on “fits of melancholy” according to his son Ed during the sheriff’s inquest into 

his death. On the evening of May 2, 1893, Ed had said goodnight to his father for the last time. 

Sometime after 10pm, it appeared that Joe had taken his own life in his room at the boarding house, 

dressed only in his night dress. Joe was found the following morning by his son Ed, as Ed was calling on 

him to come to breakfast. Joe had shot himself in the head with a large caliber revolver and was found 

deceased on his bed at the age of 48. The sheriff’s inquest concluded that it was a suicide, or as they 

worded it “Self Murder”. Joe was buried at Carbonate Camp and remains buried there today. His grave 

is the one surrounded by a board enclosure as noted by Mildred Fielder in 1955 in the Book, “Silver is 

the Fortune”. The family kept track and passed down the information about where Joe was buried as it 

never had a headstone to identify where he was buried. The family made a marker in 2024, which is to 

be replaced by a military headstone from the VA. 

When the Lord said you have finished, 
Come up higher, father dear 

You have now a crown in Heaven. 
By the pain you suffered here. 

Those that saw you in your casket 
Pure and oh so fair, 

Thought you were the light of Heaven, 
As you lay so sweetly there. 

77

Section 10 Item a.



 

 

                        

78

Section 10 Item a.



 

 

Young Jay Ringley’s body was moved to Terry Cemetery before 1900. Rhoda Prothero Ringley was buried in Vale, 

SD, she was never buried at Carbonate Camp.  
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Family of Joseph Nathaniel Ritter: 

Susan Ritter Liming Family 

Ray Liming Family - Kim(Shear)Chancey & David Chancey, Nicole (Robb) Shiffrar, Cheyenne and Joseph 

Shiffrar, Evan Colladay, Keith & Jessie (Ekeland-Asakawa) Chancey, Llewyn Chancey, Lacey(Shear) 

Powles, Devon Powles, Peyton Powles, Addisyn Martinson, Brekken Martinson, Kendra(Shear) Lyngaas 

and Zachary Lyngaas, Jeannie Shear, Kahleiana Shear, Scottie Shear, Jeff Shear, Angela(Shear)Hix, Layla 

Hix-Firecloud , Logan Hix, Hunter Shear, Justin Shear, Julia(Shear) Solano and Scott Solano, Hadley 

Solano, Aiden Solano 

Rodney and Charlene(Goehring) Nelson, Travis Nelson and special friend Kristi Olsen, Eric and Donelle 

Nelson, Logan and Adelynn Nelson, Barb(Nelson) Harlan and Randall Harlan, Verna Harlan, Evan Rath, 

Ian Rath, Megan (Harlan) Lafayette and Robert Lafayette, Robert Lafayette, Samantha Lafayette, 

Jennifer (Harlan) VanNortwick, Ella VanNortwick, Randall Harlan, Lillian Harlan, Morgan Harlan, Noah 

Harlan, Tina(Nelson) Muntifering & Tom Muntifering, Brittany Muntifering, Lyndsey Muntifering, Shelby 

Muntifering, Shelly(Nelson) Eisenbarth, Justin Gladson, Trent Gladson, Dalton Gladson, Tyson Gladson 

Lyle Liming Family - Dawn(Liming) Draine and Larry Draine, Timothy Draine & Joni (Stoddard) Draine, 

Stacie(Draine) Ostendorf & Jake Ostendorf, James Draine Patti (Liming) Joehnk & Thomas Joehnk, Jamie 

Joehnk, Trenton Joehnk, Ronald Liming, Nicholas & Jill Liming, David Liming 

Eve Liming Family –Heather Malcolm, Allison Malcolm, Judith(Malcolm) Coonfield, Dionette(Coonfield) 

Freeman, Betty Jean(Cameron) Frankina, Dorothy Mae(Cameron) Edwards 

William Ritter Family 

Coleen(Ritter) Choisser, Robin(Ritter) Pfeiffe, Keith Ritter 

Roy Ritter Family 

Roberta(Steinberg) Swenson, Rebecca(Sheldon) Mower, Rocky Sheldon 

Myrtle Eve Ritter Family 

Sabra(Troia) Moon & Family, Dominic Troia, Tracy Troia, Dana Troia, Frank Troia, Cory Prendergast 

Nancy Ritter Family 

Cheryl Strachan, Donald Starchan, Robert Strachan, Robin Southworth, David Southworth, Paul 

Southworth, Nancy South, Marcia South, Karen South, Scott South 

 

Earl Ritter Family 

Allison(Ritter) Adams & Dale Adams, Ricky Pearsall, Brent Ritter, Loren Lee Ritter 

Arthur Leon Ritter Family 

Michael Ritter 
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David Jackson Ritter Family 

David Ritter, Dennis Ritter, Susan Ritter, Anne Marie Ritter, David M. Ritter, David Ritter, Troy Ritter 

 

….and many more not known or listed. 
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