
 

Historic Preservation Commission Agenda 
 

Wednesday, September 25, 2024 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 Meeting Minutes 09/11/2024 

4. Voucher Approvals 

a. HP Operating Vouchers 

b. HP Revolving Vouchers 

5. HP Programs and Revolving Loan Program 

a. Historic Preservation Loan Requests 

     Robert Sjomeling - 416 Williams - Loan Extension 
     Allan Wright - 822 Main - Loan Extension 
     Lee Thompson - 47 Forest - Loan Deferment 

b. Historic Preservation Program Application 

      Teresa Hamilton/Pete Cury - 458 Williams St. - Elderly Resident Program 

6. Old or General Business 

a. Inquiry on "Miners Night Out" poster - Mary Dunne Larson 

7. New Matters Before the Deadwood Historic District Commission 

a. HPC - COA 240178 - Mike Trucano/Black Hills Novelty LLC - 69 Sherman St - 
Exterior repairs to mechanical penthouse 

b. COA 240177 - Black Diamond Capital, LLC - 674 Main Street - Remove & replace 
siding, repaint structure 

8. New Matters Before the Deadwood Historic Preservation Commission 

a. PA 240172 - Lori & Dave Wilkinson - 67 Terrace - Construct addition on back of 
porch and reconstruct screen with knee wall.  

b. PA 240171 - Ray & Leah Jones - 51 Taylor Ave - Replace storm door 

c. PA 240154 - Jim Henman - 346 Williams - Replace front deck 

d. PA - 240176 - Dale & Susan Berg - 874 Main - Approval of work already completed 
between 2018-2023 

e. PA240180 - Justin Rubenzer - 6 Dudley - Roof, siding and railing 
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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. Review and consideration of J.S. McClintock Family Album/Scrapbook 

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

12. Adjournment 

 

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. 
 

a. HP Revolving Loan Requests 
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Historic Preservation Commission Minutes 
 

Wednesday, September 11, 2024, 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 September 11, 2024, 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 Anita Knipper 
HP Commissioner Jesse Allen 

ABSENT 

HP Commissioner Molly Brown  
HP Commissioner Tony Williams 

City Commissioner Blake Joseph 

 STAFF PRESENT  

Kevin Kuchenbecker, Historic Preservation Officer 
Bonny Anfinson, Historic Preservation Coordinator 
Amy Greba, Administrative Assistant 

        Mike Walker, Neighborworks 

3. Approval of Minutes 

a. Minutes of 08/28/24 Meeting 

 It was motioned by Commissioner Dar and seconded by Commissioner 
Allen to approve minutes of the August 28, 2024, meeting. Voting Yea: 
Knipper, Santochi, Diede, Allen, Dar. 

4. Voucher Approvals 

a. HP Operating Vouchers 

 It was motioned by Commissioner Santochi and seconded by 
Commissioner Dar to approve HP Operating Vouchers in the amount of 
$232,789.37. Voting Yea: Knipper, Santochi, Diede, Allen, Dar. 

b. HP Revolving Vouchers 

 It was motioned by Commissioner Santochi and seconded by 
Commissioner Allen to approve HP Revolving Vouchers in the amount of 
$24,356.85. Voting Yea: Knipper, Santochi, Diede, Allen, Dar. 
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5. HP Programs and Revolving Loan Program 

a. Charles Eagleson - 374 Williams St. - Windows Program 

Mr. Kuchenbecker stated the applicant is requesting permission to be entered into 
the windows program. The previous owners utilized the windows program but only 
used $3,298.31. This property is owner occupied, contributing. The applicant has 
submitted the required quotes for the project. Staff will coordinate with the 
applicant during the proposed project. Staff is requesting permission to reopen the 
grant and accept Charles Eagleson into the windows program. 

It was motioned by Commissioner Santochi and seconded by 
Commissioner Allen to approve 374 Williams Street application for the 
Windows Program. Voting Yea: Knipper, Santochi, Diede, Allen. 
Commissioner Dar abstained from voting as she is the homeowner, also. 

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 240146 - Justin Rubenzer - 6 Dudley - Replace siding and roof 

 Mr. Kuchenbecker stated the applicant has submitted an application for work at 6 
Dudley St, a contributing structure located in the Large's Flat Planning Unit in the 
City of Deadwood. The applicant is requesting permission to replace the cedar 
siding with LP smart siding and replace the asphalt roof with a metal roof.  

 This property was in an extreme state of disrepair and was saved in 2011 with the 
original siding restored. The applicant has removed the original restored cedar 
siding and asphalt roof without a building permit or Historic Preservation 
Commission approval. An investigation fee equal to two times the permit fee will be 
added to the permit fee, in this case $264.00. Staff is recommending the siding be 
replaced with cedar siding with original 4.5” reveal to maintain the integrity of the 
historic structure. The roof had asphalt shingles before they were removed and 
should be replaced with asphalt shingles. It is staff’s opinion, based on the 
standards and guidelines adopted by the Deadwood Historic Preservation 
Commission, the proposed work and changes does encroach upon, damage, or 
destroy a historic resource and has 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. 

 First Motion: It was motioned by Commissioner Santochi and seconded by 
Commissioner Allen, 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: Knipper, Santochi, Diede, 
Allen, Dar. 

 Second Motion: It was motioned by Commissioner Santochi and seconded 
by Commissioner Dar, 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-
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19A & 1-19B, et seq, I find that the project is ADVERSE to Deadwood and 
move to DENY the project as presented. Voting Yea: Knipper, Santochi, 
Diede, Allen, Dar. 

b. PA 240155 - Charles Eagleson - 374 Williams - Restore windows and replace storm 
windows 

 Mr. Kuchenbecker stated the applicant has submitted an application for Project 
Approval for work at 374 Williams, a contributing structure located in the Forest Hill 
Planning Unit in the City of Deadwood. 

 The applicant is requesting permission to restore original wood windows and doors. 
Replace the inappropriate wood storm windows on the front with the appropriate 
arched storm windows. 

The applicant is also applying for the Windows and Doors Program for the repairs to 
the porch windows and replacement of the inappropriate storm windows. 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 motioned by Commissioner Knipper and seconded by 
Commissioner Allen, 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: Knipper, Santochi, Diede, Allen. Commissioner Dar 
abstained from voting as she is the homeowner, also. 

c. PA 240157 - Dale Berg - 874 Main - Replace Fence 

 Mr. Kuchenbecker stated 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.  

 The applicant is requesting permission to replace the current fence with a five-foot 
black steel fence. The new fence will be in the same location except it will be 
moved in along the left between the houses. 

 Based on the application and supporting documentation, the fence has already 
been ordered; however, 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 motioned by Commissioner Santochi and seconded by 
Commissioner Allen, 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: Knipper, Santochi, Diede, Allen, Dar. 
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d. PA 240158 - Bonnie Fosso - 170 Pleasant - Add addition on to front of structure 

 Mr. Kuchenbecker stated the applicant has submitted an application for Project 
Approval for work at 170 Pleasant St., a contributing structure located in the 
Highland Park Planning Unit in the City of Deadwood. 

 The applicant is requesting permission to construct an addition on the front entry to 
create a laundry room, coat closet, mud room and covered porch. The applicant has 
stressed, due to medical issues, a safer entry into the house needs to be 
constructed. 

 It is the staff’s opinion, based on the standards and guidelines adopted by the 
Deadwood Historic Preservation Commission, that this 20' x 23' extension onto the 
main entrance of the structure will have an adverse effect on the property. The 
proposed work and changes do encroach upon, damage or destroy a historic 
resource and has an adverse effect on the character of the building and the historic 
character of the State and National Register Historic Districts or the Deadwood 
National Historic Landmark District.  

 First Motion: It was motioned by Commissioner Santochi and seconded by 
Commissioner Dar, 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: Knipper, Santochi, Diede, 
Allen, Dar. 

 Second Motion: It was motioned by Commissioner Santochi and seconded 
by Commissioner Knipper, 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: Knipper, Santochi, Diede, Allen, Dar. 

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

 Mrs. Beverley Posey shared that there will be a Whitewood Creek clean-up on 9/19 @ 
9:00 am. 

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

a. Soda Fountain Article: The Ice Screamer Issue- includes article highlighting the 
vintage soda fountain at Big Dipper/Main Street Coffee. 

On 9/12, from 5-7 pm is DHI’s Big Thank You. All are invited. Mrs. Anfinson will post a 
Notice of Quorum for the event. 

Held 2025 Budget meeting with all Department Heads. 

Trails update: Welcome Center Trail complete. Fuller Brothers Trail is ready to punch out 
and should be completed within 30 days. The White Rocks Trail was shown to 
representatives from SHPO and State Historical Resource Cntr. Contractor should be done 
with trail soon. 
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Staff working with Akrop’s on acquisition of Monument property.  

FEMA Ryan Road Phase - complete walk through with contractors. Some minor items left 
to finish. Should be complete by the end of the month. 

FEMA Water St. Project- Asphalt to arrive 9/23. Working on wall stabilization under 
Deadwood Mountain Grand. 

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

 Commissioner Dar: Farmer’s Market is done for the season. 

 Commissioner Allen: Stagecoach will run until 9/27/24. Trails committee discussing 
adding Frisbee Golf Course at Broken Boot/Fuller Trails. 

12. Adjournment 

The HP Commission meeting adjourned at 4:31 p.m. 

ATTEST: 

 

  ___________________________________ 

Chairman, Historic Preservation Commission 

Minutes by Amy Greba, Administrative Assistant  
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M E M O R A N D U M 

 

Date: September 18, 2024 

To: Deadwood Historic Preservation Commission 

From: Kevin Kuchenbecker, Historic Preservation Officer 

 Bonny Anfinson, Program Coordinator 

Re: Historic Preservation Program Application 

 

The following Historic Preservation Program application was submitted for approval.   

Teresa Hamilton/Pete Curry – 458 Williams St. – Elderly Resident Program 

This property is owner occupied, contributing. The applicant has submitted the required 
project approval form and quotes. Staff as well as the Loan Committee has determined the 
proposed project and the applicant meets the criteria for the program. Staff will coordinate 
with the applicant during the proposed project. 
 

 

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: September 19, 2024 
Case No.  240178 
Address:  69 SHERMAN ST 

Staff Report 

The applicant has submitted an application for Certificate of Appropriateness for work at 69 
Sherman Street, a contributing structure located in South Dakota Planning Unit in the City of 
Deadwood. 

Applicant: Mike Trucano 
Owner:  BLACK HILL NOVELTY, LLC 
Constructed:   1910 
 

CRITERIA FOR THE ISSUANCE OF A CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS 
The Historic District Commission shall use the following criteria in granting or denying the 
CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS: 
General Factors: 

1. Historic significance of the resource:    Jensen and Bliss Hardware Company, established 
in Denver, opened their Deadwood branch in 1877 on Sherman Street, but their building 
was destroyed by the fire of 1879. In fact, it was rumored they had black powder stored in 
their warehouse which had contributed to the destruction of the city during the fire. 
Undaunted, they built a one-story building in 1880. The firm suffered financial setbacks, and 
dissolved in 1885.  Star and Bullock acquired the property and used it as a storage facility for 
their hardware store.  A second story and rear addition were built in 1909 during a period 
when it was owned by W.E. Adams and used as a commission room and cold storage.  In 
1920 the third story was added.  The Wasmer Fruit Company and the Pioneer Fruit Company 
are two names under which business operated.  Little remains of the original warehouse 
after the addition of two stories and elimination of the front door. 
 
2. Architectural design of the resource and proposed alterations: The applicant requests 
permission to repair the mechanical penthouse on the roof of the building. Water is pouring 
into the building.  Replace old rolled roofing with metal. Color and panel style at discretion 
of Deadwood Historic Preservation Commission.  

Attachments:  Yes 

Plans:  No 

Photos:  Yes  

Staff Opinion: The mechanical penthouse is not historic to the structure.  However, it can be 
viewed from the street. Staff recommends replacing the siding of the penthouse with a lap 
siding to give it a historic appearance. Because the penthouse is not historic a metal roof could 
be allowed.  The AG Panel meal roofing design would be preferred. 

With those conditions, it is staff’s opinion 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 for Certificate of Appropriateness: 

A: 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. 

OR 

B: Based upon the guidance found in DCO 17.68.050, I find that the exterior alteration 

proposed is incongruous with the historical, architectural, archaeological or cultural aspects of 
the district and MOVE to deny Certification of Appropriateness. 
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Date: September 18, 2024 

Case No. 240177 
Address: 674 MAIN ST, DEADWOOD, SD 57732 

Staff Report 

The applicant has submitted an application for Certificate of Appropriateness for work at 
674 Main Street, Deadwood, SD 57732, a Contributing structure located in the Original 
Town Deadwood in the City of Deadwood. 

Applicant: Black Diamond Capital, LLC 
Owner: BLACK DIAMOND CAPITAL LLC0 
Constructed: 1877/1883/1937 

CRITERIA FOR THE ISSUANCE OF CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS 

The Historic District Commission shall use the following criteria in granting or denying the 
Certificate of Appropriateness: 

General Factors: 

1. Historic significance of the resource: 
John Burns, an early Deadwoods Lawyer, had his office at this location as early as 
1877. Burns also dabbled in the literary arts, and published a book entitled, “Memoirs 
of a Cow Pony,” a story of the west told from the perspective of a horse. Burns 
served as first judge of the Lawrence County Courts, and was considered “kindly and 
generous, not a hand-shaker during a campaign and an iceberg after the election is 
over.” The present structure is a two-story brick building constructed after the fire of 
1879. A rear addition was built in 1883. In that same year this was one of the first 
Deadwood commercial blocks to boast an electric light. From 1908 until 1910 this 
was the Fairyland Theatre, one of Deadwoods first “moving picture” houses. It was 
then remodeled by John Treber for use as a drug store. A jewelry store has been the 
tenant for more than fifty years. The storefront was remodeled in 1937. This is a 
contributing resource to the National Historic Landmark District. 

2. Architectural design of the resource and proposed alterations: 
The applicant is requesting permission to remove and replace the existing siding on 
the back of the structure and the top half of the front with LP Smart Siding and paint.  
 

Attachments: Yes  

Plans: No  

Photos: Yes 

Staff Opinion: 
The wide clap board siding on the front is not historic to the structure. Replacement with 
the LP Smart Siding will be allowable if it is smooth with a 5” reveal. If the previous 
reference condition is part of the motion, it is staff’s opinion the proposed work and 
changes do not encroach upon, damage or destroy a historic resource or have an adverse 
effect on the historic character of the State and National Register Historic Districts or the 
Deadwood National Historic Landmark District. 
 
The applicant would be eligible for the façade program if the front windows were replaced 
with appropriately scaled double hung windows. 
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Motions available for commission action: 

A: 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. 

OR 

B: Based upon the guidance found in DCO 17.68.050, I find that the exterior alteration 
proposed is incongruous with the historical, architectural, archaeological or cultural 
aspects of the district and MOVE to deny Certification of Appropriateness. 
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Date: September 17, 2024 

Case No. 240172 

Address: 67 Terrace 

Staff Report 

The applicant has submitted an application for Project Approval for work at 67 Terrace, a structure 

located in the Cleveland Planning Unit in the City of Deadwood. 

Applicant:  WILKINSON, LORI MAY TRUSTEE 

Owner: WILKINSON, DAVID H & LORI MAY REVOCABLE TRUST  

Constructed: c 1900 

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: 

Requesting permission to construct a small addition onto the back screened- in-porch area. 

The exterior finish will be cedar siding with 4 1/2" reveal to match the current siding. Because 

we are installing an outside water spigot on the exterior in the same area, this would be a good 

time to include a much-needed laundry room. We will be utilizing an entry door currently not 

being used for access to the structure. It would now be entry to the laundry room from the 

interior. There will still be two other entry doors into the structure from the porch. A double hung 

window will also be moved to a new exterior location. We would also like to install a short knee 

wall at the base of the screened in porch to help keep weather out and extend the life of the 

porch deck material. This wall will also help, by allowing us to square up the openings, with the 

addition of a modular type screened-in-porch system that is easier to maintain and looks more 

like it was meant to be there. This modular system will allow us to remove the outer screening 

material and reveal the original posts that really can't be seen in its current form. These posts 

will now be featured, as well as other above door wood details that we were able to salvage 

and will reuse above the two door openings. The exterior and interior knee walls will be finished 

with cedar siding.  

Attachments: Yes 

Plans: Limited 

Photos: Yes 
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Staff Opinion: 

This project was first submitted at your August 28, 2024, meeting but was denied and a resubmittal 

has been presented. As you will see in the attached site plan, the blue area is the wrap around 

porch. The applicant is requesting permission to construct a laundry room on the short “L” portion of 

the porch and move the double hung window to the new exterior wall. This is a small addition, 87” by 

57”, which is just large enough to house a washer and dryer. 

 

The replacement of the screen on the exterior of the porch will better highlight the posts. The new 

screens will be centered on the interior of the posts and the framework will be wood. This will give a 

better view of the significant porch features that are currently non-visible in the current exterior 

screen system. With the addition of the proposed knee walls and newly proposed screens, the porch 

will maintain its historic look. 

 

The proposed changes are at the back side of the structure, making them less apparent to the 

public. Therefore, it is the staff’s opinion the project is does not encroach upon, damage or destroy a 

historic resource nor does it have an adverse effect to the historic character of the resource or the 

historic districts.  
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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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Case No. 240171 
Address: 51 Taylor 
Avenue 

 
 

 
Staff Report 

Date: September 17, 2024 

The applicant has submitted an application for Project Approval for work at 51 Taylor 
Avenue, a Non- contributing structure located in the Ingleside Planning Unit in the City of 
Deadwood. 

Applicant: Leah Jones 
Owner: JONES, WARDBLUE-JONES, LEAH 
Constructed: c. 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 is a late nineteenth-century house that has received substantial non-historic 
modification. It has a modern foundation and has resided with modern T-111 siding. 
There is a modern picture window on the primary facade, and the historic front porch 
has been enclosed. Because of the loss of integrity caused by these and other 
changes, this building cannot currently contribute to the Deadwood National Historic 
Landmark District. 

2. Architectural design of the resource and proposed alterations: 
The applicant requests permission to install and paint wooden screen door at 51 
Taylor Street as submitted. 

Attachments: Yes  

Plans: No  

Photos: Yes 

Staff Opinion: 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: September 05, 2024 

Case No. 240154 
Address: 346 Williams St. 

Staff Report 

The applicant has submitted an application for Project Approval for work at 346 Williams St., a 

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

Applicant: Jim Henman 
Owner: ULURU LLC0 
Constructed: 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 growth and economic activity which took place 

in Deadwood and the northern Black Hills from the late 1920s until World War II. Spurred by 

resurgence in local mining activity, Deadwood experienced a period of expansion and new 

construction during these decades that it had not seen since the nineteenth century. This 

house is vernacular in style. 

2. Architectural design of the resource and proposed alterations: 
The applicant is requesting permission to replace the deck on the front of the structure. It will 

be wood construction with Trex Decking on the deck floor and the deck facia. The applicant 

wants to put vinyl casing on the railing posts and the railing will be metal. 

Attachments: Yes 

Plans: Yes 

Photos: Yes 

Staff Opinion: 
Staff is recommending the railing posts remain wood with no covering giving it the same look as the 

railing next door as shown in the attached neighbor railing and posts picture. If the applicant agrees, 

or as a condition of approval, 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:  September 20, 2024 

Case No.  240180 
Address:  6 Dudley 

Staff Report 

The applicant has submitted an application for Project Approval for work at 874 Main, a 
Contributing structure located in the Upper Main Planning Unit in the City of Deadwood. 

Applicant: Dale Berg 
Owner: BERG, DALE N TRUSTEEBERG, 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: 

The homeowner constructed the following projects without Historic Preservation 
Commission approval.  

-16'x24' above ground pool-2018 
-12'14' deck on east side of pool- 2018  
-12'x24' deck on west side of pool-2019  
-40'cover for camper-2023 

Attachments: No  

Plans: No  

Photos: No 

Staff Opinion: 

The applicant installed an above ground pool and then constructed a deck around it.  A 
large car port was constructed in the rear of the property without proper permits and 
approvals. There also appears to be a small structure constructed on the right side of the 
driveway that was not in the request. 

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. This is because it is not highly visible from the right-of-way. 
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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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Case No. 240180 
Address: 6 Dudley 

 
 

 
Staff Report 

Date: September 18, 
2024 

The applicant has submitted an application for Project Approval for work at 6 Dudley, a 
contributing structure located in the Large's Gulch Planning Unit in the City of Deadwood. 

Applicant: Justin Rubenzer 
Owner: RUBENZER, 
JUSTIN D0 
Constructed: Unknown 

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 is a contributing resource located in the Large’s Gulch Planning Unit in the City 
of Deadwood; unfortunately, not much historical information has been gathered on 
this resource. It was vacant for many years. 

2. Architectural design of the resource and proposed alterations: 
The applicant requests permission to place 4" cedar lap siding & black asphalt 
shingles on the structure. Replace handrail on deck with metal handrail w/ hog 
panel. 

Attachments: Yes 

Plans: No 

Photos: Yes 

Staff Opinion: This property was reviewed at your last meeting due and a denial was 
issued for replacement of the siding with LP Smart Siding and installation of a metal roof. 
The applicant had also started the work without project approval or a building permit. The 
applicant has resubmitted a project approval for cedar lap siding with a 4” reveal and 
asphalt shingles. The railing with also be replaced on the non-historic deck with black 
metal handrail and hog panel style fencing. 
 
The proposed work does not encroach upon, damage or destroy a historic resource nor 
does it 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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