
 

Historic Preservation Commission Meeting 
Agenda 

 

Wednesday, September 14, 2022 at 5:00 PM 
 

City Hall, 102 Sherman Street, Deadwood, SD 57732 
  

1. Call Meeting to Order 

2. Roll Call 

3. Approval of Minutes 

a. Approve Minutes of 8/24/22 Meeting 

4. Voucher Approvals 

a. HP Operating Vouchers 

b. Approve HP Grant Vouchers 

c. Approve HP Revolving Vouchers 

5. HP Programs and Revolving Loan Program 

a. Historic Preservation Loan Requests 

     Amy Gorzalka - 50 Van Buren - Request to Forgive 
     DHP Loan Program - Adjustment of Rates and Fees 

6. Old or General Business 

a. Headstone Grant Applications for consideration: Benjamin Baer, Jr. 
[#22003]; James Baer [#22004]; Thomas Crago [#22005]; and Henry Tuttle 
[#22006]. 

b. Minnehaha County Coliseum Request to extend the Outside-of-Deadwood Grant an 
additional 90 days. 

7. New Matters Before the Deadwood Historic District Commission 

8. New Matters Before the Deadwood Historic Preservation Commission 

a. PA 220139 - Jackie Richerson - 66 Taylor Ave. - Repair Driveway, Construct Parking 
Area and Retaining Wall 

b. PA 220142 - McGuigan Inc - 42 & 44 Dunlop Ave - Replace Windows 

c. PA 220143 - Grace Luthern Church - 827 Main St. - Construct Retaining Wall and 
Install New Railing 

d. PA 220144 - Todd Voss - 100 Child St - Replace/Repair Deck/Railing & 
Repair/Replace Siding 

e. PA 220145 - Gordon & Ruth Smith - 66 Lincoln - Repair Foundation 

f. PA 220146 - Philip & Georgette Breland - 58 Washington St - Restore and Install 
Storm Windows 
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g. PA 220147 - Ryan & Londa Youngstrom - 125 Williams - Install Brick 
Facade/Replace Wood Deck with Concrete/Construct Retaining Wall 

h. PA 220148 - Peter Pantazapulos - 38 Burnham Ave. - Add Addition & Remodel 
Current Garage to Create a Residence 

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.) 

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. 

Please practice the CDC’s social distancing recommendations 
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Historic Preservation Commission Meeting 
Minutes 

 

Wednesday, August 24, 2022 at 5:00 PM 
 

City Hall, 102 Sherman Street, Deadwood, SD 57732 
  

1. Call Meeting to Order 

A quorum present, Commission Chair Posey called the Deadwood Historic Preservation 
Commission meeting to order on August 24, 2022 at 5:00 p.m. 

2. Roll Call 

PRESENT 
HP Commission Chair Bev Posey 
HP Commission Vice Chair Leo Diede 
HP Commissioner Trevor Santochi 
HP Commissioner Jill Weber 
HP Commissioner Tony Williams 
HP Commissioner Vicki Dar 

City Commissioner Charlie Struble 

ABSENT: HP Commission 2nd Vice Chair Robin Carmody 

STAFF PRESENT 
Kevin Kuchenbecker, Historic Preservation Officer 
Bonny Anfinson, Program Coordinator 

Mike Walker, NeighborWorks Director 

3. Approval of Minutes 

a. Approval of July 27, 2022 Minutes 

It was moved by Commissioner Weber and seconded by Commissioner 
Santochi to approve the Minutes of July 27, 2022. Voting Yea: Posey, 
Diede, Santochi, Weber, Dar, Williams. 

4. Voucher Approvals 

a. HP Operating Vouchers 

It was moved by Commissioner Williams and seconded by Commissioner 
Santochi to approve the HP Operating Vouchers in the amount of 
$108,574.65. Voting Yea: Posey, Diede, Santochi, Weber, Dar, Williams. 

b. HP Grant Vouchers 

It was moved by Commissioner Williams and seconded by Commissioner 
Santochi to approve the HP Grant Vouchers in the amount of 
$884.97. Voting Yea:   Posey, Diede, Santochi, Weber, Dar, Williams. 

c. HP Revolving Vouchers 8.24.22 
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It was moved by Commissioner Weber and seconded by Commissioner 
Williams to approve the HP Revolving Vouchers in the amount of 
$5,170.87. Voting Yea:   Posey, Carmody, Diede, Santochi, Weber, Dar, 
Williams. 

5. HP Programs and Revolving Loan Program 

a. Historic Preservation Program Application Request 

     Charles Eagleson - 374 Williams St. - Foundation/Elderly Resident Program 

Mr. Kuchenbecker stated there is an issue of moisture in the basement and crawl 
space of the structure that never dries out and the structure does not have proper 
drainage. This is a serious issue regarding the integrity of the structure. The 
constant moisture in the crawl space would be considered an emergency repair to 
the structure and feels this needs to be addressed immediately. It was moved by 
Commissioner Santochi and seconded by Commissioner Diede to accept 
Charles Eagleson, 374 Williams Street, into the Foundation and Elderly 
Resident Programs. Abstain: Dar. Voting Yea:   Posey, Diede, Santochi, 
Weber, Williams.  

b. Historic Preservation Revolving Loan Requests 

     John & Sharon Martinisko - 53 Taylor St. - Request to Forgive 
     Cody Emrick - 9 Shine - Retaining Wall Loan Request (approved VIA e-mail) 

It was moved by Commissioner Santochi and seconded by Commissioner 
Diede to approve the request to forgive for John and Sharon Martinisko, 
53 Taylor Street and approve the retaining wall loan request for Cody 
Emrick, 9 Shine Street. Voting Yea:   Posey, Diede, Santochi, Weber, Dar, 
Williams. 

6. Old or General Business 

a. Approval to enter into a contract with Maryland Archaeological Conservation 
Laboratory to clean and stabilize metal objects from Chinatown Archaeological 
Investigation at a cost not to exceed $1,200.00 to be paid from the 2022 Archives 
budget line item. 

Mr. Kuchenbecker stated the Archives is requesting permission to enter into a 
contract with the Maryland Archaeological Conservation Laboratory to clean and 
stabilize metal objects associated with a metal roughlock and drag shoe unearthed 
during the 2002 Deadwood Chinatown archaeological investigation. Doug and Holly 
Hansen of Hansen Wheel and Wagon Shop reviewed a portion of the Deadwood 
Chinatown collection and identified this unique object and numerous other items 
associated with early wagons from the late-1870s and 1880s as part of their survey. 
The items were on display for Commission review. It was moved by 
Commissioner Weber and seconded by Commissioner Dar to allow the 
City Archives to enter into a contract with the Maryland Archaeological 
Conservation Laboratory for conservation treatments to roughlock and 
drag shoe.  The cost for this project will not exceed $1,200.00 
dollars.  Voting Yea:   Posey, Diede, Santochi, Weber, Dar, Williams. 
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b. Approve entering into a contractor with DocuTek at a cost not to exceed $3,300.00 
for Digitization of Lawrence County Records, Phase 5 with funds from the 2022 
Archives budget line item. 

Mr. Kuchenbecker stated Archives is requesting permission to enter into a contract 
with DocuTek of Englewood, Colorado to microfilm and pdf Lawrence County 
Administrator Bonds and Letters and Lawrence County Tax Records. It was 
moved by Commissioner Santochi and seconded by Commissioner 
Williams to recommend to the City Commission to enter into a contract 
with DocuTek to microfilm and PDF (5) Lawrence County Administrator 
Bonds & Letters and (16) historic Lawrence County tax ledgers on file in 
the Case Library at Black Hills State University. Voting Yea:   Posey, 
Diede, Santochi, Weber, Dar, Williams. 

c. South Dakota Historical Society Press 2022 Deadwood Publications Fund Report 

Mr. Kuchenbecker stated the South Dakota Historical Society Press has sent us the 
FY2022 Deadwood Publication Fund report. This item does not need approval. 

7. New Matters Before the Deadwood Historic District Commission 

a. COA 220124 - Dragon Belly LLC - 781 Main - Replace Door and Windows 

Mr. Kuchenbecker stated the applicant requests Certificate of Appropriateness for 
work at 781 Main Street, a noncontributing structure, located in the Deadwood City 
Historic Planning Unit. Constructed in 1965. The applicant is requesting approval to 
replace the existing commercial type of store front entrance with a residential door 
and replace the two windows with 2’x4’ double hung windows on each side of the 
door.  The door will be a fiberglass material. 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 Commissioner 
Diede 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:   Posey, Diede, 
Santochi, Weber, Dar, Williams. 

8. New Matters Before the Deadwood Historic Preservation Commission 

a. PA 220119 - Ruben Keehn - 43 Lincoln Ave. - Replace windows and repair siding 

Mr. Kuchenbecker stated the applicant has submitted an application for Project 
Approval for work at 43 Lincoln Ave., a noncontributing structure located in the 
Ingleside Planning Unit. The applicant is requesting permission to replace the front 
window and rotten siding around the structure. This will consist of one large 
window and two smaller windows along with 20 pieces of siding. 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 Diede and seconded by 
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Commissioner Williams 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:   Posey, Diede, Santochi, Weber, Dar, Williams. 

b. PA 220122 - Steve Schramm - 7 Stewart St. - Replace storm windows with wood 
storm windows 

Mr. Kuchenbecker stated the applicant has submitted an application for Project 
Approval for work at 7 Stewart St., a contributing structure located in the Cleveland 
Planning Unit. The applicant is requesting permission to replace the metal storm 
windows with new Marvin combination storm windows. The applicant will be 
applying for the windows program. 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 Weber and seconded by Commissioner 
Diede 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:   Posey, Diede, Santochi, Weber, Dar, Williams. 

c. PA 220123 - Charles Eagleson - 374 Williams St. - Repair Drainage & Foundation 

Mr. Kuchenbecker stated the applicant has submitted an application for Project 
Approval for work at 374 Williams St., a contributing structure located in the Forest 
Hill Planning Unit.  The applicant is requesting permission to repair serious drainage 
issues around the structure and repair the foundation. Staff has determined this is 
an emergency issue as the crawl space never dries out which is causing issues with 
the integrity of the structure. The applicant is also applying for the grant programs. 
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 
Williams and seconded by Commissioner Weber 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. Abstain: Dar. Voting Yea:   Posey, 
Diede, Santochi, Weber, Williams.  

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. West River History Conference is scheduled for October 6 - 8, 2022 at Custer State 
Park. 
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Mr. Kuchenbecker stated the West River History Conference is October 6-8, 2022 in 
Custer State Park. Two Commissioners have signed up so far. 

b. 2023 Budget Presentation to the South Dakota State Historical Society Board of 
Trustees meeting is scheduled for September 9, 2022, in Pierre, SD. 

Mr. Kuchenbecker stated the budget presentation to the State Historic Preservation 
Commission Board is set for September 9, 2022. If you wish to attend they will be 
leaving city hall at 6:30 a.m. Commissioner Posey and Commissioner Weber 
expressed interest in going.  

Mr. Kuchenbecker stated Bob Nelson Jr. has left and the City Commission has 
appointed him as the interim Public Works Director. We have hired a Buildings 
Superintendent to replace Lance Sandige who took a job at Deadwood Mountain 
Grand.  

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

Commissioner Posey expressed concern about the dumpster by the recreation center. 
There is garbage all over the place. She thinks the public is using it?  

They are on phase III of the project across the street from her house. The streetlight has 
been temporarily taken down and it is very dark on the street. 

12. Adjournment 

The Historic Preservation Commission Meeting adjourned at 5:38 p.m. 

ATTEST: 

  

___________________________________ 
Chairman, Historic Preservation Commission 

Minutes by Bonny Anfinson, Program Coordinator 
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Mike Runge 
Archivist 

Telephone (605) 578-2082 

 

OFFICE OF 
PLANNING, ZONING AND    

HISTORIC PRESERVATION 
108 Sherman Street 

Telephone (605) 578-2082 
Fax (605) 578-2084 

Date: September 8, 2022 

To: Deadwood Historic Preservation Commission 

From: Mike Runge, City Archivist 

Re: Headstone Grant Application:  #22003; 22004; 22005; and 22006

 
 

On August 30, 2022 the Projects Committee, a subcommittee of the Deadwood Historic 

Preservation Commission met and reviewed the below listed headstone grant applications: 

 

 #22003 Baer, Benjamin Jr., Section 4 Lot 136 - Mount Moriah Cemetery 

 #22004 Baer, James., Section 4 Lot 136 - Mount Moriah Cemetery 

 #22005 Crago, Thomas, North Potters Field, Lot 52 - Mount Moriah Cemetery 

 #22006 Tuttle, Henry, North Potters Field, Lot 189- Mount Moriah Cemetery 

 

As part of the grant program, applicants are required to furnish photographs, family trees, 

and any other pertinent information for the Historic Preservation Files.  This information will 

be scanned and placed in the City’s mapping server for the cemetery.  After reviewing the 

application, the Projects Committee moved to approve the applications for the 2022 

Headstone Grant Program.  The applications are attached to this memorandum. 

 

***NOTE*** On application #22006 the members of the Projects Committee agreed to add the 

phrase, “Hung by Vigilantes” at the bottom of the monument at a cost not to exceed $100.00. 

 

RECOMMENDATION 

Accept applications #22003; 22004; 22005; and 22006 into the 2022 HPC Headstone Grant 

Program as approved by the Projects Committee on August 30, 2022. 
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September 6, 2022 

 

 

 

Kevin Kuchenbecker 

Deadwood Historic Preservation 

108 Sherman Street 

Deadwood, SD 57732 

 

Re:   Fire, Sprinkler, and Sound System Project 

 Minnehaha County Coliseum 

 

Dear Mr. Kuchenbecker, 

 

We are the beneficiary of a $9,250 preservation grant awarded September 16, 2021.  While the 

project has been moving forward, we are finding that we will need some additional time.  The 

purpose of this letter is to request a 90-day extension for the use of the grant. 

 

A large part of the project has been completed.  The last remaining piece is the installation of a 

wireless sound system, and we are waiting on that product.  The installation will be scheduled 

after the product has arrived.  We believe an additional 90 days will allow sufficient time for this 

to be done and the project filings to be completed and sent for the grant disbursement. 

 

Thank you for giving this your consideration. 

 

Sincerely, 

 

Laurie Knutson, 

Interim Executive Director 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
515 N Main Avenue  Sioux Falls, SD 57104    www.sfmcc.org 
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Date: September 08, 2022 

Case No. 220139 

Address: 66 Taylor Ave 

Staff Report 

The applicant has submitted an application for Project Approval for work at 66 Taylor Ave, a 

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

Applicant: Jackie Richerson 

Owner: RICHERSON, JACQUELINE 

Constructed: 1941 

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 a 

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. In 

Deadwood, as elsewhere in the United States, residential construction from this period 

commonly borrowed from one or more earlier, traditional forms. These "Picturesque Revival" 

houses could display elements of Tudor (most common locally), Colonial or Cape Cod design. 

Other construction of the period assumed the more contemporary looks of Modern or Minimal 

Traditional styles. 

 

2. Architectural design of the resource and proposed alterations: 

The applicant is requesting permission to repair the existing driveway by scraping and filling 

with new rock to bring the driveway up level with the garage. Clear a 10 foot wide area on the 

right side of the garage and fill with the same rock and construct a 55' x 36" tall retaining wall 

using Versalok Diamond Block on the right side of the newly cleared space. The new fill will be 

moved to the back of the higher part of the yard to create additional feet to be used for planting 

a fruit tree and other local thriving plants/bushes/flowers. 

Attachments: Yes 

Plans: No 

Photos: Yes 

Staff Opinion: 

This area was once the original Deadwood cemetery. Two historic burials have been discovered at 

this address. Because of this history the applicant has been informed specific care needs to be 

taken when disturbing the soil and staff will monitor the project and an archeologist/staff must be 

present during the dirt removal.  

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 09, 2022 

Case No. 220142 

Address: 42 44 Dunlop 

Ave. 

Staff Report 

The applicant has submitted an application for Project Approval for work at 42 44 Dunlop Ave., a non-

contributing structure located in the Large's Flat Planning Unit in the City of Deadwood. 

Applicant: McGuigan Inc 

Owner: MCGUIGAN INC 

Constructed: 1930/1992 

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 1930’s Mission style residence which was moved to this location from Main Street 

in about 1992. It currently sits on a high, concrete block foundation. Because it was moved it is a 

non-contributing resource in the Deadwood National Historic Landmark District. 

2. Architectural design of the resource and proposed alterations: 

The applicant is requesting permission to replace the windows with Sierra Pacific wood double 

hung windows. 

Attachments: Yes 

Plans: No 

Photos: Yes 

Staff Opinion: 

Applicant originally applied for vinyl replacement windows; however, staff worked with the applicant and 

directed them to the appropriate replacement windows for this resource per attached quote. 

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, 

37

Section 8 Item b.



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 09, 2022 

Case No. 220143 
Address: 827 Main 

Staff Report 

The applicant has submitted an application for Project Approval for work at 827 Main, a Non-

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

Applicant: Grace Lutheran Church 
Owner: GRACE LUTHERAN CHURCH 

Constructed: c 1920 

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 church has a large modern addition and has otherwise been altered with metal siding and 

replacement windows. Because of these alterations, it has lot integrity and can not contribute to 

the Deadwood National Historic Landmark District. However, the applicant has been working 

on correcting the siding and windows to return this to a contributing structure. 

2. Architectural design of the resource and proposed alterations: 
The applicant is requesting permission to construct a retaining wall on the west side of the 

structure and install a new railing on the west entrance. 

Attachments: Yes 

Plans: Yes 

Photos: Yes 

Staff Opinion: 
Staff will work with the applicant and the contractor to monitor the excavation for archaeological 

reasons. It is unknown how much original topography remains in this area.  

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 09, 2022 

Case No. 220144 
Address: 100 Child St 

Staff Report 

The applicant has submitted an application for Project Approval for work at 100 Child St, a 

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

Applicant: Todd Voss 
Owner: VW ENT LLC 
Constructed: c 1960 

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 house can not contribute to the Deadwood National Historic Landmark District at this time 

because it is currently outside the period of significance. 

2. Architectural design of the resource and proposed alterations: 
The applicant is requesting permission to reinforce deck supports, add in part of deck 

previously removed, replace decking and install deck railing to code. All wood product will be 

AC2 cedar tone pressure treated. Railing will be fortress brand FE26. Repair and replace siding 

as needed with same type of material and design. 

Attachments: No 

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 09, 2022 

Case No. 220145 
Address: 66 Lincoln 

Staff Report 

The applicant has submitted an application for Project Approval for work at 66 Lincoln, a 

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

Applicant: Gordon & Ruth Smith 
Owner: SMITH, GORDON ALVIN 
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 1816, 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 smal1, 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 house has some modern modifications to the 

front 

2. Architectural design of the resource and proposed alterations: 
The applicant is requesting permission to repair the foundation per the attached proposal. 

Attachments: Yes 

Plans: No 

Photos: Yes 

Staff Opinion: 
The applicant is also applying for the Foundation and Retaining Wall Programs. 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 09, 2022 

Case No. 220146 
Address: 58 Washington St 

Staff Report 

The applicant has submitted an application for Project Approval for work at 58 Washington S, a 

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

Applicant: Philip & Georgette Breland 
Owner: OHAYON, GEORGETTE 

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 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. This house displays the 

architectural characteristics common to working-class housing in pre-0World 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. 

2. Architectural design of the resource and proposed alterations: 
The applicant is requesting permission to repair the windows and install new storm wood 

windows. 

Attachments: No 

Plans: No 

Photos: Yes 

Staff Opinion: 
The applicant is also applying for the loan programs. Staff conducted several site visits with the 

applicant on this rehabilitation project and will continue to coordinate with the owners.  

 

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. 

 

70

Section 8 Item f.



 
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 09, 2022 

Case No. 220147 

Address: 125 Williams St. 

Staff Report 

The applicant has submitted an application for Project Approval for work at 125 Williams St., a 

Noncontributing structure located in the Highland Park Planning Unit in the City of Deadwood. 

Applicant: Ryan & Londa Youngstrom 
Owner: YOUNGSTROM, RYAN & LONDA 

Constructed: 1966 

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 ranch-style house was built in 1966. Because it was less than 50 years old and outside the 

period of significance for the historic districts, it cannot contribute to the Deadwood National 

Historic Landmark District. 

2. Architectural design of the resource and proposed alterations: 
The applicant is requesting permission to cover the cinder block on the front of the structure 

with charcoal colored brick. Remove the 15x20 front wooden deck and replace with stamped 

concrete. Also replace the cracked concrete at the front entry with stamped concrete. Install a 

19'x16” retaining wall to divide the landscaping from the stamped concrete. 

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. 

76

Section 8 Item g.



77

Section 8 Item g.



78

Section 8 Item g.



79

Section 8 Item g.



80

Section 8 Item g.



81

Section 8 Item g.



82

Section 8 Item g.



Date: September 09, 2022 

Case No. 220148 

Address: 38 Burnham Ave 

Staff Report 

The applicant has submitted an application for Project Approval for work at 38 Burnham Ave, a 

structure located in the Highland Park Planning Unit in the City of Deadwood. 

Applicant: Peter Pantazopulos 

Owner: Peter Pantazopulos 

Constructed: c 1980 

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 modern building which serves as a garage and workspace. Because it is less than 50 

years old, it cannot contribute to the Deadwood National Historic Landmark District at this time. 

The location of this structure is addressed at 180 Pleasant Street. 

2. Architectural design of the resource and proposed alterations: 

The applicant is requesting permission to add an addition onto the front of the structure and 

remodel the current structure to creative a residence. The proposed addition would have a 4/12 

pitched shed style roof and a front western style overhang and porch with 6x6 post supports. 

The addition will add 12 feet to length of existing structure and 28 feet deep to match existing 

width. Lower portion will be sided with rustic tin from about 42-48 inches down. Upper portions 

will be sided with a man-made board and batten material. Tin roof to shed snow more easily. 

Attachments: Yes 

Plans: Yes 

Photos: Yes 

Staff Opinion: Staff and commissioners should utilize the following standards set forth under South 

Dakota Administrative Rules in reviewing this project. 
 

24:52:07:04.  Standards for new construction and additions in historic districts. New 

construction or additions within a historic district must comply with The Secretary of the Interior's 

Standards for the Treatment of Historic Properties as incorporated by reference in § 

24:52:07:02. In addition the following standards apply: 

          (1)  Compatibility of design. Massing, size, and scale of new construction must be compatible 

with surrounding historic buildings. Overall architectural features of new construction must be of 

contemporary design which does not directly mimic historic buildings. Architectural elements such 

as windows, doors, and cornices must be similar in rhythm, pattern, and scale to comparable 

elements in adjacent historic buildings. The overall visual appearance of new construction may not 

dominate or be distracting to the surrounding historic landscape; 

          (2)  Height. The height of new buildings or additions to existing buildings may not exceed a 

standard variance of ten percent of the average height of historic buildings on both sides of the 

street where proposed new construction is to be located; 
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          (3)  Width. The width of new buildings or additions to existing buildings must be similar to 

adjacent historic buildings; 

          (4)  Proportion. The relationship between the height and width of new buildings or additions to 

existing buildings must be similar in proportion to existing historic buildings. The proportion of 

openings in the facades of new construction or additions must be compatible with similar openings 

in adjacent historic buildings; 

          (5)  Rhythm and scale. The rhythm, placement, and scale of openings, prominent vertical and 

horizontal members, and separation of buildings which are present in adjacent historic buildings 

must be incorporated into the design of new buildings or additions to existing buildings; 

          (6)  Materials. Materials which make up new buildings or additions to existing buildings must 

complement materials present in nearby historic properties. New materials must be of similar color, 

texture, reflective qualities, and scale as historical materials present in the historic district; 

          (7)  Color. The colors of materials, trim, ornament, and details used in new construction must 

be similar to those colors on existing historic buildings or must match colors used in previous 

historical periods for identical features within the historic district; 

          (8)  Details and ornament. The details and ornament on new buildings or additions to existing 

buildings must be of contemporary design that is complementary to those features of similar 

physical or decorative function on adjacent historic buildings; 

          (9)  Roof shape and skyline. The roof shape and skyline of new construction must be similar 

to that of existing historic buildings; 

          (10)  Setting. The relationship of new buildings or additions to existing buildings must maintain 

the traditional placement of historic buildings in relation to streets, sidewalks, natural topography, 

and lot lines; and 

          (11)  Landscaping and ground cover. Retaining walls, fences, plants, and other landscaping 

elements that are part of new construction may not introduce elements which are out of character 

with the setting of the historic district. 

 

Because the roof line presented in the project, it is staff’s opinion the proposed work and changes 

does not encroach upon, damage or destroy a historic resource but does it have an adverse effect 

on the character of the building and the overall historic character of the State and National Register 

Historic Districts or the Deadwood National Historic Landmark District. 

 

Should the commission choose to deny the project, please state in the motion the reasons why it is 

denied taking in the considerations of “Standards for new construction and additions in historic 

districts” as adopted by this body. 
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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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