
CITY OF DEADWOOD 
 

PLANNING AND ZONING COMMISSION 
 
April 18, 2012                               REGULAR MEETING 
 
The Regular Meeting of the Deadwood Planning and Zoning Commission was called to order 
by Acting Chairperson Marie Farrier on Wednesday April 18, 2012 at 5:00 p.m. in the 
Deadwood City Hall Meeting Room located at 102 Sherman Street, Deadwood, SD  57732. 
 
PRESENT PLANNING & ZONING: Mel Allen, Marie Farrier, Sheree Green and Mark Speirs. 
Also Present: Georgeann Silvernail and Jason Campbell, City Attorney.  
 
ABSENT PLANNING & ZONING: Jim Shedd. 
  
All motions passed unanimously unless otherwise stated. 
 
APPROVAL OF MINUTES:  
It was moved by Mr. Allen and seconded by Ms. Green to approve the minutes of the April 4, 
2012 Meeting.  Aye – All. Motion carried.  
 
SIGNS: 
 
Verizon Wireless (Real Estate Center) – 376 Main Street – Wall Sign  
Mr. Keith Umenthum, Building Inspector stated that the applicant requested permission to install 
a wall sign. Ms. Farrier questioned Mr. Umenthum if the 360 Main Street address listed on the 
Staff Report was correct. Mr. Umenthum stated that it was not correct and the correct address was 
376 Main Street.   
 
Mr. Umenthum stated that the proposed sign would be 10’x 2’ or 20 square feet, constructed of 
MDO sign board. He stated that a variance would be required for a second wall sign. He noted 
that the Liberty Tax Service sign would be removed and the Tattoo and Piercing sign had already 
been removed.  
 
Mr. Umenthum stated that he had requested a letter from the applicant explaining the reasons for 
the variance and he had not received the letter. Mr. Umenthum stated that he would suggest 
continuing the application until the letter is received. 
 
It was moved by Ms. Farrier and seconded by Mr. Speirs to continue the sign permit application 
for Verizon Wireless (Real Estate Center) at 376 Main Street. Aye – All. Motion carried. 
 
Days of ‘76 Museum – 18 Seventy-Six Drive – Wall Signage 
Mr. Umenthum reviewed the following Staff Report and letter:  
                                                       STAFF REPORT April 12, 2012 

 
The applicant requests permission to install two wall signs. 
 
Applicant:  Days of 76 Museum 
Address:  1876 Drive 
 
Sign #1 – Days of 76 Museum wall sign mounted on the front façade of the museum. 
Size:  9’7” x8’4” or 80 square feet 
Location:  On the projecting roof gable 
Material:  Aluminum 
Is a variance required?  Yes – 2 variances 
Comments:  The amended sign ordinance now allows wall signs within 15 feet of a city street a maximum 
area of 60 square feet and a maximum vertical dimension of 3 feet. (Section 15.32.310  B.1.c. City of 
Deadwood Sign Ordinance)  The variances asked are for an area variance of 20 square feet from the 
maximum 60 square feet and a height variance of 5’4” from the maximum height allowed of 3’. 
 
Sign #2 – Days of 76 Museum wall sign on the back façade of the museum. 
Size:  15’6” x 15’ or 223 square feet 
Location:  On the projecting roof gable at the back of the museum 
Material:  Aluminum 
Is a variance required?  Yes 
Comments:  The amended sign ordinance now allows a sign set back more than 50 feet from a city street a 
maximum area of 250 square feet and a maximum vertical dimension of 10 feet.  Section 15.32.310B.1.a. City 
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of Deadwood Sign Ordinance  The variance asked is for 5’ in height from the maximum height allowed by 
ordinance of 10 feet. 
All variances must comply with Section 15.32.080 B of the sign ordinance where the commission finds “there 
are special circumstances or conditions such as the existence of buildings, topography, vegetation, sign 
structures, distance or other matters on adjacent lots or within the adjacent public right-of-way that would 
substantially restrict the effectiveness of the sign is question and such special circumstances or conditions 
are peculiar to the particular business or enterprise to which the applicant desires to draw attention and do 
not apply general to al businesses or enterprises in the area.” 
The applicant has submitted a letter and will be present to explain the reasoning for the variances.  Staff 
recommends approval of the Days of 76 signage if the commission finds the variances appropriate for the 
Days of 76 Museum. 

             
 
Sign #1: Mr. Umenthum stated that the signage would be 9’7”x 8’4” or 80 square feet and made 
of aluminum. Mr. Umenthum stated that the sign would be located on the front façade of the 
Days of ‘76 Museum and that two variances would be required.  Mr. Bill Peterson, representing 
the Day of ’76 was present to answer questions.  
 
Mr. Peterson stated that it would be difficult to see the signage due to the setback of the 
museum therefore larger signage is needed in order to be seen. He noted that the bus traffic and 
vegetation would prevent a smaller sign from being seen.  
 
Ms. Green questioned how many motions and variances would be needed for approval of the 
Sign #1. Mr. Campbell stated that two variances were needed for height and area of the sign. 
Mr. Campbell reminded the Planning & Zoning Commission that a lot of time was spent on 
revising the Sign Ordinance and that he had concerns with the amount of variances requested 
for the signage on a City-owned building. Mr. Campbell stated that Planning & Zoning must 
review all evidence and it must justify the approval of the variances. He noted that a City-
owned building should be held to the same standards as a non-City owned building.  
 
Mr. Speirs stated that he felt that according to Section 15.32.080 B, regarding special 
circumstances, the proposed signage met the criteria.  
 
Ms. Farrier asked Mr. Campbell if the signage was approved by Planning & Zoning, could he 
defend their decision if another applicant wanted to erect a similar sized sign. Mr. Campbell 
stated that the record must clearly state the reasons for approval. 
    
Mr. Nelson questioned if the billboard at the entrance would be removed. Mr. Peterson stated 
that he understood that it would be removed.  
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Mr. Jon Mattson, representative of the Days of ’76 Committee, stated that the building needed 
to be able to be identified from the highway and the signage is need for the financial success of 
the museum.  Mr. Mattson stated that the Days are limited on placing signage due to their 
location to the highway and that in the past they could not get permission from the Department 
of Transportation to place signage close to the highway.   
 
Mr. Speirs stated that he felt that due to the vegetation, the signage meets the criteria and stated 
that he was unaware that the area in front of the museum was a designated street.   Mr. Speirs 
noted that the sign on the front of the building will be difficult to see no matter what size of the 
signage.  
 
Ms. Green questioned if the signage could be implemented in a different way. Mr. Peterson stated 
that he could not answer that and that the building was designed with the proposed signage in 
mind. He noted that it was his understanding that Mr. Kevin Kuchenbecker, Historic Preservation 
Officer would be proposing some new way finding information to clarify the location of the 
museum. Mr. Peterson stated that most people believe the area in front of the museum is a 
parking lot, not a street; therefore a larger sign would help identify the building. Mr. Mattson 
question who designated the area a street because to his recollections it was not a street. Mr. 
Campbell stated that 911 addressing mandated the area to be a designated street. 
 
Ms. Green stated that she felt this was a difficult decision because of the changes made to the Sign 
Ordinance since the variance requested is very large. Mr. Speirs suggested that the applicant 
submit a proposal of the signage that fit the Sign Ordinance in order for the Commission to 
compare the proposed signage.  Mr. Peterson stated that it would be a significant drop in the size 
and make it difficult to see.    
 
Mr. Allen stated that it was his opinion that he does not see a problem with the proposed signs 
with the variances because of the size and location of the building from the highway.  
 
It was moved by Mr. Speirs and seconded by Mr. Allen to approve the wall sign as presented with 
two variances for area and height for the Days of ’76 Museum at 18 Seventy-Six Drive. Aye – All. 
Motion carried. 
 
Sign #2: Mr. Umenthum stated that the signage would be 15’6”x 15’ or 223 square feet and 
made of aluminum. Mr. Umenthum stated that the sign would be located on the back façade on 
the projecting roof gable and a variance would be required for height.  Mr. Umenthum stated 
that Mr. Campbell had questioned if there was a public entrance on the back of the museum; if 
there was not, an additional variance would be required for one sign per public entrance.  
 
Mr. Peterson stated that there was a public entrance however it is not visible in the photos 
presented to the Commission. Mr. Campbell questioned if the entrance would be used for 
public entry every day. Mr. Speirs questioned if he would have a sign stating “Entrance”. Mr. 
Peterson stated that he did not have a plan for sign permit at the moment.  
 
Mr. Speirs questioned if the proposed sign would be lit. Mr. Peterson stated that the sign would 
not be lit. 
 
Mr. Speirs questioned how many variances would be needed for approval. Mr. Campbell stated 
that since Mr. Peterson indicated that there is a public entrance on the back of the building, only 
one variance for height is needed.  
 
Ms. Farrier asked Mr. Umenthum to clarify the variance needed to approve the sign. Mr. 
Umenthum stated that the variance is for 5’ in height from the maximum 10’ allowed by the 
Sign Ordinance.  Ms. Green questioned if special circumstance included distance. Mr. Campbell 
stated that distance is a special circumstance but felt distance is addressed in the Sign 
Ordinance by allowing the applicant the maximum 250 square feet and maximum vertical 
dimensions of 10’. 
 
Ms. Green stated that by producing a sign within the conforms of the Sign Ordinance it would 
greatly affect the effectiveness of the sign, in this case; therefore it could qualify as a special 
circumstance. Mr. Speirs stated that when viewing the sign, most people will be more than 200 
feet away.  
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It was moved by Ms. Green and seconded by Mr. Allen because the effectiveness of the sign 
would be substantially restricted without the variance, a special circumstance exist, therefore 
moved to approve the wall sign as presented with a variance for 5’ height requirement for the 
Days of ’76 Museum at 18 Seventy-Six Drive. Aye – All. Motion carried. 
 
Mr. Campbell explained to the applicants that they must seek approval from the City 
Commission to erect signage on a City owned building. He noted that it would be place on the 
Monday April 23, 2012 City Commission meeting.  
 
   
Annual Report 
The Planning & Zoning Commission thanked Staff for the Annual Report.  
 
OPEN 
None.  
 
ADJOURNMENT: 
 
It was moved by Mr. Speirs and seconded by Mr. Allen to adjourn the Regular Meeting of the 
Planning and Zoning Commission. Aye – All. Motion carried. 
 
There being no further business, the Planning & Zoning Commission adjourned at 5:45 p.m. 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
 
_________________________   ________________________ 
Mr. Jim Shedd     Ms. Sheree Green 
Chairman      Secretary  
Planning and Zoning    Planning and Zoning 
 
 
 


