DEADWOOD HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION
Wednesday, November 9, 2016 ~ 5:00 p.m.
City Hall, 108 Sherman Street, Deadwood, South Dakota

1. Call meeting to Order

Approval of HPC Meeting Minutes
a. Regular HPC Meeting — October 26, 2016
b. On-site Meeting — November 3, 2016

3. Voucher Approval
Old or General Business

a. PA H16054 — Mike Gustafson — 270 Main Street — Cut Hill - Exhibit ‘A
b. PA H16053 ~ Mike Gustafson — 270 Main Street — Grading -~ Exhibit B
¢. Rodeo Grounds Maintenance and Grandstands — Historic Preservation Office
d. Location of Recycling Dumpsters — Tom Blair
5. New Matters before the Deadwood Historic District Commission
a. COA H16058 ~ Deadwood Guich Saloon —~ Rich Harr — Reside/Roof/Awnings/Windows/Doors/Rock Work —
Exhibit C
6. New Matters before the Deadwood Historic Preservation Commission

a. PA H16055 — William Walsh — 36 Lincoln Avenue — Repair Garage Door — Exhibit D

b. PA H16056 — James Haupt — 37 Washington Street — Install Metal Carport — Exhibit E

¢. PA H16057 — Destiny & Brady Maynard — 4 Harrison Street — Windows — Exhibit - F

d. PA H16059 - Roger & Ann Ochse — 35 Madison Street — Windows & Doors — Exhibit G
7. Revolving Loan Fund & HP Programs Update

a. HP Program Applications — Exhibit H

i.  Destiny & Brady Maynard — 4 Harrison — Wood Windows and Doors Program
ii.  Steve Olson — 53 Lincoin — Retaining Wall Program
fii. Joe & Marcia Mack — 143 Charles — Wood Windows and Doors Program
iv.  Roger & Ann Ochse — 35 Madison Street — Wood Windows and Doors Program
v.  Marlin Maynard — 875 Main Street — Eiderly Resident Program
b. Revolving Loan Program — Exhibit I

i.  Bonnie Fosso — 170 Pleasant ~ Life Safety Loan Extension Request
ii.  David Swaney — 37 Lee Street — Retaining Wall Loan Extension Request
fil. . Larry Shama — 147 Charles Street ~ Windows Loan Request
iv.  Melody & James Lawson — 23 Emery — Request to Forgive Early
¢. * Retaining Wall Program Disbursements

8. TItems from Citizens not on agenda (Items considered but no action will be taken at this time.)
9. Staff Report (Items considered but no action will be taken at this time.)

10. Committee Reports (Ifems will be considered but no action will be taken at this time.)

11. Other Business

12. Adjournment

Executive Session for Legal Matters per South Dakota Codified Law 1-25-1 (3)

*All Applications MUST arrive at the City of Deadwood Historic Preservation Office b y 5:00 p.m. MST on the I** or
37 Wednesday of every month in order to be considered at the next Historic Preservation Commission Meeting.

11/04/16 3:27 PM



DEADWOOD HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION
Wednesday, October 26, 2016 ~ 5:00 p.m.
City Hall, 108 Sherman Street, Deadwood, South Dakota

1. Call meeting to Order
Recess meeting for program

2016 Deadwood Wall of Fame Program
Reconvene meeting
2. Approval of HPC Meeting Regular Meeting Minutes — Qctober 12, 2016
Voucher Approval

w

4, 0ld or General Business

a. Report on “The Experience LAB” workshop on October 17-19, 2016
b. Update on Deadwood Revitalization efforts

5. New Matters before the Deadwood Historic District Commission
6. New Matters before the Deadwood Historic Preservation Commission

a. PA H16052 — Lita & Lester Westbrook — 69 Lincoln Avenue — Wood Windows/Doors — Exhibit A
b. PA H16054 — Mike Gustafson — 270 Main Street — Cut Hill — Exhibit B
c. PAH16053 — Mike Gustafson — 270 Main Street — Grading — Exhibit €

7. Revolving Loan Fund & HP Programs Update

a. HP Program Applications — Exhibit D

i Lita & Lester Westbrook — 69 Lincoln Avenue — Windows/Doors Program
ii.  Isabelle Messmer — 54 Burnham Avenue — Elderly Resident Program
iii.  Lynn and George Milos — Windows/Doors Program
b. HP Program Extension — Exhibit E

i Ken and Nancy Matzko — 51 Pleasant — Windows/Doors Program Extension
ii.  Jean Mackley — 8 Adams Avenue — Elderly Resident Program Extension
iii. Bonnie Fosso - 170 Pleasant — Windows/Doors Program Extension
iv. Bonnie Fosso ~ 170 Pleasant — Siding Program Extension
v.  Bonnie Fosso — 170 Pleasant — Elderly Resident Program Extension

¢. Revolving Loan Program — Exhibit F

i.  “Peggy” Fierro-Bailey — 36 Jackson — Retaining Wall Loan Extension Request
iil.  Thomas and Dorrene Julius — 33 V2 Jackson - Siding Loan Extension Request
ii. ~ Thomas and Dorrene Julius ~ 33 %2 Jackson — Windows Loan Extension Request

d. Retaining Wall Program Disbursements
8. TItems from Citizens not on agenda (Items considered but no action will be taken at this time,)
9. Staff Report (Items considered but no action will be taken at this time.)
10. Committee Reports (Items will be considered but no action will be taken at this time.)
11. Other Business
12. Adjournment
Executive Session for Legal Matters per South Dakota Codified Law 1-25-1 (3)

*All Applications MUST arrive at the City of Deadwood Historic Preservation Office by 5:00 p.m. MST on the 1 or
37 Wednesday of every month in order to be considered at the next Historic Preservation Commission Meeting.

11/04/16 3:17 PM



CITY OF DEADWOOD

HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION

Wednesday, October 13, 2016
Present Historic Preservation Commission: Chair Laura Floyd, Thomas Blair, Dale Berg, Lynn Namminga,
Lyman Toews, Michael Johnson and Chuck Williams were present.
Absent: Ms. Terri Williams, City Attorney, were absent.

Present City Commission: Dave Ruth was present.

Present Staff: Kevin Kuchenbecker, Historic Preservation Officer, Mike Walker and Crystal Murray, of

NeighborWorks-Dakota Home Services, Quentin Riggins, City Attorney, and Jerity Krambeck, Recording Secretary,
were all present,

All motions passed unanimously unless otherwise stated.

A quorum present, Chair Floyd called the Deadwood Historic Preservation Commission meeting to order

Wednesday, October 26, 2016 at 5:00 p.m. in the Commission Room located in the City Hall at 108 Sherman Street
in Deadwood, SD.

Mr. Kuchenbecker presented the Wall of Fame recipients; Dr. John Clinton Smiley and George Vincent Ayres.

Dr. John Smiley and family accepted the award on behalf of Dr. John Clinton Smiley. Mike Rodman, Grand Lodge of
South Dakota Masons and Bill Collister, great-grandson of Mr. Ayres, accepted the award on behalf of George
Vincent Ayres.

Chair Floyd recessed the meeting for the Deadwood Historic Preservation Commission 2016 Wall of Fame
reception.

Chair Floyd reconvened the meeting for business.

Approval of October 12, 2016 HPC Minutes:

It was moved by Mr. Blair and seconded by Mr. Williams to approve the HPC minutes of Wednesday,
October 12, 2016 as presented. Aye — All. Motion carried,

Voucher Approval:

It was moved by Mr. Johnson and seconded by Mr. Namminga to approve the HP Operating Account
in the amount of $153,966.87. Aye — All. Motion carried.

0ld or General Business:

Report on “The Experience L AB” workshop on October 17-19, 2016

Mr. Kuchenbecker discussed “The Experience LAB” workshop. Mr. Kuchenbecker stated it was an amazing
experience and he came back with great ideas for Deadwood. Mr. Kuchenbecker thanked the Commission for
allowing him and Chamber staff to attend.

Mr. Lee Harstad, Deadwood Chamber of Commerce, thanked the Commission. Mr. Harstad stated there was a lot
of takeaway from the conference, but highlighted the critical eye of improving a great experience.

Update on Deadwood Revitalization efforts

Ms. Susan Johnson spoke on behalf of the Deadwood Revitalization committee regarding the CenturyLink building
update. Ms. Johnson discussed CenturyLink turning Deadwood into a Smart City. Ms. Johnson stated CenturyLink
has agreed to donate the building. Ms. Johnson stated CenturyLink is asking for a verbal commitment from Historic
Preservation/City of Deadwood.

Mr. Mike Rodman thanked Historic Preservation for working with Deadwood Revitalization and the best thing to do
is to collaborate with Historic Preservation and continue to plan and develop where we are going with Main Street
projects and work on these projects together for the betterment of Deadwood. Mr. Rodman stated the discussion
needs to be had whether these plazas are an intrusion on Main Street. Mr. Rodman asked if we could put together
a working group.
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Ms. Louie Lelonde stated our most valuable asset is our history and this can give us the opportunity to enrich our
history and keep our Main Street as vibrant as possible.

Ms. Johnson stated Revitalization has raised money and has hired Dan Senfner with Destination Rapid City to
enlighten everyone on what has happened in Rapid City since they built their plaza.

Mr. Senfner introduced himself and discussed Rapid City’s revival with the addition of Main Street Square and how
it has transformed the way the community lives. Mr. Senfner discussed the comparisons to Deadwood and stated a
downtown plaza is the heart of the community.

Chair Floyd stated there is value and potential in exploring it and there is a lot of opportunity in partnership. Chair
Floyd stated we need to sit down and discuss exactly what that means; when it is appropriate for Historic
Preservation to be a financial partner and an input partner. Chair Floyd asked if it would be appropriate for a
committee to be formed or if members of Historic Preservation Commission should join an already formed
committee. Ms. Johnson stated she would like to see a meeting with Historic Preservation Commission, Deadwood
Revitalization and CenturyLink and to hear about the Smart City. Ms. Johnson stated a review of the initial plaza
concepts need to be reviewed to ensure they reflect Deadwood.

Mr. Kuchenbecker stated he has been involved with Revitalization and there is great opportunity as their committee
structured after the Main Street Program, which was started by the National Trust of Historic Preservation. There is
opportunity for all to serve in the sub-committees.

Mrs. Sharon Martinesko stated she would like to encourage the Commission and Revitalization to bring in more
residents for input so there is residential buy-in and communication.

New Matters before the Deadwood Historic District Commission
No matters considered.
New Matters before the Deadwood Historic Preservation Commission

PA H16052 — Lita & Lester Westbrook — 69 Lincoln Avenue — Wood Windows/Doors — Exhibit A

Mr. Kuchenbecker stated the applicant has submitted an application for Project Approval for work at 69 Lincoin
Avenue, a contributing structure located in the Ingleside Planning Unit, constructed circa 1890. The applicant is
requesting permission to replace six (6) casement windows with new wooden-double-hung 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. The applicant also is entering into the windows program. It was
moved by Mr. Blair and seconded by Mr. Johnson 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 grant project approval at 69 Lincoln Avenue. Aye- All. Motion carried.

PA H16054 — Mike Gustafson — 270 Main Street — Cut Hill — Exhibit B and PA H16053 — Mike Gustafson — 270 Main
Street — Grading — Exhibit C

It was moved by Mr. Blair and seconded by Mr. Johnson to continue Project Approval for PA H16054
and H16053 to the Historic Preservation Commission Meeting scheduled for November 9, 2016,
pending a site visit scheduled for Thursday November 3, 2016 at 4:00 p.m. Aye- All, Motion carried.

Revolving Loan Fund and Historic Preservation Programs:
Grant Program — Exhibit D

Lita & Lester Westbrook — 69 Lincoln Avenue — Windows/Doors Program

Isabelle Messmer — 54 Burnham Avenue — Elderly Resident Program

Lynn and George Milos — 872 Main Street — Windows/Doors Program

It was moved by Mr. Berg and seconded by Mr. Johnson to accept the consent agenda as presented
and approve the Program Applications as submltted Aye - All. Motion carried.

HP Program Extension — Exhibit E

Ken and Nancy Matzko — 51 Pleasant — Wmdows/Doors Program Extension

Jean Mackley — 8 Adams Avenue — Elderly Resident Program Extension

Bonnie Fosso — 170 Pleasant — Windows/Doors Program Extension

Bonnie Fosso ~ 170 Pleasant — Siding Program Extension

Bonnie Fosso — 170 Pleasant — Elderly Resident Program Extension

It was moved by Mr. Blair and seconded by Mr. Williams to accept the consent agenda as presented
and approve the Program Extensions as submitted. Aye - All. Motion carried.

Retaining Wall Program Disbursements
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It was moved by Mr. Toews and seconded by Mr. Johnson to approve Retaining Wall Program
Disbursements in amount of $111,318.61, based on information as presented by Mr. Walker, of
NeighborWorks-Dakota Home Services. Aye - All. Motion carried.

It was moved by Mr. Berg and seconded by Mr. Toews to approve HP Grant Fund disbursement in the
amount of $83,426.11, based on information as presented by Mr. Walker, of NeighborWorks-Dakota
Home Services. Mr. Namminga abstained. Aye - All, Motion carried.

It was moved by Mr. Toews and seconded by Mr. Johnson to approve HP Revolving Loan Fund
disbursement in amount of $9,513.92, based on information as presented by Mr. Walker, of
NeighborWorks-Dakota Home Services. Mr. Berg and Mr. Blair abstained. Aye - All. Motion carried.

Revolving Loan Program/Dishursements

Revolving Loan Program — Exhibit F

“Peggy” Fierro-Bailey — 36 Jackson — Retaining Wall Loan Extension Request

Thomas and Dorrene Julius — 33 ¥2 Jackson — Siding Loan Extension Request

Thomas and Dorrene Julius — 33 V2 Jackson — Windows Loan Extension Request

It was moved by Mr. Blair and seconded by Mr. Toews to accept the consent agenda as presented and
approve the Revolving Loan Extensions, as submitted, Aye - All. Motion carried.

The delinguency report was presented by Mr. Walker.

Revolving Loan Fund/Retaining Wall Program Update:

Retaining Wall Applications
No applications were addressed at this meeting.

Items from Citizens not on Agenda

Staff Repott: (iterns will be considered but no action will be taken at this time.)

Mr. Kuchenbecker reported on the following items: '

e Our HP Programs are kicking and doing well; putting it in the newsletter has been working well;

e Guy Street retaining wall is under construction and we have six retaining walls in engineering stage for
next year;

= The Residential Rehabilitation applications are out and we will accept up to two rehabilitations; applications
are due mid-November.,

St. Ambrose continues;
We are seeing work on our fagade program; both Mr. Berg and Mr. Tim Conrad’s properties have begun
the project;

e 360 Williams Street windows are coming along with windows being delivered this week and a competitive
bid for siding has been awarded;

e The roof at the Rodeo Grounds needs quite a bit of considerable maintenance that needs addressed and
there will probably be additional projects forthcoming; the crow’s nest is in a deteriorating condition and
we will probably need to declare it as an emergency and bring it to the City Commission to supplement the
budget and the walkways out in the weather are deteriorating and there are a few spots that are falling
through; although it is not budgeted, this project cannot be deferred because it is a safety hazard.

Committee Reports:
Mr. Berg stated the Deadwood Alive meeting today went well and the direction Deadwood Alive is heading is very
encouraging.

Chair Floyd read a letter from the Fall River Historical Society thanking for the contribution to their 12" Annual Fall
River Conference.

Chair Floyd read a letter from Tam Zwingelberg stating how happy she is with her new windows and she would
recommend this program to everyone.
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Adjournment:

There being no other business, the Historic Preservation Commission Meeting adjourned at 6:25 p.m,
ATTEST:

Chairman, Historic Preservation Commission
Jerity Krambeck, Historic Preservation Office/Recording Secretary
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DEADWOOD HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION
Thursday, November 3, 2016 ~ 4:00 p.m.
270 Main Street, Deadwood, South Dakota

There will be a meeting of the
Deadwood Historic Preservation Commission
to be held on Thursday, November 3, 2016 at 4:00 p.m.
at 270 Main Street (First Gold Hotel parking lot).

This meeting is a site visit regarding Project Approval
Case No. H16053 and H16054, Grading and Cut Hill, at
270 Main Street.

No Action to be Taken.
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CITY OF DEADWOOD

HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION
Thursday, November 3, 2016

Present Historic Preservation Commission: Thomas Blair, Dale Berg, Lynn Namminga, Lyman Toews, Michael
Johnson and Chuck Williams were present.

Absent: Chair Laura Floyd was absent.

Present City Commission: Dave Ruth and Chuck Turbiville were present.

Present Staff: Kevin Kuchenbecker, Historic Preservation Officer and Quentin Riggins, City Attorney, ‘were
present.

Others Present: Sharon Martinesko, Keri Ruth, Donna Watson, Lenessa Keehn, Jerry Anderson, First Gold,
Contractor Kenny Gardner, Civil Engineer Mike Towey, and Architect Gene Fennell.

All motions passed unanimously unless otherwise stated.

A quorum present, Vice Chair Blair called the Deadwood Historic Preservation Commission meeting to order
Thursday, November 3, 2016 at 4:22 p.m. at First Gold, 270 Main Street in Deadwood, SD.

A site visit was conducted at the location of 270 Main Street to discuss Project Approvals H16053 and H16054. No
action was taken.

Adjournment:
There being no other business, the Historic Preservation Commission Meeting adjourned at 4:47 p.m.
ATTEST:

Chairman, Historic Preservation Commission
Jerity Krambeck, Historic Preservation Office/Recording Secretary
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Date: 10/20/2016

Case No. H16053
Address: 270 MAIN STREET

Staff Report

The applicant has submitted an application for Project Approval for work at 270 Main Streeta
non-contributing structure located in the Fountain City Planning Unit in the City of Deadwood.

Applicant: MIKE GUSTAFSON
Owner: MIKE GUSTAFSON
Constructed: 1990

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 area of the historic district has been
dramatically altered over the past 25 years. While in the historic districts, there is no visible

historic resources remaining in the immediate area and the proposed location of the new
construction is out of the site of the general public.

2. Architectural design of the resource and proposed alterations: The applicant is
requesting permission to cut hill to enlarge for generator and parking.

Attachments: No
Plans: Yes

Photos: Yes

Staff Opinion: The proposed work and changes does damage and destroy a historic property
included in the national register of historic places and the state register of historic places.
Furthermore, it is staff’s opinion that the proposed work and changes does have an adverse
effect on the historic character of the State and National Register Historic Districts or the
Deadwood National Historic Landmark District.

Staff’s review of this project uses the standards, guidelines and criteria authorized by Deadwood
Codified Ordinance 17.68 and SDCL 1-19B.

General Factors:

The City of Deadwood, South Dakota Code of Ordinances (DCO) 17.68.020 authorizes the City to

establish a historic preservation commission to preserve, promote and develop the historical
resources of the city.

Under DCO 17.68.020(C)(11) the Historic Preservation Commission is to review and to issue or
deny a permit for any undertaking or project which will encroach upon, damage or destroyany
historic property included in the National Register of Historic Places or the State Register of
Historic Places, which decision to approve or deny shall be based on the standards for historic
preservation, restoration, and rehabilitation projects adopted by rules promulgated pursuant to
SDCL 1-19A-29 which include the United States Department of the Interior Standards for
Rehabilitation and Historic Preservation. This section shall not apply to any project or
undertaking which the historic preservation commission or its staff determines will not encroach



upon, damage or destroy any historic property. Such determination shall be based upon the
guidelines adopted by the Deadwood Historic Preservation and District Commission(s).

Historic significance of the area and historic property involved:

Deadwood was originally designated as a National Historic Landmark (NHL) in 1961 under the
Historic Sites Act. In 1966, with the passage of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA),

and the addition of the NHL program under that law, all previous NHL’s were legally recognized
as keeping their status as fandmarks.

In 1985, the boundaries were formally established for the National Register District and thus the
National Historic Landmark District as being the 1981 city limits of the City of Deadwood
through the National Park Service. During this process and in accordance with the National

Historic Landmark regulations, the National Park Service notified owners, public officials and
other interested parties.

In 1989, there was an attempt to change the period of significance for the Deadwood NHL.
Since an NHL cannot be amended to change the time period for a NHL’s historic significance {an

entire new NHL nomination would have to be completed), the NPS instead accepted the new
data as a National Register nomination.

According to the National Park Service, Deadwood, technically, has two historic districts - the
NHL district and a National Register District, both with the same boundary. The City of
Deadwood provided input throughout the process.

Furthermore, under South Dakota Administrative Rule 24:52:06:13, listing of a property on the
national register constitutes listing of that property on the state register. Therefore, the
proposed project is also located in the Deadwood State Registered Historic District.

Under SDCL 1-19B-1.1 a historic property is defined as follows:

A "historic property" is any building, structure, object, district, area, or site that is
significant in the history, architecture, archaeology, paleontology, or culture of the state,
its communities or the nation.

Under this definition, the National Historic Landmark District as well as the National Register
District and State Register District are collectively defined as a historic property by definition of
the term district. Staff’s review of this project uses the district as the historic property in the
determination of rather the proposed work and changes will encroach upon, damage or destroy
any historic property included in the national register of historic places or the state register of
historic places. This project lies within the State and National Register Historic Districts and the
Deadwood National Historic Landmark District.

The decision to approve or deny the project approval shall be based on the standards for
historic preservation, restoration, and rehabilitation projects adopted by rules promulgated
through the Deadwood Codified Ordinances which also include rules pursuant to SDCL 1-19A-29
and through the Secretary of Interior as adopted by the Deadwood City Commission.

The proposed project clearly is located in the Deadwood National Historic Landmark District, the
Deadwood National Register District, and the Deadwood State Historic Register District.



Thus, all the above historic districts are historic properties listed in both the National and State
Registers of Historic Places.

Guidelines for the Deadwood HPC to consider

DCO 17.68.010 was enacted for the purpose of the protection of the historical resources of the
city. The historic preservation commission may use review guidelines which may be consistent
with local, state and federal guidelines and regulations, including, but not limited to, building

safety and fire codes and the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards and Guidelines for Archeology
and Historic Preservation.

The following is staff’s opinion of the project based on the Secretary of Interior Standards for

Rehabilitation (The standard is in italics and staff's review of the project based on the standard
follows}):

1. A property will be used as it was historically or be given a new use that requires minimal
change to its distinctive materials, features, spaces, and spatial relationships.

The proposed excavation into the hillside will expand on the already significant cut and
will further alter the landscape features of the historic districts in which it is related. The
proposed project furthermore alters the spaces and spatial relationships of the gulch in
which Deadwood is situated. While Deadwood was developed with numerous cuts and
fills since the original mining camps were formed in the area, which later became
Deadwood, the proposed cut will expand on already one of the largest cuts in the area.
This continues to alter the space which makes up Deadwood gulch and changes the

spatial relationships in a dramatic fashion, thus having an adverse effect to the district
and damages the historic districts.

2. The historic character of a property will be retained and preserved. The removal of
distinctive materials or alteration of features, spaces, and spatial relationships that
characterize a property will be avoided.

The proposed expansion of the existing cut into the hiflside does not retain nor preserve
the historic character of the district even though this portion of the district has been
altered dramatically with the cuts already existing. The cumulative removal of the
natural materials which are distinctive to the gulch in the form of trees, rocks and soils
continue to disappear from this area of the district as a result of the proposed project.
The remaining natural hillside in itself is a feature and part of the spatial relationship of
the district. Removal of the hillside within the district should be avoided or mitigated

through a revegetation method of the hillside to cover the scars left from the
excavation.

3. Each property will be recognized as a physical record of its time, place, and use. Changes
that create a false sense of historical development, such as adding conjectural features
or elements from other historic properties, will not be undertaken.

The previous excavation exceeded what was proposed to have occurred along the toe of
the existing hillside. Furthermore, the previous excavation was to have benches which
were to be vegetated to remove the elements of a scarred hillside. Since this area of the
hillside now has not been dramatically altered and the hillside has not been



revegetated, the extent of the proposed project will continue to erode the physical
record of once was a naturally vegetated hillside. The previous project approval for
excavation did include plans for revegetation; however, no effort was been made to
minimize the scar of the hillside which included the removatl of vegetation, soilsand rock
as agreed upon in the previous project approval.

Changes to a property that have acquired historic significance in their own right will be
retained and preserved.

The environs which make up the hillside have obviously contributed to and acquired
historic significance on their own right and should be retained and preserved. While the
hillsides originally may have contained a lessor amount of vegetation, the growth of the
ponderosa pines and other vegetation along this hillside provided “greenery” which
acquired a feel and atmosphere relating to the spatial relationship to the district. The
proposed project will expand the scar and continue to alter the overall environment of
the district through the large cuts and removal of vegetation along the hillsides.

Distinctive materials, features, finishes, and construction techniques or examples of
craftsmanship that characterize a property will be preserved.

The distinctive materials and features in the project site were the natural environment
of the hillside including the vegetation, trees and rocks. The proposed project does not

preserve or re-introduce these materials or features which have an impact on the
district.

Deteriorated historic features will be repaired rather than replaced. Where the severity
of deterioration requires replacement of a distinctive feature, the new feature will match
the old in design, color, texture, and, where possible, materials. Replacement of missing
features will be substantiated by documentary and physical evidence.

While the proposed project does not necessarily have deteriorated historic features, the
applicant had in the previous excavation indicated a willingness to re-vegetate the
hillside with trees and vines but did not follow through on the plans to do so. While the
time for the vegetation to mature will be several decades, there is no guarantee the
project site will mature to a state which will replace the missing features or materials.

And without follow-through on a proposed plan, the vegetation to naturally occur could
take more than a century.

Chemical or physical treatments, if appropriate, will be undertaken using the gentlest
means possible. Treatments that cause damage to historic materials will not be used.

The shear physical treatment of the excavation would not be considered as the gentlest
means possible. Avoidance appears to be the gentlest means possible. The treatment of
the excavation damages the district.

Archeological resources will be protected and preserved in place. If such resources must
be disturbed, mitigation measures will be undertaken.

The applicant has completed an archaeological investigation of the area surrounding the
project which has been submitted to this office. At this time, there appears to be no
archaeological features which will be impacted by the project.



9. New additions, exterior alterations, or related new construction will not destroy historic
materials, features, and spatial relationships that characterize the property. The new
work shall be differentiated from the old and will be compatible with the historic

materials, features, size, scale and proportion, and massing to protect the integrity of
the property and its environment.

The newly proposed excavation does continue to destroy the features and spatial
relationships that characterize the district. While the proposed project differentiates
itself from the old, it would not be considered compatible with the size, scale and
proportions of the district when it comes to the historical cuts and fills which
characterize the district and its environment. This large scale excavation will providea
large cut which is not in proportion to other parts of the district.

10. New additions and adjacent or related new construction will be undertaken in such a
manner that, if removed in the future, the essential form and integrity of the historic
property and its environment would be unimpaired.

Should the excavation be undertaken, it does not appear to be a reasonable or prudent
alternative which would allow the project to reverse the adverse affect and restore the
integrity of the district and environment. While this area has had projects which have
altered the environment, the compounded effects of the proposed project further
damages and destroys the character of the State and National Historic Register Districts
and the Deadwood National Historic Landmark District.

The following is staff’s opinion of the project based on the Guidelines for Rehabilitating Historic
Buildings (reprinted 1997) which address new construction in historic districts. (The criteriais in
italics and staff’s review of the project based on the standard follows):

(1) Design new exterior additions to historic buildings or adjacent new construction
which is compatible with the historic character of the site and which preserves the
historic relationship between the building or buildings and the landscape (page 74).

The proposed project is within the historic districts referenced above. Furthermore, the project
would be considered new construction in the district and shall require a city permit if approved.
The project is not compatible to the historic character of the site and does not preserve the
historic relationship between the traditional buildings and the landscape because of the
expansion of the existing cut through the proposed excavation; therefore, the proposed project
further damages the historic character of the district. Additional design alternatives or parking
solutions should be explored to make the project compatible with the historic character of the
district and preserve the relationship of the landscape and the environment.

{2) The setting is the area or environment in which a historic property is found. It may be
an urban or suburban neighborhood or a natural landscape in which a building has
been constructed. The elements of setting, such as the relationship of buildings to
each other, setbacks, fence patterns, views, driveways and sidewalks, and street
trees together create the character of a district or neighborhood. In some instances,
many individual building sites may form a neighborhood or setting. in rural
environments, agricultural or natural landscapes may for the setting for an
individual property (page 76).



The setting of the district (the immediate area of the district as well as the overall environment
of the district in this case) is destroyed by the expansion of the existing excavation in that such
setting becomes an even more enormous cut in the hillside, rather than the traditional smaller
cuts and fills which define the district. The character of the district is damaged by the size of the
proposed new excavation creating a severe alteration of the views from the main thoroughfares
within the district. In addition, the overall setting of the national and state register districts is

continued to be altered dramatically and damaged with the intrusion of the proposed new
construction in the same way.

(3) Identify, retain, and preserve building and landscape features which are important in
defining the historic character of the setting. Such features can include roads and
streets, furnishings such as lights and benches, vegetation, gardens and yards,
adjacent open spaces such as fields, parks, commons or woodlands, and important
views or visual relationships (page 77).

The hillsides are a significant landscape feature which dominates the northern edge of
Deadwood Gulch and helps define the characteristic setting of the district. The proposed
excavation damages the hillside by altering the view from different vantage points within the
district. Furthermore, due to the size of the proposed excavation, the view from the highway
will at least be further damaged, if not destroyed, as visitors enter the historic district.

(4) Retain the historic relationship between buildings and landscape features of the
setting. For example, preserving the relationship between historic houses and
landscape features (page 77).

The relationship between the buildings within the district and the hillsides are a key landscépe
feature and defining element of the setting in the historic district. This relationship is further
damaged by size of the proposed excavation.

(5) Try not to introduce new construction into historic districts that visually incompatible
or destroys the historic relationships within the setting. New work should be
compatible with the historic character of the setting in terms of size, scale, design,
material, color, and texture {page 80).

The proposed excavation is not compatible with the historic character of the setting of the
district. While over the past two decades, there have been some larger cuts; the cuts are
generally screened by buildings. This expansion of the existing cut at First Gold through the
proposed excavation will continue to be highly visible and will be one of the largest cuts in the
district. It continues to damage, if not destroy, the relationship of the district with the landscape

because of the size and scale of the undertaking dominating the area rather than complimenting
the setting.

The following is staff's opinion of the project based upon DCO 17.68.050(B} in which the Historic
Preservation Commission shall use the criteria and established design review guidelines in
granting or denying project approvals: (The criteria is in italics and staff’s review of the project
based on the standard follows):

(1) in advance of new construction, steps shall be taken to insure evaluation of possible
archaeological resources, as set forth in SDCL 1-20.



As stated earlier, the applicant has taken the necessary steps to insure evaluation of possible
archaeological resources.

{2) The following aspects of new construction shall be visually compatible with the
buildings and environment with which the new construction is visually related,
including but not limited to: the height, the gross volume, the proportion between
width and height of the facade(s), the proportions and relationship between doors
and windows, the rhythm of solids to voids created by openings in the facade, the
materials, the textures, the colors, the patterns, the trims and the design of the roof.

Due to the size of the proposed excavation, the project will not be visually compatible with the
overall environment of the district, and therefore encroaches upon the historic districts. The
proposed project will continue to dominate and draw attention away from the surrounding
historic landscape and completely changes the setting of this area of the historic districts.

The relationship between the height and width of the undertaking is not similar in proportion to
other cuts within the district due to its openness and will continue to damage the setting of the
district. While the plans submitted have finished topography lines, the proposed excavationand
cut into the hillside which will be highly visible. The overall excavation is not proportionate to
other excavations within the district which is visible.

(3) Existing rhythm created by existing building masses and spaces between them shall
be preserved.

The proposed project does nothing to preserve the existing rhythm created by the landscape of
the district.

(4) The landscape plan shall be compatible with the resource, and it shall be visually
compatible with the environment with which it is visually related. Landscaping shall
also not prove detrimental to the fabric of a resource, or adjacent public or private
improvements like sidewalks and walls.

A formal landscaping plan was not submitted with the application. The resulting excavation

alters the existing landscape thus damaging and destroying the character and the setting ofthe
historic districts.

(5) No specific architectural style shall be required.
It is staff’s opinion that this criteria does not fit with the review of this project.

(6) With respect to these new construction criteria, the commission shall also consider
the zoning classification and historic integrity of visually related buildings.

The proposed excavation area is zoned Commercial Highway. The intent of commercial highway
is intended to provide locations for commercial uses, which require access to roads and
highways, along with substantial amounts of parking; however, it does not define how muth
parking or the creation of the need for additional parking.

The Downtown Design Guidelines, adopted by the Deadwood Historic Preservation Commission
in 1991, provide a broad view of what elements may be evaluated during the City's Review
process. They are to be used for guidance in determining appropriate alterations.



The design guidelines state "Hillsides should not be cut away to provide more parking. Retaining

of slopes should be limited and it should be recognized that the natural topography s an
important character-giving element.”

It is staffs opinion the proposed cut into the hillside to allow for additional parking is substantial
and will further alter the natural topography in a dramatic manner in this area. Over a period of
time, the total work at this site has compounded into an adverse effect on this area of the State
and National Historic Register Districts and the Deadwood National Historic Landmark District.
This continues to have an adverse effect on the area without any regard to mitigation efforts.

Projects which are not in conformance with the Deadwood Historic Preservation Commission’s

guidelines as discussed above, encroach upon, damage or destroy the various historic properties
—in this case the historic districts.

Based upon all the guidelines discussed, my opinion is that the project as proposed hy the
applicant will encroach upon, damage or destroy the historic properties listed.in both the
national register of historic places and the state register of historic places as follows:

(1) The proposed new excavation encroaches upon the various historic districts in these
ways:

a. Itis not compatible with the size and scale of the proposed excavation and
the resulting cut continues to adversely alter the landscape features which
define the historic character of the districts.

b. It does not preserve the historic relationship between the buildings and
the landscape and there is no plans to mitigate the adverse affect..

C. It continues to be inconsistent with size and scale of other cuts in the
district which are visible.

(2) The proposed project damages the various historic districts in these ways:

a. The project is not in scale with the environment and the historic district
due to the size and proportion of the proposed new excavation.

b. The project dramatically alters the landscape and environs of the district.

¢. ltis not compatible to the historic character of the site and does not

preserve the historic relationship between the buildings and the
landscape.

(3) The proposed project destroys the various historic districts in these ways:

a. Due to the resulting height of the cut and overall impact on the hillside and
the environs of the district, the site and setting from the highway will
continue to be destroyed for visitors as they enter the historic district
through this corridor.

b. Itis not comparable to the historic character of the site and does not
preserve the historic relationship between the buildings and the landscape

c. The setting of the district and the adjacent structures continues to be
destroyed by the proposed cut and excavation.

Itis further my determination that the proposed new construction will have an adverse effect
on the character of the districts listed above for the same reasons listed for whether or notthe
project encroaches upon, damages or destroys the historic properties discussed above.

My opinion is based solely on the criteria, guidelines and standards outlined above through the
Deadwood Codified Ordinances and enabling South Dakota Codified Laws set forth. The intent



of the criteria, guidelines and standards is to assist the long-term preservation of a property's
significance through the preservation of historic materials and features including related
landscape features and the building's site and environment, as well as attached, adjacent, or

related new construction. The project is not consistent with the historic character of the districts
in which it is located, as discussed above.

Also, the applicant has not explained why alternative designs are not economically and
technically feasible pursuant criteria, guidelines and standards.

For all of the above, as Historic Preservation Officer for the City of Deadwood, it is my opinion
the project does encroach upon, damage, or destroy a historic property included in the national
register of historic places or the state register of historic places.

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, | 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 granta
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, | 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, | 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, | 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, | find that the project is ADVERSE
to Deadwood, but the applicant has explored ALL REASONABLE AND PRUDENT
ALTERNATIVES, and so | move to APPROVE the project as presented.
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MEMORANDUM

Date: October 21, 2016

To: Deadwood Historic Preservation Commission
From: Kevin Kuchenbecker, Historic Preservation Officer
Re: First Gold Hotel & Gaming applications for Project Approval

Mike Gustafson, owner of First Gold Hotel and Gaming, has submitted two Project
Approvals for the Deadwood Historic Preservation Commission meeting at 270 Main
Street. These applications are included in this packet. It appears one is for hillside

grading and the second application is for hillside grading and flattening of the
mountainside behind the existing building.

I was out all this week in Minneapolis, Minnesota for Experience Lab 2016. Due to
this trip, a staff report for the two applications will be forwarded to you for
consideration early next week when the staff report is completed. Staff needs to fully
review the attached plans to understand the scope of this major undertaking.

Thank you for your understanding.



- FOR OFNCE USE ONLY
OFFICE OF Case No. #
PLANNING, ZONING AND Q Project Approval
HISTORIC PRESERVATION Q Certificateof Appropriateness
108 Sherman Street ‘ /
Telephone (605) 578-2082 Date Received 10 [ 13/1{p
Fax (605) 578-2084 Date of Hearirg {© [ 2ol [ (2

City of Deadwood Application for
Project Approval OR Certificate of Appropriateness

The Deadwood Historic Preservation Commission reviews ail applications. Approval is issued for proposed work in
keeping with City of Deadwood Ordinances & Guidelines, South Dakota State Administrative Rules and the
Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation.

This application must be typed or printed in ink and submitted to:

City of Deadwood
Deadwood Historic Preservation Office
108 Sherman Street
Deadwood, SD 57732

FOR INFORMATION REGARDING THIS FORM, CALL 605-578-2082

Property Address: Z 7 J 'Wﬁ

Historic Name of Property (if known):

_APP

Applicantis: [Downer [ contractor [Jarchitect [Jconsultant 1 other

Owner’s Name: /;4[:/ /Y e (ru eﬁ: £oon
Address: 2 7 ﬂwﬂr n f’_f:

Architect's Name: M/ K. [ewe

Address:fjgﬁd‘a ©¢5 C:?’}/fﬁ

City: %u/w 7e / State: §~% Zip: .1(\7/7)7&-
Telephone: /ﬁj\ - P?Q’_ﬁ‘ 72 9917

E-mail;

City: /p dps Iﬂ‘iéf >_State: /(:p Zip: S Doz,
Telephone: 7f%'f4‘>f/ Fax:

E-mail:

Contractor’s Name: Agent’s Name:

Address:

Address:
City: State: Zip: City: State: Zip:
Telephone: Fax: Telephone: Fax:
E-mail: E-mail:
e TYPE OF IMPROVEMENT
3 Alteration (change to exterior)
B New Construction O New Building O Addition [ Accessory Structure
O General Maintenance 3 Re-Roofing 3 Wood Repair [ Exterior Painting
O Siding O windows
X Other E A /«z TR Fer Awning 0 Sign O Fencing

Gosey o & Parking

Undated July 6, 2015




"ROR OFFICE USEQULY

Case No. HULOS"%

Project Start Date: 10~ ,245 -~ / £ Project Completion Date {anticipated): /(":/”7 ey
B ALTERATION ErFront Oside(s)  [IRear
00 ADDITION 3 Front [ Side(s) O Rear

NEW CONSTRUCTION [ Residential [ Other

O ROOF O New [ Re-roofing
3 Front 0 Side(s) O Rear

0 GARAGE O New [ Rehabilitation
[ Front O Side(s) [0 Rear

O FENCE/GATE O New [ Replacement
O Front [ Side(s) O Rear
Material Style/type Dimensions
0O wiNDOWS [0 STORM WINDOWS [0 DOORS O STORM DOORS
[ Restoration O Replacement 0 New

[ Front O Side(s) O Rear

Material Style/type
O SIGN/JAWNING 1 New [ Restoration O] Replacement
Material Style/type Dimensions

[0 OTHER - Describe in detail below or use attachments

. . DESCRIPTIONOFACTVITY
Describe, as specifically as possible, the above activity (use attachments if necessary including type of materials to be used) and
submit as applicable. Descriptive materlals such as photos and drawings are necessary to illustrate the work and to helpthe
commissioners and staff evaluate the proposed changes. A request for approval of a window replacement, for example, should
be accompanied by measurements of the existing window, a picture of the existing window, and a picture or catalogue sheet
with manufacturer information for the new window. Similar information should be supplied for each element of the proposed
work along with general drawings and/or photographs as appropriate.

Failure to supply adequate documentation could result in delays in processing and denial of the request.

7:9 //x [ gx;h ~ra 7(%/ ﬂ«é//ﬁ/ /;k//é//;ﬁ)?

v ooy accar? I ;! fl— Lo f*—éi"///’(/{
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" FOR OFFICE USEONLY |

HH; 0%%

ase No

| HEREBY CERTIFY { understand this application will not be accép‘t"e‘d and bl;bcesséd until all tf(l'éﬂréquéstéc'iv '
information has been supplied.  realize drawings and measurements must be exact-and if errors result in a
violation of the Commission’s approval, then appropriate changes will have to be made. 1 also understand this

application may require a site visit / additional research by staff and-a PUBLIC HEARING by the DEADWOOD
HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION.

lunderstand this application is for a Certificate of Appropriateness or Project Approval only and that a building
permit is required for any uses associated with this location prior to any constructions, alterations, etc. All
statements are true to the best of my knowledge and belief.

tunderstand approval is issued for proposed work in keeping with City of Deadwood Ordinances, South Dakota
State Administrative Rules and the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitatjon and copies are avaifabie

for my review. .
/// //’ yb-9/- &

SIGNATURE OF OWNER(S) DATE Sf(fNATUR)E()F AGENT(S) DATE
s
SIGNATURE OF QWNER(S) DATE SIGNATURE OF AGENT(S) DATE
SIGNATURE OF OWNER(S) DATE SIGNATURE OF AGENT(S) . DATE
_ APPLICATION DEADLINE

This form and all supporting documentation MUST arrive by 5:00 p.m. on the 1 or 3" Wednesday of everymonth
to be considered at the next Historic Preservation Commission Meeting. The meeting schedule and filing deadlines
are on file with the Historic Preservation Office. Any information not provided to staff in advance of the meeting

will not be considered by the Commission during their deliberation. Please call if you have any questions and staff
will assist you.

Please use the attached criteria checklist as a guide to completing the application. Incomplete applications
cannot be reviewed and will be returned to you for more information. All submitted materials wili be retained by

the Historic Preservation Office. Do not submit your only copy of any piece of documentation.

The City of Deadwood Historic Preservation Office has numerous resources available for your assistance upon
request.

Page 3 of 3 Updated July 6, 2015



"The Historic City of the Black Hills" ‘BUILBING PERMIT APPLICATION

67 Duniop Avenue
Beadwood, South Dakaota
(605) 578-3082 FAX {605)578-3101

Property Owner: /I//, b . /w,r Fr s O Residential ~ @Tommercial/Industrial
Mailing Address: 290 Jdsn A
City/State/Zip: Loclwsod . $F 7277z | Brilew Construction
Owner Phone: £78-9777 U1 Addition to Existing Structure
E-Mail: U1 Accessory Structure
Job Address: 270 itn A U Remodel Existing Structure
OFFICE USE ONLY U Repair Existing Structure
Lot #: What type of work will be done? (Check ofl that apply):
Block:
Tract: {1 Building/Construction/Repair
Do you intend on hiring a Contractor, or perform the work O Electrical {3 ‘Concrete/Foundation
yourself? ®&Tontractor O Self U Mechanical/HVAC @B-0ther (describe below)
(If you checked contractor, please complete below) a Plumbing/Gas
Contractor Name: Hen Lo, . Description of Work:
Mailing Address: 127 FTywin Oat /—/,'//
City/State/Zip: Lezd Sh A7y
Contact Phone: 920~772/7
E-Mail:
Is City License Current? @Ves O No
OFFICE USE ONLY
Are Plans Required? (Please check one of the following):
Yes U No (Ifyou checked yes, please complete below)
Draftsman/Designer Information:
Name: M e fgel 7111/341
Mailing Address: 28 fanews (B F
City/State/Zip: Ropll C*  §P /7902 | valuation of Work: | ¢
Phone: (60— 79, 3P g% {valuation includes materials and labor)
E-Mail: Square Footage: i
NOTICE

THIS PERMIT BECOMES NULL AND VOID IF WORK OR CONSTRUCTION AUTHORIZATION IS NOT COMMENCED WITHIN ‘180 DAYS, OR IF
CONSTRUCTION OR WORK 15 SUSPENDED OR ABANDONED FOR A PERIOD OF 180 DAYS AT ANY TIME AFTER WORK 1S COMMENCED.

PHEREBY CERTIFY THAT | HAVE READ AND EXAMINED THIS APPLICATION AND KNOW THE SAME TO BE TRUE AND CORRECT. ‘ALL PROVISIONS OF
LAWS AND ORDINANCES GOVERNING THIS TYPE OF WORK WILL BE COMPLIED WITH WHETHER SPECIFIED HEREIN OR NOT. THE GRANTING OF
A PERMIT DOES BOT PRESUME TO GIVE AUTHORITY TO VIOLATE OR CANCE THE PROVISIONS OF ANY OTHER STATE OR LOCAL LAW OR
ORD,IN" CE i}E LATI CONSTRUCTION OR THE PERFORMANCE OR CONSTRUW

X 7 /-1 /6 %m 19 /i-4¢
,S‘tgnatlhj,r/e/ of Contractor/Authorized Agent Date Srggffﬁre of Owner or Agent Date
. T‘-’Z yoy /4/4% F Lo
Building Official Approval Date Printed Name of Applicant

FOR OFFICE USE ONLY

Planning & Zoning Official Date HP Official Date
Q SFHA O SitePlan O Zoning Q3 Contributing Case #
{3 Project Approval QO Certificate of Appropriateness

Type of Construction: Q1A 18 Oua G us QA Qs Qv Qva GQvs



















Date: 10/21/2016

Case No. H16054
Address: 270 MAIN ST

Staff Report

The applicant has submitted an application for Project Approval for work at 270 Main Streeta
non-contributing structure located in the Fountain City Planning Unit in the City of Deadwood.

Applicant: MIKE GUSTAFSON
Owner: MIKE GUSTAFSON
Constructed: 1990

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 area of the historic district has been
dramatically altered over the past 25 years. While in the historic districts, there is no visible

historic resources remaining in the immediate area and the proposed location of the new
construction is out of the site of the general public.

2. Architectural design of the resource and proposed alterations: The applicant is
requesting to cut the hill for access to slope and future development.

Attachments: No
Plans: Yes

Photos: Yes

Staff Opinion: The proposed work and changes does damage and destroy a historic property
included in the national register of historic places and the state register of historic places.
Furthermore, it is staff’s opinion that the proposed work and changes does have an adverse
effect on the historic character of the State and National Register Historic Districts or the
Deadwood National Historic Landmark District.

Staff’s review of this project uses the standards, guidelines and criteria authorized by Deadwood
Codified Ordinance 17.68 and SDCL 1-19B.

General Factors:

The City of Deadwood, South Dakota Code of Ordinances (DCO) 17.68.020 authorizes the City to

establish a historic preservation commission to preserve, promote and develop the historical
resources of the city.

Under DCO 17.68.020(C)(11) the Historic Preservation Commission is to review and to issue or
deny a permit for any undertaking or project which will encroach upon, damage or destroyany
historic property included in the National Register of Historic Places or the State Register of
Historic Places, which decision to approve or deny shall be based on the standards for historic
preservation, restoration, and rehabilitation projects adopted by rules promulgated pursuant to
SDCL 1-19A-29 which include the United States Department of the Interior Standards for
Rehabilitation and Historic Preservation. This section shall not apply to any project or



undertaking which the historic preservation commission or its staff determines will not encroach
upon, damage or destroy any historic property. Such determination shall be based upon the
guidelines adopted by the Deadwood Historic Preservation and District Commission(s).

Historic significance of the area and historic property involved:

Deadwood was originally designated as a National Historic Landmark (NHL) in 1961 under the
Historic Sites Act. In 1966, with the passage of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA),

and the addition of the NHL program under that law, all previous NHL’s were legally recognized
as keeping their status as landmarks.

in 1985, the boundaries were formally established for the National Register District and thus the
National Historic Landmark District as being the 1981 city limits of the City of Deadwood
through the National Park Service. During this process and in accordance with the National

Historic Landmark regulations, the National Park Service notified owners, public officials and
other interested parties.

In 1989, there was an attempt to change the period of significance for the Deadwood NHL.
Since an NHL cannot be amended to change the time period for a NHL's historic significance (an

entire new NHL nomination would have to be completed), the NPS instead accepted the new
data as a National Register nomination.

According to the National Park Service, Deadwood, technically, has two historic districts - the
NHL district and a National Register District, both with the same boundary. The City of
Deadwood provided input throughout the process.

Furthermore, under South Dakota Administrative Rule 24:52:06:13, listing of a property on the
national register constitutes listing of that property on the state register. Therefore, the
proposed project is also located in the Deadwood State Registered Historic District.

Under SDCL 1-19B-1.1 a historic property is defined as follows:

A "historic property" is any building, structure, object, district, area, or site that is

significant in the history, architecture, archaeology, paleontology, or culture of the state,
its communities or the nation.

Under this definition, the National Historic Landmark District as well as the National Register
District and State Register District are collectively defined as a historic property by definition of
the term district. Staff’s review of this project uses the district as the historic property in the
determination of rather the proposed work and changes will encroach upon, damage or destroy
any historic property included in the national register of historic places or the state register of
historic places. This project lies within the State and National Register Historic Districts and the
Deadwood National Historic Landmark District.

The decision to approve or deny the project approval shall be based on the standards for
historic preservation, restoration, and rehabilitation projects adopted by rules promulgated
through the Deadwood Codified Ordinances which also include rules pursuant to SDCL 1-19A-29
and through the Secretary of Interior as adopted by the Deadwood City Commission.

The proposed project clearly is located in the Deadwood National Historic Landmark District, the
Deadwood National Register District, and the Deadwood State Historic Register District.



Thus, all the above historic districts are historic properties listed in both the National and State
Registers of Historic Places.

Guidelines for the Deadwood HPC to consider

DCO 17.68.010 was enacted for the purpose of the protection of the historical resources of the
city. The historic preservation commission may use review guidelines which may be consistent
with local, state and federal guidelines and regulations, including, but not limited to, building

safety and fire codes and the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards and Guidelines for Archeology
and Historic Preservation.

The following is staff’s opinion of the project based on the Secretary of Interior Standards for

Rehabilitation {The standard is in italics and staff’s review of the project based on the standard
follows):

1. Aproperty will be used as it was historically or be given a new use that requires minimal
change to its distinctive materials, features, spaces, and spatial relationships.

The proposed excavation of the hill will expand on the already significant cuts and will
further alter the landscape features of the historic districts in which it is related. The
proposed project furthermore alters the spaces and spatial relationships of the gulch in
which Deadwood is situated. While Deadwood was developed with numerous cuts and
fills since the original mining camps were formed in the area, the proposed flattening of
the hill will exacerbate already one of the largest cuts in the area. This continues to alter
the space which makes up Deadwood gulch and radically changes the spatial

relationships in a dramatic fashion, thus having an adverse effect to the district and
damages the historic districts.

2. The historic character of a property will be retained and preserved. The removal of
distinctive materials or alteration of features, spaces, and spatial relationships that
characterize a property will be avoided.

The proposed expansion of the existing cut along with flattening the hill does not retain
nor preserve the historic character of the district even though this portion of the district
has been altered dramatically with the cuts already existing. This would become one of
the largest excavations in Deadwood’s history or at the very least recent history. The
cumulative removal of the natural materials which are distinctive to the gulch in the
form of trees, rocks and soils would disappear from this area of the district as a result of
the proposed project. The remaining natural hillside in itself is a feature and part of the
spatial relationship of the district. Removal of the hillside as well as hill within the

district should be avoided or mitigated through a revegetation method of the hillside to
cover the scars left from the excavation.

3. Each property will be recognized as a physical record of its time, place, and use. Changes
that create a false sense of historical development, such as adding conjectural features
or elements from other historic properties, will not be undertaken.

The previous excavation exceeded what was proposed to have occurred along the toe of
the existing hillside. Furthermore, the previous excavation was to have benches which
were to be vegetated to remove the elements of a scarred hillside. Since this area of the



hillside now has not been dramatically altered and the hillside has not been
revegetated, the extent of the proposed project will continue to erode the physical
record of once was a naturally vegetated hillside. The removal of the hill through this
project also dramatically alters the natural elements of the district. The previous project
approval for excavation did include plans for revegetation; however, no effort was been
made to minimize the scar of the hillside which included the removal of vegetation, soils
and rock as agreed upon in the previous project approval.

Changes to a property that have acquired historic significance in their own right will be
retained and preserved.

The environs which make up the gulch and hiliside have obviously contributed to and
acquired historic significance on their own right and should be retained and preserved.
While the hillsides originally may have contained a lessor amount of vegetation, the
growth of the ponderosa pines and other vegetation along this hillside provided
“greenery” which acquired a feel and atmosphere relating to the spatial relationship to
the district. The proposed project will expand the scar and the flattening of the hill with
alter the overall environment of the district through the large cuts and removal of
vegetation along the hilisides.

Distinctive materials, features, finishes, and construction technigues or examples of
craftsmanship that characterize a property will be preserved.

The distinctive materials and features in the project site were the natural environment
of the hillside including the vegetation, trees and rocks. The proposed project does not

preserve or re-introduce these materials or features which have an impact on the
district.

Deteriorated historic features will be repaired rather than replaced. Where the severity
of deterioration requires replacement of a distinctive feature, the new feature will match
the old in design, color, texture, and, where possible, materials. Replacement of missing
features will be substantiated by documentary and physical evidence.

While the proposed project does not necessarily have deteriorated historic features, the
applicant had in the previous excavation indicated a willingness to re-vegetate the
hillside with trees and vines but did not follow through on the plans to do so. While the
time for the vegetation to mature will be several decades, there is no guarantee the
project site will mature to a state which will replace the missing features or materials.
And without follow-through on a proposed plan, the vegetation to naturally occur could
take more than a century.

Chemical or physical treatments, if appropriate, will be undertaken using the gentlest
means possible. Treatments that cause damage to historic materials will not be used,

The shear physical treatment of the excavation and flattening of the hill would not be
considered as the gentlest means possible. Avoidance appears to be the gentlest means
possible. The treatment of the excavation damages the district.

Archeological resources will be protected and preserved in place. If such resources must
be disturbed, mitigation measures will be undertaken.



The applicant has completed an archaeological investigation of the area surrounding the
project which has been submitted to this office. At this time, there appears to be no
archaeological features which will be impacted by the project.

9. New additions, exterior alterations, or related new construction will not destroy historic
materials, features, and spatial relationships that characterize the property. The new
work shall be differentiated from the old and will be compatible with the historic

materials, features, size, scale and proportion, and massing to protect the integrity of
the property and its environment.

The newly proposed excavation does continue to destroy the features and spatial
relationships that characterize the district. While the proposed project differentiates
itself from the old, it would not be considered compatible with the size, scale and
proportions of the district when it comes to the historical cuts and fills which
characterize the district and its environment. This large scale excavation will provide a
large cut which is not in proportion to other parts of the district.

10. New additions and adjacent or related new construction will be undertaken in such a
manner that, if removed in the future, the essential form and integrity of the historic
property and its environment would be unimpaired.

Should the excavation be undertaken, it does not appear to be a reasonable or prudent
alternative which would allow the project to reverse the adverse affect and restore the
integrity of the district and environment. While this area has had projects which have
altered the environment, the compounded effects of the proposed project further
damages and destroys the character of the State and National Historic Reglster Districts
and the Deadwood National Historic Landmark District.

The following is staff’s opinion of the project based on the Guidelines for Rehabilitating Historic
Buildings (reprinted 1997) which address new construction in historic districts. (The criteriais in
italics and staff’s review of the project based on the standard follows):

(1) Design new exterior additions to historic buildings or adjacent new construction
which is compatible with the historic character of the site and which preserves the
historic relationship between the building or buildings and the landscape (page 74).

The proposed project is within the historic districts referenced above. Furthermore, the project
would be considered new construction in the district and shall require a city permit if approved.
The project is not compatible to the historic character of the site and does not preserve the
historic relationship between the traditional buildings and the landscape because of the
expansion of the existing cut along with the flattening of the hill through the proposed
excavation; therefore, the proposed project further damages the historic character of the
district. Additional design alternatives or parking solutions should be explored to make the
project compatible with the historic character of the district and preserve the relationship of the
landscape and the environment,

(2) The setting is the area or environment in which a historic property is found. It may be
an urban or suburban neighborhood or a natural landscape in which a building has
been constructed. The elements of setting, such as the relationship of buildings to
each other, setbacks, fence patterns, views, driveways and sidewalks, and street



trees together create the character of a district or neighborhood. In some instances,
many individual building sites may form a neighborhood or setting. In rural
environments, agricultural or natural landscapes may for the setting for an
individual property (page 76).

The setting of the district {the immediate area of the district as well as the overall environment
of the district in this case) is destroyed by the expansion of the existing excavation and
flattening of the hill which will create an additional cut in that such setting becomes an even
more enormous cut in the hillside, rather than the traditional smaller cuts and fills which define
the district. The character of the district is damaged by the size of the proposed new excavation
creating a severe alteration of the views from the main thoroughfares within the district. In
addition, the overall setting of the national and state register districts is continued to be altered

dramatically and damaged with the intrusion of the proposed new construction in the same
way.

(3) Identify, retain, and preserve building and landscape features which are important in
defining the historic character of the setting. Such features can include roads and
streets, furnishings such as lights and benches, vegetation, gardens and yards,

adjacent open spaces such as fields, parks, commons or woodlands, and important
views or visual relationships (page 77).

The hillsides are a significant landscape feature which dominates the northern edge of
Deadwood Guich and helps define the characteristic setting of the district. The proposed
excavation and removal of the hill damages the hillside by altering the view from different
vantage points within the district. Furthermore, due to the size of the proposed excavation, the

view from the highway will at least be further damaged, if not destroyed, as visitors enter the
historic district.

(4) Retain the historic relationship between buildings and landscape features of the

setting. For example, preserving the relationship between historic houses and
landscape features (page 77).

The relationship between the buildings within the district and the hillsides are a key landscape
feature and defining element of the setting in the historic district. This relationship is further
damaged by size of the proposed excavation.

(5) Try not to introduce new construction into historic districts that visually incompatible
or destroys the historic relationships within the setting. New work should be
compatible with the historic character of the setting in terms of size, scale, design,
material, color, and texture (page 80).

The proposed excavation is not compatible with the historic character of the setting of the
district. While over the past two decades, there have been some larger cuts; the cuts are
generally screened by buildings. This expansion of the existing cut at First Gold through the
proposed excavation will continue to be highly visible and will be one of the largest cuts in the
district. It continues to damage, if not destroy, the relationship of the district with the landscape

because of the size and scale of the undertaking dominating the area rather than complimenting
the setting.



The following is staff's opinion of the project based upon DCO 17.68.050(B) in which the Historic
Preservation Commission shall use the criteria and established design review guidelines in

granting or denying project approvals: {The criteria is in italics and staff's review of the project
based on the standard follows):

(1) In advance of new construction, steps shall be taken to insure evaluation of possible
archaeological resources, as set forth in SDCL 1-20.

As stated earlier, the applicant has taken the necessary steps to insure evaluation of possible
archaeological resources.

(2) The following aspects of new construction shall be visually compatible with the
buildings and environment with which the new construction is visually related,
including but not limited to: the height, the gross volume, the proportion between
width and height of the facade(s), the proportions and relationship between doors
and windows, the rhythm of solids to voids created by openings in the facade, the
materials, the textures, the colors, the patterns, the trims and the design of the roof.

Due to the size of the proposed excavation, the project will not be visually compatible with the
overall environment of the district, and therefore encroaches upon the historic districts. The
proposed project will continue to dominate and draw attention away from the surrounding
historic landscape and completely changes the setting of this area of the historic districts.

The relationship between the height and width of the undertaking is not similar in proportion to
other cuts within the district due to its openness and will continue to damage the setting of the
district. While the plans submitted have finished topography lines, the proposed excavation and
cut into the hillside which will be highly visible. The overall excavation is not proportionate to
other excavations within the district which is visible.

(3) Existing rhythm created by existing building masses and spaces between them shall
be preserved.

The proposed project does nothing to preserve the existing rhythm created by the landscape of
the district.

(4) The landscape plan shall be compatible with the resource, and it shall be visually
compatible with the environment with which it is visually related. Landscaping shall
also not prove detrimental to the fabric of a resource, or adjacent public or private‘
improvements like sidewalks and walls.

A formal landscaping plan was not submitted with the application. The resulting excavation

alters the existing landscape thus damaging and destroying the character and the setting of the
historic districts.

(5) No specific architectural style shall be required.
It is staff's opinion that this criteria does not fit with the review of this project.

(6) With respect to these new construction criteria, the commission shall also consider
the zoning classification and historic integrity of visually related buildings.



The proposed excavation area is zoned Commercial Highway. The intent of commercial highway
is intended to provide locations for commercial uses, which require access to roads and
highways, along with substantial amounts of parking; however, it does not define how much
parking or the creation of the need for additional parking.

The Downtown Design Guidelines, adopted by the Deadwood Historic Preservation Commission
in 1991, provide a broad view of what elements may be evaluated during the City's Review
process. They are to be used for guidance in determining appropriate alterations.

The design guidelines state "Hillsides should not be cut away to provide more parking. Retaining

of slopes should be limited and it should be recognized that the natural topography is an
important character-giving element.”

It is staffs opinion the proposed cut into the hillside to allow for additional parking is substantial
and will further alter the natural topography in a dramatic manner in this area. Over a period of
time, the total work at this site has compounded into an adverse effect on this area of the State
and National Historic Register Districts and the Deadwood National Historic Landmark District.
This continues to have an adverse effect on the area without any regard to mitigation efforts.

Projects which are not in conformance with the Deadwood Historic Preservation Commission’s

guidelines as discussed above, encroach upon, damage or destroy the various historic properties
- in this case the historic districts.

Based upon all the guidelines discussed, my opinion is that the project as proposed by the
applicant will encroach upon, damage or destroy the historic properties listed in both the
national register of historic places and the state register of historic places as follows:

(1) The proposed new excavation encroaches upon the various historic districts in these
ways:

a. ltis not compatible with the size and scale of the proposed excavation and
the resulting cut continues to adversely alter the landscape features which
define the historic character of the districts.

b. It does not preserve the historic relationship between the buildings and
the landscape and there are no plans to mitigate the adverse effect. it
continues to be inconsistent with size and scale of other cuts in the district
which are visible.

(2) The proposed project damages the various historic districts in these ways:

a. The project is not in scale with the environment and the historic district
due to the size and proportion of the proposed new excavation.

b. The project dramatically alters the landscape and environs of the district.

c. ltis not compatible to the historic.character of the site and does not
preserve the historic relationship between the buildings and the
landscape.

(3) The proposed project destroys the various historic districts in these ways:

a. Due to the resulting height of the cut and overall impact on the hillside and
the environs of the district, the site and setting from the highway will
continue to be destroyed for visitors as they enter the historic district
through this corridor.

b. Itis not comparable to the historic character of the site and does not
preserve the historic relationship between the buildings and the landscape



c. The setting of the district and the adjacent structures continues to be
destroyed by the proposed cut and excavation.

It is further my determination that the proposed new construction will have an adverse effect
on the character of the districts listed above for the same reasons listed for whether or not the
project encroaches upon, damages or destroys the historic properties discussed above.

My opinion is based solely on the criteria, guidelines and standards outlined above through the
Deadwood Codified Ordinances and enabling South Dakota Codified Laws set forth. The intent
of the criteria, guidelines and standards is to assist the long-term preservation of a property's
significance through the preservation of historic materials and features including related
landscape features and the building's site and environment, as well as attached, adjacent, or

related new construction. The project is not consistent with the historic character of the districts
in which it is located, as discussed above.

Also, the applicant has not explained why alternative designs are not economically and
technically feasible pursuant criteria, guidelines and standards.

For all of the above, as Historic Preservation Officer for the City of Deadwood, it is my opinion

the project does encroach upon, damage, or destroy a historic property included in the national
register of historic places or the state register of historic places.

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, | 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 granta
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, | 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. [{f this, move onto2nd
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 SDCL1-19A & 1-198B, et seq, | 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 seg, 1 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, | find that the project is ADVERSE
to Deadwood, but the applicant has explored ALL REASONABLE AND PRUDENT
ALTERNATIVES, and so | mave to APPROVE the project as presented.
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Project Start Date: _/ 0-21~16 Project Completion Date (anticipated): 2207
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00 NEW CONSTRUCTION [ Residential [I Other
O

ROOF O New [ Re-roofing
O Front 0 Side(s) O Rear

[0 GARAGE [ New O Rehabilitation
O Front 0O Side(s) [ Rear

O FENCE/GATE O New O Replacement
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Material Style/type Dimensions
O WINDOWS [ STORM WINDOWS [ DOORS [0 STORM DOORS
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THEREBY CERTIFY | understand this application will not be accepted and processed until all the requested
information has been supplied. | realize drawings and measurements must be exact and if errors resultin a
violation of the Commission’s approval, then appropriate changes will have to be made. | also understand this

application may require a site visit / additional research by staff and a PUBLIC HEARING by the DEADWOOD
HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION,

tunderstand this application is for a Certificate of Appropriateness or Project Approval only and that a building
permit is required for any uses associated with this location prior to any constructions, alterations, etc. All
statements are true to the best of my knowledge and belief.

funderstand approval is issued for proposed work in keeping with City of Deadwood Ordinances, South Dakota
State Administrative Rules and the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation and copies are available

for my review.
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to be considered at the next Historic Preservation Commission Meeting. The meeting schedule and filing deadlines
are on file with the Historic Preservation Office. Any information not provided to staff in advance of the meeting

will not be considered by the Commission during their deliberation. Please call if you have any questions and staff
will assist you.

Please use the attached criteria checklist as a guide to completing the application. incompiete applications
cannot be reviewed and will be returned to you for more information. All submitted materials will be retained by
the Historic Preservation Office. Do not submit your only copy of any piece of documentation.

The City of Deadwood Historic Preservation Office has numerous resources avaitable for your assistance upon
request.
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OFFICE OF G ? g a cain
1876 evin Kuchenbecker
PLANMNG;?EJS':':SA?:;?‘ HISTORIC Historic Preservation Officer
108 Sherman Street w Telephone {605) 578-2082
Telephone {605) 578-2082 Kevin@cityofdeadwood.com

Fax (605) 578-2084

MEMORANDUM

Date: November 4, 2016

To: Deadwood Historic Preservation Commission
From: Kevin Kuchenbecker, Historic Preservation Officer
Re: Deadwood Gulch Saloon application for Project Approval - H16058

Mr. Rich Harr with Deadwood Gulch Saloon has submitted a Certificate of
Appropriateness for 560 Main Street for consideration by the Deadwood Historic
District Commission. The application is included in this packet. The application is for
exterior work on the contrlbutmg building historically known as the Hi Kee Building,
one of the last remaining buildings in Deadwood’s Chinatown.

Staff is conducting additional research to the original construction materials and
facade treatment of this historic resource before finalizing the staff report for the
application. This will be forwarded to you for consideration early next week when the
staff report is completed. Staff needs to fully review the attached plans to understand
the scope of this project and how it effects the historic character of the building and
the historic districts.

Thank you for your understanding.
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Date: 11/02/2016

Case No. H16055
Address: 36 LINCOLN AVE

Staff Report

The applicant has submitted an application for Project Approval for work at 36 LINCOLN AVE, a
CONTRIBUTING structure located in the Ingleside Planning Unit in the City of Deadwood.

Applicant: BILL WALSH
Owner: BILL WALSH
Constructed: 1903

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

2. Architectural design of the resource and proposed alterations: The applicant is
reguesting permission to replace the bottom panel on the garage overhead doors and will
replace wood panels and not order whole new doors made of metal,

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.















Gmail - Garage Page 1 of 1

Bill Walsh <billwalsh.dakota@gmail.com>

Garage
1 message
mackenzie.roebuckwalsh@gmail.com Thu, Sep 22, 2016 at 4:38
<mackenzie.roebuckwalsh@gmail.com> PM

To: "Bill Walshbillwalsh. dakota@gmail. com” <biliwalsh.dakota@gmail.com>

Sent from my iPhone

2 attachments

EREE | IMG_3845.JPG

82K

https://mail.google.com/mail/w/0/7ui=2&ik=1eac7b86bd& view=pt&search=inbox&th=157... 9/26/2016



Date: 11/02/2016

Case No. H16056
Address: 37 WASHINGTON ST

Staff Report

The applicant has submitted an application for Project Approval for work at 37 WASHINGTON
ST, a CONTRIBUTING structure located in Ingleside Planning Unit in the City of Deadwood.

Applicant: JAMES HAUPT
Owner: JIM HAUPT
Constructed: circa 1939

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 Il. Spurred by a resurgence in focal 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 Stated--residential construction form 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 install a metal carport on the front existing driveway; 12’ wide x
21 long.

Attachments: No
Plans: No
Photos: Yes

Staff Opinion: Based on the application as submitted, while a reversible alteration to the
resource, it is staff’s opinion, the proposed work and changes do encroach upon a historic
resource and therefore damages the historic resource ‘as well as 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. This opinion is based on the
construction materials and probably location of the proposed carport.

Staff will confirm location with the applicant early next week to ensure staff’s opinion stands.






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, | 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 granta
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, | 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:

OR

OR

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 & 1-198, et seg, | find that the project is NOT
ADVERSE to Deadwood and move to APPROVE the project as presented.

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, | find that the project is ADVERSE
to Deadwood and move to DENY the project as presented.

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 & 1-198B, et seg, | find that the project is ADVERSE
to Deadwood, but the applicant has explored ALL REASONABLE AND PRUDENT
ALTERNATIVES, and so | move to APPROVE the project as presented.


















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, | 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, ! 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:

OR

OR

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, | find that the project is NOT
ADVERSE to Deadwood and move to APPROVE the project as presented.

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, | find that the project is ADVERSE
to Deadwood and move to DENY the project as presented.

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, | find that the project is ADVERSE
to Deadwood, but the applicant has explored ALL REASONABLE AND PRUDENT
ALTERNATIVES, and so | move to APPROVE the project as presented.















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, | 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, | 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, | 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, | 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 segq, | find that the project is ADVERSE
to Deadwood, but the applicant has explored ALL REASONABLE AND PRUDENT
ALTERNATIVES, and so | move to APPROVE the project as presented.












OFFICE OF ? g -
PLANNING, ZONING AND HISTORIC Q 1376 Q Kevin Kuchenbecker

Historic Preservation Officer
1&? SE::?n\;’zﬁ\Tgt)rget Anwo Telephone {605) 578-2082
Telephone (605) 578-2082 Kevin@cityofdeadwood.com

Fax {605) 578-2084 = -;STOB!G PBESERVATI

MEMORANDUM

Date: November 4, 2016

To: Deadwood Historic Preservation Commission
From: Kevin Kuchenbecker, Historic Preservation Officer
Re: Historic Preservation Program Applications

The following Historic Preservation Program applications were received by this office. Staff’s
recommendation follows each of the program requests.

e Destiny & Brad Maynard........... 4 HarriSON..u.uvreriveeeervevenansnsnins Windows/Doors Program
Staff has determined the project meets the criteria for the Windows/Doors Program and
will coordinate with the applicant during the proposed project.

e Steve Olson ......ccceceevvvcerennen. 53 LiNCOIN wrvvirvieeenieeiiiinireeianininas Retaining Wall Program
Staff has determined the project meets the criteria for the Retaining Wall Program and
will coordinate with the applicant during the proposed project.

e Roger & Ann Ochse .................... 35 Madison St ..........coeennn Windows/Doors Program
Staff has determined the project meets the criteria for the Windows/Doors Program and
will coordinate with the applicant during the proposed project.

e Joe & Marcia Mack .....coeeeeeeenns 143 Charles.....ccoooveveveieeaiiin s Windows/Doors Program
Staff has determined the project meets the criteria for the Windows/Doors Program and
will coordinate with the applicant during the proposed project.

e Marlin Maynard...........ccceeevvennnn. 875 Main........ccccveceiee Elderly Resident Program
Applicant received an Elderly Resident Program Grant in May 2016 for rebuilding the
deck. This project has been completed. The applicant is now requesting another Elderly
Resident Program Grant for electrical upgrades. Staff has determined the applicant
meets the Elderly Resident Program and the proposed project would also meet the
program criteria; however, there is not a policy currently in place for repeat grants
under the Elderly Resident Program.










Please read the attached Policy Guidelines and provide the requested information.

1. Address of Property: 3. Owner of property ~ (if different from applicant]:

f:}*) L_m( };“\

Z. Applicant’s name & mailing address:
Steve  Dlson
Ph ‘g‘)f)\( B Telephone: { } -
Decan) f\;’i@% o 1TIRD . E-mail

Telephone: { {005 15¢ £0 - /3

)4 Owner Occupied
. J L Ch na Bre. Pryan . Non-owner Qccupied
E-mail > ’7] [ {é\ L { }\ L b { fk\y ¥ Verified through the Lawrence County Office of Equalization

Date: Jf / 23/ 1o initials: ﬁAﬁ
s «33? 30

4, Certification

t certify all information contained in this application and all information furnished in support of this application is given for the purpose of
obtaining financial assistance in the form of a grant or 2 loan as true and complete to the best of my knowledge and belief. | acknowledge
have read the policy guidelines for the loan or grant included with and for this application and agree to all of the terms and conditions
contained in the policy guidelines. | agree any contractors which | hire for this project will hold contactors licenses with the City of
Deadwoaod and will require they also agree to and abide by the terms and conditions of the policy guidelines.

| acknowledge the Deadwood Historic Preservation Commission is merely granting or loaning funds in connection with the work or project
and neither the Historic Preservation Commission nor the City of Deadwood is or will be responsible for satisfactory performance of the
work or payment for the same beyond the grant or loan approval by the Historic Preservation Commission. | acknowledge | am solely
responsible for selecting any contractors hired in connection with the project and in requiring satisfactory performance by such contractor.
| agree to indemnify and hold harmless the Deadwood Historic Preservation Commiission and the City of Deadwood against losses, costs,
damages, expenses and labilities of any nature directly or indirectly resulting from or arising out of or relating to the Deadwood Historic
Preservation Commission’s acceptance, consideration, approval, or disapproval of this application and the issuance or non-issuance or a
grant or loan.

Applicant’s signature: Date submitied: / /

A~ [

Owner’s signature: A /~ ' Date submitted: /€ 731 7 16

Please return the completed application to:

City of Deadwood

Planning, Zoning & Historic Preservation
108 Sherman Street

Deadwood, SD 57732

605-578-2082






Deadwood Historic Preservation Commission

Wood Windows and Doors Application

Page 2 of 2

Wood Windows and Doors Worksheet

Please fill out below using numbers of windows, storm windows and doors.
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The forgivable loan or grant is available up to $20,000.00 maximum.

Please return the completed application along with the Project Approval OR Certificate of Appropriateness to:

City of Deadwood

Planning, Zoning & Historic Preservation

108 Sherman Street

Deadwood, SD 57732

605-578-2082

Revised 3/23/16



Krosswood Knotty Alder Craftsman Door | Uber Doors http://www.uberdoors.com/store/krosswood-knotty-alder-6-lite-craft...

If you are a Contractor, then click here to Become an UberDoors Preferred

Contractor.
My Account | Cart
Questions? Call now to talk to a (866
door expert. o oy 5 e
598-3667
Doors Cabinets Hardware

Krosswood Knotty Alder 6 Lite
Craftsman Door with Dentil Shelf
and Beveled Glass

Trust Uber Doors when it comes to your home improvement needs
in Utah. We supply and install the most sought after types of wood
doors today. Our Krosswood Knotty Alder craftsman door will be a
perfect feature in your property. Whether you're building a new
house or looking for a replacement door, this piece is sure to make
a good and lasting impression.

VPN TN LA
WORKS

Door Size (WxH)

Choosean Option..

CALLFORA List-Pricer$1,01075
QUOTE _ .
(866) Special Price:
598-3667

$765.00

1of3 11/3/2016 8:23 PM
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Bailey Electric, L.L.C.

21381 Whitetail Drive
Lead, SD 57754

Electrical Contractor: john Bailey

Phone: (605) 584-4656
Cell: (605) 580-0032

Client Marlin Maynard
Upper Main St, Deadwood, SD

Date: October 21, 2016

Basic Electrical Components

Description or Number

Service change

200 amp service

Re-wiring Kitchen circuits

Additions Outside weather proof outlets
Thermostat Relocate

GFCls As needed for code

This bid includes all of the items listed above. All electrical work will be done according to the 2014 National Electrical Code. If the
client adds or changes the amounts there will be extra charges. The bid does not include outside trenching or underground wire,
power company charges, venting of exhaust fans, and light fixtures, bulbs or ceiling fans.

Bid|$8,000.00
Excise Tax [$163.28
Total|$8,163.28
Payment:
66% of the bid is due upon
completion of the rough-in. $5,387.76
34% of the bid is due upon
completion of the trim-out. $2,775.52

Thank $on fvf the fypaf'faz/@.

ﬁ N




August and September 2016 City Archives Monthly Report

These are the items I worked on during the months of August and September 2016.

RESEARCH REQUESTS ~
Ireceived and answered fifteen (15) requests in August and thirteen (13) requests in September that took the form of
emails, walk in researchers, mail inquiries, and department head and city. employee requests.

COLLECTIONS MANAGEMENT

Data Entry — Advertisement Collection: In August, my student intern and I continued to work on the
City’s collection of advertisement posters, foam core displays and oversized paper ephemera. As part of
this project, we scanned the documents, updated the catalog records in PastPerfect and assigned each object
a folder and drawer number. As of August 31,2016, we scanned and updated an additional 57 files.
Several of the posters were then uploaded on the Deadwood Historic Preservation Facebook page during
the month. They can be viewed at: https://www.facebook.com/deadwoodhistoricpreservation/

Mortuary Records Project, Fidler-Isnburg Funeral Chapel: In July, independent contractor Don Toms
completed nine (9) of the proposed twenty (20) mortuary ledgers from the Fidler-Isnburg Funeral Home in
Spearfish, South Dakota. As part of this project, Mr. Toms is transcribing the contents of these ledgers and
entering this information into a Microsoft Access database. As of September 30, 2016, Toms has entered
4,090 records covering the years 1880 to 1964. The morticians represented in this assemblage include
W.W. Osborne of Deadwood (1891-1898); George A. Schulte of Deadwood (1932-1942); Buehler
of Deadwood, (1939-1951); and Wells Funeral Home of Deadwood (1949-1964).

Donations and Acquisitions: On August 2, 2016 Deadwood Building Inspector Trent Mohr donated a
copy of the 1903 Building, House Moving and Sidewalk Ordinances ‘of the City of Deadwood, South
Dakota and a newspaper clipping of “J.P. Hymer’s New Ingleside Addition to the City of Deadwood’.
Also in August, Lee Thompson of Deadwood donated ‘minutes from -the ‘Deadwood Chamber of
Commerce. On September 9, 2016, Ron Robley of Deadwood, South Dakota donated one-8.0 x 107
framed photograph of the April 27, 1958 Scottish Rite Spring Union and three 8.0 x 10.0” black and white
prints of the Deadwood High School float on Main Street. “Also in September, Donald Toms of Lead,
South Dakota donated a 1961 ‘telephone directory for the northern Black Hills. ' In September, Kevin
Kuchenbecker purchased from EBay a 1930s souvenir program from:the Trial of Jack McCall.

Fountain House Archaeological Cans: In August, city staff packaged and mailed via Federal Express
three (3) solder-dot cans unearthed from the Fountain House to the Maryland Archaeological Conservation
Laboratory in St. Leonard, Maryland. The three cans contained original lithographic labels that date prior
to 1900. The cans will be desalinated and stabilized. The paper labels will be lightly cleaned and
stabilized. Once completed, the cans will be incorporated into a display focusing on the distribution of
nonperishable food once consumed in Deadwood.

Online Archival Training, August 25, 2016: On August 25, 2016, my student -intern, -one of my
volunteers and 1 participated in an hour long webinar on disaster preparedness sponsored by the American
Association for State and Local History (AASLH). After the webinar, we had a great internal discussion
about webinar and how it related to practices in the City Archives.

Archaeological Collection 2010.04 — Deadwood Recreational Center Collection: In ‘August, the City
Archives began working with Quality Services, Inc. of Rapid City, South Dakota on the Deadwood Rec
Center Archaeological Collection. At the beginning of this project, 1 developed guidelines for QSI,
purchased the necessary supplies for the cataloging of the collection, developed appropriate labels for the
objects, created catalog spreadsheet for the collection and met with QSI staff. To date, 1,825 objects have
been cataloged and constitute approximately 30 cubic feet. 1 have posted some of the unique objects to the
Deadwood HPC Facebook page.




Loan 2016.08 — Chinese Masonic Badge: On September 8 to September 12, 2016, the Deadwood
Historic Preservation Commission loaned to the Deadwood Masonic Lodge #7 artifact #02-0112 /000123,
a Chinese Masonic badge unearthed during the 2002 Deadwood Chinatown excavation. This brass badge
was placed on display along with the Grand Master’s Jewel, Past Grand Master’s Jewel and the Grand
Lodge Whitehouse Stone. This was a real honor to have one of the city’s archaeological artifacts on
display during this event. Before the badge went on display, I compiled a short history about the artifact
(see image #1).

PROJECTS

Arcadia Book — Mt. Moriah Cemetery: in August and September, [ continued to research, write, and
locate images for the proposed Arcadia book on Mt. Moriah. This included several visits to the HARCC
and Deadwood Public Library to review photographs. 1also began to develop a narrative for the beginning
of the book chapters. During the months, I visited Mt. Moriah Cemetery and began photographing many of
the monuments in the cemetery. Some of these images will be included in the book. On October 17,2016
I turned in three working chapters to Arcadia for review.

Outdoor Interpretive Panels: In July, I worked on three outdoor interpretive panel projects. These
projects included fifteen (15) panels for the Broken Boot Gold Mine, five (5) panels for Power House Park,
and five (5) panels for the D.O.T./Pluma pocket park. As part of the Broken Boot project, my student
intern and 1 met with Kerry Ruth and Mike Stahl at the Broken Boot Mine on July 1, 2016 and conducted a
walk through to determine the placement of the signs. 1again met with Ruth and Stahl during the month to
review the final edits of the signs. These were then sent to Pannier Graphics. As time permitted, 1 helped
edit and rewrite the text for both the Powerhouse Park and Pluma signs. Finally, I was asked to generate
four QR codes to be incorporated into the new outdoor signage at Powerhouse Park.

2016 Firewise Project: In September, Bob Nelson Jr. and I applied for a Community Protection against
Wildfire (CPAW) grant. This grant would help the City of Deadwood partner with other local and county
agencies to develop guidelines for wildfire prevention. During the month, I researched and compiled
portions of the grant. On September 23, 2016, | submitted the grant online.

South Dakota Public Broadcasting — Burial Documentary: On September 29, 2016, the Deadwood
Historic Preservation Comimission reinterred the unidentified human remains discovered at 66 Taylor
Avenue in 2012. Prior to this event, I helped plan the funeral arrangements. This included contacting and
making arrangements with South Dakota Public Broadcasting, South Dakota State Archaeological
Research Center, and Dr. Angie Ambers from the Applied Genetics Laboratory in Fort Worth, Texas. 1
then designed and wrote the biography for the program. I also made the arrangements for the stone
monument with Deadwood Granite & Marble Works, and worked with the Deadwood Parks Department
for the placement of the coffin. The funeral was a success and I would like to thank everyone who was
involved with this portion of the project.

Ghost Sign Project: In August, I worked with Jerity Krambeck on developing a list of structures that once
had advertisements painted on the sides of their buildings. This included reviewing historic photographs
and compiling a list and short biography on the identified buildings.

Akins Site Visit: During the week of September 26-30, 2016, Dr. Margie Akin and Kevin Akin,
numismatic archaeologists from Riverside, California came to Deadwood and reviewed the City’s
collection of archaeological coins unearthed during the Deadwood Chinatown excavations. Prior to their
arrival, I created a press release and organized an hour long presentation scheduled on Tuesday, September
27,2016 at 12:00pm. In 2015, the Deadwood Historic Preservation Commission hired the Akins to review
the 202 Asian coins from the Chinatown excavation. The information gathered from their site visit will be
presented to the City Archives later this year,




MISCELLANEOUS ITEMS / MEETINGS

Photographs for the 2017 HPC Budget PowerPoint: In August, Kevin asked me to compile a list of
photographs to be used in the 2017 HPC budget presentation at the South Dakota State Historical Society in
Pierre.

Wong Family Luncheon: On September 9, 2016, I was invited to and attended a luncheon by the Edith
and Beatrice Wong.

John Moore site visit: On September 8-9, 2016, my former UWSP Anthropology professor John Moore
came and visited me. During his visit, I showed him some of the projects I have been working on over the
last year.

Tom Loomis Site Visit: On September 23, 2016, Tom Loomis of Dakota Matrix of Rapid City came to
Deadwood and we visited Mt. Moriah Cemetery. Mr. Loomis, a trained geologist, was able to identify the
rocks and minerals in the Mt. Moriah gateway and Peoria plot. This information will be included in the
Arcadia book: Deadwood’s Mt. Moriah Cemetery.

If you have any questions or would like to see what I have been working on, feel free to stop in and see me at your
convenience.

Mike Runge - City Archives
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