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1. Name

For HCRS use only 

received iAYn pg 

date entered

historic Yankton Historic Commercial District

and/or common N/A

2. Location ^
street & number 3rd St. betw Broadway and Pine, Walnut betw 4th and 2n_d_ nt^^or publication

city, town Yankton N/A vicinity of congressional district Fi TS t

state South Dakota code county Yankton code 135

3. Classification
Category Ownership Status Present Use

district public X occupied agriculture museum
building(s) private unoccupied X commercial park
structure _>Uboth work in progress educational private residence
site Public Acquisition Accessible X entertainment religious
object in process

f'/A being considered
X yes: restricted X government scientific
X yes: unrestricted industrial transportation

no military other:

4. Owner of Property
name

multiple, see continuation sheet

street & number

city, town vicinity of state

5. Location of Legal Description
courthouse, registry of deeds, etc. Rpgj<;tpr nf Dppd<; ^ Yanktnn Tniinty rni|ff-hrm<;g 

street & number Hest Third and Broadway____________

city, town Yankton

6. Representation in Existing Surveys
title Downtown Yankton Historic Surveyhas this property been determined elegibte?^*^.^^yes^J^^ru)

date Fall 1979- Fall 1980 federal ____________________________________ state ____county _x_ local

depository for survey records Historic Yankton Inc.

city, town Yankton state South Dakota
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1. Name 

historic Yankton Historic Commercial District 

and/or common N/ A 

street & number 3rd St. betw Broadway and Pine, l~alnut betw 4th and 2nLl~1or publication 

city, town Yankton 

state South Dakota 

3. Classification 
Category Ownership 

_ public 
_ private 
___)(_ both 

code 

__x_ district 
_ building(s) 
_ structure 
_ site 
_ object 

Public Acquisition 
in p'rocess 

N/A beirig considered 

N/A vicinity of 

46 county 

Status 
---1L occupied 
_ unoccupied 
_ work in progress 
Accessible 
_x_ yes: restricted 
_x_ yes: unrestricted 
_ no 

4. Owner of Prope.rty 

name multiple, see continuation sheet 

street & number 

city, town _ vicinity of 

congressional district Fi rs t 

Yankton 

Present Use 
_ agriculture 
_____x_ commercial 
_ educational 
__x_ entertainment 
__x_ government 
_ industrial 
_ military 

state 

-
code 

_ museum 
_ park 

.135 

_ private residence 
_ religious 
_ scientific 
_ transportation 

· _:other: 

5. Location of Legal Description 

courthouse, regiStry of deeds, etc. Registe r af Deeds, Yankton Ca1mty Co11rtho11se 

street & number West Third and Broadway 

city, town Yankton state south Dakota 
6. Representation in Existing Surveys 

title Downtown Yankton Historic Survey 

date Fa 11 19 7 9- Fa 11 19 80 

see inventory list 
has this property been determined elegible? _x_ yes ----X-- no 

_ federal _ state _ county -X- local 

depository for survey records Hi s tori c Yankton I n c • 

city, town Yankton state South Dakota 



7. Description
Condition
___ excellent
_^ good
■ -2L fair

Check one
. deteriorated ___ unaltered
. ruins __altered
.unexposed

Check one
__X- original site

X moved date S66 individual site descriptions

Describe the present and original (if known) physical appearance

Description of District
The city of Yankton is located along the banks of the Missouri River in the flood plain 
of the confluence of the James and Missouri Rivers. Presently, the shape of the city 
is a large rectangular grid. The downtown commercial area is set off by its opposing 
orientation of structures and the enlargement of the five principal north-south streets 
in a two block area between Second and Fourth Streets. Two of these streets. Walnut and 
Broadway, are boulevards.
The commerical district is composed primarily of two and three- story commercial and 
governmental buildings, constructed betweeen 1869 and 1920. There are twenty landmark 
structures in the district. Of these, the majority are in a rusticated, Romanesque style 
(7); others include Italianate features (3), found commonly throughout the contributing 
structures as well. Queen Anne embellishments are found on several buildings (2) and 
Art Deco marks a reworked front facade (1). Two structures are major institutional build
ings done lo;!:; classical or Georgian Revival modes. Three landmark buildings are modest 
frame structures with pressed metal fronts covering two of them. The remaining structures 
in the contributing and .fabric categories are brick and frame, and are more modest versions 
of the Italianate and Romanesque styles. A number have been covered over in the 1950s- 
1960s era with pressed brick or metal fronts. Historic Yankton Inc. has been responsible 
for recent storefront restoration work on several buildings.
The peak years of building in the district were 1890 to 1910. Of the landmark structures,
half were erected at this time. Today, the architectural core of the district is the
intersection of Walnut and Third, with the.major concentration of landmark structures on the 
300 block of Walnut and the 200 block of West Third.

The Survey Process
The survey of the Yankton commercial area began in September of 1979: the survey committee
was chaired by Caroline B. Steele. Initial work consisted of researching the tax record 
file in the office of the Yankton Director of Assessments, which was completed by Caroline
Steele. She was assisted by Will Lyons, a local Boy Scout seeking to complete his Eagle
Scout badge. Tom Steinbach and Sara Aasland also assisted in the early stages of the 
survey, gathering information on the age, ownership, use, and construction of the build
ings located in the area. The perimeters of the nominated district were decided by the 
Board of Directors of Historic Yankton Inc. and staff members of the Historical Preservation 
Center. Focused on the core of the historic and architectural landmarks, the district is 
bounded on the west by Highway 81 and on the north by Highway 50, both of which have 
acted as boundaries of the commercial area throughout Yankton's history.

7. Description 

Check one Condition 
_ excellent 
~good 
___K_ fair 

Check one 
_ deteriorated _ unaltered 
_ ruins .1L_ altered 

___x_original site individual site descriptions __x_ moved date ~S....,e....::e::....__ ________ _ 

_ unexposed 

Describe the present and original (if known) physical appearance 

Description of District 

The city of Yankton is located along the banks of the Missouri River in the flood plain 
of the confluence of the James and Missouri Rivers. Presently, the shape of the city 
is a large rectangular grid. The downtown commercial area is set off by its opposing 
orientation of structures and the enlargement of the five principal north-south streets 
in a two block area between Second and Fourth Streets. Two of these streets, Walnut and 
Broadway, are boulevards. 

The commerical district is composed primarily of two and three- story commercial and 
governmental buildings, constructed betweeen 1869 and 1920. There are twenty landmark 
structures in the district. Of these, the majority are in a rusticated, Romanesque style 
(7); others include Italianate features (3), found commonly throughout the contributing 
structures as well. Queen Anne embellishments are found on several buildings (2) and 
Art Deco marks a reworked front facade (1) . Two structures are major institutional build
itllgS _do.ge i.n 11b classical or Georgian Revival modes. Three landmark buildings are modest 
frame structures with pressed metal fronts covering two of them. The remaining structures 
in the contributing and -_=fabric categories are brick and frame, and are more modest versions 
of the Italianate and Romanesque styles. A number have been covered over in the 1950s-
1960s era with pressed brick or metal fronts. Historic Yankton Inc . has been responsible 
for recent storefront restoration work on several buildings . 

The peak years of building in the district were 1890 to 1910. 
half were erected at this time. Today, the architectural core 
intersection of Walnut and Third, with the .. major concentration 
300 block of Walnut and the 200 block of West Third. 

The Survey Process 

Of the landmark structures, 
of the district is the 
of landmark structures on the 

The survey of the Yankton commercial area began in September of 1979: · the survey committee 
was chaired by Caroline B. Steele. Initial work consisted of researching the tax record 
file in the office of the Yankton Director of Assessments, which was completed by Caroline 
Steele. She was assisted by Will Lyons, a local Boy Scout seeking to complete his Eagle 
Scout badge. Tom Steinbach and Sara Aasland also assisted in the early stages of the 
survey, gathering information on the age, ownership, use, and construction of the build
ings located in the area. The perimeters of the nominated district were decided by the 
Board of Directors of Historic Yankton Inc . and staff members of the Historical Preservation 
Center. Focused on the core of the historic and architectural landmarks, the district is 
bounded on the west by Highway 81 and on the north by Highway 50, both of which have 
acted as boundaries of the commercial area throughout Yankton 1 s history . 
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Site Number Name of Site and Location

1 Yankton County Courthouse
West Third and Broadway

72 O'Malley's
204 West Third

11 Treasure Chest
209 West Third

75 Russo's Restaurant 
241 West Third

38 John Deere Building
213 East Third

81 Dawn's Fabric Shop 
300 West Third

39 Gurney Hotel
East Third and Capitol

86 Bob's Photgraphy 
306 West Third

46 Walnut Tavern
102 West Third

88 Menke Building 
312-316 West Third

55 Dakota Territory Sewing Center 
120 West Third

98 Midwest Industries 
200 Walnut

56 Nacke Jewelry
122 West Third

61 Dakota Theatre
328 Walnut

63 Telephone Building
334 Walnut

64 US Post Office
321 Walnut

65 Yankton Daily Press and Dakotan 
315 Walnut

69 Ranch House
Varvel Building
309 Walnut

70 Wilcox Building
200 West Third

71 Dinner Bell
202 West Third
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11 

38 

39 

46 

55 

56 

61 

63 

64 

65 

69 
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Name of Site and Location 

Yankton County Courthouse 
West Third and Broadway 

Site Number 

72 

Treasure Chest 75 
209 West Third 

John Deere Building 81 
213 East Third 

Gurney Hotel 86 
East Third and Capitol 

Walnut Tavern 88 
102 West Third 

Dakota Territory Sewing Center 98 
120 West Third 

Nacke Jewelry 
122 West Third 

Dakota Theatre 
328 Wal nut 

Telephone Building 
334 Wal nut 

US Post Office 
321 Wal nut 

Yankton Daily Press and Dakotan 
315 Wal nut 

Ranch House 
Varvel Building 
309 Wal nut 

Wilcox Building 
200 West Third 

Dinner Bell 
202 West Third 

Page J 
Name of Site and Location 

0 1 Malley 1 s 
204 West Third 

Russo 1 s Restaurant 
241 West Third 

Dawn 1 s Fabric Shop 
300 West Third 

Bob 1 s Photgraphy 
306 West Third 

Menke Building 
312-316 West Third 

Midwest Industries 
200 Walnut 
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Site Number Name of Site anti Location Site Number Name of Site and Location

Contributing Sites

5 Hatch Furniture 34 Nyberg, DDS (Office)
Reetz Building 201 East Third
221 West Third

35 United Clothing
6 Kate's

219 West Third
203 East Third

36 Fitzgerald's Potato Chips
7 Karl's Music 205 East Third

217 West Third
37 Lindsay Water Conditioning

8 The Pantry
215 West Third

209-211 East Third

44 Vacant
9 Don's Super Saver

213 West Third
104 East Third

45-A Go-Inn Cafe
10 Castle Coombe

211 West Third
102 East Third

45-B Boomers Lounge
16 Fantel Bros. Dept. Store 100 East Third

121 West Third
50-A Sandy's Crafts

19 Doyle Building 108 West Third
11 West Third

50-B Fountain of Beauty
20 Rexall Drugs

109 West Third
110 West Third

51 Johnson's Shoes
24 Hatch Furniture

109 East Third
112 West Third

52 Barber Shop - The Pawnshop
29 Warehouse (Final Touch)

227 Capital 114 West Third

30 Young-Yankton Auto Electric 53 Daylight Donuts
218 Capital 116 West Third

31 Building 67 Vacant
220 Capital 313 Walnut

32 Vacant 68 Offices
222 Capital 311 Walnut
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6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

16 

19 

20 

24 

29 

30 

31 

32 

Hatch Furniture 
Reetz Building 
221 West Third 

Kate IS 

219 West Third 

Karl's Music 
217 West Third 

The Pantry 
215 West Third 

Don's Super Saver 
213 West Third 

Castle Coombe 
211 West Third 

Fantel Bros. Dept. Store 
121 West Third 

Doyle Building 
11 West Third 

Rexall Drugs 
109 West Third 

Hatch Furniture 
109 East Third 

Warehouse 
227 Capita 1 

Young-Yankton Auto Electric 
218 Capital 

Building 
220 Capita 1 

Vacant 
222 Ca pi ta 1 
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34 

35 

36 

37 

44 

45-A 

45-B 

50-A 

50-B 

51 

52 

53 

67 

68 
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Name of Site and Location 

Nyberg, DDS (Office) 
201 East Third 

United Clothing 
203 East Third 

Fitzgerald's Potato Chips 
205 East Third 

Lindsay Water Conditioning 
209-211 East Third 

Vacant 
104 East Thi rd 

Go-Inn Cafe 
102 East Third 

Boomers Lounge 
100 East Thi rd 

Sandy I s Crafts 
108 West Third 

Fountain of Beauty 
110 West Thi rd 

Johnson's Shoes 
112 West Third 

Barber Shop - The Pawnshop 
(Final Touch) 

114 West Third 

Daylight Donuts 
116 West Third 

Vacant 
313 vJalnut 

Offices 
311 Walnut 
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Contributing Sites cont'd

76

77

78

79

82

93

94

95

Wards
216 West Third

Fox Jewelry 
218 West Third

Dr. Shindler 
220 West Third

Diamond Shoe 
222 West Third

Heating with Wood Inc.
309 Cedar

Office 
308 Broadway

Ludwig Agency
310 Broadway

Building 
214 Walnut

Mollet 
212 Walnut
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Contributing Sites cont'd 

76 Wards 
216 West Third 

77 Fox Jewelry 
218 West Third 

78 Dr. Shindler 
220 West Third 

79 Diamond Shoe 
222 West Third 

82 Heating with Wood Inc. 
309 Cedar 

92 Office 
308 Broadway 

93 Ludwig Agency 
310 Broadway 

94 Building 
214 Walnut 

95 Moll et 
212 Wal nut 
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FHR- (11-78)

Name of Site an)i Location

United States Department of the Interior 
Heritage Conservation and Recreation Service

National Register of Historic Places 

Inventory—Nomination Form
Yankton Historic Commercial District

Continuation sheet_____________________________ Item number 2 & 4
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Fabric 

2

17

18

21

22

23

25

26

27-28

33

40

41

47

48

Goetz Law Firm Offices 
311 West Third

Globe
117-119 West Third

Coast-to-Coast
113- 115 West Third

Shriver's Dept. Store
103 West Third

Shriver's Dept. Store
101 West Third

Modern Body Shop 
212 Douglas

Hatch's Furniture 
109 East Third 
(annex)

Pied Piper
111 East Third

Furniture Gallery
East Third (address should be
between 113 and 119)

Dakota Sheet Metal 
228 Capital

Department of Social Services
114- 116 East Third

Bottle Shop
112 East Third

Step Ahead
102 West Third

Hogan's Shoe Store Inc.
104 West Third

49

54

57

58

59

60

62

66

73

80

83

84

91

96

97

For HORS use only' 
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date entered

Page 4
Site Number Name of Site and Location

Style Shop 
106 West Third

Hanny's Mens Wear 
118 West Third

Smith Insurance 
308 Walnut

Moose Lodge
310 Walnut

Office Building
314 Walnut

Doyle, Dierle, Porter, & Kennedy 
322 Walnut

Royal Athletic Company 
334 Walnut

Yankton Daily Press and Dakotan
315 1/2 Walnut (annex)

Homestead and Meredith Jewelry 
208 and 206 West third

Scoblic Stationers 
224 West Third

Building
311 Cedar

Northwestern Public Service 
313 Cedar

Title Company 
306 Broadway

Knutson Western Wear 
208 Walnut

Sears
206 Walnut
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Goetz Law Firm Offices 
311 West Third 

Globe 
117-119 West Third 

Coast-to-Coast 
113-115 West Third 

Shriver 1 s Dept. Store 
103 West Third 

Shriver 1 s Dept. Store 
101 West Third 

Modern Body Shop 
212 Douglas 

Hatch 1 s Furniture 
109 East Third 
(annex) 

Pied Piper 
111 East Thi rd 

Furniture Gallery 
East Third (address should be 
between 113 and 119) 

Dakota Sheet Metal 
228 Capital 

Department of Social Services 
114-116 East Third 

Bottle Shop 
112 East Third 

Step Ahead 
102 West Third 

Hogan's Shoe Store Inc. 
104 West Third 

Site Number 

49 

54 

57 

58 

59 

60 

62 

66 

73 

80 

83 

84 

91 

96 

97 
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Name of Site and Location 

Style Shop 
l 06 West Thi rd 

Hanny's Mens Wear 
118 West Third 

Smith Insurance 
308 Walnut 

Moose Lodge 
310 Walnut 

Office Building 
314 Walnut 

Doyle, Dierle, Porter, & Kennedy 
322 Walnut 

Royal Athletic Company 
334 Walnut 

Yankton Daily Press and Dakotan 
315 1/2 Walnut (annex) 

Homestead and Meredith Jewelry 
208 and 206 West third 

Scoblic Stationers 
224 West Third 

Building 
311 Cedar 

Northwestern Public Service 
313 Cedar 

Title Company 
306 Broadway 

Knutson Western Wear 
208 Walnut 

Sears 
206 Walnut 
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Site Number 

Intrusions

3

4

12

13

14

15

42

43

74

85

87

89

Name of Site and Location

American State Bank 
225 Cedar

American State Bank 
225 Cedar
Gambles
205 West Third 

Gambles
205 West Third

First Dakota National Bank 
210 West Third

First Dakota National Bank 
201 West Third

Cock-a-Too Bar 
no West Third

Llama Room 
106 East Third

Yankton Savings and Loan 
210 West Third

Robbie's Bar 
304 West Third

Modern Furniture 
308 West Third

Warehouse 
to the rear of 
312-316 West Third

K & D Laundromat 
300 Broadway
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12 

13 

14 

15 

42 
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Name of Site and Location 

American State Bank 
225 Cedar 

American State Bank 
225 Cedar 

Gambles 
205 West Third 

Gambles 
205 West Third 

First Dakota National Bank 
210 West Third 

First Dakota National Bank 
201 West Third 

Cock-a-Too Bar 
110 West Thi rd 

Llama Room 
106 East Third 

Yankton Savings and Loan 
210 West Third 

Robbie's Bar 
304 West Third 

Modern Furniture 
308 West Third 

Warehouse 
to the rear of 
312-316 West Third 

K & D Laundromat 
300 Broadway 
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After the field work was completed, Herb Dawson, the Project Coordinator of the 
Downtown Restoration Project of Historic Yankton, Inc., categorized the buildings 
within the proposed district as either landmark, contributing, fabric or intrusion.
A member of Historic Yankton, Inc., was then assigned to gather further historical 
and legal information on each landmark building. The participants included Dorothy 
Jencks, Caroline B. Steele, Karen Harmelink, Sara Aasland, Lois Varvel, beta Levinger, 
Paula Kapitan, Renee Doyle, Jim Abbott, Jim Means, Tom Stelnbach and Herb Dawson. 
Additional sources of information included the microfilm records of early editions of 
the Yankton Daily Press & Dakotan at the Yankton Public Library, the Centennial Edition 
of the Yankton Daily Press & Dakotan, June 13, 1961, Harkcom's History of Yankton, 
1859-1879, and Yankton: A Pioneer Past by Robert Karolevitz, which were supplemented
with interviews with the decendents of early pioneers and relatives and friends of 
original owners of buildings, as well as present building owners and occupants. In 
some cases, records in the office of the Yankton County Register of Deeds were re
searched and abstracts of properties were reviewed for further information.

Justification of Boundaries

The district comprises the late 19th and 20th century commercial core of the city. 
Originally sited along the river in order to service steamboat traffic, the commer
cial district began moving northward onto high land after c. 1870. It assumed its 
present shape by 1890.

The late 19th and early 20th century structures, which comprise the core of the 
district are centered on 3rd and Walnut Streets. Although commercial structures 
are found on the cross streets of Capitol, Douglas, Broadway and Cedar, only Walnut 
retains a sufficient density of period sites to constitute a crossarm in the dis
trict.

Fourth Street forms the northern boundary of both the commercial area and the dis
trict. Structures north of Fourth are domestic. Second Street forms the southern 
boundary and likewise marks the transition here between commercial and industrial 
buildings. The eastern edge of the district is demarcated by a change in architec
tural style and period, rather than function. The John Deere building is the last 
c. 1900 structure, which is almost surrounded by c. 1930's art deco structures. On 
the western edge, Broadway constitutes the border of commercial area. The street
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After the field work was completed, Herb Dawson, the Project Coordinator of the 
Downtown Restoration Project of Historic Yankton, Inc., categorized the buildings 
within the proposed district as either landmark, contributing, fabric or intrusion. 
A member of Historic Yankton, Inc., was then assigned to gather further historical 
and legal information on each landmark building. The participants included Dorothy 
Jencks, Caroline B. Steele, Karen Harmelink, Sara Aasland, Lois Varvel, Leta Levinger, 
Paula Kapitan, Renee Doyle, Jim Abbott, Jim Means, Tom Steinbach and Herb Dawson. 
Additional sources of information included the microfilm records of early editions of 
the Yankton Daily Press & Dakotan at the Yankton Public Library, the Centennial Edition 
of the Yankton Daily Press & Dakotan, June 13, 1961, Harkcom's History of Yankton, 
1859-1879, and Yankton: ! Pioneer Past by Robert Karolevitz, which were supplemented 
with interviews with the decendents of early pioneers and relatives and friends of 
original owners of buildings, as well as present building owners and occupants. In 
some cases, records in the office of the Yankton County Register of Deeds were re
searched and abstracts of properties were reviewed for further information. 

Justification of Boundaries 

The district comprises the late 19th and 20th century commercial core of the city. 
Originally sited along the river in order to service steamboat traffic, the commer
cial district began moving northward onto high land after c. 1870. It assumed its 
present shape by 1890. 

The late 19th and early 20th century structures, which comprise the core of the 
district are centered on 3rd and Walnut Streets. Although commercial structures 
are found on the cross streets of Capitol, Douglas, Broadway and Cedar, only Walnut 
retains a sufficient density of period sites to constitute a crossarm in the dis
trict. 

Fourth Street forms the northern boundary of both the commercial area and the dis
trict. Structures north of Fourth are domestic. Second Street forms the southern 
boundary and likewise marks the transition here between commercial and industrial 
buildings. The eastern edge of the district is demarcated by a change in architec
tural style and period, rather than function. The John Deere building is the last 
c. 1900 structure, which is almost surrounded by c. 1930's art deco structures. On 
the western edge, Broadway constitutes the border of commercial area. The street 
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itself was not included as it is a boulevard and larger in scale than the other 
streets. In addition, it has suffered from the loss of buildings. Interestingly, 
while Third Street structures face onto Third, those located along Second and Fourth 
are oriented to the north-south streets, such as Walnut. Third is the only east- 
west street in the historic core of the city to have structures oriented toward it.

The Yankton Historic Commercial District is anchored by landmark structures, which 
are themselves, eligible for listing on the Register. At the west end of Third is 
the courthouse, on the north edge are the post office and telephone buildings, at 
the eastern boundary are the Gu^rney Hotel and John Deere buildings, and along the 
southern rim is the Schwenk Brewery. The alleyways behind the buildings facing onto 
Third and Walnut constitute the legal boundaries in most cases.
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itself was not included as it is a boulevard and larger in scale than the other 
streets. In addition, it has suffered from the loss of buildings. Interestingly, 
while Third Street structures face onto Third, those located along Second and Fourth 
are oriented to the north-south streets, such as Walnut. Thi rd is the only east
west street in the historic core of the city to have structures oriented toward it. 

The Yankton Historic Commercial District is anchored by landmark structures, which 
are themselves, eligible for listing on the Register. At the west end of Third is 
the courthouse, on the north edge are the post office and telephone buildings, at 
the eastern boundary are the Gu ""'rney Hotel and John Deere buildings, and along the 
southern rim is the Schwenk Brewery. The alleyways behind the buildings facing onto 
Third and Walnut constitute the legal boundaries in most cases. 



8. Significance
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. sculpture 
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. theater 

. transportation 

. other (specify)

Specific dates cpp sites Builder/Architect

Statement of Significance (in one paragraph)

Significant in the areas of architecture, commerce, and politics and government, the 
Yankton Historic Commercial District is a well preserved example of an 1870s to 1920 
era commercial center. As one of the earliest communities in the state, and the first 
to achieve economic and political importance, Yankton represents a unique period of 
early and successful commercial history.
In 1858 Yankton was surveyed and platted by the Yankton Land and Town Company and a 
year later, settlement began. Sited along the Missouri River and near the mouth of 
the James, Yankton became the port of entry for many settlers into the Dakota Territory. 
Soon it became a key shipping town. The foundation for its wealth was established by 
1862, when it became the territorial capitol. But, its major economic boom period came 
after 1861 when the Montana and Idaho gold rush opened the west. This was followed by 
the Homestead Act of 1862 and military encounters with Indians in the West River area, 
which promoted the river port of Yankton into the leading commercial town of the terri
tory. A second major boom came after 1874 when the Black Hills were opened for home- 
staking and Yankton became the supply post for the eager speculators. The commerical 
area, which was oriented first to the river, began spreading northward onto higher 
ground in the 1870s. The first one-story frame buildings appeared along Third Street.
In 1881 the Missouri River flooded. When the waters receded, new commercial buildings 
were erected upon the banks, on Third, Broadway, Walnut and Douglas Streets. By the 
mid-1880s to 1890s, Yankton was experiencing a building boom in the downtown area.
However, while Yankton was riding the crest of commercial prosperity in the '80s and 90s, 
this era also contained the events which would lead to its eclipse. In 1883 the terri
torial capitol was moved to Bismark, and railroads helped to make Sioux Falls the pre
eminent commercial town in the territory. By 1900 Yankton no longer was the leading city 
in the state. Yet its growth continued steadily into the 1920s, but with no major "boom" 
cycle.
The downtown Yankton Commercial District is unique in the state because of the number of 
early commercial structures and the lack of later, major growth which would have effected 
changes. New structures of differing style, scale and landscaping features were confined, 
for the most part, outside the district along East Third, Capitol and Douglas Streets. 
While many small towns in the state retain early, one-story, commercial buildings, few 
have districts which combine them with major examples of large scale, urban architecture. 
Conversely, while larger cities have compact commercial centers, few have managed to 
retain their earliest
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Significant in the areas of architecture, commerce, and politics and government, the 
Yankton Historic Corrmercial District is a well preserved example of an 1870s to 1920 
era commercial center. As one of the earliest communities in the state, and the first 
to achieve economic and political importance, Yankton represents a unique period of 
early and successful commercial history. 

In 1858 Yankton was surveyed and platted by the Yankton Land and Town Company and a 
year later, settlement began. Sited along the Missouri River and near the mouth of 
the James, Yankton became the port of entry for many settlers into the Dakota Territory. 
Soon it became a key shipping town. The foundation for its wealth was established by 
1862, when it became the territorial capitol. But, its major economic boom period came 
after 1861 when the Montana and Idaho gold rush opened the west. This was followed by 
the Homestead Act of 1862 and military encounters with Indians in the West River area, 
which promoted the river port of Yankton into the leading commercial town of the terri
tory. A second major boom came after 1874 when the Bl ac!~ !-!ills were opened for home
staking and Yankton became the supply post for the eager speculators. The commerical 
area, which was oriented first to the river, began spreading northward onto higher 
ground in the 1870s. The first one-story frame buildings appeared along Third Street. 
In 1881 the Missouri River flooded. When the waters receded, new commercial buildings 
were erected upon the banks, on Third, Broadway, Walnut and Douglas Streets. By the 
mid-1880s to 1890s, Yankton was experiencing a building boom in the downtown area . 

However, while Yankton was riding the crest of commercial prosperity in the '80s and 90s, 
this era also contained the events which would lead to its eclipse. In 1883 the terri
torial capitol was moved to Bismark, and railroads helped to make Sioux Falls the pre
eminent commercial town in the territory. By 1900 Yankton no longer was the leading city 
in the state. Yet its growth continued steadily into the 1920s, but with no major "boom" 
cycle. 

The downtown Yankton Commercial District is unique in the state because of the number of 
early coITTTiercial structures and the lack of later, major growth which would have effected 
changes. New structures of differing style , scale and landscaping features were confined, 
for the most part, outside the district along East Third , Capitol and Douglas Streets. 
While many small towns in the state retain early, one-story, coITTTiercial buildings, few 
have districts which combine them with major examples of large scale, urban architecture. 
Conversely, while larger cities have compact commercial centers , few have managed to 
retain their earliest 
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SITE NUMBER 11

Treasure Chest 
209 West Third

History

Mills and Purdy moved this building from the riverside district onto Third Street 
prior to 1869. When they refaced the structure at a later date, the metal front 
was marked with an "1869" date. Originally known as the Brecht Drug Store, it was 
the first pharmacy in the Dakota Territory. Dr. Brecht died in 1913 and the busi
ness was run by his son until 1957.

Description

An early frame commercial building with gable roof and parapet front, the Treasure 
Chest has a pressed metal front. One bay on the altered first floor and three on 
the second, the structure's most striking feature is its highly decorated facade 
composed of columns, swags, modillions, and floral motif designs. A smaller panel 
remains visible on the first floor.

Significance: architecture, business, early settlement

One of the rare surviving buildings from the first riverside commercial district, 
this structure was moved to this site in the 1860's. A common phenomenon in South 
Dakota commercial districts, this small frame building was later refaced with this 
fine, exhuberant pressed metal facade. The 1869 date on the facade refers to the 
establishment of the Brecht Drug Store; the building remained in use as a drugstore 
for many years. An early, famous local radio station, WNAX, had its studios here. 
Despite changes along the first floor, this structure is a rare and excellent 
example of 1860's commercial architecture.

SITE NUMBER 38

John Deere Building 
213 East Third

History

Originally used as a woolen mill and located at Second and Douglas, the building was 
moved to its present location in c. 1907. It became a carriage shop for P. J. Nyberg
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Mills and Purdy moved this building from the riverside district onto Third Street 
prior to 1869. When they refaced the structure at a later date, the metal front 
was marked with an 11 1869 11 date. Originally known as the Brecht Drug Store, it was 
the first pharmacy in the Dakota Territory. Dr. Brecht died in 1913 and the busi
ness was run by his son until 1957. 

Des cri pti on 

An early frame commercial building with gable roof and parapet front, the Treasure 
Chest has a pressed metal front. One bay on the altered first floor and three on 
the second, the structure's most striking feature is its highly decorated facade 
composed of columns, swags, modillions, and floral motif designs. A smaller panel 
remains visible on the first floor. 

Significance: architecture, business, early settlement 

One of the rare surviving buildings from the first riverside commercial district, 
this structure was moved to this site in the 1860's. A common phenomenon in South 
Dakota commercial districts, this small frame building was later refaced with this 
fine, exhuberant pressed metal facade. The 1869 date on the facade refers to the 
establishment of the Brecht Drug Store; the building remained in use as a drugstore 
for many years. An early, famous local radio station, WNAX, had its studios here. 
Despite changes along the first floor, this structure is a rare and excellent 
example of 1860's commercial architecture. 
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John Deere Building 
213 East Third 

History 

Originally used as a woolen mill and located at Second and Douglas, the building was 
moved to its present location inc. 1907. It became a carriage shop for P. J. Nyberg 
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and Sons, who sold Studebaker wagons. The now demolished east end of the building 
served as a blacksmith shop. In the 1960's, Baggs and Tamisiea Company added a steel 
building to the rear. Froheich and Hanson sold farm machinery here in the 1920's 
and in the 1940's the business was assumed by Baggs and Tamisiea.

Description

Two-and-one-half stories in height, two, four, and three bays across the front floors 
and nine bays across the side, this frame building is sheathed in metal pressed into 
a rusticated stone block pattern. Gable-end entrance, with a parapet front, the 
second-story windows have molded metal pediments, while the remaining windows have 
horizontal, slightly molded lintels. A molded cornice and decorated pressed metal 
gable complete the building. In c. 1950s, green and yellow mapes panels were added 
to the reworked first floor. The entire structure was painted John Deere's trade
mark colors of green and yellow.

Significance: architecture, (agriculture) business

Another fine example of a commercial building with a pressed metal "skin" is the 
John Deere building. A common type found in small towns or on the periphery of com
mercial areas, the structure bears the color trademark of the company in its green 
and yellow paint and mapes panel tile front. The metal work has been extended around 
the building to give a finished appearance with three-dimensional molded cornice and 
hold molds.

SITE NUMBER 46

Walnut Tavern 
100 West Third

History

Built in 1877 for Sylvester C. Fargo, the building was rented to Dudley and Hawley, 
hardware merchants. It passed to D. D. Gross, who operated the business until 1937. 
Walnut Tavern opened in 1937. One of four identical "block" buildings.
Description

One of four identical structures in a block, this remaining section is a two-story 
brick structure, three bays across the front, nine bays across the side. A molded 
metal cornice decorates two sides of the building and molded brick hood molds sur
round the windows. The front facade has pressed metal acanthus leaf motifs on hood 
molds and cornice . The front first floor has been altered, while the graphics on 
the blank side enliven Douglas Street.

GPO 892 455

Form No. 1 0-300a 
(Rev. 10-74) 

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
NATIONAL PARK SERVICE 

NATIONAL REGISTER OF IDSTORIC PLACES 
INVENTORY -- NOMINATION FORM 

FOR NPS USE ONLY 

DAtEENTEREO 

Yankton Historic Commercial District Landmark Structures, description and significance 

CONTINUATION SHEET ITEM NUMBER 7 & 8 PAGE two 

and Sons, who sold Studebaker wagons. The now demolished east end of the building 
served as a blacksmith shop. In the 1960's, Baggs and Tamisiea Company added a steel 
building to the rear. Froheich and Hanson sold farm machinery here in the 1920's 
and in the 1940's the business was assumed by Baggs and Tamisiea. 

Description 

Two-and-one-half stories in height, two, four, and three bays across the front floors 
and nine bays across the side, this frame building is sheathed in metal pressed into 
a rusticated stone block pattern. Gable-end entrance, with a parapet front, the 
second-story windows have molded metal pediments, while the remaining windows have 
horizontal, slightly molded lintels. A molded cornice and decorated pressed metal 
gable complete the building. Inc. 1950s, green and yellow mapes panels were added 
to the reworked first floor. The entire structure was painted John Deere's trade
mark colors of green and yellow. 

Significance: architecture, (agriculture) business 

Another fine example of a commercial building with a pressed metal 11 skin 11 is the 
John Deere building. A common type found in small towns or on the periphery of com
mercial areas, the structure bears the color trademark of the company in its green 
and yellow paint and mapes panel tile front. The metal work has been extended around 
the building to give a finished appearance with three-di·mensional molded cornice and 
hold molds. 

SITE NUMBER 46 

lfo l nut Tavern 
100 West Third 

History 

Built in 1877 for Sylvester C. Fargo, the building was rented to Dudley and Hawley, 
hardware merchants. It passed to D. D. Gross, who operated the business until 1937. 
~/alnut Tavern opened in 1937. One of four identical 11 block" buildings. 

Description 

One of four identical structures in a block, this rema1n1ng section is a two-story 
brick structure, three bays across the front, nine bays across the side. A molded 
metal cornice decorates two sides of the building and molded brick hood molds sur
round the windows. The front facade has pressed metal acanthus leaf motifs on hood 
molds and cornice . The front first floor has been altered, while the graphics on 
the blank side enliven Douglas Street. 
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Significance: Architecture, business

The last remaining structure in the Fargo block is the Walnut Tavern building erected 
in 1877. An elegant Italianate structure with acanthus leaf details in the hood 
molds, the Walnut Tavern is the only example of an early, two-story, block front build
ing in the district.

SITE NUMBER 55 - 56

Dakota Territory Sewing Center 
120 West Third

History

J.B.S. Todd purchased the property in 1868; Farmers and Merchants State Bank 
erected this building in 1920. Later uses of the building include a bar and clothing 
store.
Description

This two-story commercial building has an L-shape and is built of light brown brick.
Six bays on the front and five bays on the side, the bays are marked by pilasters or 
groupings of windows. A Prairie School influence is evident in the square massing 
of the building, in the projecting beltcourse and cornice, in the decorative features 
around the entrance, and in the treatment of the pilasters. The trimwork is cast 
concrete. Alterations have been made to the first floor and second-story windows.

Significance: Architecture, business.

The single example of the Prairie School in downtown Yankton, this late, restrained 
example retains a strong sense of balanced composition despite its alterations. It 
acts as one of the architectural anchors for the major intersection in the district.

SITE NUMBER 61

Dakota Theatre 
328 Walnut
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Significance: Architecture, business 

The last remaining structure in the Fargo block is the Walnut Tavern building erected 
in 1877. An elegant Italianate structure with acanthus leaf details in the hood 
molds, the Walnut Tavern is the only example of an early, two-story, block front build
ing in the district. 

SITE NUMBER 55 - 56 

Dakota Territory Sewing Center 
120 West Third 

History 

J.B.S. Todd purchased the property in 1868; Farmers and Merchants State Bank 
erected this building in 1920. Later uses of the building include a bar and clothing 
store. 

Description 

This two-story commercial building has an L-shape and is built of light brown brick. 
Six bays on the front and five bays on the side, the bays are marked by pilasters or 
groupings of windows. A Prairie School influence is evident in the square massing 
of the building, in the projecting beltcourse and cornice, in the decorative features 
around the entrance, and in the treatment of the pilasters. The trimwork is cast 
concrete. Alterations have been matle to the first floor and second-story windows. 

Significance: Architecture, business. 

The single example of the Prairie School in downtown Yankton, this late, restrained 
example retains a strong sense of balanced composition despite its alterations. It 
acts as one of the architectural anchors for the major intersection in the district. 

SITE NUMBER 61 

Dakota Theatre 
328 Walnut 
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History

Built by Dr. D.W. Rudgers, eye, ear and nose specialist, in c. 1900, the theatre had 
as its first leasee, Maurice W. Jencks of the Hess Theatre. In the 1922-1927 era, 
manager Oscar Johnson, changed the name to Dakota Theatre. During the management of 
Bill Tammen, from 1941 to 1959, the theatre was given a new front.
Description

The three-story building is constructed of brick and Sioux Falls granite. Presently 
the facade is made of porcelain enameled panels and burnished metal done in bright 
deco colors. The panels are laid in a diagonal, and the cornice is curved metal.
The third floor was once used for dances.

Significance: architecture, theatre

Opening with the performances of the Andrews Opera Company, the Dakota Theatre was 
known in its early years as the Rudgers Opera House. In 1922, WNAX, the famous Yank
ton radio station, broadcast its second concert from the Hess. The town's major 
theatre, the Dakota is one of the outstanding art deco theatre facades in South 
Dakota and remains virtually unchanged.

SITE NUMBER 63

Telephone Building 
334 Walnut

History

Built in 1908 for Northwestern Bell, this structure had additions built to the rear in 
1931, 1954, and 1969. Vacated in 1972, the structure is now used by the Royal 
Athletic Company.

Description

This brick structure is a one-story building placed on a half-story basement demarcated 
with a concrete water table and string course, faced in a decorative yellow-orange 
burnt brick, known locally as Yankton brick*, the telephone building is three bays on 
the front facade. Capped with a cement pediment and acanthus leaf, the cornice bears 
a 1908 date stone. The door and windows have been altered. The brass plaque reading 
"Telephone Building" remains intact.

Significance: architecture, communications, business
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History 

Built by Dr. D.W. Rudgers, eye, ear and nose specialist, in 
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The three-sto ry building is constructed of brick and Sioux Falls granite. Presently 
the facade is made of porcelain enameled panels and burnish~d metal done in bright 
deco colors. The panels are laid in a diagonal, and the cornice is curved metal. 
The third floor was once used for dances. 

Significance: architecture, theatre 

Opening with the performances of the Andrews Opera Company, the Dakota Theatre was 
known in its early years as the Rudgers Opera House . In 1922, WNAX, the famous Yank
ton radio station, broadcast its second concert from the Hess. The town's majo r 
theatre, the Dakota is one of the outstanding art deco theatre facades in South 
Dakota and remains virtually unchanged. 
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Telephone Building 
334 Walnut 

History 

Built in 1908 for Northwestern Bell, this structure had additions built to the rear in 
1931, 1954, and 1969. Vacated in 1972, the structure is now used by the Royal 
Athletic Company. 

Description 

This brick structure is a one-story building placed on a half-story basement demarcated 
with a concrete water table and string course , faced in a decorative yellow-orange 
burnt brick, known locally as Yankton brick~ the telephone building is three bays on 
the front facade. Capped with a cement pediment and acanthus leaf, the cornice bears 
a 1908 date stone. The door and windows have been altered. The brass plaque reading 
"Telephone Building" remains intact. 

Significance: architecture, communications, business 
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Many small towns retain their early telephone buildings, which are often pleasant and 
architecturally witty, small scale structures. This building was built to the scale 
of the mid-nineteenth century Yankton commercial buildings. It emphasizes its distinct 
function both through the simplicity and boldness of its design and through the use of 
the striking, decorative brick commonly found in foundations and industrial structures 
in southeastern South Dakota.

SITE NUMBER 64

U.S. Post Office 
Fourth and Walnut Streets

History

The site of Yankton's first school building in 1866, this lot was turned over to the 
post office, which erected this structure in 1905.
Description

Constructed of light gray granite, this Classical Revival building is five bays on the 
front and three across the sides. Rectangular in shape and two stories in height, it 
is surmounted with a balestrade and punctuated with large carved eagle over the central 
bay. The center three bays project slightly. A new, cement block extension has been 
added to the south and rear facades.

Significance: architecture, government

While many governmental buildings adopted the Classical Revival, palace style in the 
early years of the 20th century, not all were as successfully designed as the Yankton 
post office. This is a finely balanced composition of solids and voids, and the sur
face is enlivened by its highly three-dimensional molding of the basic rectangular 
block. The regularity and angular quality of the building contrasts well with the 
animated, carved eagle over the center bay.

SITE NUMBER 65

Yankton Daily Press & Dakotan 
315 Walnut
History

Built by the German Athletic Association, the Turn-verein, in 1879-1880, this building
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Many small towns retain their early telephone buildings, which are often pleasant and 
architecturally witty, small scale structures. This building was built to the scale 
of the mid-nineteenth century Yankton commercial buildings. It emphasizes its distinct 
function both through the simplicity and boldness of its design and through the use of 
the striking, decorative brick commonly found in foundations and industrial structures 
in southeastern South Dakota. 

SITE NUMBER 64 

U.S. Post Office 
Fourth and Walnut Streets 

History 

The site of Yankton's first school building in 1866, this lot was turned over to the 
post office, which erected this structure in 1905. 

Description 

Constructed of light gray granite, this Classical Revival building is five bays on the 
front and three access the sides. Rectangular in shape and two stories in height, it 
is surmounted with a balestrade and punctuated with large carved eagle over the central 
bay. The center three bays project slightly. A new, cement block extension has been 
added to the south and rear facades. 

Significance: architecture, government 

While many governmental buildings adopted the Classical Revival, palace style in the 
early years of the 20th century, not all were as successfully designed as the Yankton 
post office. This is a finely balanced composition of solids and voids, and the sur
face is enlivened by its highly three~dimensional molding of the basic rectangular 
block. The regularity and angular quality of the building contrasts well with the 
animated, carved eagle over the center bay. 

SITE NUMBER 65 

Yankton Daily Press & Dakotan 
315 Walnut 

History 

Built by the German Athletic Association, the Turn-verein, in 1879-1880, t his building 
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was assumed by the newspaper in 1905. In 1952, an addition was added to the rear. 

Description

Built of brick, the structure is a long rectangle. The front of this hipped-roof 
building is a parapet wall composed of five bays with the central entrance bay project
ing beyond the main facade. Trimmed in Italianate features, this building was built 
for institutional functions.

Significance: architecture, ethnic history, communications

Erected in 1079-1880 as the German club, Turner Hall, this building was an important 
social center for the city until 1905. Yanktibn had quite a number of German settlers, 
who patronized social institutions such as the Germania House and Turn-verein club. 
Purchased by the Yankton Daily Press and Dakotan in 1905, the building then became 
associated with the historic newspaper. The paper began life in 1861 as the Weekly 
Dakotan, and in 1873, after a merger, became the Press & Dakotan. The building is of 
architectural interest as well. One of the major statements of the Italianate mode 
in the downtown area, the building owes more to domestic, rather than commercial, 
style architecture. The building closely resembles domestic or academic Italianate 
structures with its projecting center bay forming the illusion of a tower. This image 
is most appropriate to a club, as it contrasts with the commercial structures.

SITE NUMBER 69

Wagner Building 
309 Walnut

History

Built in c. 1890, this building has always served as a bar or cafe restaurant. One 
portion of the structure has been used for offices.
Description

This commercial structure is a two-story, yellow brick building trimmed in dark red 
sandstone. The front facade has three bays and the two stories are drawn together 
by the large eliptical arches on the flanking bays. The heavy cornice line is empha
sized through several bold decorative elements including molded brick and carved 
stone finials. A pyramidal roof over the center bay tower has been removed.
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was assumed by the newspaper in 1905. In 1952, an addition was added to the rear. 

Description 

Built of brick, the structure is a long rectangle. The front of this hipped-roof 
building is a parapet wall composed of five bays with the central entrance bay project
ing beyond the main facade. Trimmed in Italianate features, this building was built 
for institutional functions. 

Significance: architecture, ethnic history, communications 

Erected in 1879-1880 as the German club, Turner Hall, this building was an important 
social center for the city until 1905. Yankton had quite a number of German settlers, 
who patronized social institutions such as the Germania House and Turn-verein club. 
Purchased by the Yankton Daily Press and Dakotan in 1905, the building then became 
associated with the historic newspaper. The paper began life in 1861 as the Weekly 
Dakotan, and in 1873, after a merger, became the Press & Dakotan. The building is of 
architectural interest as well. One of the major statements of the Italianate mode 
in the downtown area, the building owes more to domestic, rather than commercial, 
style architecture. The building closely resembles domestic or academic Italianate 
structures with its projecting center bay forming the illusion of a tower. This image 
is most appropriate to a club, as it contrasts with the commercial structures. 

SITE NUMBER 69 

Wagner Building 
309 Walnut 

History 

Built inc. 1890, this building has always served as a bar or cafe restaurant. One 
portion of the structure has been used for offices. 

Description 

This commercial structure is a two-story, yellow brick building trimmed in dark red 
sandstone. The front facade has three bays and the two stories are drawn together 
by the large eliptical arches on the flanking bays. The heavy cornice line is empha
sized through several bold decorative elements including molded brick and carved 
stone finials. A pyramidal roof over the center bay tower has been removed . 
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Significance: architecture, business

A boldly designed facade distinguishes this landmark building in the district.
Although alterations have marred portions of the building, this remains an important 
Victorian commercial structure. The strongly contrasting colors and almost whim
sical use of striped and checked (or Queen Anne lattice work) designs are remanis- 
cent of the Victorian eclectic architecture of Butterfield. The building is a rare 
example of this stylistic treatment in South Dakota commercial architecture.

SITE NUMBER 70

Wilcox Building 
200 West Third

History

Built by E.P. Wilcox in 1888, this building was designed by architect, J.H. Coxhead 
of St Paul, Minnesota. William Glenfield was superintendent of work. Western Port
land Cement (listed on the National Register) used this as office space when the build
ing opened. Later, American Mortgage Company and Dakota National Bank used the facil
ities. Since the 1890's, many of Yankton's major business concerns were headquartered 
here.

Description

Rectangular in shape, three stories in height and constructed of brick, this commer
cial building gives the impression of a flat slab structure. Composed in two bays 
of the front facade and eight along the side, the building breaks the flat wall with 
a slight projection of the center three bays, the corbelling at the cornice line and 
the rustication of the store on the first floor. Decorative banding over the arched 
windc.wson the second floor is kept thin and flat, heightening the two-dimensional 
surface. The building is by no means molded in plastic, rather it emphasizes its 
straightforward and precisely articulated block with the assured composition and spare 
use of detail.

Significance: architecture, business

The pivotal building of the district, the Wilcox Block is an extremely well-designed 
commercial building which marks the very center of the district. The building is the 
most graceful example of a Richardsonian Romanesque design in the city. A much more 
complex composition than any of the other buildings in the district, it blends the 
solid massing common to Romanesque structures, with the light and elegant use of con
trasting materials, colors, solids and voids, rectangles and semicircles. The structure 
IS the architectural keystone for the district.
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Significance: architecture, business 

A boldly designed facade distinguishes this landmark building in the district. 
Although alterations have marred portions of the building, this remains an important 
Victorian commercial structure. The strongly contrasting colors and almost whim
sical use of striped and checked (or Queen Anne lattice work) designs are remanis
cent of the Victorian eclectic architecture of Betterfield. The building is a rare 
example of this stylistic treatment in South Dakota commercial architecture. 

SITE NUMBER 70 

Wilcox Building 
200 West Third 

History 

Built by E.P. Wilcox in 1888, this building was designed by architect, J.H. Coxhead 
of St Paul, Minnesota. William Glenfield was superintendent of work. Western Port
land Cement (listed on the National Register) used this as office space when the build
ing opened. Later, American Mortgage Company and Dakota National Bank used the facil
ities. Since the 1890 1 s, many of Yankton's major business concerns were headquartered 
here. 

Description 

Rectangular in shape, three stories in height and constructed of brick, this commer
cial building gives the impression of a flat slab structure. Composed in two bays 
of the front facade and eight along the side, the building breaks the flat wall with 
a slight projection of the center three bays, the corbelling at the cornice line and 
the rustication of the store on the first floor. Decorative banding over the arched 
windc,ws on the second filoor is kept thin and flat, heightening the two-dimensional 
surface. The building is by no means molded in plastic, rather it emphasizes its 
straightforward and precisely articulated block with the assured composition and spare 
use of detail. 

Significance: architecture, business 

The pivotal building of the district, the Wilcox Block is an extremely well-designed 
commercial building which marks the very center of the district. The building is the 
most graceful example of a Richardsonian Romanesque design in the city. A much more 
complex composition than any of the other buildings in the district, it blends the 
solid massing common to Romanesque structures, with the light and elegant use of con
trasting materials, colors, solids and voids , rectangles and semicircles . The structu re 
is the ar chitectural keystone for the district. 
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to have been built sometime in the 
It has been used as a cafe

SITE NUMBER 71

Dinner Bell 
202 West Third
History

This building appears in a 1909 photograph and appears 
1890's as the second half of two identical buildings, 
and grocery store.

Description

A two-story, three-bay rusticated stone-faced commercial building, this structure has 
simple design embellishments, including arched second-story windows, a row of stone 
dentils and a row of small arches in the cornice line. The first floor has been 
altered.

Significance: architecture, business

These two buildings (71, 72) are modest examples of Romanesque commercial architecture. 
Their relatively early date (c. 1890's) and simple straighforward use of Romanesque 
design vocabulary combine to make these local architectural landmarks.

SITE NUMBER 72

O'Malley's Bar 
204 West Third

History

The earlier of two identical buildings erected side by side, this structure appears in 
a c. 1889 photograph. O'Malley's Bar on the first floor was founded by "Happy Jack" 
O'Malley, a popular, early radio entertainer on WNAX. The Lyric Theatre was housed 
here at one time.
Description

This is a two-stroy, three-bay, stone-faces brick structure with an altered first floor. 
The front facade has rusticated cut stone with darker red sandstone trim.
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Dinner Be 11 
202 West Third 

History 

ITEM NUMBER 7 & 8 PAGE ei aht 

This building appears in a 1909 photograph and appears to have been built sometime in the 
1890 1 s as the second half of two identical buildings. It has been used as a cafe 
and grocery store. 

Description 

A two-story, three-bay rusticated stone-faced commercial building, this structure has 
simple design embellishments, including arched second-story windows, a row of stone 
dentils and a row of small arches in the cornice line. The first floor has been 
altered. 

Significance: architecture, business 

These two buildings (71, 72) are modest examples of Romanesque commercial architecture. 
Their relatively early date (c. 1890 1 s) and simple straighforward use of Romanesque 
design vocabulary combine to make these local architectural landmarks. 

SITE NUMBER 72 

0'Malley's Bar 
204 West Third 

History 

The earlier of two identical buildings erected side by side, this structure appears in 
a c. 1889 photograph. O'Malley's Bar on the first floor was founded by "Happy Jack" 
0'Malley, a popular, early radio entertainer on WNAX. The Lyric Theatre was housed 
here at one time. 

Description 

This is a two-stray, three-bay, stone-faces brick structure with an altered first floor. 
The front facade has rusticated cut stone with darker red sandstone trim. 
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Significance: architecture, business

Identical to the Dinner Bell, this building is a simple Romanesque commercial structure. 
Once the home of the Lyric Theratre, this later became O'Malley's Bar, run by proprietor 
"Happy Jack" O'Malley, a WNAX celebrity.

SITE NUMBER 75 

Russo's
214 West Third 

History

Built c. 1893 as the Yankton National Bank, the structure was purchased in 1909 by 
William Heaton, who moved the First National Bank here. The First National absorbed 
the Yankton National Bank and remained in this building until 1931. Other uses of the 
structure have included an I.O.O.F. hall and various company offices.

Description

Three stories in height, this brick commercial building is faced on the front facade 
with stone. Three bays in the front, the easternmost bay is rounded on the corner.
The westernmost bay projects slightly and features paired windows on the second and 
third floor, an arched recessed entranceway, and a smooth-finished red granite col
umn, which contrasts with the rusticated cut stone. The building has a half-story 
basement, which is currently used as a restaurant.

Significance: architecture, business

One of the two major examples of commercial Romanesque architecture in Yankton, this 
building has several fine features, which add to the urban character of the building.
The recessed entranceway punctuated with eye level carved capitols and a delicate, 
fully carved column creates a dramatic architectural highlight on the main street.
Banks and fraternal lodges often brought the most current and "sophisticated" archi
tecture to small towns at the turn of the century. This building is an extremely 
well-preserved example of both the style and this social phenomena.

SITE NUMBER 81
Dawn's Fabrics 
300 West Third
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Significance: architecture, business 

Identical to the Dinner Bell, this building is a simple Romanesque commercial structure. 
Once the home of the Lyric Theratre, this later became O'Malley's Bar, run by proprietor 
"Happy Jack" O'Malley, a WNAX celebrity. 

SITE NUMBER 75 

Russo's 
214 West Third 

History 

Built c. 1893 as the Yankton National Bank, the structure was purchased in 1909 by 
William Heaton, who moved the First National Bank here. The First National absorbed 
the Yankton National Bank and remained in this bui -lding until 1931. Other uses of the 
structure have included an I.0.0.F. hall and various company offices. 

Description 

Three stories in height, this brick commercial building is faced on the front facade 
with stone. Three bays in the front, the easternmost bay is rounded on the corner. 
The westernmost bay projects slightly and features paired windows on the second and 
third floor, an arched recessed entranceway, and a smooth-finished red granite col
umn, which contrasts with the rusticated cut stone. The building has a half-story 
basement, which is currently used as a restaurant. 

Significance: architecture, business 

One of the two major examples of commercial Romanesque architecture in Yankton, this 
building has several fine features, which add to the urban character of the building. 
The recessed entranceway punctuated with eye level carved capitols and a delicate, 
fully carved column creates a dramatic architectural hi ghlight on the main street. 
Banks and fraternal lodges often brought the most current and "sophisticated" archi
tecture to small towns at the turn of the century. This building is an extremely 
well-preserved example of both the style and this social phenomena. 

SITE NUMBER 81 

Dawn's Fabrics 
300 West Third 
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History

Built between 1875 and 1908, as part of Sawyer's Block by Isaac Piles, this segment 
served as I. Piles & Co., a shoe store, and, after 1908 as Henry Davis Pool Hall. 
Still later it served as a music store, second hand store, paint store, and fabric 
shop.

Description

This three-story rectangular-shaped, commercial building was built in c. 1875, as it 
closely resembles the now demolished Merchant's Hotel built in 1873. Composed as 
two bays along the front and four along the side, the building's windows are grouped 
by threes in the main facade and in twos on the side. The cast metal columns remain 
visible on the first floor, which has suffered only minor alterations. Italianate 
features predominate.

Significance: architecture, business

Built soon after 1875, this is the most completely intact early building in the dis
trict. It is the only structure to retain the attentuated cast metal columns on the 
first floor, which distinguish commercial structures of the 1870-1890 era. Original 
details on the second and third floors remain unaltered.

SITE NUMBER 86

Bob's Photography 
306 West Third

History

Built in 1874, this structure was part of the Sawyers Block. In 1875 or 1876, the 
Daily Press & Dakotan was located on the second floor. From 1899 to 1934 Louis 
Janousek's Studio occupied the building; Bob's is a descendent of that firm.

Description

Two-stories in height, this commercial building is constructed of brick and arranged 
in a three bay composition. Although the original 1874 first floor front has been 
changed, the later, early 20th century store front blends well with the Italianate 
details of the second floor and cornice. All three-dimensional trim is created with 
bricks.
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History 

Built between 1875 and 1908, as part of Sawyer ' s Block by Isaac Piles, this segment 
served as I. Pi l es & Co., a shoe store, and, after 1908 as Henry Davis Pool Hall. 
Still later it served as a music store, second hand store, paint store, and fabric 
shop. 

Description 

This three-story rectangular-shaped, commercial building was built inc. 1875, as it 
closely resembles the now demolished Merchant's Hotel built in 1873. Composed as 
two bays along the front and four along the side, the building's windows are grouped 
by threes in the main facade and in twos on the side. The cast metal columns remain 
visible on the first floor, which has suffered only minor alterations. Italianate 
features predominate. 

Significance: architecture, business 

Built soon after 1875, this is the most completely intact early building in the dis
trict. It is the only structure to retain the attentuated cast metal columns on the 
first floor, which distinguish commercial structures of the 1870-1890 era. Original 
details on the second and third floors remain unaltered. 

SITE NUMBER 86 

Bob's Photography 
306 West Third 

History 

Built in 1874, this structure was part of the Sawyers Block. In 1875 or 1876, the 
Daily Press & Dakotan was located on the second floor. From 1899 to 1934 Louie 
Janousek's Studio occupied the building; Bob's is a descendent of that firm. 

Description 

Two-stuvies in height, this commercial building is constructed of brick and arranged 
in a three bay composition. Although the original 1874 first floor front has been 
changed, the later, early 20th century store front blends well with the Italianate 
details of the second floor and cornice. All three-dimensional trim is created with 
bricks. 
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Significance: architecture (photography ?)

The home of Yankton photographers for over ninety years, this building is a very 
well-preserved example of a 1870's building, which was altered in a sympathetic 
manner in the early 20th century.

SITE NUMBER 88

Menke Building
312, 314, 316 West Third

History

This property was originally owned by Todd & Frost, and later sold to Mark Parmer of 
Madison County, Nebraska. The building is mentioned by 1882, but was probably erected 
at an earlier date. The shoe repair store is one of the oldest businesses in Yankton, 
dating from 1915.

Description

This commercial building is composed of three spearate stores which appear to have 
altered store fronts. Built of frame and featuring decorative sawn brackets at the 
roofline, the building appears to have been constructed in two units. The western 
store front looks to be constructed at a separate time.

Significance: business, architecture

One of the oldest remaining structures in the district, the Menke building probably 
dates from c. 1870. The building is an interesting remnant from the 1870-1880 
period, when a majority of the downtown structures were one-story and frame.

SITE NUMBER 98

Schwenk Brewery 
200-204 Walnut

History

Built (and designed?) by Fredrick William Schwenk in 1904, this structure served as 
the power and bottling plant for the Schwenk-Barth Brewing Company. In 1919, it changed 
use to the Nash-Finch Wholesale Grocery and Fruits warehouse. Since 1952, it has served 
as a cleaners.
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Significance: architecture (photography?) 

The home of Yankton photographers for over ninety years, this building is a very 
well-preserved example of a 1870 1 s building, which was altered in a sympathetic 
manner in the early 20th century. 

SITE NUMBER 88 

Menke Building 
312, 314, 316 West Third 

History 

This property was originally owned by Todd & Frost, and later sold to Mark Parmer of 
Madison County, Nebraska. The building is mentioned by 1882, but was probably erected 
at an earlier date. The shoe repair store is one of the oldest businesses in Yankton, 
dating from 1915. 

Description 

This commercial building is composed of three spearate stores which appear to have 
altered store fronts. Built of frame and featuring decorative sawn brackets at the 
roofline, the building appears to have been constructed in two units. The western 
store front looks to be constructed at a separate time. 

Significance: business, architecture 

One of the oldest remaining structures in the district, the Menke building probably 
dates from c. 1870. The building is an interesting remnant from the 1870-1880 
period, when a majority of the downtown structures were one-story and frame. 

SITE NUMBER 98 

Schwenk Brewery 
200-204 Walnut 

History 

Built (and designed?) by Fredrick William Schwenk in 1904, this structure served as 
the power and bottling plant for the Schwenk-Barth Brewing Company. In 1919, it changed 
use to the Nash-Finch Wholesale Grocery and Fruits warehouse. Since 1952, it has served 
as a cleaners. 
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Description

The structure consists of a two-story central building and two flanking one-story 
buildings. Built entirely of reddish-orange brick, the brewery has the simple, bold 
details of c. 1900 industrial buildings. This includes the nearly flat, largely 
unarticulated surfaces, puctuated with bold geometric shapes, such as the arched win
dows, and recessed central panels. Corbelled cornices are another common industrial 
treatment which add a three-dimensional quality to the solid mass of the large struc
ture. This building also features a fine line of decorative granite which functions 
as both string course and hood mold.
Significance: industry, architecture, business.
This single, industrial building in the district marks the visual and spatial separ
ation of the commercial and industrial sections of the city. The building also serves 
as a reminder of a common 19th and early 20th century industry which has ceased to 
exist in Yankton and other small towns. The building itself is a wel1-executed 
industrial structure, which balances its large mass and bulk against its precisely 
incised details, such as the corbelled brick cornice on the main building and simple 
yet bold granite string course/hood molds on the subordinate buildings.
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as both string course and hood mold. 

Significance: industry, architecture, business. 
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as a reminder of a common 19th and early 20th century industry which has ceased to 
exist in Yankton and other small towns. The building itself is a well-executed 
industrial structure, which balances its large mass and bulk against its precisely 
incised details, such as the corbelled brick cornice on the main building and simple 
yet bold granite string course/hood molds on the subordinate buildings. 
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Yankton Historic Commercial District 
Yankton, Yankton County 
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Yankton Historic Commercial District 
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Yankton Historic Commercial District 
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200 block Northside of West Third Street 
Pete Meyer 
March 1980 

P~o\-o 2.1i, 
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Yankton Historic Commercial District 
Yankton, Yankton County 
SOUTH DAKOTA 
Northside of 100 block East Third Street 
Pete Meyer 
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Yankton Historic Commercials District 
Yankton, Yankton County 
SOUTH DAKOTA 
Eastside of the 300 block of Walnut 
Pete Meyer 
March 1980 
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Yankton Historic Commercial District 
Yankton, South Dakota 
West 300 block of Cedar 
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1980 
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Yankton Historic Commercial District 
Yankton, South Dakota 
East 200 block of Capitol 
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Historical Preservation Center 
1980 
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1980 
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The following Core Documentation is missing from this entry:
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_ USGS Map
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National Register of Historic Places  

Note to the record 

82003950 – Yankton Historic Commercial District 

Additional Documentation for this property is included in the  

Yankton Historic Commercial District (Boundary Decrease)   

ref# 100002635 

 



National Register of Historic Places 
Memo to File 
 

Correspondence 
The Correspondence consists of communications from (and possibly to) the nominating authority, notes 
from the staff of the National Register of Historic Places, and/or other material the National Register of 
Historic Places received associated with the property. 
Correspondence may also include information from other sources, drafts of the nomination, letters of 
support or objection, memorandums, and ephemera which document the efforts to recognize the 
property. 
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TELEPHONE MEMO

FROM: Carolyn Torma cvn3P

TO: National Register, Beth Grovenor (Bill Brabham was out)

SUBJECT: Yankton Commercial District Nomination

DATE: 3 April 80

I explained that the City of Yankton does not have a property 
line map. Instead there are plat'maps and legal descriptions 
of the buildings, therefore the nomination will include the plat 
map with the nominated sites located on the map as ascertained 
from the legal description (in other words, the buildings do not 
conform to the lot numbers and shapes).

Beth Grovenor indicated that if there is a scale indicated on the 
plat map, this would be acceptable. In the nomination under 
VBD, it should read "see delineation on enclosed plat map. Scale 
1" = X'."

I also asked about the overall nomination. I said a list of all 
sites would be included and that they would be sorted by the 
categories of Landmark, Contributing, Fabric, Intrusion. An 
inventory sheet and photograph of each landmark building would 
be included. All others would be listed under their category 
with the address, owner's name and owner's address. Finally, a 
photograph of each block (a blockface) would be included for each 
block within the district. Beth Grovenor said this was perfectly 
acceptable.

TELEPHONE MEMO 

FROM: Carolyn Torma ~ 

TO: National Register, Beth Grovenor (Bill Brabham was out) 

SUBJECT: Yankton Commercial District Nomination 

DATE: 3 April 80 

I explained that the City of Yankton does not have a property 
line map. Instead there are plat , maps and legal descriptions 
of the buildings, therefore the nomination will include the plat 
map with the nominated sites located on the map as ascertained 
from the legal description (in other words, the buildings do not 
conform to the lot numbers and shapes). 

Beth Grovenor indicated that if there is a scale indicated on the 
plat map, this would be acceptable. In the nomination under 
VBD, it should read "see delineation on enclosed plat map. Scale 
1" = X' ." 

I also asked about the overall nomination. I said a list of all 
sites would be included and that they would be sorted by the 
categories of Landmark, Contributing, Fabric, Intrusion. An 
inventory sheet and photograph of each landmark building would 
be included. All others would be listed under their category 
with the address, owner's name and owner's address. Finally, a 
photograph of each block (a blockface) would be included for each 
block within the district. Beth Grovenor said this was perfectly 
acceptable. 

---



December 7* 1981

Mr. Tom Steinbach 
Director of Equalization 
Yankton County Courthouse 
3rd and Broadway 
Yankton, SD 57078
Dear Tom:
Please find enclosed a list of owners for the downtown district. 
If you could correct the list to include changes In ownership,
I would be most appreciative.
Thank you for your help.

Sincerely,

Carolyn TormaHistorical Survey Coordinator

CT/Jc
Enclosure(s)

Mr. Tom Steinbach 
Director of Equalization 
Yankton County Courthouse 
3rd and Broadway 
Yankton. SD 57078 

Dear Tom: 

December 7111 1981 

Please find enclosed a list of owners for the downtown district. 
If you could correct the 11st to include changes 1n ownership, 
I would be most appreciative. 

Thank you for your help. 

CT/jc 

Enclosure(s) 

Sincerely, 

Carolyn Tonna 
Historical Survey Coordinator 



0) ^anktun Bailp fr® t Bakntan
Published by Yankton Printing Company a Subsidiary of Stauffer Communications, Inc.

South Dakota's First Daily Newspaper 
Established 1861

Paul Putzr Director 
Historical Preservation Center? 
University of South Dakota 
Vermillion? South Dakota
Dear Paul?

319 Walnut
Yankton. South Dakota 

57078

Enclosed are some of the questions that I advised that I would 
be sending relative to the Yankton Commercial Historic District,

I would appreciate your immediate attention and answer so that 
we might have them in the Press and Dakotan by the time the 
ballots are received by the property owners,

I appreciate your cooperation on the matter and hopefully a 
good Presentation of all of the facts will be helpful tb those 
who must make a decision on the issue.

n c j» r e I y ?

cs Helgelafcrdj Executive Editor

Jankt.on iail!,t Jrtss i Jakotan 
Published by Yankton Printing Company a Subsidiary of Stauffer Communications. Inc. 

South Dakota ·s First Daily Newspaper 

Established 1861 

Paul Putz, Director 
Historical Preservation Center, 
University of South Dakota 
Ve rm i I I ion , South Dakota 

Dear Pau I, 

319 Walnut 
Yankton, South Dakota 

57078 

Enclosed are some of the questions that I advised that I would 
be sendin~ relative to the Yankton Commercial Historic District. 

I would aPPreciate your immediate attention and answer so that 
we mi~ht have them in the Press and Dakotan bY the time the 
ballots are received bY the Property owners~ 

I aPPreciate Your cooperation on the matter and hopeful IY a 
~ood Presentation of al I of the facts wil I be helpful tb those 
who must make a decision on the issue. 

---- · relY, '/Mt{Z__ 
Hel~•l~cutiv• Editor 
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aUESTION; What Procedure was involved and is involved 
in the submission of the nomination for the proposed Yankton 
Commercial Historic District?

aUESTION; Was there a request from a specific number of 
property owners in the proposed Yankton Commercial Historic District that their property be included in the distrdct^or was 
the nomination based only on the recommendation of Historic 
Yanktoni Inc.i a group interested in historic preservation?
If there were property owners in the proposed district who sought 
to be included* how many were there?

aUESTION; Is there a section of the regulations which deal 
with the establishment of a historic district which permits a 
property owner to request that his or her property be excluded 
from a proposed district before that proposal is ever put to a 
vote of the other property owners?

aUESTION; It has previously been answered that the 
proposed Yankton District would be approved if approved by a 
majority of the property owners. Does this mean that a 
majority of ALL of the property owners must approve the proposal 
or do'es it mean that only a majority of those property owners 
who return the vote within the 30-day period?

aUESTION; What if some property owners in the proposed 
district own more than one building* does he or she have a 
vote for each building?

QUESTION; If the property owners in the proposed district 
approve the district* what is the next step?

QUESTION; If the property owners in the proposed district 
disapprove the district proposal* does that end it* or can 
proponents continue to resubmit further nominations?

QUESTION; Is there any Procedure by which a property owner 
can appeal- approval or disapproval of the district or an appeal 

/p Procedure by which he or she can seek to be excluded before a final 
determination is made?

QUESTION; Can a property owner who opposes inclusion in 
the proposed historic district appear before the S, D. Historical 

(/Preservation Board to appeal the vote and seek exclusion?

QUESTION; Can a property owner who opposes inclusion in the 
proposed historic district appear before the U, S, Department of 
Interior agency to request exclusion?

QUESTION; Who are the members of the South Dakota Cultural 
Preservation Board Cnames and addresses)? How often do they 

/// meet? If the Yankton Historic District were to be supported 
by the property owners* when would the state board take up the 
issue?

QUESTION; Who counts the ballots? Are they a Public record 
so that any property owner or interested person can check them?

1 t/ 
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QUESTION: What Procedure was involved and is involved 
in the submission of the nomination for the Proposed Yankton 
Commercial Historic District? 

QUESTION: Was there a request from a sPecific number of 
ProPertY owners in the Proposed Yankton Commercial Historic 
District that their ProPertY be included in the distrmct/ or was 
the nomination based onlY on the recommendation of Historic 
Yankton, Inc,, a ~rouP interested in historic Preservation? 
If there w~re ProPertY owners in the Proposed district who sou~ht 
to be included, how manY were there? 

QUESTION: Is there a section of the re~ulations· which deal 
with the establishment of a historic district which Permits a 
ProPertY owner to request that his or her Property be excluded 
from a Proposed district before that Proposal is ever Put to a 
vote of the other Property owners? 

QUESTION: It has Previously been answered that the 
Proposed Yankton District would be approved if approved bY a 
majority of the ProPertY owners. Does this mean that a 
majority of ALL of the ProPertY owners must aPProve the Proposal 
or does it mean that onlY a majority of those Property owners 
who return the vote within the 3O-day Period? 

QUESTION: What if some Property owners in the Proposed 
district own more than one buildin~, does he or she have a 
vote for each buildin~? 

QUESTION: If the ProPertY owners in the Proposed district 
aPProve the district, what is the next steP? 

QUESTION: If the ProPertY owners in the Proposed district 
disaPProve the district Proposal, does that end it, or can 
Proponents continue to resubmit further nominations? 

QUESTION: Is there any Procedure bY which a ProPertY owner 
can aPPeal· aPProval or disaPProval of the district or an appeal 
Procedure bY which he or she can seek to be excluded before a final 
determination is made? 

QUESTION: Can a ProPertY owner who OPPoses inclusion in 
/"a~ the Proposed historic district aPPear before the s. D. Historical 
( y ,, Preservation Board to aPPeal the vote and seek exclusion? 

QUESTION: Can a Property owner who oPPoses inclusion in the 

(/d Proposed historic district aPPear before the u. s. DePartment of 
51 Interior a~ency to request exclusion? 

QUESTION: Who are the members of the South Dakota Cultural 
Preservation Board (names and addresses>? How often do theY 
meet? If the Yankton Historic District were to be suPPorted 
by the Property owners, when would the state board take UP the 
issue? 

1 1) QUESTION: Who counts the ballots? Are theY a Pub I ic record 
l '~ so that ~nY ProPertY owner or interested Person can check them? 



QUESTION: There are 98 buildings included in the proposed 
Commercial Historic District* 10 of them have been identified as 
//landmark// buildings (identified as buildings with important 
historical sidnficance). The others fall in the lesser categories 
of //contributing*// //fabric// and //intrusion// which means they 
lack the qualities of //landmark.// Does this mean that the 
owners of these 78 other buildings (although some of these ^ 
owners are the same as the owners of landmark buildings) can 
in fact determine that the 20 //landmark// buildings shall be 
included in the historic district even though all may 
oppose such designation?

4 (µ' aUESTI0N: There are 98 buildin~s included in the Proposed 
Commercial Historic District, 10 of them have been identified as 
,,1andmark11 buildin~s <identified as buildin~s with imPortant 
historical si~nficance>. The others fall in the lesser cate~ories 
of 11contributin~,,, 11fabric11 and 11intrusion11 which means they 
lack the qualities of 111andmark.11 Does this mean that the 
owners of these 78 other buildin~s <althou~h some of these 
owners are the same as the owners of landmark buildin~s> can 

1 

in fact determine that the 20 11 landmark// buildin~s shal I be 
included in the historic district even thou~h al I maY 
oppose such desi~nation? 



January 12. 1982

Mr. Les He!gel and 
Executive Editor 
Yankton Dally Press & Dakotan 
319 Walnut 
Yankton, SD 57078

Dear Les:
Please find enclosed answers to your questions regarding the 

Yankton Historic Commercial DSttrIct.
Sincerely,

Paul M. Putz 
Director

CT:1mb
Eonlosure

Mr. Les Helgeland 
Executive Edi tor 
Yankton Daily Press & Dakotan 
319 Walnut 
Yankton, SD 57078 

Dear Les: 

January 12, 1982 

Please find enclosed answers to your questions regarding the 

Yankton Historic Corrmercial Djttrict. 

CT: 1mb 

Eoolosure 

Sincerely, 

Paul M. Putz 
Director 



1. There are three steps in the nomination process:

a. The preparation of the nomination is the first step. The Historical 
Preservation Center (the State Historic Preservation Office) accepts 
nominations from individuals seeking to place their own property on 
the National Register from interested parties who wish to have a local 
landmark or significant site placed on the Register (not necessarily 
owned by them) or from surveyors who are contracted to do field work 
and prepare nominations on the eligible properties within the surveyed 
area. The applicant prepares the first draft of the nomination and 
the Historical Preservation Center staff edits it into an acceptable 
format.

CT;-
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b. The nomination is then scheduled for review by the state review board, 
the Board of Cultural Preservation, and the owners and local officials 
are notified and given an opportunity to comment. If approved by the 
owner (or majority of owners in a district), the nomination is presented 
to the board at its review meeting. The public is invited to attend 
these meetings.

c. If approved by the board, the nomination is sent to the Keeper of the 
National Register in the Department of the Interior for final review 
by her staff. If the nomination meets the criteria in the Keeper's 
judgement, if the form is technically accurate and complete, and if 
the rules and regulations have been followed by the SHPO (Historical 
Preservation Center), the Keeper publishes the intent to nominate in 
the Federal Register and again the public is given an opportunity to 
comment. After the regulation time period is over, the site is ,v.' 
for listing on the National Register of Historic Places.

The nomination was prepared as part of a historical downtown theme fir^.i 
outlined by the Yankton Chamber of Commerce in 1979. A subcommitt-'f 
Chamber evolved into Historic Yankton, Incorporated,.a non-profit eni 
which could be identified with that theme. The idea for the nomination 
and the preparation of the nomination involved downtown property owners 
and businessmen from the beginning, both directly and through groups rep
resenting them; namely the Yankton Chamber of Commerce, the Central 
Business District Committee, and the local downtown development associa
tion. Given this history of support, the State must assume that not only 
a majority of individual property owners are favorable to the nomination, 
but that the community of Yankton as a whole seeks recognition of t.hp 
district.

3. No, the law and regulations concern themselves with the nomination proces: 
outlined in question one.

4. The 30-75 day comment period affords owners and local officials the oppor
tunity to register their comments, disapproval or approval. It is the 
owner's obligation to make the comment. Only those waivers or notarized 
statements of disapproval received by the Historical Preservation Center 
will be considered in making the decision whether or not to proceed with 
the nomination process.

l 

Eool 

l. There are three steps in the nomination process: 

a. The preparation of the nomination is the first step. The Historical 
Preservation Center (the State Historic Preservation Office) accepts 
nominations from individuals seeki ng to place their own property on 
the National Register from interested parties who wish to have a local 
landmark or significant site placed on the Register (not necessarily 
owned by them) or from surveyors who are contracted to do field work 
and prepare nominations on the eligible properties within the ' surveyed 
area. The applicant prepares the first draft of the nomination and 
the Historical Preservation Center staff edits it into an acceptable 
format. 

b. The nomination is then scheduled for review by the state review board. 
the Board of Cultural Preservation, and the owners and local official s 
are notified and given an opportunity to comment. If approved by the 
owner (or majority of owners in a district), the nomination is presented 
to the board at its review meeting. The public is invited to attend 
these meeti.ngs. 

c. If approved by the board, the nomination is sent to the Keeper of the 
National Register in the Department of the Interior for final review 
by her staff. If the nomination meets the criteria in the Keeper's 
judgement, if the form is technically accurate and complete, and if 
the rules and regulations have been followed by the SHPO (Historical 
Preservation Center), the Keeper publishes the intent to nominate in 
the Federal Register and again the public is given an opportunity t n 
comment. After the regulation time period is over, the site i s~• · 
for listing on the National Register of Historic Places. 

2. The nomination was prepared as part of a historical downtown theme f ir~, 
outlined by the Yankton Chamber of Commerce in 1979. A subcommitt•'r · 
Chamber evolved into Historic Yankton, Incorporated,.a non-profit enl 
which could be identified with that theme. The idea for the nominati on 
and the preparation of the nomination involved downtown property owners 
and businessmen from the beginning, both directly and through groups re p
resenting them; namely the Yankton Chamber of Commerce, the Central 
Gusiness District Committee, and the local downtown development assoc ic1 -

tion. Given this history of support, the State must assume that not onl / 
a majority of individual . property owners are favorable to the nominat i0n. 
but that the community of Yankton as a whole seeks recognition of t.hr· 
district. 

3. No, the law and regulations concern themselves with the nomination proce~ ~ 
outlined in question one. 

4. The 30-75 day comment period affords owners and local officials the oppor 
tunity to register their comments, disapproval or approval. It is the 
owner's obligation to make the comment. Only those waivers or notari zed 
statements of disapproval received by the Historical Preservation Center 
will be considered in making the decision whether or not to proceed with 
the nomination process. 



10.

n.

The regulations state "Each owner of private property in a district has 
one vote regardless of how many properties or what part of one property 
that party owns and regardless of whether the property contributes to the 
significance of the district."

Normally, if the owners approve the nomination it goes before the state 
review board and, if approved, the Keeper of the National Register of 
Historic Preservation. In the case of the Yankton Historic Commercial 
District, the nomination was passed by the state review board (on November 
22, 1980) prior to the signing of the Amendment to the National Historic 
Preservation Act. Therefore, after the comment period is over and provid
ing a majority of the owners approve, the nomination will be submitted to 
the Keeper for final review.

If a majority of the owners of the Yankton Historic Commercial District do 
not approve, the nomination is submitted to the Keeper of the National 
Register for a determination of eligibility. Conceivably, the nomination 
could be resubmitted at a later date, if a majority of the owners approved.

The owners and local officials have two opportunities to comment. One, 
right now, prior to the submission of the nomination to the Keeper, and 
once the Keeper has received the nomination.

Yes, this opportunity was provided owners, officials, and other interested 
persons on November 22, 1980, when the state review board met to consider 
this nomination. Notification of this meeting was given to all owners and
local officials.

Yes, this is covered under question eight.

The board members are:

Dr. Joe Cash, Dean 
Hcpartmont of Arts and Sciences 

'•'’rsity of South Dakota 
Vermillion, SD 57069

Mrs. Jessie Sundstrom 
Custer County Chronicle 
347 North Fifth 
Custer, SD 57730

Mr, Sylvan C. Brown
P. 0. Box 498
flew n,Twn Funeral Chapel

■"t'. Harlan Foreman 
810 North Roosevelt 
Madison, SD 57042

Mr. Tom Tobin 
Tobin Law Office 
422 Main
Winner, SD 57580

Dr. Tom Kilian, President 
North Central University Center 
1600 South Minnesota 
Sioux Falls, SD 57105

Dr. Sever L. Eubank, Chairman 
Department of Social Science 
Black Hills State College 
Spearfish, SD 57783

Dr. James L. Satterlee, Head 
Rural Sociology Department 
South Dakota State University 
Brookings, SD 57006

Mr. William S. Lamont 
306^5 South Main Street 
Box 18
Aberdeen, SD 57401

Dr. Darrell Fulmer 
Mitchell Prehistoric Indian

Village Preservation Society
Mitchell, SD 57301

5. The regulations state "Each owner of private property in a district has 
one vote regardless of how many properties or what part of one property 
that party owns and regardless of whether the property contributes to the 
significance of the district." 

u . Normally; if the owners approve the nomination it goes before the state 
review board and, if approved, the Keeper of the National Register of 
Historic Preservation. In the case of the Yankton Historic Commercial 
District, the nomination was passed by the state review board (on November 
22, 1980) prior to the signing of the Amendment to the National Historic 
Preservation Act. Therefore, after the comment period is over and provid
ing a majority of the owners approve, the nomination will be submitted to 
the Keeper for final review. 

7. If a majority of the owners of. the Yankton Historic Commercial District do 
not approve, the nomination is submitted to the Keeper of the National 
Register for a determination of eligibility. Conceivably, the nomination 
could be resubmitted at a later date, if a majority of the owners approved. 

8. The owners and local officials have two opportunities to comment. One, 
right now, prior to the submission of the nomination to the Keeper, and 
once the Keeper has received the nomination. 

9. Yes, this opportunity was provided owners, officials, and other interested 
persons on November 22, 1980, when the state review board met to consider 
this nomination. Notification of this meeting was given to all owners and 
:oca l officials. 

10. Yes, this is covered under question eight. 

11. The board members are: 

Or. Joe Cash, Dean 
~cpartment of Arts and Sciences 

· ·:':r:-;ity of South Dakota 
VtT111 illi on, SD 57069 

Hr~. Jessie Sundstrom 
Custer County Chronicle 
347 North Fifth 
Custer, SD 57730 

Mr. Sylvan C. Brown 
P. 0. Box 498 
ri,. ,.., f1 ;i1,m Funr.ra 1 Cha pt:? 1 
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. , . Ht1r lan f-ore111 r1n 
810 North Roosevelt 
Madison, SD 57042 

Mr. Tom Tobin 
Tobin Law Office 
422 Main 
Winner, SD 57580 

Dr. Tom Kilian, President 
North Central University Center 
1600 South Minnesota 
Sioux Falls, SD 57105 

Dr. Sever L. Eubank, Chai rn1,111 
Department of Social Science 
Black Hills State College 
Spearfish, SD 57783 

Dr . James L. Satterlee, Head 
Rural Sociology Department 
South Dakota State UniVers ity 
Brookings, SD 57006 

Mr. William S. Lamont 
306½ South Main Street 
Box 18 
Aberdeen, SD 57401 

Dr. Darrell Fulmer 
Mitchell Prehistoric Indian 

Village Preservation Society 
Mitchell, SD 57301 



The state review board, a function of the Board of Cultural Preservation, 
meets 3-4 times yearly. The board reviewed the nomination and approved 
it on November 22, 1980. This judgement, according to the new regulatiot. 
is sufficient and the nomination will not have to be resubmitted to the 
board.

The Historical Preservation Center, the State Historic Preservation nT 
receives the comments, waivers, and notarized statements of disappro'/' 
the staff counts them. We are a public agency and our records are open 
to the public. All comments, waivers, and notarized statements including 
this letter of yours with these questions, are submitted as part of the 
nomination to the Keeper of the National Register.

"A district is a geographically definable area, urban or rural, possessin-^ 
a significant concentration, linkage, or continuity of sites, buildings, 
structures, or objects united by past events or aesthetically by plan or 
physical development." It is the area as a whole which is a district and 
all but the intrusions lend to its character. Therefore, the "body count" 
of structures is not really the point of this type of nomination. The 
majority of the owners determines the fate of the nomination, independent 
of what category of building the owner possesses. In short, the answer to 
your question is yes.

11. The state review board, a function of the Board of Cultural Preservation. 
meets 3-4 times yearly. The board reviewed the nomination and approved 
it: on November 22, 1980. This judgement, according to the new regulaf:i"" 
is sufficient and tnc nomination will not have to be resubmitted to th e 
boaru. 

12. The Historical Preservation Center, the State Historic Preservation nr, 
receives the comments, waivers, and notarized statements of disapprn" ·' 
the staff counts them. We are a public agency and our records are open 
to the public. All comments, waivers, and notarized statements including 
this letter of yours with these questions, are submitted as part of the 
nomination to the Keeper of the National Register. 

I ~ . "A district is a geographically definable area, urban or rural, possess in•· 
a significant concentration, linkage, or continuity of sites, buildings, 
structures, or objects united by past events or aesthetically by plan or 
physical development." It is the area as a whole which is a district and 
all but the intrusions lend to its character. Therefore, the "body count" 
of structures is not really the point of this type of nomination. The 
majority of the owners determines the fate of the nomination, independent 
of what category of building the owner possesses. In short, the answer to 
your question is yes. 



January 15» 1982

Mr. Les Helgeland 
Executive Editor 
Yankton Daily Press & Dakotan 
319 Walnut 
Yankton, SD 57078
Dear Les;«

Enclosed please find the regulations you requested yesterday. I have 

asked Roger Willcut to send copies of the news articles concerning public 

information meetings to you. On your question regarding information to the 

public, I think you will find there have been meetings held and letters 

sent in excess of the requirements.
Again, thanks for your questions, Les.

Sincerely yours.

Paul M. Putz 
Director

PMPrimb
Enclosure

Mr. Les Helgeland 
Executive Bditor 
Yankton Daily Press & Dakotan 
319 Walnut 
Yankton, SO 57078 

Dear Les;• 

January 15, 1982 

Enclosed please find the regulations you requested yesterday. I have 

asked Roger Willcut to send copies of the news articles concerning public 

infonnation meetings to you. On your question regarding infonnation to the 

public, I think you will find there have been meetings held and letters 

sent in excess of the requirements. 

Again, thanks for your questions, Les. 

PMP:im.b 

Enclosure 

Sincerely yours, 

Paul M. Putz 
Director 
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Dennis C. Kaster 
Publisher 

(605) 665-7811 

Dear Property Owner: 

South Dakota ·s First Daily Newspaper 
Established 1861 

January 15, 1982 
319Walnut 

Yankton. South Dakota 
57078 

By now you have probably read the letter from Dr. Junius R. Fishburne of the 
Historical Preservation Center asking you to waive property rights on your 
holdings in downtown Yankton. In my opinion, that would not be the most 
ideal position to place yourself or your investment. 

Currently there are several modes of financing that are available and 
more are being discussed in Congress that could apply to your holdings. 
These modes would be of greater benefit and not lock your property into 
a FOREVER program such as the historical district would. 

. 
These modes of financing alone make a vote against· highly ·desirable, but 
there is more to consider. · 

L 1. Do you want to go through the same hassle as the Yankton Post Office 
has gone through with the new or old windows? You can ask Yankton 
Postmaster Jim Cowles about the problems he has had to address by 
being located in a building that is listed on the Historic-National 

_Register. 

2. How will this carte blanche waiver of property rights affect the resale 
value of conmerical property? The use of the property is locked into -a 
specific use. 

· 3. How will it affect your financing? The district will place an 
encumbrance on your property. 

4. Will your rights as a property owner be recognized in the same way as 
it was by the "Russian" ballot sent by the "Historic Preservation Center 
which makes non-action an affirmative vote? 

If you have any questions copceming the effects of the new district on 
your property, it is paramount that you fill in the enclosed ballot that 
you oppose the district. 

The Press and Dakotan has a notary public at your disposal at no charge. 



page two

Remember, you MUST send the ballot in opposing the district by February 17,
. 1982 or the bureaucrats will consider that you are in favor of the district.
I hope you feel the same as I do, that the vitality of downtown Yankton 
would be hampered by such a "FOREVER" designation. And, I again, urge you 
to send the ballot complete with the addresses affected to the Preservation 
Center in Vermillion prior to February 17, 1982.

in ce rely.

Dennis C. Kaster 
Publisher
Yankton Press and Dakotan

Ends.

.... 

Remember, you MUST send the ballot in opposing the district by February 17, 
. 1982 ·or the bureaucrats will .consider that you are in favor of the district . . 

I hope you feel the same as I do, that the vitality of downtown Yankton 
would be hampered by such a "FOREVER" designation. And, I again, urge you 
to send the ballot complete with the addresses affected to the Preservation 
Center in Vennillion prior to February 17, 1982. 

Encl s·. 

erely, ,::::::7~' 
::,~ -~?--~7ci 

Dennis C. Kaster 
Publisher 
Yankton Press and Dakotan 
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Mr. Tom Steinbach 
407 Pine
Yankton, South Dakota

January 20, 1932

I

57078

Dear Tom:

. . < '

-n' ...

Recently you received a letter jfrom the Yankton Daily Press & 
Dakotan pertaining to your property and the nomination of a 
Historic Commercial District in Yankton, South Dakota. Certain 
portions of that letter are incorrect and we feel that you have 
right to be informed as to the facts of the issue.

The P&D letter infers that legal restrictions and restraints 
would occur if your property were included in a historial 
district.

• ■

That is an incorrect statement. Legal restraints would 
occur only in the event of a project on or to a property which 
involved the spending of federal dollars. If such a project were 
to occur (such as the recent parking lot projects in Yankton) 
then a review is required by the federal agency making that money 
available to determine the impact of that project to that 
property. This review was completed by the Department of 
Transportation and the State Historical Preservation Officer and 
today we have several new parking lots in Yankton.

The P&D letter goes on to say: S;

1. The "hassle" over the Post Office windows was the result 
of being listed on the "Historic National Register".

The Yankton Post Office is not, nor never has been, 
listed on the National Register of Historic Places. The Post 
Office's problem was the result of the Post Office failing to 
comply with federal legislation enacted in 1966 which requires 
certain action by any federal entity that is spending federal 
dollars on capital improvements.

2. They ask: "How will this carte blanche waiver of pro
perty rights affect the resale value of commercial property? The 
use of the property is locked into a specific use."

m:-- ,

... ,.., 

Mr. Tom Steinbach 
407 Pine 
Yankton, South Dakota 57078 

Dear Tom: 

Recently you received a letter -from tfie Yankton Daily Press & 
Dakotan pertaining to your property and the nomination of a 
Historic Commercial District in Yankton, South Dakota. Certain 
portions of that letter are incorrect and we feel that you have a 
right to be informed as to ~he facts of the issue. 

' 
The P&D letter infers that legal restrictions and restraints 
would occur if your property were included in a historial 
district. 

That is an incorrect statement. Legal restraints would 
occur only in the event of a project on or to a property which 
involved the spending of federal dollars. If such a project were 
to occur (such as the recent pa~king lot projects in Yankton) 
then a review is required by the · federal agency making that money 
available to determine the impact of that project to that 
property. This review was completed by the Department of 
Transportation and the State Historical Preservation Officer and 
tod~y we have several new parking lots in Yankton. 

The P&D letter goes on to say: 

1. The "hassle" over the Post Office windows was the result 
of being listed on the "Histori~ National Register". 

The Yankton Post Office is not, nor never has been, 
listed on the National Register of Historic Places. The Post 
Office's problem was the result of the Post Office failing to 
comply with federal legislation_ enacted in 1966 which requires 
certain action by any federal entity that is spending federal 
dollars on capital improvements~ 

. 
2. They ask: "How will t~is carte blanche waiver of pro

perty rights affect the resale value of commercial property? The 
use of the property is locked into a specific use." 



Both statements are incorrect. First, property 
rights are waived. The owner of property included in a 
historic district retains all of the property rights he 
possessed prior to inclusion into the district. Secondly, 
the property is not locked into a specific use. An excellent.

- V T-'-

]
example of this exists at 507 and 509 . This area is
located in Yankton's Historic Residential District which has been 
in the National Register since 1972. Two homes were removed from 
these sites and today you will find a new and modern multiple 
family dwelling on this site. Other examples include the conver
sion of the Carnegie Library into a restaurant, a law office 
building into a chiropractors office, and soon we will see the 
Charles Gurney Hotel being used as apartments.

y

;■ V

3. Mr. Raster then asks, "How will it affect your 
financing? The district will place an encumbrance on your 
property." m

Again, an incorrect statement. No encumbrances are 
placed on the property as a result of the districting process and 
inclusion in the National Register of Historic Places. And as to 
financing: restoration of historic structures is one of the very
significant aspects of the new 1981 tax laws. The new tax credit 
incentives make it possible for construction and rehabiliation 
projects to occur in cases where.previously it would have been 
impossible from an economic point of view. The only time an 
encumbrance could be placed on property is if the owner agrees in 
writing to the encumbrance. This might occur where an owner 
applies for and receives a federal grant.

4. As to the referral to a."Russian ballot". There is no 
evidence to suggest that the State Historic Preservation Office
has failed to follow both the lettergand intent of the Federal
and State laws and regulations, Th'e^nomination process was left 
simple to facilitate the application and to reduce the "red 
tape". It is designed this way since the effect of nomination is 
purposely made minimal to the property owners.

If you have questions concerning the effect of the district con
tact your accountant, your lawyer, the State Historic 
Preservation Office in Vermillion or Pierre, or a member of 
Historic Yankton, Inc. If you object to the nomination send in 
your objection. The P&D will assist you in filing your objection 
or you may contact our Executive Director, Roger Willcut, at 
665-8810 and he will assist you in filing your objection. If 
you agree with the nomination and feel it would benefit you or 
Yankton you may send in a letter so stating or you may simply 
fail to respond, in which case your vote will be considered a 
"YES" vote.

llfrfi;:
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Both statements are incorrect. First, no property 
rights are waived. The owner of property included in a 
historic district retains all of the property rights he 
possessed prior to inclusion into the district. Secondly, 
the property is not locked into a specific use. An excellent /)P«-~/~ 
example of this exists at 507 and 509 ~ treet. This area is ../ J 
located in Yankton's Historic Residential District which has been 
in the National Register since 1972. Two homes were removed from 
these sites and today you will find a new and modern multiple 
family dwelling on this site. Other examples j nclude the conver-
sion of the Carnegie Library into a restaµrant, a law office 
building into a chiropractors office, and soon we will see the 
Charles Gurney Hotel being used as apartments. 

3. Mr. Kaster then asks, "Bow will it affect your 
financing? The district will place an encumbrance on your 
property." 

Again, an incorrect statement. No encumbrances are 
placed on the property as a resu~t of the districting process and 
inclusion in the National Register of Historic Places. And as to · 
financing: restoration of historic structures is one of the very 
significant aspects of the new 1981 tax laws. The new tax credit 
incentives make it possible for -construction and rehabiliation 
projects to occur in cases where : previously it would have been 
impossible from an economic point of view. The only time an 
encumbrance could be placed on property is if the owner agrees in 
writing to the encumbrance. This might occur where an owner 
applies for and receives a federal grant. 

4. As to the referral to .a _"Russian ballot". There is no 
evidence to suggest that the State Historic Preservation Office 
has failed to follow both the lette nd intent of the Federal 
and State laws and regulations • ..:_·,,T omination process was left 
simple to facilitate the application and to reduce the "red 
tape". It is designed this way since the effect of nomination is 
purposely made minimal to the property owners. 

If you have questions concerning the effect of the district con
tact your accountant, your lawyer, the State Historic 
Preservation Office in Vermillion or Pierre, or a member of 
Historic Yankton, Inc. If you object to the nomination send in 
your objection. The P&D will . assist you in filing your objection 
or you may contact our Executive Director, Roger Willcut, at 
665-8810 and he will assist you in filing your objection. If 
you agree with the nomination and feel it would benefit you or 
Yankton you may send in a letter so stating or you may simply 
fail to respond, in which case your vote will be considered a 
"YES" vote. 
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Many of us have worked hard to make the district a reality 
because we feel that a successful downtown benefits the community 
as well as the property owner. If the district is implemented 
many property owners will be able to take advantage of the tax 
incentives and grants available to historic properties which are 
not available to non-district properties.

"V 'a*'

mYour support of the nomination ^f the Yankton Commercial Historic 
District will be appreciated.

'.V.Ai:r3

sife

incerely

■ « - 
■■■ -iSas;- '

’W/ '

Vsilfes

'«-> ■,
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ours, '

Abbott, President
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Many of us have worked hard to make the district a reality 
because we feel that a successful downtown benefits the community 
as well as the property owner. If the district is implemented 
many property owners will be able to take -advantage of the tax 
incentives and grants available ~o historic properties which are 
not available to non-district P.r9perties. 

Your support of the nomination. o·f the Yankton Commerc-ial Historic 
District will be appreciated. 

A . ' 
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January 21, 19S2

3l9\Vali.iil
Yanklon. St,u:h Dakota 

5707«

The Honorable William Janklov/
Governor of South Dakota
Capitol Building .•
Pierre, South Dakota 57501 ■ i.
Dear Governor Janklov/: ■ - •• ■■ ■■

Property rights are apparently being violated in Yankton, South Dakota, and 
very well could be throughout the nation through the auspices of historic 
preservation.

54576

A small group of Yankton citizens (not necessarily owners) from Historic 
Yankton, Inc., filed an historic district nomination in 1980 which included 
the core of Yankton's downtown commercial district. This was done without 
approval of the property owners. Thankfully, Congress saw that the rights 
of property owners were being violated in many areas of the country and 
chanced the law in late 1980 to prevent incorporation of an historic 
district without 51 percent of the owners agreeing. This put a hold on 
all nominations including the Yankton nomination.

On Ja'-'uary 8, 1982 the Historic Preservation Center in Vermillion, South 
Dakota, sent the enclosed letter ( enclosure 1). The letter which was 
not certified nor registered with return receipt requested, said downtown 
Yankton was again being considered as an historic district. If a property 
cwner agreed to go into the district nc reply was necessary. If a property 
ov/ner objected to the district, a written objection complete with notary 
was needed by February 17, 1982. In other words, a "Pxussian" ballot is 
being used under the auspices of the .National Park Services, Department 
of the Interior.

Not only is the ballot presented one-sided in favor of the proposed historic 
district, but the method of deciding v.-ho can vote is also an injustice. 
According to the Historic Preservation Center, an owner has only on vote no 
matter how much property that cwner has in the proposed district. In 
Yankcon there are parties that own at least eight buildings each, but they 
have no more input than a person owning a hastily built tin shed within 
the district.

In ,my opinion, these two e;<amples violate the rights of property owners 
throughout the United States who are faced with a group who wants to form 
an historic district.

P-uuli~hl'd by Y,:d:t1n1 l'nnling Co:np.,:;~· :i St.;bs1<l:,;r:, or S:;,ufk: C<,1r.1r.ui.ic;it1,,r:s. Inc __ ..:.;.. _____ ;__;_....;..._~-'--------------------- . 

D.·:ir1:s C. K:i.st..:r 
Pubbli .::· 

South [);iko:a·~ 1-':r~: ~:,, ,::; \.:-11~µ:ip•.- r 

Eslabi,s::l',! i3,;! Jl9 \\";_i\1,1,l 

( 6051 GS~-'ie!l Jar,uc l'Y 21, 1982 
Ya nklon . S,,L:: 11 Da kola 

5·;0,8 

.1e Hcnora~le William Janklo~ 
Governor of South Dakota 
Capitol Building 
Pierre, South Dakota 57501 

Dear Governor Janklow: 

\.• , 

\ .·. 

Property rights are apparently being violated in Yankton, South Dakota, and 
very well could be throughout the nation through the auspices of historic 
preservation. 

A sli:all group of Yankton citizens (not r,ecessarily 01-iners) fro'n Historic 
Yanl(ton, inc., filed an historic district nomination in 1980 1·:hich included 
the core of Yankton's dO'.vntovm commercial district. This i,.;as done v1ithout 
a~proval of the property owners. Tha~kfully, Congress saw that the rights 
of ;:iroperty O\·mers v,ere being violated in many areas of the country and 
cha~sed t~e law in late 1980 to prevent incorporation of an historic 
district without 51 percent of the ow~ers agreeing. This put a hold on 
all nc::iin::itions including the Yankton 1~0:.:ination. 

Ori Ja•~u:.ry 8, 1982 the Historic Preservation Center in Vermillion, South 
D2kot.a, sent the enclosed letter ( enc1osu!'e 1). The letter l':hich vrns 
not certified nor registered with ret~rG receipt requested, said downtown 
Yar;kton 1·1as again being considered as an historic district. If a property 

34516 

c;•inel' c:19reeci to go into the district nc reply 1-12s necessary. If a property 
o•.-ir,er objected to the district, a 1vritter, objection complete \'1ith notary 
1·:as nE:eded by February 17, 1982. In other- v.rords, a "Russian" bal1ct is 
befog used under the auspices of the i':at~C!~al Park Services, Department 
of t~1e Interior. 

~:ct cnly is the ballot presented one-sic2d in favor of the pro~1os2d historic 
district, but the method of deciding ~he :an vote is also an injustice. 
t.ccording to the Historic Preservatio:1 CE:r~ter, an O\'mer has only on vote no 
r.;a~ter hm·: 1-;-iu ch property that C\•mer hes in the proposed district. In 
Yank-::011 thE:re are parties that m,;n at leilst eight buildings each, but they 
have no more input than a person owning a hastily built tin shed within 
t i12 d i s tr i ct . 

Ir. my o;:ii n ion, these t\-10 examples viol a ~e the rights of prorerty m·mers 
"':hroughout the Uni tcd States 1·1ho are fcced v,i th a group 1·:ho 1·: 2nts to fonn 
an historic district. 
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,-iibton'c preservation, if accomplished in this fashion, puts added pressure 
c;; the budget of Lr.e United States in an area that there is no clear deir.and 
for help by the property owners. This loophole could be tiglitened imsiensely 
just by a change in the voting procedure.

'.-.ould you please see what you can do to put a halt to all historic district 
nominations until this voting procedure is corrected? A suggested pro
cedure is to change the law or the interpretation of the law to require 
at least 51 percent of the property owners to approve in notorized writing 
that they would like to be in an historic district.

Enclosure:

.V.ery truly yours.

Dennis C. Kaster
1) Mailing to property owners from Historic Preservation Center
2) Mailing to property owners from the Press and Dakotan
3) Newspaper clippings concerning the proposed historic district

; 
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.-:i st ')r ic preservation, if accomplished in thi s f.:.:s i1i 0r. , puts added pressure 
.:,:: tile bud9ct of lh~ United States in an area thut U;c r c is no clear dc1;:iJnd 
r"o :· hr. lp by the: property Ol'illers. This lcophole could be ti~l1tcned im::1ensely 
:.:st L>y a ch,rngr in the: voting procedure. 

·.-.ould you pletise see 1·:hat you can do to put c1 halt to all historic district 
:10:::i?~c:tions until this voting procedure is con"ected? A suggested pro
cecu1·e is to chanse the la1·1 or the interpretatioi-1 of tile la1·1 to require 
et least 51 percent of the property owners to approve in notarized writing 
that they would like to be in an historic district. 

__ .V.ery truly yours, 
( ~ . 

I J . -~ l<-J--
J-<C,/-: "7. -e~--- ( _ _ /1:·.;---l~--
oenni s C. Kaster 

Enclosure: 1) Mailing to property owners from Historic Preservation Center 
2) ~:ailing to property m·mers from the Press and Dakotan 
3) Newspaper clippings concerning the proposed historic district 
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Hatch Furniture of Yankton 
109 East 3rd Street 
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(605) 665-4416 

--~ 9~ 12 . ~~- --~ 
.... ~JC. £ a.....:C (!__f~ 

······~ 1 ✓ JY~ 
U~~ J. ~ I ' ) 7 0 (, 7 

D Please reply D No reply necessary 

JJ1l@[![J[J(JJ) 
LETTER 

Date 

Subject 

SIGNED 



HISTORICAL
PRESERVATION
CENTER
University of South Dakota 
Vermillion, S.D. 57069 
Phone (605) 677 5314

A tS Deportment of

GclucQllon and Cultural flffoirs

DATE: January 25, 1982

TO: Junius R. Fishburne

FROM: Paul M. Putz '

RE: Yankton Commercial Historic District

Enclosed please find the information on the Tax Reform Act you requestprl.
Also find a copy of the Yankton Press and Dakotan editorial condemning yn .' 
and me as bureaucrats. It should be pointed out that the Yankton P&D owns 
a building in the historic district and does not want to incorporate it 
into a new building program they are proposing. They have conducted a 
shameful misinformation campaign in Yankton which has cohvinced many properL, 
owners to object to the nomination.
Because I have to believe that the current questions raised are in response 
to the P&D's campaign against the district, I would like the following points 
made:

1. It is not the intent of the Historical Preservation Center to cram 
historic districts down the throats of South Dakota's communities.
Yankton as a community, represented by the local Chamber, their city 
government, and the downtown businessmen's associations, came to us for 
assistance in revitalizing the downtown commercial area of town. We 
responded to their request and have had absolutely no indication that 
in the time we have been involved with the Yankton project that it was 
not a community-backed project. Frankly, it matters little to me 
whether or not Yankton has a commercial district. If they want one and 
will work to make it economically successful, fine. If not, fine.

2. We have gone beyond our minimum requirements to notify and inform people 
of the consequences of registration. I have addressed three audiences 
of Yanktonians with Historic Yankton since January 1 and have sent con
siderable information to the newspaper—they published it.

The Office of Cultural Preservation of the Department of Education and Cultural Affairs coordinates South Dakota's 
archaeological research, museums, historical preservation and historical resource in a program designed to preserve our natural 
and cultural heritage.

DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

HISTORICAL 
PRESERVATION 
CENTER 
University of South Dakota 
Vermillion, S.D. 57068 
Phone (605) 677 5314 

January 25, 1982 

Junius R. Fishburne 

• .... 

~ 
~ ,~ ~ • t..• ..... , -...~ Department of 

Education and Cultural Affairs 

Paul M. Putz YZ~ 
' 

Yankton Commercial Historic District 

Enclosed please find the information on the Tax Reform Act you requestPrl . 
Also find a copy of the Yankton Press and Dakotan editorial condemning yn · 
and me as bureaucrats. It should be pointed out that the Yankton P&D own s 
a building in the historic district and does not want to incorporate it 
into a new building program they are proposing. They have conducted u 
sha~eful misinformation campaign in Yankton which has convinced many proper LJ 
owners to object to the nomination. 

Because I have to believe that the current questions raised are in respon se 
to the P&D's campaign against the district, I would like the following poin t ~ 
made: 

l. It is not the intent of the Historical Preservation Center to cram 
historic districts down the throats of South Dakota's communities. 
Yankton as a community, represented by the local Chamber, their city 
government, and the downtown businessmen's associations, came to us for 
assistance in revitalizing the downtown coll11lercial area of town. We 
responded to their request and have had absolutely no indication that 
in the time we have been involved with the Yankton project that it was 
not a community-backed project. Frankly, it matters little to me 
whether or not Yankton has a conrnercial district. If they want one anrl 
will work to make it economically successful, fine. If not:--rrne. 

2. We have gone beyond our minimum requirements to notify and inform people 
of the consequences of registration. I have addressed three audiences 
of Yanktonians with Historic Yankton since January 1 and have sent con
siderable information to the newspaper-they published it. 

The Office of Cultural Preservation of the Department of Education and Cultural Affairs coordinates South Dakot~·s 
archaeological research, museums, historical preservation and historical resource in a program designed to preserve our naturnl 
and cultural heritage. 
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FOX JEWELRY COMPANY

218 WEST THIRD STREET 
YANKTON. SOUTH DAKOTA 57078

TELEPHONE 605-665-3225

Jan. 26, 1982

Dr, Flshburne 
216 Clark St,
Vermillion, SD 57069

Dear Sir*

Several questions have come up concerning the historic district here in 
Yankton. Would you please answer the following questions and return them 
to me as quickly as possible?

1. Will being in the Yankton historic commercial district automatically 
put me under the council supervision for any alterations that I may want 
to make on my structure?

2. Being in the district and if my building qualifys for historic structure 
do I need council approval to apply for a grant or to have a tax advantage?

3. Being in the district and vty building qualifys for a historic structure 
and I want to remodel on B^y own without ary help from a grant or tax breaks 
do I still need council approval?

•j4. Being in the district and qualifing as a historic structure and I apply 
and get a grant and a tax break to restore ny building to its original shape 
and two years later I sell ny property and the new owner wants to remodel to 
a modern building how long will it be before he can do this?

5. Being in the district and whether my structure qualifys for historic 
structure or does not qualify the historic council has no holdings to the 
property unless applications have been made for benefits. Is this true?

6. If ny structure qualifys for the National Registry and I do not want it 
listed because it ties ny property up can I cancel this out at any time?

Thank you for your time and for answering the above questions.

Sino.r.ly,_^

Bernard C Kline

Dr. Fishburne 
216 Clark St• 
Vermillion, SD 57069 
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JAMES ABDNOR 
South Dakota

J27 Dirksen Sehate Office BuiLOiHa 
(202) 224-2321

VERNON C. LOEN 
AOMINItTRATIVE AStlETANT

'H\tnHed ^{cdesi Genetic
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20510

February 1, 1982

ooMMimai 
APPROPRIATIONS 

ENVIRONMENT AND 
PUBLIC WORKS 

JOINT ECONOMIC

Mr. Junius R. Fishburne 
Director
Historical Preservation Center 
University o£ South Dakota 
Vermillion, South Dakota 57069

Dear Junius:

Please find enclosed a letter which I received from Mr. 
Dennis Raster, Publisher of the Yankton Daily Press 8 
Dakotan.

You will note that Mr. Raster is most disturbed about 
the current activities surrounding the possible designa
tion of Yankton's downtown commercial district as a 
historic site.

Mr. Raster believes that the current method of requiring 
those opposing designation to have a notarized written 
objection is unfair and tends to discriminate against 
those who oppose such a designation.

I would appreciate receiving your views on this matter 
so that I might more fully respond to Mr. Raster's concerns

With best wishes,

sincerely,

U JAMES ABDNOR
United States Senator

JA/ddr

Enclosure

JAMES ABDNOR 
SOUTH DAKOTA 

,SZ.7 DlltKSEN SENATE 0P'l'lc& BUILDINO 

(2.02.) 2.2.-4-2.32.1 

VERNON C. LOEN 

ADMINlffRATIYS AS■ISTAHT 

Mr. Junius R. Fishburne 
Director 

WASHINGTON, O.C. 20510 

Feb ru a ry 1 , 19 8 2 

Historical Preservation Center 
University of South Dakota 
Vermillion, South Dakota 57069 

Dear Junius: 
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APPROPRIATIONS 

ENVIRONMENT AND 
PUBLIC WORKS 

JOINT ECONOMIC 
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January 21, 1982 

The Honorable James Abdnor 
United States Senator 
4241 Dirksen Building 
Washington, D. C. 20510 

Dear Senator Abdnor: 

319 Walnut 
Yankton . South Dakota 

57078 

Property rights are apparently being violated in Yankton, South Dakota, and 
very well could be throughout the nation through the auspices of historic 
preservation. 

A small group of Yankton citizens (not necessarily owners) from Historic 
Yankton, Inc., filed an historic district nomination in 1980 which included 
the core of Yankton's downtown commercial district. This was done without 
approval of the property owners. Thankfully, Congress saw that the rights 
of property owners were being violated in many areas of the country and 
changed the law in late 1980 to prevent incorporation of an historic district 
without 51 percent of the owners agreeing. This put a hold on all 
nominations including the Yankton nomination. 

On January 8, 1982 the Historic Preservation Center in Vermillion, South 
Dakota, sent the enclosed letter (enclosure 1). The letter which was 
not certified nor registered with return receipt requested, said downtown_ 
Yankton was again being considered as an historic district. If a property 
owner agreed to go into the district no reply was necessary. If a property 
owner objected to the district, a written objection complete v,ith notary 
was needed by February 17, 1982. In other words, a "Russian" ballot is 
being used under the auspices of the National Park Services, Department 
of the Interior. 

Not only is the ballot presented one-sided in favor the proposed historic 
district, but the method of deciding who can vote is also an injustice. 
According to the Historic Preservation Center, an owner has only one vote no 
matter ho\'1 much property that owner has in the proposed district. In 
Yankton there are parties that own at least eight buildings each, but they 
have no more input than a person owning a hastily built tin shed within 
the district. 

In my opinion, these two examples definately violate the rights of property 
owners throughout the United States who are faced with a group who wants to 
form an historic district. 

-



page two

Historic preservation, if accomplished in this fashion, puts added pressure 
on the budget of the United States in an area that there is no clear demand 
for help by the property owners. This loophole could be tightened immensely 
just by a change in the voting procedure.

Would you please see what you can do to put a halt to all historic district 
nominations until this voting procedure is corrected? A suggested pro
cedure is to change the law or the interpretation of the law to require 
at least 51 percent of the property owners to approve in notorized writing 
that they would like to be in an historic district.

Very truly yours.

Dennis C. Kaster

Enclosure: 1)
2)
3)

Mailing to property owners from Historic Preservation Center 
Mailing to property owners from the Press and Dakotan 
Newspaper clippings concerning the proposed historic district

I
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February 2. 1982

Mr. Bernard C. Kline 
Kline's Fox Jewelry Company 
218 West Third Street 
Yankton, South Dakota 57078

Dear Mr. Kline:

Thank you for your letter of January 26, 1982, regarMng the Yankton Mnrierclal 
Historic District nomination to the National Register of Historic Places. The 
answers to your questions are:
1. Will being In the Yankton historic commercial district automatically put 

me under the council supervision for any alterations that I may want to 
make on my structure?
No. There Is no provision for any government agency or local Institution 
to officially review or otherwise restrict your rights to alter your prop
erty In any way you wish. However, If you destroy a National Register 
listed property, you cannot deduct the cost of demolition as a business 
expense.
I assume your mention of "the council" refere'.to the President's Advisory 
Council on Historic Preservation. This body reviews the Impact of Federally 
funded projects on historic properties. It also has the power to comment 
on the actions of Federal agencies which may affect historic sites owned 
by the Federal government. The President's Advisory Council cannot and 
does not Interfere with, the activities of private citizens undertaking 
non-federally funded projects.

2. Being In the district and If my building qualifies for historic structure, 
do I need council approval to apply for a grant or to have a tax advantage?
No. You, If you were an owner of a Register building, would apply for 
grant assistance or tax benefits on your own. You would apply for these 
to the National Park Service through the state Historical Preservation 
Center In Vermillion, Sometime In the future, these grant and tax pro
grams may be administered by the State or even the locality under the new 
Federalism proposed by the current administration.

3. BMgg In the district and my building qualifies for a historic structure 
and I want to remodel on my own without any help from a grant or tax 
break, do I still need council approval?
No. (Refer to Answer 1.)

Mr. Bernard C. Kline 
Kline's Fox Jewelry Company 
218 West Third Street 
Yankton, South Dakota 57078 

Dear Mr. Kline: 

February 2, 1982 

Thank you for your letter of January 26, 1982, regartdng the Yankton e&mlercial 
Historic District nomination to the National Register of Historic Places. The 
answers to your questions are: 

. 1. Will being in the Yankton historic cornnercial district automatically put 
me under the council supervision for any alterations that I may want to 
make on my structure? 

Ho. There is no provision for any government agency or local institution 
to officially review or otherwise restrict your rights to alter your prop
erty in any way you wish. However-, if you destroy a National Register 
listed property, you cannot deduct .the cost of demolition as a business 
expense. 

I assume your mention of "the council" refere(,to the President's Advisory 
Council on Historic Preservation. Th1s body reviews the impact of Federally 
funded projects on historic properties. It also has the power to comment 
on the actions of .federal agencies which may affect historic sites owned 
by the Federal government. The President's Advisory Council cannot and 
does not interfere with,.. the act1v1ties of private citizens undertaking 
non-federally funded projects. 

2. Being 1n the district and if my building qualifies for historic structure,: 
do I need council approval to apply for a grant or to have a tax advantage? 

No. You, if you were an owner of a Register building, would apply for 
grant assistance or tax benefits on your own. You would apply for these 
to the National Park Service through the state Historical Preservation 
Center in Vennillion, Sometime in the future, these grant and tax pro
grams may be administered by the State or even the locality under the new 
Federalism proposed by the current adm1n1strat1on. 

3. Btigg in the district and my building qualifies for a historic structure 
and I want to remodel on my own without any help from a grant or tax 
break, do I still need council approval! 

No. (Refer to Answer 1.) 



Mr. KUne 
Page 2 
February 2, 1982

/-yn
:*

4. Being In the district and qualifying as a historic structure and I apply 
and get a grant and a tax break to restore my building to Its original 
shape and two years later I sell n\y property and the new owner wants to 
remodel to a modern building how long will 1t be before he can do this?
The answer to your question depends on the type of benefit you receive 
from the State or Federal government;
a. If you have substantially rehabed your building and have taken a 

Federal 25% Investment Tax Credit, you may sell your building when
ever you want. There is a recovery schedule of 20% per year, so If 
you take all of your tax credit the first year and sfcll the building 
the second year, you would repay the IRS 60% of the credit you have 
taken. If you planned to sell the building, the bptHin^uld be to 
take 20% of the Investment Tax Credit each year to avoid repayment.

b. If you rehabilitate your building and take advantage of the State 
historic preservation five year tax Increase moratorium, you must 
sign a covenant protecting the building's historic character for 
those five years. This covenant would transfer to a new owner for 
the remainder of those five years.

c. If you applied for, received, and spent a historic preservation gratt, 
you would also be required to attach a covenant to your propert^As 
deed for a certain period of time depending on the amount of the grant. 
The schedule Is as follows:

For a Grant of 
zero -10,000

$ 7o; <!><»/— 

$25,001-50,000 

$50,001-100,000 

over $100,000

The Requirements are
No covenant required. The 
owner signs a 5 year agreement 
with the State protecting the 
appearance of the building.
The agreement does not apply to 
new owners.
A 5 year covenant
A 10 year covenant
A 15 year covenant

A 20 year covenant
The covenants (not the agreement) would transfer with the deed and 
subsequent owners would be responsible for keeping the historic 
appearance of the building intact.
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5. Being In the district and whether my structure qualifies for historic 
structure or does not qualify the historic council has no holdings to 
the property unless applications have been made for benefits. Is this 
true?
Your statement Is true. At no time does a property owner In a historic 
district give up control of property unless he/she elects to encumber 
a deed with a covenalit In return for benefits received as described 
above.

6. If n^structure qualifies for the National leglster and I do not want It 
listed because It ties my property up, can I cancel this out at any time?
No. Once listed, properties cannot be removed from the National Register 
unless they are substantially damaged by natural means. This does not 
apply to buildings listed In the nomination as "fabric," or "Intrusion," 
on the district map. Owners of these structures are generally not eligible 
for historic preservation benefits and can decertify their buildings by 
contacting the Keeper of the National Register and asking to be considered 
a non-contributing entity within a district. Decertification will be 
granted and demolition expenses for the building can be deducted by the 
owner. In some Instances, the owner of a "fabric" or Yinstruslon" build
ing may elect to remain designated "historic" and restore the building 
using historic preservation benefits. Owners arfdaodernlzed older buildings 
would have this option.

I am Intrlguei/ by your reference to a "council" or "historic council" and It 
appears as though cons/^^lerable misinformation Is circulating In Yankton 
regarding the consequences of Register listing. There Is no "council" which 
takes away peoperty rights, enforces construction standards, or otherwise 
forces property owners to undertake a particular action. The National Register 
district was first proposed as a means of recognizing and assisting the 
commercial revitalization of downtown Yankton—not as a means of controlling 
property. Registration only offers a set of options favoring historical 
theme development. It Is up to the downtown community as a whole to adapt 
that set of options and It Is up to Individual owners to tate advantage of 
them. As long as you use your own resources or other private resources, 
nobody can tell you what to do with a National Register dite.

Thank you for your letter, Mr. Kline. Should you have further questions, 
please let me know. I believe many people In Yankton may have been told 
things about the National Register district that are Incorrect. It would 
be very unfortunate If that Is the case because their decisions regarding 
the nomination will be based on the wrong Information. I should mention 
that the Historical Preservation Center's concern Is that whatever decision 
Is made by the property owners be based on the facts. We realize historic 
preservation may not fit every community's needs. The decision to employ
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preservation options must be made locally—otherwise preservation projects 
will fall for lack of support. I believe this fact should be obvious and 
should dispell any suggestions that our office or those supporting the 
nomination are trying to force Its approval.
Again, your questions are most appreciated!

Sincerely,

Paul M. Putz 
D1rector

PMPtImb
cc Roger Will cut
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February 2, 1982

Mr. Roger Will cut 
803 West 4th 
Yankton, SO 57078
Dear Roger:

Enclosed Is a copy of the letter to Fox Jewelry and several copies of 
the National Register and Tax Fact sheets.

Sincerely,

Paul M. Putz 
Director

Imb
Enclosures

Mr. Roger W111cut 
803 West 4th 
Yankton, SD 57078 

Dear Roger: 

February 2, 1982 

Enclosed 1s a copy of the letter to Fox Jewelry and several copies of 

the National Register and Tax Fact sheets. 

1mb 

Enclosures 

Sincerely, 

Paul M. Putz 
Director 



DATE: February 2. 1982
TO: Junius R. Fishburne, BHPO
FRW: Paul M. Putz, Director
RE: Yankton Historic Commercial District Nomination

As you know I will not be here on the 17th of February to review the Yankton 
nomination. Here are my suggestions regarding that Issue. Should sufficient 
objections be received by the 17th to withdraw the nomination, I suggest we 
contact Historic Yankton, Inc. and let them know. Ask Historic Yankton how 
they would prefer the news to be announced. Our comments on a withdraw!1 
should be straight forward. . .

The SHPO Junius R. Fishburne has determined that sufficient objec
tions to the proposed National Register district In Yankton have 
been made by property owners In that district. Pursuant to National 
Park Service regulations, the nomination Is withdrawn from consider
ation as a National Register property. That nomination shall not 
be reconsidered unless a majority of property ov^mers In the Yankton 
historic district area Indicate their support In continuing the 
nomination process.
The SHPO and the Director and Staff of the Historical Preservation 
Center In Vermillion wish to extend their appreciation to the City 
of Yankton, the Yankton Chamber of Commerce, the Yankton Downtown 
Development Corporation, and Historic Yankton, Inc. for their Interest 
in and efforts for historic preservation.

Should less than a majority but more than 15* of the owners In the district 
object by the 17th of February, Historic Yankton should be contacted to 
determine their opinion regarding subsequent suspension, withdrawal, or sub
mission of the nomination. The Mayor of Yankton, the Chamber of Commerce, 
and the Downtown Development organization should be subsequently contacted, 
through Historic Yankton If they prefer, to consider further actions regard
ing the nomination. If some concensus Is reached as a result of these dis
cussions which does not Involve Immediate submission of the nomination, the 
Board of Cultural Preservation should be so Informed should It wish to 
comment or take some official action. That action may Include tabling the 
nomination, considering submission of the document for a determination of 
eligibility, or even submission of the dociment.
Should It be the consensus that the nomination process be suspended, the 
announcement should Include reference to the wish of the SHPO and the 
Historical Preservation Center, etc. to avoid the creation of a conflict 
in Yankton which In the long run will damage the credibility of historic
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preservation as a feasible cause of action and that the State does not wish 
to be a party to conmunlty disunity. Also, reference to the fact that 
property owners were denied the epportunity to make decisions based on fac
tual Information due to the circulation of considerably Inaccurate written 
and oral communications by opponents of the district Including the Yankton 
P & D should be made as one reason for suspension.
In every case the legal consequences of any course of action should be 
determined prior to Its undertaking.

■'H;
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HISTORICAL
PRESERVATION
CENTER
UnivHrsity of South Dakota 
Vermillion, S.D. S7069 
Phone (605)677 5314

A I i*A.' Deportment of
EducoHon and Cultural Rffoir?

February 5, 1982 ,

Mr. James Abdnor 
llriii.nd Slates Senator 
<1 •, nii-i'cpp Sonate Office B1dg. 
i'.i-.hinnton, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Abdnor:

It is with pleasure that I respond to Mr. Kaster's letter to you of Jaim 
1982, regarding the nomination of the Yankton downtown business distn-' 
the National Register of Historic Places. Mr. Kaster's letter contair 
siderable misinformation pertaining to the National Register, the procc:. 
for placing property on the National Register, and local support of the hisl.i’ 
district at Yankton.

First of all, property owners' rights are not being violated at Yankton as a 
result of the proposed nomination. Listing on the National Register removes 
no rights to property whatsoever. Owners of National Register properties arc 
free to alter, transfer, or destroy their properties at any time. Mr. Kaster's 
statements to the contrary are not true.

The contention that a "small group of citizens" prepared and submitted the nom
ination of the district without the consent of owners is not true. Historic 
Yankton, Inc. is a non-profit corporation formed from the Yankton Chamber of 
Commerce's Downtown Beautification Committee. .It has always been our belief, 
and we have seen no demonstration whatsoever to the contrary, that this group 
was acting with the approval of the City of Yankton—which funded the group's 
activities—the local Chamber of Commerce, and the downtown merchants 
association. All of these groups contain members who are also property owners 
in the district. Never at any time did this office receive notice formally or 
informally that the pursuit of National Register recognition for downtown 
was not a legitimate undertaking sanctioned by the community as a whole and 
the downtown in particular.

It should also be pointed out that it is the policy of the South Dakota Board 
of Cultural Preservation that property owners' wishes play a major part in the 
nomination process. Opponents to the district had every opportunity to ex
press their concerns to the board when they reviewed the nomination in Juiv 
of 1980. No opposition to the district was voiced to the board at that t 
Similarly, when letters of cortment were directly solicited propertv '’• 
in the district in 1980, only four negative responses were received by L- 
SHPO. The State had every indication to believe that the nomination w-is 
solidly supported by the owners.

Mr, Kaster chooses to interpret the means by which owners' objections are 
submitted to the SHPO and the Keeper of the National Register as being weigh'
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in favor of those who approve of district nomination. The system was e<:ti' 
lished to simplify the nomination process and to comply with the letter 
i!-i> i.^iw vfhirh refers to withdrawal of a nomination from consideration '
: ^1'’ ^majority of owners object." It is apparent that in choosing to ni- 
'bis interpretation, Mr. Kaster perverts the rational of that process, 
order to prevent such undue criticism in the future, we have expressed ■ 
concerns regarding the present nomination procedures to the National 
Service.

It should be pointed out that the Yankton Press and Dakotan has Hiss 
considerable material and information of an inaccurate nature among th' 
property owners in the district. Such information has been at variance wii.^ 
explanations regarding the advantages and disadvantages of the National 
Register submitted to property owners by supporters of the district and the 
state historical preservation program since efforts to recognize downtown 
Yankton first began in 1979. His letter of January 21 is a continuation of 
that campaign. The Yankton Press and Dakotan objects to the nomination on 
economic and idological grounds and is encouraging owners to submit objections. 
As citizens, they have every right to make and encourage opposition to Register 
listing, but the state preservation program takes exception to the tactics 
employed in doing so.

It is the position of the state program that the National Register program 
works only where it is wanted in the private sector. For this reason, no 
action was taken to place downtown Yankton on the National Register until wp 
were requested to do so by the community. The decision to list a property 
on the National Register in South Dakota is and has been considered an owner's 
prerogative. That decision, however, should be based on the facts.

Sincerely,

Junius R. Fishburne
State Historic Preservation Officer

PMP;imb
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Goetz, Hirsch & Klimisch
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

31 1 WEST THIRD STREET 
Yankton, south Dakota 57078

605/665-9495

James T. Goetz 
Robert W. Hirsch 
William J. Klimisch

February 15, 1982

Dr. Junius R. Fishburne 
216 East Clark 
University of South Dakota 
Vermillion, South Dakota 57069

Dear Dr. Fishburne:

Enclosed find vote in behalf of the J.W.
Trierweiler trust and the property oy. 
T. Goetz, Robert W. Hirsch and WilliTa:

ed by James 
I J. Klimisch

■'7 ./

'^ames T. Goetz 
OR THE FIRM

Enclosures

JAMES T. GoETZ 

RODERT W. HIRSCH 

WILLlA)I J . KLIMJSCH 
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STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA
CXFCUtIVF OfFIff

'At! LIAM J JANKIOW 
GOVERNOR

February 16, 1982

Dennis C. Kaster, Publisher 
Yankton Press and Dakotan 
315 V/alnut
Yankton, South Dakota 57078 

Dear Mr. Kaster:

Thank you for your letter and enclosures of January 21, 1982, in v/hich you 
raise a series of objections to the manner in which the Yankton Commercial 
Historic District is being formed and to the method being used by the 
Historic Preservation Center to solicit comments concerning the district 
nomination by affected property owners. I have asked Dr. Harris J. IVoliman. 
Secretory of Education and Cuitural Affairs, to investigate this matter and 
this letter reflects the results of his findings.

In June of 1980, Historic Yankton, Inc., approached the Historic 
Preservation Center with a nanination request for the Yankton Commercial 
Historic District. The request was supported by the Yankton Chamber of 
Commerce and was sanctioned and funded by the City of Yankton through a 
grant of $13,750 to secure the services of a restoration architect for the 
proposed district, if approved, Yankton would host its second historical 
district.

On June 19, I960, a public meeting on this topic was held in Yanliton. A 
subsequent public meeting was held, and, on two different occasions, the 
staff of the Historical Preservation Center discussed the proposed district 
with various civic groups in the city.

The nocoination process became stalled in late 1980 when Congress amended the 
National Historic Preservation Act of 1966. The U.S. Department of Interior 
froze all pending naninations until ne'.v rules could be issued in compliance 
wilh fhe 1980 amendments to tiie Act. The rules were issued in the Federal 
Register on November 16, 1981.

Among the changes in the Act v/as the inclusion of a provision allowing 
individuals to opt ouf of a proposed district and when a majority of 
affected property owners object to being included in a proposed historical 
dist.’ici tsw district v; i I I not I'c formeJ. The U.S. Dcprirtncnt of Interior 
set out a ro'quired procedure tor states receiving federal assistance to 
fellow when nominating these districts. The federal regulations 36 CFR Part 
60, 5 60.6(g), states:

StAtl (AI'IIPI (ll'l r"Ul. I'l.'. i./*.'!' • I'l-,.
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Upon not! f ica i ion, any ov.iier or O'./nerL- of a private properly wiio 
wish to object shall submit to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer a notarized statement certifying that the party is the 
sole or partial owner of iiie private property, as appropriate, and 
objects to the listing. In nominations with multiple ownership of 
a single private property or of districts, the property wi II not 
be listed if a majority of 1he owners object to listing. Upon 
receipt of notarized objections respecting a district or single 
private property with multiple owners, it is the responsibility of 
the State Historic Preservation Officer to ascertain whether a 
majority of owners of private property have objected. If an owner 
whose name did not appear on the list certifies in a written 
notarized stateiiient that the party is the sole or partial owner of 
a naninated private property such owner shall be counted by the 
State Historic Preservation Officer in determining whether a 
majority of owners has objected. Each owner of private property 
in a district has one vote regardless of how many properties or 
what part of one property that party owns and regardless of 
whether the property contributes to the significance of the 
district.

This "negative checkoff" system, in my estimation, represents a socialistic 
governmental scheme that requires citizens to say they don't want government 
services. I believe that government should provide services only if the 
people want them and are willing to pay for them. This mandatory federal 
procedure was adopted primarily as a lever to protect historical properties, 
not their owners.

The procedure is an unfair imposition on the state but does not, I believe, 
constitute the taking of property rights. This issue has been decided by a 
federal district court in eastern Virginia (see Historic Green Springs v, 
Black. 497 F. Supp. 839 (E.D. Virg. 1980).

Regardless of the means used to naninate a historical district, the major 
effect of inclusion on the National Register of Historic Places is to 
provide affected property owners with a choice of options regarding the 
federal income tax formulae available, any potential for grants-in-aid and 
other assistance or participation in the state's historical property tax 
moratorium provisions of SDCL 1-19A-20. There is, of course, a disincentive 
in that demolition of historical struciures is not a tax deductible cost of 
doing business.

With respect to the decision of the Historical Preservation Center to 
continue the nomination process commenced prior to the change in federal law 
without consideration of repeating its earlier efforts, the U.S. Department 
of Interior, in 36 CFR Part 60, § 60.6(h), provided that;

If a property has been submitted to and approved by fhe State 
Review Board for inclusion in the National Register prior to the 
effective date of this section, the State Historic Preservation

/ 
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Officer need not rcsubt.iit the property to the State Review Board; 
buf before submittinn the na.iination to the UPS shall afford 
owners of private property tr.j eppor f I ty to cor.cur in or object 
to the property's inclusion in the tveijister pursuant to applicable 
notification procedures described above.

The opportunify to corir.icnt was afforded affected property owners through a 
January 8, 1982, letter fror.i Dr. Junius R. Fishburne, State Historic 
Preservation Officer. The "negative checkoff" system was continued since 
the federal regulations still required its use. To date. Dr. Fishburne has 
received 27 negative responses from the 67 letters mailed.

SDCL 1-19A-19 cstdblistics fhe autriorify of the "Slate Review Board," 
including the responsibility to "approve nominations to the state and 
national registers of historic pieces." I am, by copy of this letter to the 
Department of Education and Cultural Affairs, requesting that the following 
actions be under taken by the Board of Cultural Preservation:

1. The Board, consistent with our cooperative efforts with the 
Vice-President's Task Force on Regulatory Reform, review the current 
regulations governing the Historical Preservation Center programs, make 
specific recommendations to the U.S. Department of Interior resolving 
the issues you have raised and share with you both their findings and 
any response from the federal government;

2. The notices to property owners in nominated historic districts in the 
future be sent by registered mail to insure that, until this "negative 
checkoff" system can be repealed, all owners are given the opportunity 
to express their support or opposition to creation of the district in 
addition, both "waiver" and "objection" forms should be provided each 
owner;

3. The State Historic Preservation Officer contact the U.S. Department of 
Interior to ascertain specifically who should be contacted regarding the 
option to comment on creation of a historic district, the method to be 
used in counting responses received and what procedure should be 
employed when the land upon which a structure lies is owned by another 
party. The responses received should be shared with you; and,

y
4. The State Review Board suspend consideration of the Yankton Commercial 

and Historic District for nomination to the National Register of 
Historic Places until such time as the questions raised on this issue 
are answered.

Secretary V/ol Iman has been asked to stay on top of this matter and to advise 
me as necessary of additional steps which may need to be taken. Future 
correspondence should be addressed to him.

Finally, it is my belief that the intentions of those desiring to preserve 
and to protect our na1ion's history and hcrifage are sincere and

I 
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wel l-if!eani ny, hov/ever, 1he process adopted may be inappropriate from a 
property owner's standpoint. I7e must work cooperal i ve I y _ to protect all 
parties' interests if we are to have an effective proyrem of historic 
preservation.

Thanic you for sliarinj your concerns witb me. 
matter will be successfully handled.
Sincerely your;s.

I am confident tha1 tills

■ 0 ■
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David C l!i;;in)h,'ey, P i. .. Attorney 
NS.fhnel j:!. itidgewav, Alloi ne;.

Humphrey I>aw' Offices 
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certain problems regardlngyjthe interpretation of the regdla«T "’ri;
•tiona have arisen, the-Qpmiaalloa la being held until the, Ir 
agency can get them resolved«ffDuring this period of time we 
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Humphrey Law Offices 
Riverview Professional Building 
101 Broadway, Suite B - P.O. Box 716 

Yankton, S.D. 57078
David C. Humphrey, P.C., Attorney 
Michael E. Ridgeway, Attorney

Telephone
Area Code 605-665-1000

February 16, 1982

Dr. Junius R. Fishbume 
Historical Preseirvation Center 
University of South Dakota 
Vennillion, South Dakota 57069

PE; Yankton Historic Ccmmercial District

Dear Dr. Fishbume:

Please be advised that this office represents the Yankton Printing 
Carpany of Yankton, South Dakota. Dennis Raster, Publisher, has 
requested that I contact your office for two specific reasons:

1. ) To request a copy of the regulations and specifications 
setting for the voting interests of property corners in a proposed 
historic district.

2. ) To officially request an extension of the time of s\±>mission 
of objections due to recent deaths involving several pieces of property 
in the downtown district.

VJe feel that it is irtperative that an extension be granted due to 
the uncertainties surrounding the voting rights related to specific 
ownership interests in certain pieces of property, and, feel that an 
extension should be granted in order to properly inform all affected 
parties following an evaluation of the regulations regarding property 
owners voting rights.

I shall be available for conference at your convenience, and will 
attenpt to assist in expediting the process following receipt of the 
regulations heretofore requested.

Sincerely yovurs,

HUMPHREY LAW OFFICES

David C. Hunphrey u

DCH;dre

Humphrey Law Offices 
Riverview Professional Building 
101 Broadway, Suite B - P.O. Box 716 

Yankton, S.D. 57078 
Telephone David C. Humphrey, P.C., Attorney 

Michael E. Ridgeway, Attorney Area Code 605-665-1000 

February 16, 1982 

Dr. Junius R. Fishburne 
Historical Preservation Center 
University of South Dakota 
Vermillion, South Dakota 57069 

RE: Yankton Historic Crnlrercial District 

Dear Dr. Fishburne: 

Please be advised that this office represents the Yankton Printing 
Corrpany of Yankton, South Dakota. Dennis Kaster, Publisher, has 
requested that I contact your office for two specific reasons: 

1.) To request a copy of the regulations and specifications 
setting for the voting interests of property o,.mers in a proposed 
historic district. 

2.) To officially request an extension of the time of submission 
of objections due to recent deaths involving several pieces of property 
in the downtown district. 

We feel that it is i.rrperative that an extension be granted due to 
the uncertainties surrounding the voting rights related to specific 
ownership interests in certain pieces of property, and, feel that an 
extension should be granted in order to properly inform all affected 
parties following an evaluation of the regulations regarding property 
owners voting rights. 

I shall be available for conference at your convenience, and will 
attenpt to assist in expediting the process following receipt of the 
regulations heretofore requested. 

Sincerely yours, 

HUMPHREY J..NA OFFICES . 
~ (!__ /~~ 
David c. Hurrphrey / 

DCH:dre V 



February 17, 1982

Honorable Hilliam Janklow 
State Capitol Building 
Pierre, South Dakota 57501

Re: Proposed Yankton Commercial Historical District

Dear Governor Janklow:

As you know the application of the Yankton Commercial 
Historic District is presently pending before the State 
Historical Preservation Office. The affected building owners 
have been notified and have been given an opportunity to 
register their objections if they so desire. As a local 
business owner and as Vice-President of Historic Yankton,
Inc., I am concerned about the controversy regarding the 
nomination of our district and am writing this letter to 
apprise you of the events leading to the nomination. I also 
hope to allay the fears and apprehensions which have arisen 
as a result of the opposition of the Yankton Daily Press ^ 
Dakotan in general and its publisher and editor in 
particular.

In the latter 1970*s it became obvious to a number of us 
that downtown Yankton was losing some of its prior vitality.
A com.mittee v/as appointed by the local Chamber of Commerce to 
investigate methods to revitalize the downtown and to more 
effectively compete with the suburban shopping mall which had 
been constructed earlier. After investigating several alter
natives, the committee decided to recommend that a historical 
theme be adopted and that real estate owners and businessmen 
be encouraged to restore their buildings. In order to assist 
in this effort. Historic Yankton, Inc. was formed. In 
October of 1979 a public informational meeting was held at 
the Meade building of the Human Services Center. Over 200 
real estate owners, business owners and interested citizens 
attended. The historic theme was enthusiastically endorsed 
by the group that evening and by several other groups at later 
meetings to which dovmtown business leaders and property 
owners were invited. As efforts toward restoration of the 
downtown continued, it became obvious that downtown Yankton 
is possessed of many significant historic buildings and that 
our shopping district is perhaps the most historic commercial 
district in the state. Thus, at the suggestion of the 
Historic Preservation Center, the historic district nomina
tion process was begun.
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the Meade building of the Human Services Center. Over 200 
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meetings to which downtown business leaders and property 
owners were invited. As efforts toward restoration of the 
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is possessed of many significant historic buildings and that 
our shopping district is perhaps the most historic commercial 
district in the state. Thus, at the suggestion of the 
Hi stor ic Preservation Center, the historic district nomina
tion process was begun. 



lionorable VKllliam Jaalclow 
February 17, 1982
Page Two

The historic district designation is important for tv;o 
especially significant reasons. First, it encourages re-use 
and rehabilitation of existing, buildings thus preserving our 
heritage while necessitating minimum economic investment.
The designation also encourages tourism and convention acti
vities. Secondly, and perhaps most important, the designation 
allows the use of substantial income tax breaks including 25% 
investment tax credit and rapid a.c.r.s. where an approved 
rehabilitation is completed. The tax breaks are particularly 
significant in a depressed economic period when it is dif
ficult to attract investors to small towns. Naturally, there 
are disadvantages also. If a historic building in a district 
is demolished, the ^owner must amortize the cost of demolition 
over the life of the new building rather than deducting the 
cost in the year it is demolished. Also, if the exterior of 
a building which is in a historic district and which has his
toric value is remodeled in a non-historic manner the normal 
investment tax credit is not available on that portion spent 
for remodeling the interior. These drawbacks are mitigated 
by the fact that in a town such as Yankton there are often no 
demolition costs since the building is often demolished for 
the salvage value. Further, the reduction in the investment 
tax credit does not apply to buildings which are not 
historic. All an owner must do to remove a non-historic 
building from the district is file a short decertification 
form with the state preservation office.

In my opinion, the advantages of the district designation 
far outweighs the drawbacks. This opinion is supported by 
the fact that we have had a historic residential district in 
Yankton for ten years and to my knowledge no objection or 
complaint has ever been raised. The Press ^ Dakotan, 
however, views the subject in a different light. The 
publisher, Dennis Kaster, and his editor have waged an 
impressive campaign based on misinformation and half truth.
In addition to taking advantage of their obvious editorial 
advantage the paper has also sent an individual to contact 
property owners and has informed them among other things that 
if the historic designation takes place no alteration of any 
type can be made to the building without permission from the 
state and that the district designation will create an 
encumbrance on the property which will prevent a later sale 
of the property. Statements of this type are, of course, 
completely false but they create an aura of fear and uncer
tainty which has damaged our efforts to encourage local busi
ness vitality. It should also be noted that the main reason 
for objection by the Press 5 Dakotan appears to be personal.
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The historic district designation is important for two 
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and rehabilitation of existing. buildings thus preserving our 
heritage while necessitating minimum economic investment. 
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allows the use of substantial income tax breaks including 25% 
investment tax credit and rapid a.c.r.s. where an approved 
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complaint has ever been raised. The Press & Dakotan, 
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publisher, Dennis Kaster, and his editor have waged an 
impre3sive campaign based on ~isinformation and half truth. 
In addition to taking advantage of their obvious editorial 
advantage the paper has also sent an individual to contact 
property owners and has informed them among other things that 
if the historic designation takes place no alteration of any 
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completely false but they create an aura of fear and uncer
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ness vitality. It should also be noted that the main reason 
for objection by the Press & Dakotan appears to be personal. 



Honorable V/illiam Janklow 
February 17, 1982 
Page Three

Two buildings which are located within the proposed district 
have been scheduled for possible demolition by the Press ^ 
Dakotan when and if they remodel their present printing 
plant. In my view, Mr. Raster is sacrificing the interests 
of many to preserve a rather minimal income tax deduction for 
his company.

I am aware of the fact that the publisher of the Press ^ 
Dakotan has conveyed his objections to the district to you.
It is my hope that this letter will explain our side of the 
controversy to you. I would also be more than willing to 
personally meet with you or any member of your staff, pre
ferably in the presence of Mr. Raster, to explain our posi
tion and to repudiate any statements made by those in 
opposition.

Very truly yours.

JA.MES E. MEANS

JEM:mdbcc: Roger Willcut
James Means 
Lois Varvel 
Sara Aasland 
Karen Harmelink 
Caroline Steele 
Tom Steinbachv/
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Two buildings which are located within the proposed district 
have been scheduled for possible demolition by the Press & 
Dakotan when and if they remodel their present printing 
plant. In my view, Mr. Kaster is sacrificing the interests 
of many to preserve a rather minimal income tax deduction for 
his company. 

I am aware of the fact that the publisher of the Press & 
Dakotan has conveyed his objections to the district to you. 
It is my hope that this letter will explain our side of the 
controversy to you. I would also be more than willing to 
personally meet with you or any member of your staff, pre
ferably in the presence of Mr. Kaster, to explain our posi
tion and to repudiate any statements made by those in 
opposition. 

JEM:md 
bee: Roger Willcut 

James Means 
Lois Varvel 
Sara Aasland 
Karen Harrnelink 
Caroline Steele 
Torn Steinbach ✓ 

Very truly yours, 

JA>1ES E. MEANS 



ATTORNEYS AT LAW

BRADY, KABEISEMAN, READE, ABBOTT and JOHNSON
2CK> WEST TH1R.D 

P. O. BOX 735

YANKTON, SOUTH DAKOTA 5707S-0735

FIO\NK I. BAADY 
JOHN A. KABEISEMAN 
CEAALD L. READE 
J W ABBOTT 
STEVEN M. JOHNSON

February 19, 1982

TELEPHONES
©05/665-7406
©05/665*7472

Ms. Carolyn Torma 
Historical Preservation Center 
University of South Dakota 
216 East Clark 
Vermillion, South Dakota 57069

Dear Carolyn:

After my conversations with you today, I reviewed my 
notes regarding the balloting. You indicated to me per our 
telephone conversation that there were presently 43 objec
tions which would constitute more than 50% of the available 
voters. My reaction is that this is not correct. For 
instance, there are approximately 80 buildings downtown and 
some of them I know have more than one owner. For instance, 
the James A. Danforth Trust has three Trustees, and, if your 
explanation of the voting is correct, should have three votes 
The building in which my office is located has three owners 
and therefore, constitutes three votes as does the former J. 
C. Penney building which is owned by Mr. Reetz and I believe 
his two sisters. In reviewing the situation it seems to me 
that you are registering Art and Thelma Meredith as two 
objections but counting them as only one vote when you have 
decided how many eligible ballots can be cast.

I am or course not critizing your work at all. In fact,
I think the solicitor general and perhaps the Defendant of 
Interior has done you a disservice by not elucidating the 
rules. I would however appreciate it if you would review the 
method of calculating the total number of votes.

Very truly yours,

'j-l. \Y\J 
J.^. ABBOTT

JWA:md
cc: Dr. Junius Fishburne
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Historical Preservation Center 
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Vermillion, South Dakota 57069 

Dear Carolyn: 

TELEPHONES 

605/ 665 • 7488 
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After my conversations with you today, I reviewed my 
notes regarding the balloting. You indicated to me per our 
telephone conversation that there were presently 43 objec
tions which would constitute more than 50% of the available 
voters. My reaction is that this is not correct. For 
instance, there are approximately 80 buildings downtown and 
some of them I know have more than one owner. For instance, 
the James A. Danforth Trust has three Trustees, and, if your 
explanation of the voting is correct, should have three votes. 
The building in which my office is located has three owners 
and therefore, constitutes three votes as does the former J. 
C. Penney building which is owned by Mr. Reetz and I believe 
his two sisters. In reviewing the situation it seems to me 
that you are registering Art and Thelma Meredith as two 
objections but counting them as only one vote when you have 
decided how many eligible ballots can be cast. 

I am or course not critizing your work at all. In fact, 
I think the solicitor general and perhaps the Defendant of 
Interior has done you a disservice by not elucidating the 
rules. I would however appreciate it if you would review the 
method of calculating the total number of votes. 

JWA:md 
cc: Dr. Junius Fishburne 

Very truly yours, 

,'-{ yyJ 

J ./w. ABBOTT 



OFFICE OF

CULTURAL PRESERVATION
Kneip Building 
Pierre, S. D. 57501 
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State Museum

March 2, 1982

Mr. James E. Means 
1003 Douglas 
Yankton, SO 57078

Dear Jim:

As a follow-up to your telephone conversation with Dr. Wollman,
I would like to bring you up to date with the current status of 
the proposed Yankton Commercial Historic District. Due to the 
various questions raised regarding the counting of property owner
ship, I have telephoned and written the Office of the National 
Register of Historic Places to request clarification. In the 
meantime, at the request of Governor Janklow (a copy of his letter 
to Dennis C. Kaster, 16 February 1982 enclosed), the Board of 
Cultural Preservation is suspending consideration of the Yankton 
nomination until these questions can be answered. In its capacity 
as State Review Board, the Board of Cultural Preservation will 
review the whole matter at its next meeting which will be held 
in Yankton on Friday evening, April sixteenth at seven-thirty in 
the North Conference Room, Public Safety Building, 5th and Walnut.
Any and all of the owners of property within the proposed district 
are invited to participate in this meeting. The work and role 
that Historic Yankton, Inc., has performed throughout this nomination 
process is greatly appreciated, and I feel certain that we can 
resolve the problems arising out of the nomination process satis- 
factorily.

Sincerely yours,

/fi-
Junius R. Fishburne
State Historic Preservation Officer

JRF/pm

cc: Dr. Harris J. Wollman
Dr. Sever Eubank 

be: Paul Putz
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Mr. James E. Means 
1003 Douglas 
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Dear Jim: 
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I would like to bring you up to date with the current status of 
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March 4. 1982

The Honorable James Abdnor 
United States Senator -
4327 Jirksen Senate Office Bldg, 
Washington, D.C. 20510 . .
Dear Senator Abdnor:

Cl

It Is with pleasure that I respond to Mr. Kaster's letter to you of 
January 21, 1982, regarding the.nomination of the Yankton downtown 
business district to the National Register of Historic Places., Mr. 
Kaster's letter contains considerable misinformation pertaining to 
the National Register, the process for placing property on the National 
Register, and local support of.the historic district at Yankton.
First of all, property owners'.rights are not being violated at Yankton 
as a result of the proposed nomination. iTstlng on the National 
Register removes no rights to property whatsoever. Owners of National 
Register properties are free to alter, transfer, or destroy their 
properties at any time. Mr. Kaster's statements to the contrary are
not true. //
The contention that a "small group of citizens" prepared and submitted 
the nomination of the district.without the consent of owners Is not 
true. Historic Yankton, Inc. js a non-profit corporation.formed from 
the Yankton Chamber of Conmerce's Downtown Beautification Conmlttee.
It has always been our belief,.and we have seen no demonstration what
soever to the contrary, that this group was acting with the approval 
of the City of Yankton—which funded the group's activities—the local 
Chamber of Conmerce, and the downtown merchants association. All of 
these groups contain members who.are also property owners In the 
district. Never at any time did this office receive notice formally 
or Informally that the pursuit, of National Register recognition for 
downtown was not a legitimate undertaking sanctioned by the community 
as a whole and the downtown In particular.
It should also be pointed out that It Is the policy of the South Dakota 
Board of Cultural Preservation.that property owners' wishes play a 
major part In the nomination process. Opponents to the district had 
every opportunity to express their concerns to the board when they 
reviewed the nomination In July 1980. No opposition to the district 
was voiced to the board at that time. Similarly, when letters of 
conment were directly solicited f^om property owners In the district 
In 1980, only four negative responses were received by the SHPO. The 
State had every Indication to bel1ev§ that the nomination was solidly 
supported by the owners.

' . 

March 4, 1982 

The Honorable James Abdnor 
United States Senator . _. 
4327 ~1rksen Senate Office Bldg, _ 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Senator Abdnor: 

It is with pleasure that I respond to Mr. Kaster~s letter to you of 
January 21, 1982, regarding the.oomination of the Yankton downtown 
business district to the National Register of Historic Place$ • . Mr. 
Kaster's letter contains cons.iderable misinfonnation pertaining to 
the National Register, the process for placing property on the National 
Register, and local support of.the Mstoric district at Yankton. 

First of all, property ownert' _rights are not being violated at Yankton 
as a result of the proposed nomination. Lfiling on the National 
Register removes no rights to. property whatsoever. Owners of National 
Register properties are free .to alter, transfer, or destroy their 
properties at any time. Mr • . ~ster' s statements to the contrary are 
not true. .1 • 

/ 
~ . /I 

The contention that a 11 smal1 group of _c1tizens 11 prepared and submitted 
the nanination of the district.without the consent of owners is not 
true. Historic Yankton, Inc •. 1s ~ non-profit corporation_ fonned from 
the Yankton Chamber of Conmerce~s Downtown Beautification _Ccxymittee. 
It has always been our belief,.and we have seen no demonstration wnat
soever to the contrary, that.this group was acting with the approval 
of the City of Yankton--which funded the group's activi~ies--the . 1ocaJ 
Chamber of Conmerce, and the .downt9Wn merchants association • . All of 
these groups contain members .who.are also property owners io the 
district. Never at any time djd this office receive _noti~e fonnally 
or informally that the pursuit. of .National Register recognition for 
downtown was not a legitimate undertaking sanctioned by the conmun1ty 
as a whole and the downtown in particular. 

-
It should also be pointed out that it is _ the policy of the So~t~ Dakota 
Board of Cultural Preservat1o~_that property owners• wishes play a 
major part in the nanination process. Opponents to the district had 
every opportunity to express .their concerns to the board when they 
reviewed the nomination in July 1980. No opposition to the district 
was voiced to the board at that time. Similarly, when letters of 
c00111ent were directly solicited from property owners in the district 
in 1980, only four negative responses were received by the SHPO. The 
State had every indication to believ~ that the nanination was solidly 
supported by the owners. 
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Mr. Kaster chooses to Interpret the means by which owners' objections are 
submitted to the SHPO and the Keeper of the National Register as being weighted 
In favor of those who approve of district nomination. The system was established, 
to simplify the nomination process and to comply with the letter of.the law 
which refers to withdrawal of a nomination from consideration should the “majority 
of owners object." In order to prevent such criticism In the future, we have 
expressed our concerns regarding the,present nomination procedures to.the National 
Park Service.
It should be pointed out that the Yankton Press and Dakotan has disseminated 
considerable material and Information of an Inaccurate nature among the property 
owners In the district. Such Information has been at variance with explanations 
regarding the advantages and disadvantages of the National Register submitted 
to property owners by supporters of tbe district and the state historical 
preservation program since efforts.to recognize downtown Yankton first began 
In 1979. His letter of January 21 is a continuation of that campaign. The 
Yankton Press and Dakotan objects to the nomination on economic and Ideological 
grounds and is encouraging owners to submit objections. As citizens, they have 
every right to make and encourage opposition to Register listing, but the 
state preservation program takes exception to the tactics employed In doing 
so.
It Is the position of the state program that the National Register program 
works only where it is wanted in the private sector. For this reason, no 
action was taken to place downtown Yankton on the National Register until we 
were requested to do so by the community. The decision to list a property 
on the National Register In South Dakota is and has been considered an owner's 
prerogative. That decision, however, should be based on the facts.
With regard to the proposed downtown.commercial historic district, we are 
responding to a directive from the Governor to suspend consideration, of the 
nomination until the questions regarding the notification process can be 
answered. I have contacted Carol Shull, Acting Keeper of the National Register, . 
and expect her response shortly. In the meantime, I am scheduling a public 
meeting of the State Review Board In Yankton on Friday, April sixteenth, to 
review the situation. Please do not hesitate to contact me If you have further 
questions. Your Interest In this matter Is greatly appreciated.
Sincerely yours, .

Junius R. Fishburne
State Historic Preservation Officer
JRF/pm
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March 16, 1982

Mr. Lea Helgoland 
Yankton Press & Dakotan 
319 Walnut 
Yankton, SD 57078

Dear Hr. Helgoland:

Please find enclosed a copy of the Tnakton Historic Commercial 
District National Register form. Aa I mentioned over the phone, 
the owner's list has and is being u|>daced. Also I have not in
cluded copies of the photos, 
let me know.

if you wish Co have these as well

Sincerely,

Carolyn Torma
Historical Survey Coordinator

CT/jc

Enclosure(s)

Mr. Lea Helgeland 
Yankton Preas & Dakotan 
319 Walnut 
Yankton, SD 57078 

Dear Mr. Helgeland: 

March 16, 1982 

Please find enclosed a copy of the Y&kton Historic C.Onnnercial 
District National Register form. Aa 1 mentioned over the phone, 
the owner's liat has and 1■ beina updated. Also I have not in
cluded copies of the photos, if you vieh to hava these as well 
let me know. 

<:r/jc 

Eucloaure(a) 

Sincerely, 

Carolyn Torma 
Historical Survey C.Oordinator 
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Dr. tlarris Uollman 
Secretary
Department of Education and Cultural Affairs
Kniep Building
Pierre, South Dakota 57501

CD. sCULrus.AL

Dear Secretary Wollman:

Thank you very much for your time and consideration during our 
Friday meeting.

Upon returning to Yankton, three copies of the summary and 
recommendations were in my briefcase. Apparently, through 
the paper schuffle I retained your copy. Hopefully, this 
delayed copy has not caused too much of an inconvenience 
for you.

^ STrrserely,

___
Dennis C. Kaster 
Publisher

MAR 3 I '..m
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YANKTON COMMERCIAL HISTORIC DISTRICT

We feel that the entire process of nominating the proposed Yankton Com
mercial Historic District and the subsequent voting up to this point would 
in no way stand up in the courts if any one of the property owners con
tested it, and it is likely that the Department of Interior v/ould not 
approve it under those circumstances.

Our proposal is that serious consideration be given to starting all over 
so that the right of "due process" is offered to all property owners.

We contend that the process to this point could be invalidated because:

1. Regulations by which the vote was taken were not scheduled to be 
finalized until February 1, 1982, so in effect, the vote was being taken 
only on the proposed regulations since "comments" were still being 
accepted on February 1, 1982 and later.

2. According to those regulations and even the previous regulations, the 
nomination should have been made in concurrence with the local governing 
body, in this case, the Yankton City Commission. And since the inclusion 
of property in the proposed district does afford some tax incentives,
it would appear that since the tax base of the area could be affected 
that not only the City Commission but the Yankton School District and 
the Yankton Board of County Commissioners should also concur. No such 
action was requested or given by any of the three listed governing bodies.

3. The process of voting seemed irregular. Since the letters sent to 
property owners by the Historical Preservation Center were not sent 
either certified or registered mail so that there was any assurance that 
the ballots (waivers) were ever received.

4. There seems to be a question of the legality of voting on property only 
on the basis of a street address, since all legal matters dealing with 
property normally are handled through a legal description. That was not 
the case.

5. The system of voting did not require every property owner to vote.
Even, those who did not vote were counted as being "for the district" ^
while it required a special notarized statement from those who opposed 
"inclusion" in the proposed district.

6. The Director of the Historicl Preservation Center and his staff admit 
that even after tfie vol.ing was complel.o, l.lH're was sl.ill unca.-rtainty asto who was eligible Lo vol(.> and as to who was not (?ligible to vote. i
There was a question if each property owner (in th(' case of several 
owners of a piece of property) haii a vote or if there should have been 
one vote for each piece of property. There was no definition as to 
how a corporation with many stockholders would be voting.
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Nor was there any provision in the reyulatioris as to who would vote for 
an estate, or how many would be-.eligible to vote in ttie case of estate 
property.

It would appear that if the several owners of one piece of property could 
each vote, that those property owners who had more than one piece of 
property should likewise have been authorized to vote "for" or "against" 
such proposed district on each of those pieces of property.

Wednesday, Feb. 17, 1902 was designated as tfie final date for balloting 
on the proposed district. A report received by telephone from the His
torical Preservation Center in Vermillion indicated on the morning of 
February 18, 1982 that there were(^^possible votes in the district and 
that M3/objections or more than 50 percent required to defeat the proposal had bWn received. However, even at the time of the balloting there 
was no determination of how the voting involving two estates should be 
done. This has still not been resolved. Subsequently, several of 
those who had voted to oppose the district changed their vote -- after 
the February 17, 1982 deadline. But the point that should be made is 
that while there were 43 who OPPOSED the district, only 10 property 
owners submitted waivers approving inclusion into the proposed district. 
Even though eight property owners subsequently changed their vote, that 
would leave only 18 who favored inclusion and 35 who opposed it. This 
points to the inequities of the voting process that was followed.

^ 'll. The first public hearing to be held concerning the district in 

Yankton is slated for April 16, 1982. This hearing is presumedly being 
held at your request. The hearing Dr- Fishhump rpfpr<; tn in diine. 1980 
was classified by the VennTTnon Preser^tion Center as an informal 
'dTscussion since the place ofThe hearing was not publicized. The.

• meeting reterred to in<^ovember, 1980 was held in(Pierre~> Since that 
time the regulations covering HistoncaI Districts nave oeen changed.
In 1980 the Vermillion office stated that if even 75 percent of the 
property owners were opposed to the district it would not make any 
difference. Who wants to make a special trip to Pierre if it wn'nt 
make any difference?

It would appear that in view of these obvious descrepancies and 
questionable manners of proceeding, that to spend the taxpayers' 
monqy for a meeting of the Review Board in Yankton or Vermillion would 
be an exercise that would have little legal meaning.

Rather than split a community, it would seem that the Department of 
Education and Cultural Affairs through the Historical Preservation Center 
should reconsider the action that has already l)pen taken, wait for 
the final regulations to I)o approved in tfie Federal Register-, to titen 
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1. Submit a new nomination for,the district.

2. Have such a nomination approved or disapproved by the Yankton City 
Commission, the Yankton Board of Education and the Yankton County Board 
of Commissioners, since public, tax monies are involved in the cases 
where tax benefits will be received.

3. A public hearing be held in the affected community.

4. That letters to all property owners should be forwared to those owners 
or their representatives by registered or certified mail so that they
are receipted to determine who signed for them and who acknowledged their 
receipt.

5. That those letters include the legal description off the properties 
involved in the voting rather than just the street addresses, since 
tax benefits would also be based on that legal description.

6- Determine ahead of time who can vote, who is eligible to vote, how 
many votes can be cast for each piece of property and who will cast 
that vote. Determine who votes in case of estates, who votes in 
cases where there is more than one owner of a piece of property and 
if more than one vote is permitted on a piece of property, also determine 
ahead of time if stockholders in those firms in which there are stockholders 
can also vote. If persons owning land under a building or vacant lot would 
have a vote, and if multiple ownership, how many votes.

7. Provide a ballot that makes it mandatory for those who wish to approve 
the proposed historical district to return a ballot as well as those who 
oppose it. Make it no tougher to oppose the district (by a special 
notarized statement) than to support it.

8. Count the ballots on the basis of the number of ballots received to 
determine the majority, and not permit non-votes to count as votes "for" 
in the final tabulation of the voting.

10. Above all, lay out the groundrules so that everyone knows for sure 
how many pieces of property there are, how many votes can be cast, so 
that there is no changing after the voting is complete.

These do not seem to be unreasonable demands and could avoid some of the 
controversy that has developed in this case. Much of the controversy has 
been brought about through the manner in which the entire matter has 
been handled rather than the question of those supporting or opposing 
the district.

page 3 

1. · Submit a new nomination for ~the district. 

2. Have such a nomination approved or di~upproved by the Yankton City 
Commission, the Yankton 13oard of Educatio11 and the Yankton County Board 
of Comnissioners, since public. tax monies are in~olved in the cases 
where tax benefits will be received. 

3. A public hearing be held in the affected community. 

4. That letters to all property owners should be forwared to those ovmers 
or their representatives by registered or certified mail so that they 
are receipted to determine who signed for them and 1/Jho acknowledged their 
receipt. 

5. That those letters include the legal description off the properties 
involved in the voting rather than just ·the street addresses, since 
tax benefits would also be based on that legal description. 

6. Determine ahead of time who can vote, who is eligible to vote, how 
many votes can be cast for each piece of property and who will cast 
that vote. Determing who votes in case of estates, who votes in 
cases where there is more than one owner of a piece of property and 
if more than one vote is permitted on a piece of property, also determine 
ahead of time if stockholders in those firms in \vhich there are stockholders 
can also vote. If persons owning land under a building or vacant ' lot would 
have a vote, and if multiple ownership, ho1-1 many votes. 

7. Provide a ballot that makes it mandatory for those who wish to approve 
the proposed historical district to return a ballot as well as those who 
oppose it. Make it no tougher to oppose the district (by a special 
notarized statement) than to support it. 

8. Count the ballots on the basis of the number of ballots received to 
determine the majority, and not permit non-votes to count as votes "for" 
in the final tabulation of the voting. 

10. Above all, lay out the groundrules so that everyone knows for sure 
how many pieces of property there are, how many votes can be cast, so 
that there is no changing after the voting is c~nplete. 

These do not seem to be unreasonable demands and could avoid some of the 
controver.;y that has developed in this case. Much of the controversy has 
been brought about through the manner in which the entire matter has 
been handled rather than the question of those supporting or opposing 
the district. 



PETERSEN DEVELOPMENT COMPANY
REAL ESTATE DEVELOPMENT 8c MANAGEMENT

P. O. BOX 220 □ YANKTON, S. D. 57078 
TELEPHONE 605-665-2291

April 13, 1982

Mr* Paul Putz, Director 
Historical Preservation Center 
Vermillion, South Dakota 57069

Dear Mr* Putzi
It is unfortunate, because of a business committment, that 

I will not be able to attend the Friday evening meeting on the 
Downtown Yankton Historic District*

You realize, I am sure, my position on this subject* Both 
the Carnegie Library, and now the Hotel Charles Gurney, would 
probably not have been renovated without the assistance of the 
benefits involved as being designated a National Historic Site*

For what it is worth, I personally advocate the formation 
of the district; not only for the financial benefits that can 
be gained but also, the aesthetic value which could come to 
Downtown Yankton*

Sincerely, H 

Charles Petersen

CP/at
cci James Abbott

111■ 111111■111PETERSEN DEVELOPMENT COMPANY 

[ti II IIREAL ESTATE DEVELOPMENT & MANAGEMENT 

l ■ I P. 0 . BOX 220 □ YANKTON, S . D. 57078 
TELEPHONE 605- 665-2291 

Mr• Paul Putz, Director 
Historical Preservation Center 
Vermillion, South Dakota 57069 

Dear Mr• Putz, 

It is unfortunate, beceruse of a business committment, that 
I will not be able to attend the Friday evening meeting on the 
Downtown Yankton Historic District• 

You realize, I am sure, my position on this subject• Both 
the Carnegie Library, and now the Hotel Charles Gurney, would 
probably not have been renovated without the assistance of the 
benefits involved as being designated a National Historic Site• 

For what it is worth, I personally advocate the formation 
of the district; not only for the financial benefits that can 
be gained but also, the aesthetic value which could come to 
Downtown Yankton• 

sc:=• ~ 
Charles Petersen 

CP/at 
cc• James Abbott 



Bridal Registry • Gifts • Cosmetics

209 WEST THIRD • YANKTON* SOUTH DAKOTA 57078

April 16, 1982

I'r. Paul Futz
Historic Preservation Center

Dear Sin

My wife and I are sorry that we are unable to 
attend tonight's meeting.

Vi'e, however, want to make it perfectly clear 
to those concerned that we fully support the 
nomination of the Yankton Historic Commercial 
District.

We own the buildings at 209 and 211 West 
Third Street, and operate retail stores at these 
locations.

John R. Anderson 
TREASIJ ;S CHEST
and
CASTLE CC0M3E

~~~ 
I . ""'"" """"'"' • G"''" cos•rn<> 

209 WEST THIRD• YANKTON• SOUTH DAKOTA 57078 

April lG, 1982 

; -~. Paul Futz 
Historic Preservation Center 

Dear Sirs 

r.Ty wife and I are sorry that we are unable to 
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We, however, want to make it perfectly clear 
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nomination · of the Yankton Historic Commercial 
District. 

We cwn tr:r~ ~)uildings at 209 and 211 West 
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(}nc7;,, 1y, 

Yc::.~0::2 
TREASt' . 3 CHEST 
and 
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U.S. DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
HERITAGE CONSERVATION AND RECREATION SERVICE

TIME OF CALLTELEPHONE REPORT

I. CALL Q TO; n^FWOM (Nmtna)
2. ADDRESS (Ttl. No. it needed;

Ujx0^ ,

NAME OF PCKSOA PL ACINO/RC C El VI N G CAUL

FHR-8-227 
June 1978

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
HERITAGE CONSERVATION AND RECREATION SERVICE 

TELEPHONE REPORT 

I. CALL □ TO; . P'ROM (Name) 

FHR- 8-227 
June 1978 

TITLI;: 

onE 4- _ )_ ( _ ,}__ 
TIME OF CALL 

OFFICE 

AM 
PM 



HISTORICAL
PRESERVATION
CENTER
University of South Dakota 
Vermillion, S.D. 57069 
Phone (605) 677 5314

A ^5! Deportment of

Gducotion ond Culturol Rffairs

April 29, 1982

Ms. Carol Shull 
Acting Keeper
National Register of Historic Places 
National Park Service 
Department of the Interior 
Washington D.C. 20240

Dear Ms. Shul1:

Please find enclosed the Yankton Historic Commercial District nomination 
which was approved by the state review board on April 17, 1982.

There are two items I wish to call to your attention. First, in agree
ment with your staff, the nomination contains individual photographs, des
criptions and statements of significance of all landmark structures in the 
district. The remaining structures are documented with blockface photo
graphs, map locations, evaluations and a general description in the essay 
section of #7. Telephone memorandums concerning this agreement are attached.

Secondly, this nomination raised certain questions relative to ownership.
After discussing these problems with your staff and in agreement with the 
Department of Education and Cultural Affairs, the nomination was brought 
back before the Board at its April 17, 1982 meeting. Notice was provided 
through a general notice in the local newspapers at least 30 days prior to 
the meeting. In addition, owners were invited by direct mail to attend a 
public hearing conducted by the Board on April 16, 1982 in Yankton. The Board 
voted to proceed with the nomination as a majority of owners did not object 
to listing. The number of owners was determined following the guidance of 
the Solicitor and your staff.

Enclosed please also find all relevant correspondence.

Sincerely,

Carolyn Torma
Historical Survey Coordinator

The Office of Cultural Preservation of the Department of Education and Cultural Affairs coordinates South Dakota's 
archaeological research, museums, historical preservation and historical resource in a program designed to preserve our natural 
and cultural heritage.

HISTORICAL 
PRESERVATION 
CENTER 
University of South Dakota 
Vermillion, S.D. 57069 
Phone (605) 677 5314 

April 29, 1982 

Ms. Carol Shull 
Acting Keeper 

n~ ~:..·i~~~ ~ ,~ ~ 1 1..• ... , -.._'\... Department of 

Education and Cultural Affairs 

National Register of Historic Places 
National Park Service 
Department of the Interior 
Washington D.C. 20240 

Dear Ms. Shull: 

Please find enclosed the Yankton Historic Commercial District nomination 
which was approved by the state review board on April 17, 1982. 

There are two items I wish to call to your attention. First, in agree-
ment with your staff, the nomination contains individual photographs, des
criptions and statements of significance of all landmark structures in the 
district. The remaining structures are documented with blockface photo
graphs, map locations, evaluations and a general description in the essay 
section of #7. Telephone memorandums concerning this agreement are attached . 

Secondly, this nomination raised certain questions relative to ownership. 
After discussing these problems with your staff and in agreement with the 
Depactment of Education and Cultural Affairs, the nomination was brought 
back before the Board at its April 17, 1982 meeting. Notice was provided 
through a general notice in the local newspapers at least 30 days prior to 
the meeting. In addition, owners were invited by direct mail to attend a 
public hearing conducted by the Board on April 16, 1982 in Yankton. The Board 
voted to proceed with the nomination as a majority of owners did not object 
to listing. The number of owners was determined following the guidance of 
the Solicitor and your staff. 

Enclosed please also find all relevant correspondence. 

Sincere 1}1; 

~ t U\,vv'-4-

caro1yn Torma 
Historical Survey Coordinator 

The Office 0-f Cultural Preservation of the Department of Education and Cultural Affairs coo rdinates South Dako ta 's 
archaeological research, museums, historical preservation and historical resource in a program designed to preserve our natural 
and cultural heritage. 



Dennis C. Raster 
Publisher 

(605 ) 665-7811

Pankton Bailg fr^ss & JakDtan
Published by Yankton Printing Company a Subsidiary of Stauffer Communications, Inc.

South Dakota’s First Daily Newspaper 
Established 1861

May 10, 1982
319 Walnut

Yankton, South Dakota 
57078

Mrs. Carol Shull, Acting Keeper 
National Register Division 
National Park Service 
440 G Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20243

Dear Mrs. Shull:

This letter is to express the objection of the Yankton Printing Co., Yankton, 
South Dakota, of being included in the proposed Yankton Historic Commercial 
District.

This district is a very highly contested district in Yankton, and thusly, 
will not be an effective method of preserving the heritage o-f the community. 
If the proponents had to obtain notorized statements of approval, the 
historical district concept would have been dropped. But, due to an 
oversight of the U.S. Congress, a Russian ballot was used.

South Dakota's historical preservation board is now aware of the very poor 
voting procedure, and at least one board member sees how this type of 
action will be a detriment to any further material historical preservation.

Please note brochure which was presented to the state historical board. On 
page 7 is a representation of the votes. This reveals to concerned opponents 
of the Yankton Historic Commercial District that a very narrow but powerful 
group of citizens can get what they want without regard to due process.

Now it is up to you! Please show that you have concern for our personal 
heritage and refuse to list the Yankton Historic Commercial District as 
presented-.

Corrective measures are suggested in the brochure on how the voting 
procedures could be made acceptable. These methods would be ideal for 
you to pursue in returning the Yankton Commercial District nomination 
to South Dakota not approved.

:;grely.

Dennis C. Kaster

Enel: Presentation to state historical board

CC: Senator Larry Pressler
Subscribed and sworn to before me this A^.'^ay ofAAiy, 19^

ry Public

' \ 

JUnkton ilail!J Jttss & Jllakotan 
Published by Yankton Printing Company a Subsidiary of Stauffer Communications, Inc. 

Dennis C. Kaster 
Publisher 

(605) 665-7811 

South Dakota's First Daily Newspaper 
Established 1861 

Mrs. Carol Shull, Acting Keeper 
National Register Division 
National Park Service 
440 G Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20243 

Dear Mrs. Shull: 

May 10, 1982 
319 Walnut 

Yankton. South Dakota 
57078 

This letter is to express the objection of the Yankton Printing Co., Yankton, 
South Dakota, of being included in the proposed Yankton Historic Commercial 
District. 

This district is a very highly contested district in Yankton, and thusly, 
will not be an effective method of preserving the heritage of the community. 
If the proponents had to obtain notarized statements of approval, the 
historical district concept would have been dropped. But, due to an 
oversight of the U.S. Congress, a Russian ballot was used. 

South Dakota's historical preservation board is now aware of the very poor 
voting procedure, and at least one board member sees how this type of 
action will be a detriment to any further material historical preservation. 

Please note brochure which was presented to the state historical board. On 
page 7 is a representation of the votes. This reveals to concerned opponents 
of the Yankton Historic Commercial District that a very narrow but powerful 
group of citizens can get what they want without regard to due process. 

Now it is up to you! Please show that you have concern for our personal 
heritage and refuse to list the Yankton Historic Commercial District as 
presented~ 

Corrective measures are suggested in the brochure on how the voting 
procedures could be made acceptable. These methods would be ideal for 
you to pursue in returning the Yankton Commercial District nomination 
to South Dakota not approved. 

~·4t:.~ 
Dennis C. Kaster 

Encl: Presentation to state historical board 

CC: Senator Larry Pressler ~ 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this /Oday of~, 19i.;1.)~ 
ry Public 
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HISTORICAL
PRESERVATION
CENTER
University of South Dakota 
Vermillion, S.D. 57069 
Phone (605) 677 5 3 1 4

SOUTH^j(^i^^
A *LV Deportment of

Gducotion and Cultural Rffoirs

11 May 82

Ms. Carol Shull
Acting Keeper of the National Register of Historic Places 
National Park Service 
Department of Interior 
Washington D.C. 20240

Dear Ms. Shull:

Please find enclosed another Withdrawal of Objection by 
an owner in the Yankton Historic Commercial District.

Sincerely,

C^LA/JljL^pn \ c\

Carolyn Torma
Historical Survey Coordinator

V,

received

may 2 D laas .
national f-
fJEGlSTEF:

The Office of Cultural Preservation of the Department of Education and Cultural Affairs coordinates South Dakota's 
archaeological research, museums, historical preservation and historical resource in a program designed to preserve our natural 
and cultural heritage.

HISTORICAL 
PRESERVATION 
CENTER 
University of South Dakota 
Vermillion, S.D. 57069 
Phone (605) 677 5314 

11 May 82 

Ms. Carol Shull 
Acting Keeper of the National Register of Historic Places 
National Park Service 
Department of Interior 
Washington D.C. 20240 

Dear Ms. Shull: 

Please find enclosed another Withdrawal of Objection by 
an owner in the Yankton Historic Commercial District. 

Sincerely, 

~\uv-VY\O\ 
Carolyn Torma 
Historical Survey Coordinator 

The Off ice of Cultural Preservation of the Department of Education and Cultural Affairs coordinates South Dakota's 
archaeological research, museums, historical preservation and historical resource in a program designed to preserve our natural 
and cultural heritage. 



RE: Withdrawal of Objection by Property Owner

Dr. Junius R. Fishburne 
State Historic Preservation Officer 
USD 216 East Clark 
Vermillion, SD 57069

'A
I G3AI3D3^ I

28i:UAVW

Dear Dr. Fishburne:
This will confirm that I am fully 
property in the National Register 
under the National Historic Preser 
to the proposed listing of my prop 
If I am the sole owner and I objec 
If there are multiple owners of th 
owners object, the property will n

iware of the effects of listing a 
)f Historic Places. I recognize that, 
/ation Act, I am entitled to object 
/rty by a notarized, written statement.

my property will not be listed, 
is property and a majority of the 
)t be listed.

Following is the address of my pro/erty:
3/6 Oja,- ^3,

/<•' j i-

//

I have previously submitted to the State Historic Preservation Officer a 
notarized letter of objection to the listing of the property in question 
on the National Register of Historic Places. I hereby withdraw that 
objection.

Sincerely,

(

Subscribed and sworn to before me :his day of A, ^Xj

■ yjz/s>3

..,. 

RE: Withdrawal of Objection by Property Owner 

Dr. Junius R. Fishburne 
State Historic Preservation Officer 
USO 216 'East Clark 
Vermillion, SD 57069 

Dear Dr. Fishburne: 

This will confirm that I am fully 1ware of the effects of listing a 
property in the National Register )f Historic Places. I recognize that, 
under the National Historic Preser 1ation Act, I am entitled to object 
to the proposed listing of my prop~rty by a notarized, written statement. 
If I am the sole owner and I objec ~, my property will not be listed. 
If there are multiple owners of th is property and a majority of the 
owners object, the property will n )t be listed. 

Following is the address of my pro )erty: 

._1 I :3 {2J;'l ,'/ .41 - ------------

!./ 

I have previously submitted to the State Historic Preservation Officer a 
notarized letter of objection to t he listing of the property in question 
on the National Register of Histo ri c Places. I hereby withdraw that 
objection. 

Sincerely, 

Subscribed and sworn to before me :his _~_f,_~_ day of 7 ,,,'i;, / 9 J J:,, 
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Honorable Larry Fresaler 
United Statea Senate " 
Washington, D.C. 20310
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Dear Senator Pressler:

M:.
Thank you for your letter of May 13 on behalf of Mr. Dennis C. Kaster 
concerning the nomination of the Yankton Historic Commercial District,
Yankton County, South Dakota, to the National Register of Historic Places.

<h^r

7

y-
i-■ -2w -■-/■

■-

The National Park Service received this nomination from Dr. Junius R. 
Flshburne, the South Dakota State Historic Preservation Officer, on Kay 11, 
1982. After notice is published In the Federal Register that the Yankton 
Historic Conmerclal District is being proposed for listing in the National 
Register, interested parties will have 15 days in which to comment. This 
nomination will then be carefully considered by the National Register staff. 
Mr. Raster's objection to the nomination has been received. If it is deter
mined that a majority of the private property owners have objected to> the 
listing of the Yankton Historic Commercial District, the district may only 
be determined eligible for the National Register but not formally listed.
We will inform you of any final action taken by the National Park Service 
in regard to this district.

::

22' ■■ V/e appreciate your interest in the lilstorlc preservation progtasis of the
■National Park Service,

2'.’' •2-. V

Sincerely, 
ys/ Mary Lou Grie^
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Dr, Junius R. Flshburne 
State Historic Preservation Officer 
Historical Preservation Center 
University of South Dakota 
Alumni House
Vermillion, South Dakota 57069) w/c of inc.
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JUN8 If ~ 
honorable Larry Pres.~ler 
United States Senate 
ashin.gton, n.c. 20510 

Dear Senator Pressler: 

Thank you _tor your letter of May 13 on behalf of Mr. Dennis C. Kaster 
concerning the nonination of the Yankton Historic Commercial District, . 

'[ankton County, So~th Dakota, to the N~tional Register of historic Places. 

The National Park Service received this · no ination from Dr. Junius R. 
Fishburne, the South Dakota State Historic Preservation Officer, on May 11, 
1982. After notice is published in the Federal Register that the Yankton 
Historic Commercial District is being proposed for listing .in the National · 
Reidster, interested 'parties will have 15 day in which to coll!lllent. · This 
nonination will then be c~ref.ully considered by the National Register staff. 
Mr. Raster's objection to the nomination has been received. If it. is deter
mined that a majority of the private property QWT\ers have objected to the 
listing of the Ynnkton ·Historic Comt1ercial District, the di trict may only 
be determined eligible for the National Register but not formally listed. 
ne w-pl inform you of any final _action taken by the Na_tional Park s·ervice 
in regard to this district. 

\1e appreciate your interest in the historic preservation programs of the 
National Park .bervice. 

Sincerely, 

~s/ Mary Lou Grietj 

· t)'Ep.tl'rli Director · 

cc: Dr. Junius R. Fishburne 
State Historic Preservation Officer 
Historical freeervation Center 
University of Soutb Dakota 
Alumni Rouse 
Vermillion, South Dakota 57069) w/c of inc. 
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LARR'^PRESSLER 
^ SOUTH DAKOTA

QlCmicb J^encde
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20510

May 13, 1982

COMMITTEES:

FOREIGN RELATIONS

COMMERCE. SCIENCE AND TRANSPORTATION

SELECT COMMITTEE 
ON AGING

Mrs. Carol Shull, Acting Keeper 
National Register Division 
National Park Service 
440 G Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20243

Dear Mrs. Shull:

I was recently contacted by my constituent,
Mr. Dennis C. Raster of Yankton, South Dakota, 
regarding his objection to the inclusion of 
the Yankton Printing Company in the proposed 
Yankton Historic Commercial District. I 
would appreciate it if you could check into 
this matter and provide me with a status 
report.

Thank you very much for your time and con
sideration, and I look forward to hearing from 
you in the near future.

Since-Oely,

jarry Premier 
United SJ^t'es Senator

LP:bj

Received in Congressional. 
Jjiaison Division;^

may 171982

LARR-t"PRESSLER 
- SO~TH DA"'OTA 

, 

WASHINGTON, D,C. 20510 

May 13, 1982 

Mrs. Carol Shull, Acting Keeper 
National Register Division 
National Park Service 
440 G Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20243 

Dear Mrs. Shull: 

I was recently contacted by my constituent, 
Mr. Dennis C. Kaster of Yankton, South Dakota, 
regarding his objection to the inclusion of 
the Yankton Printing Company in the proposed 
Yankton Historic Commercial District. I 
would appreciate it if you could check into 
this matter and provide me with a status 
report. 

Thank you very much for your time and con
sideration, and I look forward to hearing from 
you in the near future. 

LP:bj 

~ 
arry P~:J":Jer ~ 

United S~es Senator 

~eceived in Congresr.ional 
I,,iaison Division;_,,_..... 

MAY 171982 

COMMITTEES: 

FOREIGN RELATIONS 

COMMERCE, SCIENCE AND 
TRANSPORTATION 

SELECT COMMITTEE 
ON AGING 
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United States Department of the Interior
NATIONAL PARK SERVICE 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20240

IN REPLY REFER TO!

H32-710

5
8 '982

Honorable Larry Pressler 
United States Senate 
Washington, D.C. 20310

Dear Senator Pressler:

Thank you for your letter of May 13 on behalf of Mr. Dennis C. Raster 
concerning the nomination of the Yankton Historic Commercial District, 
Yankton County, South Dakota, to the National Register of Historic Places.

The National Park Service received this nomination from Dr. Junius R. 
Fishburne, the South Dakota State Historic Preservation Officer, on May 11, 
1982. After notice is published in the Federal Register that the Yankton 
Historic Commercial District is being proposed for listing in the National 
Register, Interested parties will have 15 days in which to comment. This 
nomination will then be carefully considered by the National Register staff. 
Mr. Raster's objection to the nomination has been received. If it is deter
mined that a majority of the private property owners have objected to the 
listing of the Yankton Historic Commercial District, the district may only 
be determined eligible for the National Register but not formally listed.
We will inform you of any final action taken by the National Park Service 
in regard to this district.

We appreciate your interest in the historic preservation programs of the 
National Park Service.

Sincerely,

/s/ Mary Lou Grier

Director

cc: Dr. Junius R. Fishburne
State Historic Preservation Officer 
Historical Preservation Center 
University of South Dakota 
Alumni House
Vermillion, South Dakota 57069) w/c of inc. 

bcc: 001-R.F. 190-Gilley) w/c of inc. 700 ^71^

FNP:Harrison:272-3504:5/27/82:drr:disk-A/#2059
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United States Department of the Interior 
NATIONAL PARK SERVICE 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20240 

IN REPLY REFER TO : 

H32-710 

! I 

Honorable Larry Pressler 
United States Senate 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Senator Pressler: 

Thank you for your letter of May 13 on behalf of Mr. Dennis C. Kaster 
concerning the nomination of the Yankton Historic Commercial District, 
Yankton County, South Dakota, to the National Register of Historic Places. 

The National Park Service received this nomination from Dr. Junius R. 
Fishburne, the South Dakota State Historic Preservation Officer, on May 11, 
1982. After notice is published in the Federal Register that the Yankton 
Historic Commercial District is being proposed for listing in the National 
Register, interested parties will have 15 days in which to comment. This 
nomination will then be carefully considered by the National Register staff. 
Mr. Kaster's objection to the nomination has been received. If it is deter
mined that a majority of the private property owners have objected to the 
listing of the Yankton Historic Commercial District, the district may only 
be determined eligible for the National Register but not formally listed. 
We will inform you of any final action taken by the National Park Service 
in regard to this district. 

We appreciate your interest in the historic preservation programs of the 
National Park Service. 

Sincerely, 

is/ Mary Lou Grier 

~q 
Director 

cc: Dr. Junius R. Fishburne 
State Historic Preservation Officer 
Historical Preservation Center 
University of South Dakota 
Alumni House 
Vermillion, South Dakota 57069) w/c of inc. 

bee: 001-R.F. 190-Gilley) w/c of inc. 700 

FNP:Harrison:272-3504:5/27/82:drr:disk-A/#2059 

BASIC FILES RETAINED IN NR (710) 



LAl"'(rt 1 rn.1;.. ____ _ , 

SOl'TH DAKOTA 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20510 

May 13, 1982 

Mrs. Carol Shull, Acting Keeper 
National Register Division 
National Park Service 
440 G Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20243 

Dear Mrs. Shull: 

I was recently contacted by my constituent, 
Mr. Dennis C. Kaster of Yankton, South Dakota, 
regarding his objection to the inclusion of 
the Yankton Printing Company in the proposed 
Yankton Historic Commercial District. I 
would appreciate it if you could check into 
this matter and provide me with a status 
report. 

Thank you very much for your time and con
sideration, and I look forward to hearing from 
you in the near future. 

es Senator 

LP:bj 

~eceived in Congressional.; 
Iiiaison Division;,~ . .... 

_ MAY 171982 
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HISTORICAL
PRESERVATION
CENTER
University of South Dakota 
Vermillion, S.D. 57069 
Phone (605)677 5314

A GSIAJ AV Deportment of

Gducotlon one! Culturol Rffairs

15 June 82

Steve Sheffield
National Register of Historic Places 
National Park Service 
Deoartinent of the Interior 
Washington D.C. 20243

Dear Steve:

Please find enclosed the letter of notification sent 
to the post office.

Sincerely,

Carolyn Toma
Historical Survey Coordinator

The Office of Cultural Preservation of the Department of Education and Cultural Affairs coordinates South Dakota's 
archaeological research, museums, historical preservation and historical resource in a program designed to preserve our natural 
and cultural heritage.

~ 
• ... 

HISTORICAL 
PRESERVATION 
CENTER 
University of South Oa kota 
Vermillion, S.D. 57069 
Phone (605) 677 5314 

~ 
....1111 ~ ~ • ~• ..L, ~~ Department of 

Education and Cultural Affairs 

15 June 82 

Steve Sheffield 
National Register of Historic Places 
National Park Service 
Department of the Interior 
Washington D.C. 20243 

Dear Steve: 

Please find enclosed the letter of notification sent 
to the post office. 

Sincerely, 

~Tc}ry}'\r,.._ 

Carolyn Tonna 
Historical Survey Coordinator 

The Office of Cultural Preservation of the Department of Education and Cultural Affairs coordinates South Dakota's 
archaeological research, museums, historical preservation and historical resource in a program designed to preserve our natural 
and cultural heritage. 
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January 8, 1982

US Post Office 
321 Walnut 
Yankton, SD 57078

Dear Property Owner:

Last January we informed you that The National Register had suspended 
review cf privately-owned historic site nominations. During this past 
year the National Park Services, Department of the Interior has been 
writing new regulations for the amended National Historic Preservation 
Act. These regulations have been approved and once again they are 
accepting nominations for review.

Please find enclosed a letter explaining both the revisions in the 
preservation act and the benefits of the federal tax act. You will note 
tliat owners of individually nominated properties, who object to the 
nomination, can ask to liave their properties removed from consideration.
In historic districts a majority of owners must object before the 
district nomination is withdrawn.

We were pleased to learn that your property will not have to undergo 
review by the state review board a second time. Instead, we can forward 
your nomination directly to Washington, D.C. as soon as we receive the 
waiver slip signed by you.

We regret the delay, but are pleased to be able to complete the nomination 
process.

If you have questions regarding the new tax act program, please address 
them to Mr. Jim Wilson (605-677-5314). If you have questions regarding 
the nomination process, please contact Ms. Carolyn Torraa at the same 
number.

Sincerely,

Junius R, Flshburne
State Historic Preservation Officer

January 8, 1982 

US Post Office 
321 Walnut 
Yankton, SD 57078 

Dear Property Owner: 

Last January we informed you that The National Register had suspended 
review cf privately-owned historic site nominations. During this past 
year the National Park Services, Department of the Interior has been 
writing new regulations for the amended National Historic Preservation 
Act. These regulations have been approved and once again they are 
accepting nominations for review. 

Please find enclosed a letter explaining both the revisions in the 
preservation act and the benefits of the federal tax act. You will note 
that owners of indivi<lually nominated properties, who object to the 
nomination, can ask to have their properties removed from consideration. 
In historic districts a major~ty of owners must object before the 
district nomination is withdrawn. 

We were pleased to learn that your property will not have to undergo 
review by the state review board a second time. Instead, we can forward 
your nomination directly to Washington, D.C. as soon as we receive the 
waiver slip signed by you. 

We regret the delay, but are pleased to be able to complete the nomination 
process. 

If you have questions regarding the new tax act program, please address 
them to Hr. Jim Wilson (605-677-5314). If you have questions regarding 
the nomination process, please contact}~. Carolyn Torma at the same 
number. 

Sincerely, 

Junius R, Fishburne 
State Historic rreeervation Officer 



January 8, 1982

US Post Office 
321 Walnut 
Yankton, SD 57078

Dear Sir:

We are pleased to inform you that the property you ovm is located in the 
Yankton Historic Commercial District, 3rd Street between Broadway and 
Pine, Walnut between 4th and 2nd, Yankton. The district will be con
sidered by the Department of the Interior for nomination to the National 
Register of Historic Places. Tlie National Register is the Federal 
Government's official list of historic properties worthy of preservation. 
Listing in the National Register provides recognition and assists in 
preserving our Nation's heritage. Enclosed is a copy of the criteria 
under which properties are evaluated.

Listing in the National Register provides the following benefits to 
historic properties:

-Consideration in the planning for federally assisted projects. 
Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 
provides that the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
be given an opportunity to comment on projects affecting such 
properties.

-Eligibility for Federal tax benefits. If a property is listed 
in the National Register, certain tax provisions may apply.
The Tax Reform Act of 1976, as amended by the Revenue Act of 1978 
and the Tax Treatment Extension Act of 1980, and the Economic 
Recovery Tax Act of 1981, contain provisions intended to encourage 
the preservation of depreciable historic structures by allowing 
favorable tax treatments for rehabilitation, and to discourage 
destruction of historic buildings by eliminating certain Federal 
tax provisions for demolition of historic structures. Beginning 
January 1, 1982, the Economic Recovery Tax Act replaces the 
rehabilitation tax incentives available under prior law with a 
25% Investment tax credit for rehabilitations of certain historic 
commercial, industrial and residential rental buildings. This 
can be combined with a 15-year cost recovery period for the 
adjusted basis of the historic building. Historic buildings 
with certified rehabilitations receive additional tax savings 
because they are exempt from any requirement to reduce the basis 
of the building by the amount of credit. The Tax Treatment 
Extension Act of 1980 Includes provisions regarding charitable 
contributions for conservation purposes of partial interests in 
historically Inportant land areas or structures.

US Post Office 
321 Walnut 
Yankton, SD 57078 

Dear Sir: 

January 8, 1982 

We are pleased to inform you that the property you own is located in the 
Yankton Historic Commercial District, 3rd Street between Broadway and 
Pine, Walnut between 4th and 2nd, Yankton. The district will be con
sidered by the Department of the Interior for nomination to the ~ational 
Register of Historic Places. The National Register is the Federal 
Government's official list of historic properties worthy of preservation. 
Listing in the National Register provides recognition and assiats in 
preserving our Nation's heritage. Enclosed is a copy of the criteria 
tmder which properties are evaluated. 

Listing in the National Register provides the following benefits to 
historic properties: 

-Consideration in the planning for federally asaisted projects. 
Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 
provides that the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
be given an opportunity to counnent on projects affecting such 
properties. 

-Eligibility for Federal tax benefits. If a property is listed 
in the National Register, certain tax provisions may apply. 
The Tax Reform Act of 1976, as amended by the Revenue Act of 1978 
and the Tax Treatment Extension Act of 1980, and the Economic 
Recovery Tax Act of 1981, contain provisions intended to encourage 
the preservation of depreciable historic structures by allowing 
favorable tax treatments for rehabilitation. and to discourage 
destruction of historic buildings by eliminating certain Federal 
tax provisions for demolition of historic structures. Beginning 
January 1, 1982, the Economic Recovery Tax Act replaces the 
rehabilitation tax incentives available under prior law with a 
25X investment tax credit for rehabilitations of certain historic 
c0111Bercial, industrial and residential rental buildings. This 
can be combined with a 15-year cost recovery period for the 
adjusted basis of the historic building. Historic buildings 
with certified rehabilitations receive additional tax savings 
because they are exempt from any requirement to reduce the basis 
of the building by the amount of credit;. The Tax Treatment 
Extension Act of 1980 includes provisions regarding charitable 
contributions for conservation purposes of partial interests in 
historically important land areas or structures. 
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-Consideration of historic values In the decision to Issue a 
surface coal mining permit where coal Is located. In accord 
with Surface Mining and Control Act of 1977.

-Qualification for Federal grants for historic preservation 
when funds are available.

Owners of private properties nominated to the National Register of 
Historic Places be given an opportunity to concur to listing In accord 
with the National Historic Preservation Act Amendments of 1980 and 
Federal regulations 36 CFR Part 60. Any owner or partial owner of 
private property who chooses to object to Using la required to submit 
to the State Historic Preservation Officer a notarized statement cer
tifying that the party Is the sole or partial owner of the private 
property, as appropriate, and objects to the listing. If a majority of 
the owners objects to listing, the district will not be listed. Each 
owner or partial owner of private property In a district has one vote 
regardless of how many properties or what part of one property that 
party owns. If the district cannot be listed because a majority of 
owners objects prior to the submission of a nomination by the State, the 
State Historic Preservation Officer shall submit the nomination to the 
Keeper of the National Register for a determination of the eligibility 
of the district for Inclusion In the National Register. If the property 
Is then determined eligible for listing, although not formally listed. 
Federal agencies will be required to allow the Advlsoiry Council on 
Historic Preservation an opportunity to comment before the agency may 
fund, license, or assist a project. which will affect the property. If 
you choose to object to the listing of your property, the notarized 
objection must be submitted to Dr. Junius R. Flshbume, 216 Clark Street, 
University of South Dakota, Vermillion, SD 57069 by February 17, 1982.

If you wish to comment on whether the district should be nominated to 
the National Register, please send your comments to the above address.

Sincerely,

Junius R. Flshbume
State Historic Preservation Officer

Enclosure(s)

U.S. Post Office 
Page Two 
JDanuary 8, 1982 

-Consideration of historic values in the decision to issue a 
surface coal mining permit where coal is located, in accord 
with Surface Mining and Control Act of 1977. 

-Qualification for Federal grants for historic preservation 
when funds are available. 

Owners of private properties nominated to the National Register of 
Historic Places be given an opportunity to concur to listing in accord 
with the National Historic Preservation Act Amendments of 1980 and 
Federal regulations 36 CFR Part 60. Any owner or partial owner of 
private property who chooses to object to lising is required to submit 
to the State Historic Preservation Officer a notarized statement cer
tifying that the party is the sole or partial owner of the private 
property, as appropriate, and objects to the listing. If a majority of 
the owners objects to listing, the district will not be listed. Each 
owner or partial owner of private property in a district has one vote 
regardless of how many properties or what part of one property that 
party owns. If the district cannot be listed because a majority of 
owners objects prior to the submission of a nomination by the State, the 
State Historic Preservation Officer shall submit the nomination to the 
Keeper of the National Register for a determination of the eligibility 
of the district for inclusion in the National Register. If the property 
is then determined eligible for listing, although not formally listed, 
Federal agencies will be required to allow the Advisory Council on 
Historic Preservation an opportunity to comment before the agency may 
fund, license, or assist a project.which will affect the property • . If 
you choose to object to the listing of your property, the notarized 
objection must be submitted to Dr. Junius R. Fishburne, 216 Clark Street, 
University of South Dakota, Vermillion, SD 57069 by February 17, 1982. 

If you wish to connnent on whether the district should be nominated to 
the National Register, please send your comments to the above address. 

Sincerely, 

Junius R. Fishbume 
State Historic Preservation Officer 

Enclosure(s) 



RE: Withdrawal of Objection by Property Owner

Dr. Junius R. Fishburne 
State Historic Preservation Officer 
USD 216 East Clark 
Vermillion, SD 57069
Dear Dr. Fishburne:
This will confirm that I am fully aware of the effects of listing a 
property in the National Register of Historic Places. I recognize that, 
under the National Historic Preservation Act, I am entitled to object 
to the proposed listing of my property by a notarized, written statement. 
If I am the sole owner and I object, my property will not be listed.
If there are multiple owners of this property and a majority of the 
owners object, the property will not be listed.

Following is the address of my property:
^ j^ Jyixjj w ______

iA (y A aJC/U

I have previously submitted to the State Historic Preservation Officer a 
notarized letter of objection to the listing of the property in question 
on the National Register of Historic Places. I hereby withdraw that 
objection.

Sincerely,

Subscribed and sworn to before me this day of
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RE: Withdrawal of Objection by Property Owner 

Dr. Junius R. Fishburne 
State Historic Preservation Officer 
USO 216 East Clark 
Vermillion, SD 57069 

Dear Dr. Fishburne: 

This will confirm that I am fully aware of the effects of listing a 
property in the National Register of Historic Places. I recognize that, 
under the National Historic Preservation Act, I am entitled to object 
to the proposed listing of my property by a notarized, written statement. 
If I am the sole owner and I object, my property will not be listed . 
If there are multiple owners of this property and a majority of the 
owners object, the property will not be listed. 

Following is the address of my property: 

> r , 

a <b a oh,; ~'11-<JA id, &2b✓ 1 4<-1 w-
aa v!L .IJ Cr. t,,U::AJ 

I have previously submitted to the State Historic Preservation Officer a 
notarized letter of objection to the listing of the property in question 
on the National Register of Historic Places. I hereby withdraw that 
objection. 

Sincerely, 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this ~/_';2, ___ day of ~~a...,:::~~~_;c_~V~<.J.-.'"-__ 
;y 
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RE: Withdrawal of Objection by Property Owner

Dr. Junius R. Fishburne 
State Historic Preservation Officer 
USD 216 East Clark 
Vermillion, SD 57069
Dear Dr. Fishburne:
This will confirm that I am fully aware of the effects of listing a 
property in the National Register of Historic Places. I recognize that, 
under the National Historic Preservation Act, I am entitled to object 
to the proposed listing of my property by a notarized, written statement. 
If I am the sole owner and I object, my property will not be listed.
If there are multiple owners of this property and a majority of the 
owners object, the property will not be listed.

Following is the address of my property:

I have previously submitted to the State Historic Preservation Officer a 
notarized letter of objection to the listing of the property in question 
on the National Register of Historic Places. I hereby withdraw that 
objection.

Sincerely,

Subscribed and sworn to before me this //r> day of ^

....

RE: Withdrawal of Objection by Property Owner 

Dr. Junius R. Fishburne 
State Historic Preservation Officer 
USO 216 East Clark 
Vermillion, SD 57069 

Dear Dr. Fishburne: 

This will confirm that I am fully aware of the effects of listing a 
property in the National Register of Hi storic Places. I recognize that, 
under the National Historic Preservation Act, I am entitled to object 
to the proposed listing of my property by a notarized, written statement. 
If I am the sole owner and I object, my property will not be listed. 
If there are multiple owners of this property and a majority of the 
owners object, the property will not be listed. 

Following is the address of my property: 

~!3wd.JJ 

I have previously submitted to the State Historic Preservation Officer a 
notarized letter of objection to the listing of the property in question 
on the National Register of Historic Pl aces. I hereby V•Jithdraw that 
objection. 

Sincerely, 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this ~ /'-'b"""--- day of cle/hua1f/= 



RE: Withdrawal of Objection by Property Owner

Dr. Junius R. Fishburne 
State Historic Preservation Officer 
USD 216 East Clark 
Vermillion, SD 57069

Dear Dr. Fishburne:
This will confirm that I am fully aware of the effects of listing a 
property in the National Register of Historic Places. I recognize that, 
under the National Historic Preservation Act, I am entitled to object 
to the proposed listing of my property by a notarized, written statement. 
If I am the sole owner and I object, my property will not be listed.
If there are multiple owners of this property and a majority of the 
owners object, the property will not be listed.

Following is the address of my property:

■3 ! *4- yV'/xJ/Y)yiA yir

^TV.. T 3<0. <vC /y X> )

I have previously submitted to the State Historic Preservation Officer a 
notarized letter of objection to the listing of the property in question 
on the National Register of Historic Places, I hereby withdraw that 
objection.

Sincerely

___

day ofSubscribed and sworn to before me this
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RE: Withdrawal of Objection by Property Owner 

Dr. Junius R. Fishburne 
State Historic Preservation Officer 
USO 216 East Clark 
Vermillion, SD 57069 

Dear Dr. Fishburne: 

This will confirm that I am fully aware of the effects of listing a 
property in the National Register of Historic Places. I recognize that, 
under the National Historic Preservation Act, I am entitled to object 
to the proposed listing of my property by a notarized, written statement. 
If I am the sole owner and I object, my property will not be listed. 
If there are multiple owners of this property and a majority of the 
owners object, the property will not be listed. 

Following is the address of my property: 

I have previously submitted to the Sta t e Historic Preservation Officer a 
notarized letter of objection to the listing of the property in question 
on the National Register of Historic Places. I hereby withdraw that 
objection. 

Sincerely, 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this /~../1 dayof~ ('t__h., 
I I 



RE: Withdrawal of Objection by Property Owner

Dr. Junius R. Fishburne 
State Historic Preservation Officer 
USD 216 East Clark 
Vermillion, SD 57069
Dear Dr. Fishburne:

This will confirm that I am fully aware of the effects of listing a 
property in the National Register of Historic Places. I recognize that, 
under the National Historic Preservation Act, I am entitled to object 
to the proposed listing of my property by a notarized, written statement. 
If I am the sole owner and I object, my property will not be listed.
If there are multiple owners of this property and a majority of the 
owners object, the property will not be listed.

Following is the address of my property:

3 y V yVy Ji

I have previously submitted to the State Historic Preservation Officer a 
notarized letter of objection to the listing of the property in question 
on the National Register of Historic Places. I hereby withdraw that 
objection.

Sincerely,

Subscribed and sworn to before me this Ho day of
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RE: Withdrawal of Objection by Property Owner 

Dr. Junius R. Fishburne 
State Historic Preservation Officer 
USO 216 East Clark 
Vermillion, SD 57069 

Dear Dr. Fishburne: 

This will confirm that I am fully aware of the effects of listing a 
property in the National Register of Historic Places. I recognize that, 
under the National Historic Preservation Act, I am entitled to object 
to the proposed listing of my property by a notarized, written statement. 
If I am the sole owner and I object, my property will not be listed. 
If there are multiple owners of this property and a majority of the 
owners object, the prDperty will not be listed. 

Following is the address of my property: 

I have previously submitted to the State Historic Preservation Officer a 
notarized letter of objection to the li sting of the property in question 
on the National Register of Historic Pl aces. I hereby withdraw that 
objection. 

Sincerely, 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this ~/i~(z _ _ day of , 1.h«04f;,= 

.,,· 
,,1• 



RE: Withdrawal of Objection by Property Owner

Dr. Junius R. Fishburne 
State Historic Preservation Officer 
USD 216 East Clark 
Vermillion, SD 57069
Dear Dr. Fishburne:
This will confirm that I am fully aware of the effects of listing a 
property in the National Register of Historic Places. I recognize that, 
under the National Historic Preservation Act, I am entitled to object 
to the proposed listing of my property by a notarized, written statement. 
If I am the sole owner and I object, my property will not be listed.
If there are multiple owners of this property and a majority of the 
owners object, the property will not be listed.

Following is the address of my property:
/^O

I have previously submitted to the State Historic Preservation Officer a 
notarized letter of objection to the listing of the property in question 
on the National Register of Historic Places. I hereby withdraw that 
objection.

Sincerely,

C
/

Subscribed and sworn to before me this l(o day of , hlyiLcryaj-l
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RE: Withdrawal of Objection by Property Owner 

Dr. Junius R. Fishburne 
State Historic Preservation Officer 
USD 216 East Clark 
Vermillion, SD 57069 

Dear Dr. Fishburne: 

This will confirm that I am fully aware of the effects of listing a 
property in the National Register of Historic Places. I recognize that, 
under the National Historic Preservation Act, I am entitled to object 
to the proposed listing of my property by a notarized, written statement. 
If I am the sole owner and I object, my property will not be listed. 
If there are multiple owners of this property and a majority of the 
owners object, the property will not be listed. 

Following is the address of my property: 

/00 €/:1 ~r •rff~ 

I have previously submitted to the State Historic Preservation Officer a 
notarized letter of objection to the listing of the property in question 
on the National Register of Historic Places. I hereby withdraw that 
objection. 

Sincerely, 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this __ l~w~- day of .JJYlllo4r 



RE: Withdrawal of Objection by Property Owner

Dr. Junius R. Fishburne 
State Historic Preservation Officer 
USD 216 East Clark 
Vermillion, SD 57069
Dear Dr. Fishburne:
This will confirm that I am fully aware of the effects of listing a 
property in the National Register of Historic Places. I recognize that, 
under the National Historic Preservation Act, I am entitled to object 
to the proposed listing of my property by a notarized, written statement. 
If I am the sole owner and I object, my property will not be listed.
If there are multiple owners of this property and a majority of the 
owners object, the property will not be listed.

Following is the address of my property:
3 ! o____ R^ ^(7.^

I have previously submitted to the State Historic Preservation Officer a 
notarized letter of objection to the listing of the property in question 
on the National Register of Historic Places. I hereby withdraw that 
objection.

Sincerely,

6

Subscribed and sworn to before me this / 7 day of ^

OY'
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RE: Withdrawal of Objection by Property Owner 

Dr. Junius R. Fishburne 
State Historic Preservation Officer 
USO 216 East Clark 
Vermillion, SD 57069 

Dear Dr. Fishburne: 

This will confirm that I am fully aware of the effects of listing a 
property in the National Register of Historic Places. I recognize that, 
under the National Historic Preservation Act, I am entitled to object 
to the proposed listing of my property by a notarized, written statement. 
If I am the sole owner and I object, my property will not be listed. 
If there are multiple owners of this property and a majority of the 
owners object, the property will not be listed. 

Following is the address of my property: 

3 / 0 

I have previously submitted to the State Historic Preservation Officer a 
notarized letter of objection to the li sting of the property in question 
on the National Register of Historic Pl aces. I hereby \'/ithdraw that 
objection. 

Sincerely, 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this ~'~7~- day of J-<-4- . 11 &':'L 



RE: Withdrawal of Objection by Property Owner

Dr. Junius R. Fishburne 
State Historic Preservation Officer 
USD 216 East Clark 
Vermillion, SD 57069
Dear Dr. Fishburne:
This will confirm that I am fully aware of the effects of listing a 
property in the National Register of Historic Places. I recognize that, 
under the National Historic Preservation Act, I am entitled to object 
to the proposed listing of my property by a notarized, written statement. 
If I am the sole owner and I object, my property will not be listed.
If there are multiple owners of this property and a majority of the 
owners object, the property will not be listed.

Following is the addjcsss^of my property:'^OG '^^rdr]aum-Y
/

I have previously submitted to the State Historic Preservation Officer a 
notarized letter of objection to the listing of the property in question 
on the National Register of Historic Places. I hereby withdraw that 
objection.

Sincerely

Subscribed and sworn to before me this /nA. day of vX im

RE: Withdrawal of Objection by Property Ovmer 

Dr. Junius R. Fishburne 
State Historic Preservation Officer 
USO 216 East Clark 
Vermillion, SD 57069 

Dear Dr. Fishburne: 

This will confirm that I am fully aware of the effects of listing a 
property in the National Register of Historic Places. I recognize that, 
under the National Historic Preservation Act, I am entitled to object 
to the proposed listing of my property by a notarized, written statement. 
If I am the sole owner and I object, my property will not be listed. 
If there are multiple owners of this property and a majority of the 
owners object, the property will not be listed. 

Fo 11 owing is the ad~ my property: 

3ac;, · --::15'r o nl tuel 

I have previously submitted to the State Historic Preservation Officer a 
notarized letter of objection to the listing of the property in question 
on the National Register of Historic Places. I hereby \\lithdraw that 
objection. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this · 11-DL day of 



RE: Withdrawal of Objection by Property Owner

Dr. Junius R. Fishburne 
State Historic Preservation Officer 
USD 216 East Clark 
Vermillion, SD 57069
Dear Dr. Fishburne:
This will confirm that I am fully aware of the effects of listing a 
property in the National Register of Historic Places. I recognize that, 
under the National Historic Preservation Act, I am entitled to object 
to the proposed listing of my property by a notarized, written statement. 
If I am the sole owner and I object, my property will not be listed.
If there are multiple owners of this property and a majority of the 
owners object, the property will not be listed.
Following is the address of my property:

^i4 Irv aJ/yuA.i-

3/) .‘rOO'yy

I have previously submitted to the State Historic Preservation Officer a 
notarized letter of objection to the listing of the property in question 
on the National Register of Historic Places. I hereby withdraw that 
objection.

Sincerely,

Subscribed and sworn to before me this /7 day of ^

7')!^ •
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RE: Withdrawal of Objection by Property Owner 

Dr. Junius R. Fishburne 
State Historic Preservation Officer 
USD 216 East Clark 
Vermillion, SD 57069 

Dear Dr. Fishburne: 

This will confirm that I am fully aware of the effects of listing a 
property in the National Register of Historic Places. I recognize that, 
under the National Historic Preservation Act, I am entitled to object 
to the proposed listing of my property by a notarized, written statement. 
If I am the sole owner and I object, my property will not be listed. 
If there are multiple owners of this property and a majority of the 
owners object, the property will not be listed. 

Following is the address of my property: 

3 L f 2Y alaw .. J 

I have previously submitted to the State Historic Preservation Officer a 
notarized letter of objection to the listing of the property in question 
on the National Register of Historic Places. I hereby withdraw that 
objection. 

Sincerely, 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this -~/~1 __ day of c{J-Mll,W/1"/-< , J 9f' :J 



RE: Withdrawal of Objection by Property Owner

Dr. Junius R. Fishburne 
State Historic Preservation Officer 
USD 216 East Clark 
Vermillion, SD 57069
Dear Dr. Fishburne:
This will confirm that I am fully aware of the effects of listing a 
property in the National Register of Historic Places. I recognize that, 
under the National Historic Preservation Act, I am entitled to object 
to the proposed listing of my property by a notarized, written statement. 
If I am the sole owner and I object, my property will not be listed.
If there are multiple owners of this property and a majority of the 
owners object, the property will not be listed.

Following is the address of my property:

(?ayp\L (\~n4v<£T >c Op -

I have previously submitted to the State Historic Preservation Officer a 
notarized letter of objection to the listing of the property in question 
on the National Register of Historic Places. I hereby withdraw that 
objection.

Sincerely,

Subscribed and sworn to before me this ^7 of

RE: Withdrawal of Objection by Property 01-'mer 

Dr. Junius R. Fishburne 
State Historic Preservation Officer 
USO 216 East Clark 
Vermillion, SD 57069 

Dear Dr. Fishburne: 

This will confirm that I am fully aware of the effects of listing a 
property in the National Register of H·istoric Places. I recognize that, 
under the National Historic Preservation Act, I am entitled to object 
to the proposed listing of my property by a notarized, written statement. 
If I am the sole owner and I object, my property will not be listed. 
If there are multiple owners of this property and a majority of the 
owners object, the property will not be listed. 

Following is the address of my property: 

~U~L hw .. o,"1<, - ~3 '-f - WALNLA r 

I have previously submitted to the State Historic Preservation Officer a 
notarized letter of objection to the listing of the property in question 
on the National Register of Historic Places. I hereby withdraw that 
objection. 

Sincerely, 

7 'I I Subscribed and sworn to before me this __ 1 ___ day of JtA..~ 



RE: Waiver by Property Owner q3A\303^
zfiiNvr

Dr. Junius R. Fishbume 
216 East Clark 
University of South Dakota 
Vermillion, SD 57069

Dear Dr. Fishbume:

This will confirm that I am fully aware of the effects of listing a 
property in the National Register of Historic Places. I recognize that, 
under the National Historic Preservation Act, I am entitled to object to 
the proposed listing of my property by a notarized, written statement.
If I am the sole owner and I object, my property will not be listed. If 
there are multiple owners of this property and a majority of the owners 
object, the property will not be listed.

Following is the address of my property:

Warehouse. 22f Capital, Yankton

I hereby waive my right to object to the proposed listing and notify you 
that I request that my property be listed in the National Register at 
the earliest possible date.

Sincerely,

Date: I ^ j

.r?'

RE: Waiver by Property Owner 

Dr. Junius R. Fishburne 
216 East Clark 
University of South Dakota 
Vermillion, SD 57069 

Dear Dr. Fishburne: 

This will confirm that I am fully aware of the effects of listing a 
property in the National Register of Historic Places. I recognize that, 
under the National Historic Preservation Act, I am entitled to object to 
the proposed listing of my property by a notarized, written statement. 
If I am the sole owner and I object, my property will not be listed. If 
there are multiple owners of this property and a majority of the owners 
object, the property will not be listed. 

Following is the address of my property: 

Warehouse, 22f Capital, Yankton 

I hereby waive my right to object to the proposed listing and notify you 
that I request that my property be listed in the National Register at 
the earliest possible date. 

Sincerely, 



RE: Waiver by Property Owner

Dr. Junius R. Fishburne 
216 East Clark 
University of South Dakota 
Vermillion, SD 57069

Dear Dr. Fishburne:

This will confirm that I am fully aware of the effects of listing a 
property in the National Register of Historic Places. I recognize that, 
under the National Historic Preservation Act, I am entitled to object to 
the proposed listing of my property by a notarized, written statement.
If I am the sole owner and I object, my property will not be listed. If 
there are multiple owners of this property and a majority of the owners 
object, the property will not be listed.

Following is the address of my property:

Style Shop, 106 West Third, Yankton.

I hereby waive my right to object to the proposed listing and notify you 
that I request that my property be listed in the National Register at 
the earliest possible date.

Sincerely,

Date: I— / JTV I ^
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RE: Waiver by Property Owner 

Dr. Junius R. Fishburne 
216 East Clark 
University of South Dakota 
Vermillion, SD 57069 

Dear Dr. Fishburne: 

This will confirm that I am fully aware of the effects of listing a 
property in the National Register of Historic Places. I recognize that, 
under the National Historic Preservation Act, I am entitled to object to 
the proposed listing of my property by a notarized, written statement. 
If I am the sole owner and I object, my property will not be listed. If 
there are multiple owners of this property and a majority of the owners 
object, the property will not be listed. 

Following is the address of my property: 

Style Shop, 106 West Third, Yankton. 

I hereby waive my right to object to the proposed listing and notify you 
that I request that my property be listed in the National Register at 
the earliest possible date. 

Sincerely, 

Date: I - I .r.- l 1/d 



RE: Waiver by Property Owner

Dr. Junius R. Fishburne 
216 East Clark 
University of South Dakota 
Vermillion, SD 57069

Dear Dr. Fishburne:

This will confirm that I am fully aware of the effects of listing a 
property in the National Register of Historic Places. I recognize 
that, under the National Historic Preservation Act, I am entitled 
to object to the proposed listing of ray property by a notarized, 
written statement. If I am the sole owner and I object, my property 
will not be listed. If there are multiple owners of this property 
and a majority of the owners object, the property will not be listed.

Following is the address of my property:

First Dflkota National Bank

201 West Third

Yankton. S.D, 57078

I hereby waive my right to object to the proposed listing and notify 
you that I request that my property be listed in the National Register 
at the earliest possible date.

Sincerely,

D^^tonl^.' Aasland 
Executive Vice President 
Date: Feb 11. 1982

1
A

RE: Waiver by Property Owner 

Dr. Junius R. Fishburne 
216 East Clark 
University of South Dakota 
Vermillion, SD 57069 

Dear Dr. Fishburne: 

This will confirm that I am fully aware of the effects of listing a 
property in the National Register of Historic Places. I recognize 
that, under the National Historic Preservation Act, I am entitled 
to object to the proposed listing of my property by a notarized, 
written statement. If I am the sole owner and I object, my property 
will not be listed. If there are multiple owners of this property 
and a majority of the owners object, the property will not be listed. 

Following is the address of my property: 

First Dakota National Blnk 

201 West Third 

Yankton, s.n. 57078 

I hereby waive my right to object to the proposed listing and notify 
you that I request that my property be listed in the National Register 
at the earliest possible date. 

Sincerely, 

1"~~ ~~lLa,nr.nd~!Mjlfl 

Executive Vice Pres dent 
Date: Feb 11 1 1982 , 



RE: Waiver by Property Owner

Dr. Junius R. Fishburne 
216 East Clark 
University of South Dakota 
Vermillion, SD 57069

Dear Dr. Fishburne:

This will confirm that I am fully aware of the effects of listing a 
property in the National Register of Historic Places. I recognize that, 
under the National Historic Preservation Act, I am entitled to object to 
the proposed listing of my property by a notarized, written statement.
If I am the sole owner and I object, my property will not be listed. If 
there are multiple owners of this property and a majority of the owners 
object, the property will not be listed.

Following is the address of my property:

Bob's Photography, 306 West Third, Yankton.

I hereby waive my right to object to the proposed listing and notify you 
that I request that my property be listed in the National Register at 
the earliest possible date.

Sincerely,

#

4
4
4

RE: Waiver by Property Owner 

Dr. Junius R. Fishburne 
216 East Clark 
University of South Dakota 
Vermillion, SD 57069 

Dear Dr. Fishburne: 

This will confirm that I am fully aware of the effects of listing a 
property in the National Register of Historic Places. I recognize that, 
under the National Historic Preservation Act, I am entitled to object to 
the proposed listing of my property by a notarized, written statement. 
If I am the sole owner and I object, my property will not be listed. If 
there are multiple owners of this property and a majority of the owners 
object, the property will not be listed. 

Following is the address of my property: 

Bob's Photography, 306 West Third, Yankton. 

I hereby waive my right to object to the proposed listing and notify you 
that I request that my property be listed in the National Register at 
the earliest possible date. 

Sincerely, 

;ii, J-~~~/4/ 
:te: od-'vC,/1/2 /7/Z--
,Y 



RE: Waiver by Property Owner

Dr. Junius R. Fishbume 
216 East Clark 
University of South Dakota 
Vermillion, SD 57069

Dear Dr. Fishburne:

This will confirm that I am fully aware of the effects of listing a 
property in the National Register of Historic Places. I recognize that, 
under the National Historic Preservation Act, I am entitled to object to 
the proposed listing of my property by a notarized, written statement.
If I am the sole owner and I object, my property will not be listed. If 
there are multiple owners of this property and a majority of the owners 
object, the property will not be listed.

Following is the address of my property:

Kate's, 219 West Third, Yankton.

I hereby waive my right to object to the proposed listing and notify you 
that I request that my property be listed in the National Register at 
the earliest possible date.

Sincerely,

Date:

■7.

I
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RE: Waiver by Property Owner 

Dr. Junius R. Fishburne 
216 East Clark 
University of South Dakota 
Vermillion, SD 57069 

Dear Dr. Fishburne: 

This will confirm that I am fully aware of the effects of listing a 
property in the National Regist.er of Historic Places. I recognize that, 
under the National Historic Preservation Act, I am entitled to object to 
the proposed listing of my property by a notarized, written statement. 
If I am the sole owner and I object, my property will not be listed. If 
there are multiple owners of this property and a majority of the owners 
object, the property will not be listed. 

Following is the address of my property: 

Kate's, 219 West Third, Yankton. 

I hereby waive my right to object to the proposed listing and notify you 
that I request that my property be listed in the National Register at 
the earliest possible date. 

Sincerely, 



RE: Waiver by Property Owner ■-li ■;
fr’*-'

Dr. Junius R. Fishburne 
216 East Clark 
University of South Dakota 
Vermillion, SD 57069

A'
Il| gjg)

Dear Dr. Fishburne:

This will confirm that I am fully aware of the effects of listing a 
property in the National Register of Historic Places. I recognize that, 
under the National Historic Preservation Act, I am entitled to object to 
the proposed listing of my property by a notarized, written statement.
If 1 am the sole owner and I object, my property will not be listed. If 
there are multiple owners of this property and a majority of the owners 
object, the property will not be listed.

Following is the address of my property:

Rexall IJrugs, 109 West Third. Yankton.

I hereby waive my right to object to the proposed listing and notify you 
that I request that my property be listed in the National Register at 
the earliest possible date.

Sincerely

/ //Date:

RE: Waiver by Property Owner 

Dr. Junius R. Fishburne 
216 East Clark 
University of South Dakota 
Vermillion, SD 57069 

Dear Dr. Fishburne: 

This will confirm that I am fully aware of the effects of listing a 
property in the National Register of Historic Places. I recognize that, 
under the National Historic Preservation Act, I am entitled to object to 
the proposed listing of my property by a notarized, written statement. 
If I am the sole owner and I object, my property will not be listed. If 
there are multiple owners of this property and a majority of the owners 
object, the property will not be listed. 

Following is the address 

Rexanf Orugs, 

of my property: 

109 West Third, Yankton. 

I hereby waive my right to object to the proposed listing and notify you 
that I request that my property be listed in the National Register at 
the earliest possible date. 

Sincerely, 



RE: Waiver by Property Owner
V

Dr. Junius R. Fishbume 
216 East Clark 
University of South Dakota 
Vermillion, SD 57069

Q3M3D3^i §
Z8O103J

Dear Dr. Fishbume:

This will confirm that I am fully aware of the effects of listing a 
property in the National Register of Historic Places. I recognize that, 
under the National Historic Preservation Act, I am entitled to object to 
the proposed listing of my property by a notarized, written statement.
If I am the sole owner and I object, my property will not be listed. If 
there are multiple owners of this property and a majority of the owners 
object, the property will not be listed.

Following is the address of my property:

The Pantry, 215 West Third, Yankton

I hereby waive my right to object to the proposed listing and notify you 
that I request that my property be listed in the National Register at 
the earliest possible date.

Sincerely,

![>■
L

rs'i; V/ r.'

a

RE: Waiver by Property Owner 

Dr. Junius R. Fishburne 
216 East Clark 
University of South Dakota 
Vermillion, SD 57069 

Dear Dr. Fishburne: 

This will confirm that I am fully aware of the effects of listing a 
property in the National Register of Historic Places. I recognize that, 
under the National Historic Preservation Act, I am entitled to object to 
the proposed listing of my property by a notarized, written statement. 
If I am the sole owner and I object, my property will not be listed. If 
there are multiple owners of this property and a majority of the owners 
object, the property will not be listed. 

Following is the address of my property: 

The Pantry, 215 West Third, Yankton 

I hereby waive my right to object to the proposed listing and notify you 
that I request that my property be listed in the National Register at 
the earliest possible date. 

Sincerely, 

~-~ 
- S<".2--

Date: L - (. -

~ / ()Cl-'V~,ty J .. i 
c .... '\~..> '\!\i - ' . 
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^^CEIVED

RE: Waiver by Property Owner

Dr. Junius R. Fishbume 
216 East Clark 
University of South Dakota 
Vermillion, SD 57069

Dear Dr. Fishbume:

This will confirm that I am fully aware of the effects of listing a 
property in the National Register of Historic Places. I recognize that, 
under the National Historic Preservation Act, I am entitled to object to 
the proposed listing of my property by a notarized, written statement.
If I am the sole owner and I object, my property will not be listed. If 
there are multiple owners of this property and a majority of the owners 
object, the property will not be listed.

Following is the address of my property:

Furniture Gallery, East Third (address should 

be between 113 and 119). Legal Description:

East 76 feet 11 inces of Lots 17 and 18, less

the South 8 feet of Lot 17, Block 2, Lower Yankton Addition.

I hereby waive my right to object to the proposed listing and notify you 
that I request that my property be listed in the National Register at 
the earliest possible date.

Sincerely,

/ r - aDate:

RE: Waiver by Property Owner 

Dr. Junius R. Fishburne 
216 East Clark 
University of South Dakota 
Vermillion, SD 57069 

Dear Dr. Fishburne: 

This will confirm that I am fully aware of the effects of listing a 
property in the National Register of Historic Places. I recognize that, 
under the National Historic Preservation Act, I am entitled to object to 
the proposed listing of my property by a notarized, written statement. 
If I am the sole owner and I object, my property will not be listed. If 
there are multiple owners of this property and a majority of the owners 
object, the property will not be listed. 

Following is the address of my property: 

Furniture Gallery, East Third (address should 

be between 113 and 119). Legal Description: 

East 76 feet 11 :inces of Lots 17 and 18, less 

the South 8 feet of Lot 17, Block 2, Lower Yankton Addition. 

I hereby waive my right to object to the proposed listing and notify you 
that I request that my property be listed in the National Register at 
the earliest possible date. 

Sincerely, 



RE: Objection by Property Owner

Dr. Junius R, Fishburne 
216 East Clark 
University of South Dakota 
Vermillion, South Dakota 57069

Dear Dr. Fishburne:

This will confirm that I am aware of the effects of listing a 
property in the National Register of Historic Places. I 
recognize that, under the National Historic Preservation Act,
I am entitled to object to the proposed listing of my property 
by a notarized, written statement. If I am the sole owner and 
I object, my property will not be listed. If there are multiple 
owners of this property and a majority of the owners object, 
the property will not be listed.

Following is the address of my property:

___________________________________________________

= received a> .N/

S! ~7 1 Mu 'f'

3)9

I hereby exercise my right to object to the proposed listing and 
notify you that I request that my property NOT be listed in the 
National Register.

Sincerely,

Subscribed and sworn to before me this /^

otary PubTTc /

RE: Objection by Property Owner 

Dr. Junius R. Fishburne 
216 East Clark 
University of South Dakota 
Vermillion, South Dakota 57069 

Dear Dr. Fishburne: 

This will confirm that I am aware of the effects of listing a 
property in the National Register of Historic Places. I 
recognize that, under the National Historic Preservation Act, 
I am entitled to object to the proposed listing of my property 
by a notarized, . written statement. If I am the sole owner and 
I object, my property will not be listed. If there are multiple 
owners of this property and a majority of the owners object, 
the property will not be listed. 

Following is the address of my property: 

3;.{' W?<-&v-t 

I hereby exercise my right to object to the proposed listing and 
notify you that I request that my property NOT be listed in the 
National Register. 

Sincerely, 

~ e/ic 
Subscribed and sworn to before me this 

/4,. 

I <J''!-- _'/ 
__,__-'d_~--- day 04~;:J, 19 K±--
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RE: Objection by Property Owner

Dr. Junius R. Fishburne 
216 East Clark 
University of South Dakota 
Vermillion, South Dakota 57069

Dear Dr. Fishburne:

This will confirm that I am aw^'e of the effects of listing a 
property in the National Register of Historic Places. I 
recognize that, under the National Historic Preservation Act,
I am entitled to object to the proposed listing of my property 
by a notarized, written statement. If I am the sole owner and 
I object, my property will not be listed. If there are multiple 
owners of this property and a majority of the owners object, 
the property will not be listed.

Following is the address of my property:

f- - //^ J.

I hereby exercise my right to object to the proposed listing and 
notify you that I request that my property NOT be listed in the 
National Register.

Sincerely,

day I9;£2rSubscribed and sworn to before me this

RE: Objection by Property Owner 

Dr. Junius R. Fishburne 
216 East Clark 
University of South Dakota 
Vermillion, South Dakota 57069 

Dear Dr. Fishburne: 

This will confirm that I am awa e of the effects of listing a 
property in the National Register of Historic Places. I 
recognize that, under the National Historic Preservation Act, 
I am entitled to object to the proposed listing of my property 
by a notarized, -written statement. If I am the sole owner and 
I object, my property will not be listed. If there are multiple 
owners of this property and a majority of the owners object, 
the property will not be listed. 

Following is the address of my property: 

/of~;;o-1/2 d_34!5:,r. 

I hereby exercise my right to object to the proposed listing and 
notify you that I request that my property NOT be listed in the 
National Register. 

Sincerely, 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 

f:~a&b2J-
J;J. p day of/1,,+~c/l, 198'.2-



RE: Objection by Property Owner

Dr. Junius R. Fishburne 
216 East Clark 
University of South Dakota 
Vermillion, South Dakota 57069
Dear Dr. Fishburne:
This will confirm that I am aware of the effects of listing a 
property in the National Register of Historic Places. I 
recognize that, under the National Historic Preservation Act,
I am entitled to object to the proposed listing of my property 
by a notarized,'written statement. If I am the sole owner and 
I object, my property will not be listed. If there are multiple 
owners of this property and a majority of the owners object, 
the property will not be listed.
Following is the^address of my property:

SteplAhead, 102 W. Third Street, Yankton, SD
---- ^---------------------------------------------r
Walnut 3ar , 3rd & Douglas, Yankton, SD

Riviera Cafe Bldg., Lot 14, Block 26, Todd's Addition, 
-------- ^------------------------------------------------------- Yankton , SD

I hereby exercise my right to object to the proposed listing and 
notify you that I request that my property NOT be listed in the 
National Register.

Sincerely,
* 'j. wl trierweiler;

BY:
Ja^'s T. doe tz, Trust be /

Subscribed and sworn to before"me this 1 6 th day &£^b. , 1982

(xQLd-ckj

My commission expires: 

(SEAL)

Notary Public 

Februar y 26 , 1 989.

........

RE: Objection by Property Owner 

Dr. Junius R. Fishburne 
216 East Clark 
University of South Dakota 
Vennillion, South Dakota 57069 

Dear Dr. Fishburne: 

This will confinn that I am aware of the effects of listing a 
property in the National Register of Historic Places. I 
recognize that, under the National Historic Preservation Act, 
I am entitled to object to the proposed listing of my property 
by a notarized,·written statement. If I am the sole owner and 
I object, my property will not be listed. If there are multiple 
owners of this property and a majority of the owners object, 
the property will not be listed. 

Following is the address of my property: 
l 

Step lAhead, 102 W. Third Street, Yank ton, SD 
I 

'\lalnut 3ar, 3rd & Douglas, Yankton, SD 

Riviera Cafe Bldg., Lot 14, Block 26, Todd's Addition, 
Yankton, SD 

I hereby exercise my right to object to the proposed listing and 
notify you that I request that my property NOT be listed in the 
National Register. 

Sinc~e ly, 

J. ,.,; ) TRIERWEILER~~~~ 

r:---c 

Subscribed and sworn 

\ 

ilia rrlQ m. LJ oJ2(_o-ehv 
I . 

Notary Public 

M~' CQmmissicin expires: Feb r u a r y 2 6 , 1 9 8 9 • 

(SE.\L) 



RE: Objection by Property Owner

Dr. Junius R. Fishburne 
216 East Clark 
University of South Dakota 
Vermillion, South Dakota 57069
Dear Dr. Fishburne:
This will confirm that I am aware of the effects of listing a 
property in the National Register of Historic Places. I 
recognize that, under the National Historic Preservation Act,
I am entitled to object to the proposed listing of my property 
by a notarized,’written statement. If I am the sole owner and 
I object, my property will not be listed. If there are multiple 
owners of this property and a majority of the owners object, 
the property will not be listed.
Following is the address of my property:

311 ^iJest Third Street and vacant lots
described as

----------- :--------------------------- r
East 1/2 of the West 1/3 of

Lots 17 and 18, Block 13, in that part of the

City of Yankton platted and known as "Yankton"

We- hereby exercise ourright to object to the proposed listing and 
notify you thatwe request that cur property NOT be listed in the
National Register.

JXpB t. GOETZ

r RO§ERT“W7"HIR^CH 
ore me this i 5thda

nLLTm~J7~/Lmi5CE-^
Subscribed and iworn to

4^^Cl( JL 0
Notary Public
LAURIE VOIGT

My coramission expires April 15, 1988 

(SEAL')

RE: Objection by Property Owner 

Dr. Junius R. Fishburne 
216 East Clark 
University of South Dakota 
Vennillion, South Dakota 57069 

Dear Dr. Fishburne: 

This will confinn that I am aware of the effects of listing a 
property in the National Register of Historic Places. I 
recognize that, under the National Historic Preservation Act, 
I am entitled to object to the proposed listing of my property 
by a notarized,·written statement. If I am the sole owner and 
I object, my property will not be listed. If there are multiple 
owners of this property and a majority of the owners object, 
the property will not be listed. 

Following is the address of my property: 
' 

311 West Third Street and vacant lots 

described as East 1/2 of the West 1/ 3 of 

Lots 17 and 18, Block 13, in that part of the 

City of ,Yankton platted and known as "Yankton". 

we, hereby exercise ourright to object .to the proposed listing and 
notify you thatwe request that a1r property NOT be listed in the 
National Register. 

I. 

cf w w 1 ~ . · LJ9-,g,t 
Notary Public 
LAUR I E VOIGT 

My commission expires April 15, 1988 

( SEAL") 



RE: Objection by Property Owner

Dr. Junius R. Fishburne 
216 East Clark 
University of South Dakota 
Vermillion, South Dakota 57069

Dear Dr. Fishburne:

This will confirm that I am aware of the effects of listing a 
property in the National Register of Historic Places. I 
recognize that, under the National Historic Preservation Act,
I am entitled to object to the proposed listing of my property 
by a notarized, written statement. If I am the sole owner and 
I object, my property will not be listed. If there are multiple 
owners of this property and a majority of the owners object, 
the property will not be listed.

Following is the address of my property:
04. .r —

03AI3D3}]
23 l G9-)

I hereby exercise my right to object to the proposed listing and 
notify you that I request that my property NOT be listed in the 
National Register.

Sincerely,

day of/?-/ , 19//"Subscribed and sworn to before me this

RE: Objection by Property Owner 

Dr. Junius R. Fishburne 
216 East Clark 
University of South Dakota 
Vermillion, South Dakota 57069 

Dear Dr. Fishburne: 

This will confirm that I am aware of the effects of listing a 
property in the National Register of Historic Places. I 
recognize that, under the National Historic Preservation Act, 
I am entitled to object to the proposed listing of my property 
by a notarized, -written statement. If I am the sole owner and 
I object, my property will not be listed. If there are multiple 
owners of this property and a majority of the owners object, 
the property will not be listed. 

Following is the address of my property: 

u . 3 -~ 

~;LLJ-I 

I hereby exercise my right to object to the proposed listing and 
notify you that I request that my property NOT be listed in the 
National Register. 

Sincerely, 

/ rib ~ 
Subscribed and sworn to before me this ~u~ ___ day of/;._,./~--• 198)____ 

~
,- ·P2 
~~ { -~~A-?~ 

_,,,-- ~7~ · 7 



RE: Objection by Property Owner

Dr. Junius R. Fishburne 
216 East Clark 
University of South Dakota 
Vermillion, South Dakota 57069
Dear Dr. Fishburne:
This will confirm that I am aware of the effects of listing a 
property in the National Register of Historic Places. I 
recognize that, under the National Historic Preservation Act,
I am entitled to object to the proposed listing of my property 
by a notarized, written statement. If I am the sole owner and 
I object, my property will not be listed. If there are multiple 
owners of this property and a majority of the owners object, 
the property will not be listed.
Following is the address of my property:

THifrb Sr

/

I hereby exercise my right to object to the proposed listing and 
notify you that I request that my property NOT be listed in the 
National Register.

Sincerely,

/

Subscribed and sworn to before me this __^ day of/>?^u^ 19^ X,

RE: Objection by Property Owner 

Dr. Junius R. Fishburne 
216 East Clark 
University of South Dakota 
Vermillion, South Dakota 57069 

Dear Dr. Fishburne: 

This will confirm that I am aware of the effects of listing a 
property in the National Register of Historic Places. I 
recognize that, under the National Historic Preservation Act, 
I am entitled to object to the proposed listing of my property 
by a notarized, -written statement. If I am the sole owner and 
I object, my property will not be listed. If there are multiple 
owners of this property and a majority of the owners object, 
the property will not be listed. 

Following is the address of my property: 

/:I ,;J 11- l{f Ef; L TH I 1? j) s J 
'/4 ~ 1 I< Wit, ~ P 

I hereby exercise my right to object to the proposed listing and 
notify you that I request that my property NOT be listed in the 
National Register. 

Sincerely, 

c zJ> Subscribed and sworn to before me this _ _,_L ___ day ofh"~?.f'4~196'~ 



RE: Objection by Property Owner

Dr. Junius R. Fishburne 
216 East Clark 
University of South Dakota 
Vermillion, South Dakota 57069

Dear Dr. Fishburne:

This will confirm that I am aware of the effects of listing a 
property in the National Register of Historic Places. I 
recognize that, under the National Historic Preservation Act,
I am entitled to object to the proposed listing of my property 
by a notarized, written statement. If I am the sole owner and 
I object, my property will not be listed. If there are multiple 
owners of this property and a majority of the owners object, 
the property will not be listed.

Following is the address of my property:

y Xf. (.'A [}akaio^

I hereby exercise my right to object to the proposed listing and 
notify you that I request that my property NOT be listed in the 
National Register.

Sincerely

day of/^/T/hA/Qi 19^^Subscribed and sworn to before me this

RE: Objection by Property Owner 

Dr. Junius R. Fishburne 
216 East Clark 
University of South Dakota 
Vermillion, South Dakota 57069 

Dear Dr. Fishburne: 

This will confirm that I am aware of the effects of listing a 
property in the National Register of Historic Places. I 
recognize that, under the National Historic Preservation Act, 
I am entitled to object to the proposed listing of my property 
by a notarized, -written statement. If I am the sole owner and 
I object, my property will not be listed. If there are multiple 
owners of this property and a majority of the owners object, 
the property will not be listed. 

Following is the address of my property: 

J 0D 6-rDR J 01 (Al 

I hereby exercise my right to object to the proposed listing and 
notify you that I request that my property NOT be listed in the 
National Register. 

Sincerely, . 

rp~ :1- 1/1.!t- /t_,;J 

ifl~ X~ MJ/40 ~ 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this --'c;=----r __ day ofhuJ?:~19~ 



RE: Objection by Property Owner

Dr. Junius R. Fishburne 
216 East Clark 
University of South Dakota 
Vermillion, South Dakota 57069

Dear Dr. Fishburne:

This will confirm that I am aware of the effects of listing a 
property in the National Register of Historic Places. I 
recognize that, under the National Historic Preservation Act,
I am entitled to object to the proposed listing of my property 
by a notarized, written statement. If I am the sole owner and 
I object, my property will not be listed. If there are multiple 
owners of this property and a majority of the owners object, 
the property will not be listed.

Following is the address of my property:

104 W. 3rd Street
Yankton, SD

I hereby exercise my right to object to the proposed listing and 
notify you that I request that my property NOT be listed in the 
National Register.

Sincerely,

Subscribed and sworn to before me this nth day of Feb . 1982

ary Public

RE: Objection by Property Owner 

Dr. Junius R. Fishburne 
216 East Clark 
University of South Dakota 
Vermillion, South Dakota 57069 

Dear Dr. Fishburne: 

This will confirm that I am aware of the effects of listing a 
property in the National Register of Historic Places. I 
recognize that, under the National Historic Preservation Act, 
I am entitled to object to the proposed listing of my property 
by a notarized, -written statement. If I am the sole owner and 
I object, my property will not be listed. If there are multiple 
owners of this property and a majority of the owners object, 
the property will not be listed. 

Following is the address of my property: 

104 W. 3rd Street 

Yankton, SD 

I hereby exercise my right to object to the proposed listing and 
notify you that I request that my property NOT be listed in the 
National Register. 

Sincerely, 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 11th day of Feb , 19JU_ 



RE: Objection by Property Owner

Dr. Junius R. Fishburne 
216 East Clark 
University of South Dakota 
Vermillion, South Dakota 57069

Dear Dr. Fishburne:

This will confirm that I am aware of the effects of listing a 
property in the National Register of Historic Places. I 
recognize that, under the National Historic Preservation Act,
I am entitled to object to the proposed listing of my property 
by a notarized, written statement. If I am the sole owner and 
I object, my property will not be listed. If there are multiple 
owners of this property and a majority of the owners object, 
the property will not be listed.

Following is the address of my property:

104 W. Ird Street

Yankton, SD

I hereby exercise my right to object to the proposed listing and 
notify you that I request that my property NOT be listed in the 
National Register.

Sincerely,

X Ha
0-

Subscribed and sworn to before me this //day of/k^ » 19^ 0-^

Notary Publif

RE: Objection by Property Owner 

Dr. Junius R. Fishburne 
216 East Clark 
University of South Dakota 
Vermillion, South Dakota 57069 

Dear Dr. Fishburne: 

This will confirm that I am aware of the effects of listing a 
property in the National Register of Historic Places. I 
recognize that, under the National Historic Preservation Act, 
I am entitled to object to the proposed listing of my property 
by a notarized, -written statement. If I am the sole owner and 
I object, my property will not be listed. If there are multiple 
owners of this property and a majority of the owners object, 
the property will not be listed. 

Following is the address of my property: 

JQ4 W. 3rd Street 

Yankton SD 

I hereby exercise my right to object to the proposed listing and 
notify you that I request that my property NOT be listed in the 
National Register. 

Sincerely, 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this _ ·.L.1-4-·;--1d~,1.....· _ day of [e.h, 19~ 
' 



RE: Objection by Property Owner

Dr. Junius R. Fishburne 
216 East Clark 
University of South Dakota 
Vermillion, South Dakota 57069

Dear Dr. Fishburne:

This will confirm that I am aware of the effects of listing a 
property in the National Register of Historic Places. I 
recognize that, under the National Historic Preservation Act,
I am entitled to object to the proposed listing of my property 
by a notarized, written statement. If I am the sole owner and 
I object, my property will not be listed. If there are multiple 
owners of this property and a majority of the owners object, 
the property will not be listed.

Following is the address of my property:
- ///

I hereby exercise my right to object to the proposed listing and 
notify you that I request that my property NOT be listed in the 
National Register.

Sincerely,

Subscribed and sworn to before me this ^ day of /zy, ,

RE: Objection by Property Owner 

Dr. Junius R. Fishburne 
216 East Clark 
University of South Dakota 
Vermillion, South Dakota 57069 

Dear Dr. Fishburne: 

This will confirm that I am aware of the effects of listing a 
property in the National Register of Historic Places. I 
recognize that, under the National Historic Preservation Act, 
I am entitled to object to the proposed listing of my property 
by a notarized, -written statement. If I am the sole owner and 
I object, my property will not be listed. If there are multiple 
owners of this property and a majority of the owners object, 
the property will not be listed. 

Following is the address of my property: 

///; - II 1 fu./3 J . 

I hereby exercise my right to object to the proposed listing and 
notify you that I request that my property NOT be listed in the 
National Register. 

Sincerely, 

~ 
Subscribed and sworn to before me this -~.:..._-___ day of ;;7.1, , 19J l__ 



RE: Objection by Property Owner

Dr. Junius R. Fishburne 
216 East Clark 
University of South Dakota 
Vermillion, South Dakota 57069
Dear Dr. Fishburne:
This will confirm that I am aware of the effects of listing a 
property in the National Register of Historic Places. I 
recognize that, under the National Historic Preservation Act,
I am entitled to object to the proposed listing of my property 
by a notarized, written statement. If I am the sole owner and 
I object, my property will not be listed. If there are multiple 
owners of this property and a majority of the owners object, 
the property will not be listed.
Following is the address of my property:

e 7:^ /(^ r //

^ 0 7 - ^

I hereby exercise my right to object to the proposed listing and 
notify you that I request that my property NOT be listed in the 
National Register.

Sincerely,

Subscribed and sworn to before me this

Notary Public

RE: Objection by Property Owner 

Dr. Junius R. Fishburne 
216 East Clark 
University of South Dakota 
Vermillion, South Dakota 57069 

Dear Dr. Fishburne: 

This will confirm that I am aware of the effects of listing a 
property in the National Register of Historic Places. I 
recognize that, under the National Historic Preservation Act, 
I am entitled to object to the proposed listing of my property 
by a notarized,-written statement. If I am the sole owner and 
I object, my property will not be -listed. If there are multiple 
owners of this property and a majority of the owners object, 
the property will not be listed. 

Following 

I hereby exercise my right to object to the proposed listing and 
notify you that I request that my property NOT be listed in the 
National Register. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this __ ~_-·c_1_~ _ _ day of~{"-< , 19 Y-,___. 

Notary Public 



RE: Objection by Property Owner

Dr. Junius R. Fishburne 
216 East Clark 
University of South Dakota 
Vermillion, South Dakota 57069

Dear Dr. Fishburne:

This will confirm that I am aware of the effects of listing a 
property in the National Register of Historic Places. I 
recognize that, under the National Historic Preservation Act,
I am entitled to object to the proposed listing of my property 
by a notarized, written statement. If I am the sole owner and 
I object, my property will not be listed. If there are multiple 
owners of this property and a majority of the owners object, 
the property will not be listed.

Following is the address of my property:
.'<o^ it) 5rV~.

Y ri. n I n r? \S o laHl \

I hereby exercise my right to object to the proposed listing and 
notify you that I request that my property NOT be listed in the 
National Register.

Sincerely,

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 3,'%

RE: Objection by Property Owner 

Dr. Junius R. Fishburne 
216 East Clark 
University of South Dakota 
Vermillion, South Dakota 57069 

Dear Dr. Fishburne: 

This will confirm that I am aware of the effects of listing a 
property in the National Register of Historic Places. I 
recognize that, under the National Historic Preservation Act, 
I am entitled to object to the proposed listing of my property 
by a notarized,-written statement. If I am the sole owner and 
I object, my property will not be listed. If there are multiple 
owners of this property and a majority of the owners object, 
the property will not be listed. 

Following is the address of my property: 

3o q W 3 rd S+. 

I hereby exercise my right to object to the proposed listing and 
notify you that I request that my property NOT be listed in the 
National Register. 

Sincerely, 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this _;;?_='1 ____ day of'J o.l'.\,, 199----



RE: Objection by Property Owner

Dr. Junius R. Fishburne 
216 East Clark 
University of South Dakota 
Vermillion, South Dakota 57069

Dear Dr, Fishburne:

This will confirm that I am aware of the effects of listing a 
property in the National Register of Historic Places. I 
recognize that, under the National Historic Preservation Act,
I am entitled to object to the proposed listing of my property 
by a notarized, written statement. If I am the sole owner and 
I object, my property will not be listed. If there are multiple 
owners of this property and a majority of the owners object, 
the property will not be listed.

Following is the address of my property:

I hereby exercise my right to object to the proposed listing and 
notify you that I request that my property NOT be listed in the 
National Register,

Sincerely,

Subscribed and sworn to before me this (^/ day

RE: Objection by Property Owner 

Dr. Junius R. Fishburne 
216 East Clark 
University of South Dakota 
Vermillion, South Dakota 57069 

Dear Dr. Fishburne: 

This will confirm that I am aware of the effects of listing a 
property in the National Register of Historic Places. I 
recognize that, under the National Historic Preservation Act, 
I am entitled to object to the proposed listing of my property 
by a notarized, -written statement. If I am the sole owner and 
I object, my property will not be listed. If there are multiple 
owners of this property and a majority of the owners object, 
the property will not be listed. 

Following is the address of my property: 
_ / , LJ I / ""> t,~ if-

.---i 'L vk . .-> '-..J , 

I hereby exercise my right to object to the proposed listing and 
notify you that I request that my property NOT be listed in the 
National Register. 

Sincerely, 

Subscribed and sworn to before me thi~ c?- I ~ day 4~19,g'<'L 

~~~ 



RE: Objection by Property Owner

Dr. Junius R. Fishburne 
216 East Clark 
University of South Dakota 
Vermillion, South Dakota 57069

Dear Dr. Fishburne:

This will confirm that I am aware of the effects of listing a 
property in the National Register of Historic Places. I 
recognize that, under the National Historic Preservation Act,
I am entitled to object to the proposed listing of my property 
by a notarized, written statement. If I am the sole owner and 
I object, my property will not be listed. If there are multiple 
owners of this property and a majority of the owners object, 
the property will not be listed.

Following is the address of mv property:
3o Co Ac/co n \ /

Yf\l\ K ^ ^

I hereby exercise my right to object to the proposed listing and 
notify you that I request that my property NOT be listed in the
National Register.

Sincerely

Subscribed and sworn to before me this

Notary Public

RE: Objection by Property Owner 

Dr. Junius R. Fishburne 
216 East Clark 
University of South Dakota 
Vermillion, South Dakota 57069 

Dear Dr. Fishburne: 

This will confirm that I am aware of the effects of listing a 
property in the National Register of Historic Places. I 
recognize that, under the National Historic Preservation Act, 
I am entitled to object to the proposed listing of my property 
by a notarized,-written statement. If I am the sole owner and 
I object, my property will not be listed. If there are multiple 
owners of this property and a majority of the owners object, 
the property will not be listed. 

Following is the addre~f my property: 

3 0 0 ' $r o ll dc<.l fl 1 / 

I hereby exercise my right to object to the proposed listing and 
notify you that I request that my property NOT be listed in the 
National Register. 

( 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this <-"5> day of [t-/,, ----,,---
, 19 \ ..,__ 

Notary Public 1 



RE: Objection by Property Owner

Dr. Junius R. Fishburne 
216 East Clark 
University of South Dakota 
Vermillion, South Dakota 57069

Dear Dr. Fishburne:

This will confirm that I am aware of the effects of listing a 
property in the National Register of Historic Places. I 
recognize that, under the National Historic Preservation Act,
I am entitled to object to the proposed listing of my property 
by a notarized, written statement. If I am the sole owner and 
I object, my property will not be listed. If there are multiple 
owners of this property and a majority of the owners object, 
the property will not be listed.

Following is the address of my property:

221 - 225 Cedar

I hereby exercise my right to object to the proposed listing and 
notify you that I request that my property NOT be listed in the 
National Register.

Sincerely,
AMERICAN STATE BANK

William A. Deam, Exeicutive Vice President

Subscribed and sworn to before me this day of a/, , 19

Notary Public

RE: Objection by Property Owner 

Dr. Junius R. Fishburne 
216 East Clark 
University of South Dakota 
Vermillion, South Dakota 57069 

Dear Dr. Fishburne: 

This will confinn that I am aware of the effects of listing a 
property in the National Register of Historic Places. I 
recognize that, under the National Historic Preservation Act, 
I am entitled to object to the proposed listing of my property 
by a notarized,°written statement. If I am the sole owner and 
I object, my property will not be listed. If there are multiple 
owners of this property and a majority of the owners object, 
the property will not be listed. 

Following is the address of my property: 

221 - 225 Cedar 

I hereby exercise my right to object to the proposed listing and 
notify you that I request that my property NOT be listed in the 
National Register. 

Sincerely, 
AMERICAN STATE BANK 

-~£:J--~ 
William A. Deam, ExF!CUtive Vice President 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this _ _J.l_q....._ __ day of -Jj1 "'· , 19 g,)_ 



RE: Objection by Property Owner

Dr. Junius R. Fishburne 
216 East Clark 
University of South Dakota 
Vermillion, South Dakota 57069

Dear Dr. Fishburne:

This will confirm that I am aware of the effects of listing a 
property in the National Register of Historic Places. I 
recognize that, under the National Historic Preservation Act,
I am entitled to object to the proposed listing of my property 
by a notarized, written statement. If I am the sole owner and 
I object, my property will not be listed. If there are multiple 
owners of this property and a majority of the owners object, 
the property will not be listed.

Following is the address of my property:
_____ \co THta-o rrerrr

I hereby exercise my right to object to the proposed listing and 
notify you that I request that my property NOT be listed in the 
National Register.

Sincerely,

Subscribed and sworn to before me this

ta^ Pubi i.

RE: Objection by Property Owner 

Dr. Junius R. Fishburne 
216 East Clark 
University of South Dakota 
Vermillion, South Dakota 57069 

Dear Dr. Fishburne: 

This will confirm that I am aware of the effects of listing a 
property in the National Register of Historic Places. I 
recognize that, under the National Historic Preservation Act, 
I am entitled to object to the proposed listing of my property 
by a notarized,"written statement. If I am the sole owner and 
I object, my property will not be listed. If there are multiple 
owners of this property and a majority of the owners object, 
the property will not be listed. 

Following is the address of my property: 

I hereby exercise my right to object to the proposed listing and 
notify you that I request that my property NOT be listed in the 
National Register. 

Sincerely, 

~ ~ /4 Subscribed and sworn to before me this~«--·· ---- day of ~u, , 19t:f'l_ 



^e/99'y3:

RE: Objection by Property Owner

Dr. Junius R. Fishburne 
216 East Clark 
University of South Dakota 
Vermillion, South Dakota 57069

Dear Dr. Fishburne:

This will confirm that I am aware of the effects of listing a 
property in the National Register of Historic Places. I 
recognize that, under the National Historic Preservation Act,
I am entitled to object to the proposed listing of my property 
by a notarized, written statement. If I am the sole owner and 
I object, my property will not be listed. If there are multiple 
owners of this property and a majority of the owners object, 
the property will not be listed.

Following is property:e address of

//P- Lj.
/

I hereby exercise my right to object to the proposed listing and 
notify you that I request that my property NOT be listed in the 
National Register.

Sincerely,

Subscribed and sworn to before me this day of, 19

.>4-5cua-
Notary Public

RE: Objection by Property Owner 

Dr. Junius R. Fishburne 
216 East Clark 
University of South Dakota 
Vermillion, South Dakota 57069 

Dear Dr. Fishburne: 

This will confirm that I am aware of the effects of listing a 
property in the National Register of Historic Places. I 
recognize that, under the National Historic Preservation Act, 
I am entitled to object to the proposed listing of my property 
by a notarized, · written statement. If I am the sole owner and 
I object, my property will not be listed. If there are multiple 
owners of this property and a majority of the owners object, 
the property will not be listed. 

F o 11 owing is 

/I-' 
I hereby exe~se my right to object to the proposed listing and 
notify you that I request that my property NOT be listed in the 
National Register. 

Sincerely, 

...Tanu.1.wy 
Subscribed and sworn to before me this __.l~S ___ day of __ , 19 ~l 

Notary Pub l i C 



RE: Objection by Property Owner

Dr. Junius R. Fishburne 
216 East Clark 
University of South Dakota 
Vermillion, South Dakota 57069

Dear Dr. Fishburne:

This will confirm that I am aware of the effects of listing a 
property in the National Register of Historic Places. I 
recognize that, under the National Historic Preservation Act,
I am entitled to object to the proposed listing of my property 
by a notarized, written statement. If I am the sole owner and 
I object, my property will not be listed. If there are multiple 
owners of this property and a majority of the owners object, 
the property will not be listed.

Following is the address of my property:
CcubJeA

7

I hereby exercise my right to object to the proposed listing and 
notify you that I request that my property NOT be listed in the 
National Register.

Sincerely,

Subscribed and sworn to before me this
SI

day 19^7—

l/W
ry-PotsITi /

RE: Objection by Property Owner 

Dr. Junius R. Fishburne 
216 East Clark 
University of South Dakota 
Vermillion, South Dakota 57069 

Dear Dr. Fishburne: 

This will confirm that I am aware of the effects of listing a 
property in the National Register of Historic Places. I 
recognize that, under the National Historic Preservation Act, 
I am entitled to object to the proposed listing of my property 
by a notarized, -written statement. If I am the sole owner and 
I object, my property will not be listed. If there are multiple 
owners of this property and a majority of the owners object, 
the property will not be listed. 

Following is the address of my property: 

I hereby exercise my right to object to the proposed listing and 
notify you that I request that my property NOT be listed in the 
National Register. 

Sincerely, 

sr · 
Subscribed and sworn to before me this:;2// day OJJ.,~!J 19.z,_L 

/~ lv ~ ft4c~ 



RE: Objection by Property Owner

Dr. Junius R. Fishburne 
216 East Clark 
University of South Dakota 
Vermillion, South Dakota 57069

Dear Dr. Fishburne:

This will confirm that I am aware of the effects of listing a 
property in the National Register of Historic Places. I 
recognize that, under the National Historic Preservation Act,
I am entitled to object to the proposed listing of my property 
by a notarized, written statement. If I am the sole owner and 
I object, my property will not be listed. If there are multiple 
owners of this property and a majority of the owners object, 
the property will not be listed.

Following is the address of my property:

// 3 ^ ______

r-

I hereby exercise my right to object to the proposed listing and 
notify you that I request that my property NOT be listed in the 
National Register.

Sincerely,

/ ■'a--- ^
/ . / ^ ^ ^ *' L-

5 ^Subscribed and sworn to before me this day ofj^v*-^ 19.^0l-_

RE: Objection by Property Owner 

Dr. Junius R. Fishburne 
216 East Clark 
University of South Dakota 
Vermillion, South Dakota 57069 

Dear Dr. Fishburne: 

This will confirm that I am aware of the effects of listing a 
property in the National Register of Historic Places. I 
recognize that, under the National Historic Preservation Act, 
I am entitled to object to the proposeq listing of my property 
by a notarized, -written statement. If I am the sole owner and 
I object, my property will not be listed. If there are multiple 
owners of this property and a majority of the owners object, 
the property will not be listed. 

Following is the address of my property: 

/ / 3 +/IS~!~ ::~d 

I hereby exercise my right to object to the proposed listing and 
notify you that I request that my property NOT be listed in the 
National Register. 

Sincerely, 

s " 
Subscribed and sworn to before me this :J. I ,:;--- day of bl(~ 198,)_ 



RE: Objection by Property Owner

Dr. Junius R. Fishburne 
216 East Clark 
University of South Dakota 
Vermillion, South Dakota 57069
Dear Dr. Fishburne:
This will confirm that I am aware of the effects of listing a 
property in the National Register of Historic Places. I 
recognize that, under the National Historic Preservation Act,
I am entitled to object to the proposed listing of my property 
by a notarized, written statement. If I am the sole owner and 
I object, my property will not be listed. If there are multiple 
owners of this property and a majority of the owners object, 
the property will not be listed.
Following is the address of my property:

7 /-t/yu. u/
/2 'X U/ 

3(1>1

t ^
^ / / IfJ ui' AA

I hereby exercise my right to object to the proposed listing and 
notify you that I request that my property NOT be listed in the 
National Register.

Subscribed and sworn to before me this

ot^ry Public V

19

Wrv^kcvAS

(; r l-k P' AcVf\V' ^

RE: Objection by Property Owner 

Dr. Junius R. Fishburne 
216 East Clark 
University of South Dakota 
Vermillion, South Dakota 57069 

Dear Dr. Fishburne: 

This will confirm that I am aware of the effects of listing a 
property in the National Register of Historic Places. I 
recognize that, under the National Historic Preservation Act, 
I am entitled to object to the proposed listing of my property 
by a notarized, . written statement. If I am the sole owner and 
I object, my property will not be listed. If there are multiple 
owners of this property and a majority of the owners object, 
the property will not be listed. 

Following is the address of my p operty: 

h 7 /z/ £ud-J 

I {) J3~tta-d7 
I lJ a, ; 

I hereby exercise my right to object to the proposed listing and 
notify you that I request that my property NOT be listed in the 
National Register. 

....-· -----····--~-__.:.;.- -· .... ~ 

--- -- - -- --... __ _ 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this q.;,_ ;...-,/ day oh19 [{,;,_ 

~~9-it~J NoryPubfic 
~: /-13 - ¥~-

_J,\, ,1 \\1·, ~kc"" 
R,J, \ 
( r, k .. ~\. \1 "> l\c\ct ~, t" ' 



RE: Objection by Property Owner

Dr. Junius R. Fishburne 
216 East Clark 
University of South Dakota 
Vermillion, South Dakota 57069

Dear Dr. Fishburne:

This will confirm that I am aware of the effects of listing a 
property in the National Register of Historic Places. I 
recognize that, under the National Historic Preservation Act,
I am entitled to object to the proposed listing of my property 
by a notarized, written statement. If I am the sole owner and 
I object, my property will not be listed. If there are multiple 
owners of this property and a majority of the owners object, 
the property will not be listed.

Following is the address of my property:
231. (JAuJ^r Clor’/k.

-T&jffMtifc Aj,cPno(^

I hereby exercise my right to object to the proposed listing and 
notify you that I request that my property NOT be listed in the 
National Register.

Sincerely,

1^1 A ---

Subscribed and sworn to before me this ^ day of^vY^^IQ

No«h*y-P

RE: Objection by Property Owner 

Dr. Junius R. Fishburne 
216 East Clark 
University of South Dakota 
Vermillion, South Dakota 57069 

Dear Dr. Fishburne: 

This will confirm that I am aware of the effects of listing a 
property in the National Register of Historic Places. I 
recognize that, under the National Historic Preservation Act, 
I am entitled to object to the proposed listing of my property 
by a notarized, -written statement. If I am the sole owner and 
I object, my property will not be listed. If there are multiple 
owners of this property and a majority of the owners object, 
the property will not be listed. 

Following is the address of my property: 

33 l.. {J ALJJ J f Uo'f'/1<_ ~-fl, Sl-k,,;} 
' 

I hereby exercise my right to object to the proposed listing and 
notify you that I request that my property NOT be listed in the 
National Register. 

Sincerely, 

Subscribed and sworn to before 



rECBVBO
RE: Objection by Property Owner

Dr. Junius R. Fishburne 
216 East Clark 
University of South Dakota 
Vermillion, South Dakota 57069

Dear Dr. Fishburne:

This will confirm that I am aware of the effects of listing a 
property in the National Register of Historic Places. I 
recognize that, under the National Historic Preservation Act,
I am entitled to object to the proposed listing of my property 
by a notarized, written statement. If I am the sole owner and 
I object, my property will not be listed. If there are multiple 
owners of this property and a majority of the owners object, 
the property will not be listed.

Following is the address of my property:

I hereby exercise my right to object to the proposed listing and 
notify you that I request that my property NOT be listed in the 
National Register.

Sincerely,

cr^ ^
Subscribed and sworn to before me this / ^ ~ day ofoOv^ , 19 S'2.

ary fubli
^ -

Notary “Public
Ff

RE: Objection by Property Owner 

Dr. Junius R. Fishburne 
216 East Clark 
University of South Dakota 
Vermillion, South Dakota 57069 

Dear Dr. Fishburne: 

This will confirm that I am aware of the effects of listing a 
property in the National Register of Historic Places. I 
recognize that, under the National Historic Preservation Act, 
I am entitled to object to the proposed listing of my property 
by a notarized, · written statement. If I am the sole owner and 
I object, my property will not be listed. If there are multiple 
owners of this property and a majority of the owners object, 
the property will not be listed. 

Following is the address of my property: 

3 ob -- 3 o % w 1+-1 "'i,,.;f- s+ t 11-1\-K~ 1(.1 s ()..,,.4- ~-1 
(! > &1 

I hereby exercise my right to object to the proposed listing and 
notify you that I request that my property NOT be listed in the 
National Register. 

Sincerely, 

Q -Ht Subscribed and sworn to before me this / 0 - day of JMv , 19 S-2 --'--'~--



RE: Objection by Property Owner

Dr. Junius R. Fishburne 
216 East Clark 
University of South Dakota 
Vermillion, South Dakota 57069

Dear Dr. Fishburne:

This will confirm that I am aware of the effects of listing a 
property in the National Register of Historic Places. I 
recognize that, under the National Historic Preservation Act,
I am entitled to object to the proposed listing of my property 
by a notarized, written statement. If I am the sole owner and 
I object, my property will not be listed. If there are multiple 
owners of this property and a majority of the owners object, 
the property will not be listed.

Following is the address of my property:
o?/5

JANV.:
received

I hereby exercise my right to object to the proposed listing and 
notify you that I request that my property NOT be listed in the 
National Register.

Sincerely,

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 19
:Jah a<iry 

day of, I9J^

Notary Public

RE: Objection by Property Owner 

Dr. Junius R. Fishburne 
216 East Clark 
University of South Dakota 
Vermillion, South Dakota 57069 

Dear Dr. Fishburne: 

This will confirm that I am aware of the effects of listing a 
property in the National Register of Historic Places. I 
recognize that, under the National Historic Preservation Act, 
I am entitled to object to the proposed listing of my property 
by a notarized, -written statement. If I am the sole owner and 
I object, my property will not be listed. If there are multiple 
owners of this property and a majority of the owners object, 
the property will not be listed. 

Following is the address of my property: 

c:? I 3 ?(_} JJJ- '-3A-c:f ST 

I hereby exercise my right to object to the proposed listing and 
notify you that I request that my property NOT be listed in the 
National Register. 

Sincerely, 

.Ja;, 1.u::. r-y 
Subscribed and sworn to before me this --'-'12..__ ___ day of __ , 19 iJ. 



RE: Objection by Property Owner 

Dr. Junius R. Fishburne 
216 East Clark 
University of South Dakota 
Vermillion, South Dakota 57069 

Dear Dr. Fishburne: 

This will confirm that I am aware of the effects of listing a 
property in the National Register of Historic Places. I 
recognize that, under the National Historic Preservation Act, 
I am entitled to object to the proposed listing of my property 
by a notarized, . written statement. If I am the sole owner and 
I object, my property will not be listed. If there are multiple 
owners of this property and a majority of the owners object, 
the property will not be listed. 

Fo 11 owing is the address of my property: , 

JofiA/ ·Dee1~k0 ''Bu l Ld 1Mu: 
d: I 3 (;A-~T . I It 11cv 

I hereby exercise my right to object to the proposed listing and 
notify you that I request that my property NOT be listed in the 
National Register. 



RE: Objection by Property Owner

Dr. Junius R. Fishburne 
216 East Clark 
University of South Dakota 
Vermillion, South Dakota 57069

Dear Dr. Fishburne:

This will confirm that I am aware of the effects of listing a 
property in the National Register of Historic Places. I 
recognize that, under the National Historic Preservation Act,
I am entitled to object to the proposed listing of my property 
by a notarized, written statement. If I am the sole owner and 
I object, my property will not be listed. If there are multiple 
owners of this property and a majority of the owners object, 
the property will not be listed.

Following is the address of my property:UnJ-h)^ /If-

I hereby exercise my right to obiec^t to the proposed listing and 
notify you that I request that" my property NOT be listed in the 
National Register.

Sincerely,

\j

Subscribed and sworn to before me this day

James R. Fitzgerald 
P.O. Box 607 
Yankton. SD 57078

pocaryTuolic

RE: Objection by Property Owner 

Dr. Junius R. Fishburne 
216 East Clark 
University of South Dakota 
Vermillion, South Dakota 57069 

Dear Dr. Fishburne: 

This will confirm that I am aware of the effects of listing a 
property in the National Register of Historic Places. I 
recognize that, under the National Historic Preservation Act, 
I am entitled to object to the proposed listing of my property 
by a notarized, -written statement. If I am the sole owner and 
I object, my property will not be listed. If there are multiple 
owners of this property and a majority of the owners object, 
the property will not be listed. 

Following is the address of my property: 

~,c{ ~MJ-~ 

I hereby exercise my right to objes;t to the proposed listing and 
notify you that I request tha-e--my property NOT be listed in the 
National Register. 

Sincerely, 

James R. Fitzgerald 
P.O. Box 607 
Yankton, SD 57078 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 19rv 



\2345^

RE: Objection by Property Owner

Dr. Junius R. Fishburne 
216 East Clark 
University of South Dakota 
Vermillion, South Dakota 57069

Dear Dr. Fishburne:

This will confirm that I am aware of the effects of listing a 
property in the National Register of Historic Places. I 
recognize that, under the National Historic Preservation Act,
I am entitled to object to the proposed listing of my property 
by a notarized, written statement. If I am the sole owner and 
I object, my property will not be listed. If there are multiple 
owners of this property and a majority of the owners object, 
the property will not be listed.

Following is the address of my property:
Fantle Bros, Co. IPl West

Mollet Music Repair 212 Walnut St, 

Globe Clothier 117*5119 West 3i'd* St, 

Hanny’s Mens Wear ll8 West 3rd. St,

I hereby exercise my right to object to the proposed listing and 
notify you that I request that my property NOT be listed in the 
National Register.

Sincerely,

Sose'ph C. LeVinger resident Fantle Bros.

Subscribed and sworn to before me this day of, 19

Notary Public

RE: Objection by Property Owner 

Dr. Junius R. Fishburne 
216 East Clark 
University of South Dakota 
Vermillion, South Dakota 57069 

Dear Dr. Fishburne: 

This will confirm that I am aware of the effects of listing a 
property in the National Register of Historic Places. I 
recognize that, under the National Historic Preservation Act, 
I am entitled to object to the proposed listing of my property 
by a notarized,-written statement. If I am the sole owner and 
I object, my property will not be listed. If there are multiple 
owners of this property and a majority of the owners object, 
the property will not be listed. 

Following is the address of my property: 

Fantle Bros. Co. 121 West 3rd. st. 

Mollet Music Repair 212 Walnut st. 

Globe Clothier 117Qll9 West 3rd. St. 

Hanny's Mens wear 118 West 3rd. st. 

I hereby exercise my right to object to the proposed listing and 
notify you that I request that my property NOT be listed in the 
National Register. 

Sincerely, 

President Fantle Bros . 

.Jt\."'-'-"ry 
Subscribed and sworn to before me this __ .;l==-l __ day of __ , 19 ~~ 

& J_~ 
NotaW Public 



RE: Objection by Property Owner

Dr. Junius R. Fishburne 
216 East Clark 
University of South Dakota 
Vermillion, South Dakota 57069

Dear Dr, Fishburne:

This will confirm that I am aware of the effects of listing a 
property in the National Register of Historic Places. I 
recognize that, under the National Historic Preservation Act,
I am entitled to object to the proposed listing of my property 
by a notarized, written statement. If I am the sole owner and 
I object, my property will not be listed. If there are multiple 
owners of this property and a majority of the owners object, 
the property will not be listed.

Following is the address of my property:

/

I hereby exercise my right to object to the proposed listing and 
notify you that I request that my property NOT be listed in the 
National Register.

Sincerely,

/

Subscribed and sworn to before me

RE: Objection by Property Owner 

Dr. Junius R. Fishburne 
216 East Clark 
University of South Dakota 
Vermillion, South Dakota 57069 

Dear Dr. Fishburne: 

This will confirm that I am aware of the effects of listing a 
property in the National Register of Historic Places. I 
recognize that, under the National Historic Preservation Act, 
I am entitled to object to the proposed listing of my property 
by a notarized, -written statement. If I am the sole owner and 
I object, my property will not be listed. If there are multiple 
owners of this property and a majority of the owners object, 
the property will not be listed. 

Following is the address of my property: 

;;~1 eru 
I hereby exercise my right to object to the proposed listing and 
notify you that I request that my property NOT be listed in the 
National Register. 

Sincerely, 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this ;2. c? zJf7 day ork~gg-J---

01.,, ~ 
/~~~ 



RE: Objection by Property Owner

Dr. Junius R. Fishburne 
216 East Clark 
University of South Dakota 
Vermillion, South Dakota 57069

Dear Dr. Fishburne:

This will confirm that I am aware of the effects of listing a 
property in the National Register of Historic Places. I 
recognize that, under the National Historic Preservation Act,
I am entitled to object to the proposed listing of my property 
by a notarized, written statement. If I am the sole owner and 
I object, my property will not be listed. If there are multiple 
owners of this property and a majority of the owners object, 
the property will not be listed.

Following is the address of my property:
■Mi--

.3’/^ aM.
c'-j

/ A' rc-/ci

I hereby exercise my right to object to the proposed listing and 
notify you that I request that my property NOT be listed in the 
National Register.

Sincerely,

Subscribed and sworn to before me this ______day of, 19_^

Notary Puolic

RE: Objection by Property Owner 

Dr. Junius R. Fishburne 
216 East Clark 
University of South Dakota 
Vermillion, South Dakota 57069 

Dear Dr . Fishburne: 

This will confinn that I am aware of the effects of listing a 
property in the National Register of Historic Places. I 
recognize that, under the National Historic Preservation Act, 
I am entitled to object to the proposed listing of my property 
by a notarized, . written statement. If I am the sole owner and 
I object, my property will not be listed. If there are multiple 
owners of this property and a majority of the owners object, 
the property will not be listed. 

I hereby exercise my right to object to the proposed listing and 
notify you that I request that my property NOT be listed in the 
National Register. 

Sincerely, 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this __ ,.:2_,_J ___ day of ~ , 19 %N 



RE: Objection by Property Owner

Dr. Junius R, Fishburne 
216 East Clark 
University of South Dakota 
Vermillion, South Dakota 57069

Dear Dr. Fishburne:

This will confirm that I am aware of the effects of listing a 
property in the National Register of Historic Places. I 
recognize that, under the National Historic Preservation Act,
I am entitled to object to the proposed listing of my property 
by a notarized, written statement. If I am the sole owner and 
I object, my property will not be listed. If there are multiple 
owners of this property and a majority of the owners object, 
the property will not be listed.

Following is the address p my property:
ji*/hnAxMii' /pf

(uJ<^ S- A

I hereby exercise my right to oJy££i_to the proposed listing and 
notify you that I request that my property NOT be listed in the 
National Register.

Sincerely,

Subscribed and sworn to before me this day of

unlic

. i9r>/

s

RE: Objection by Property Owner 

Dr. Junius R. Fishburne 
216 East Clark 
University of South Dakota 
Vermillion, South Dakota 57069 

Dear Dr. Fishburne: 

This will confirm that I am aware of the effects of listing a 
property in the National Register of Historic Places. I 
recognize that, under the National Historic Preservation Act, 
I am entitled to object to the proposed listing of my property 
by a notarized, · written statement. If I am the sole owner and 
I object, my property will not be listed. If there are multiple 
owners of this property and a majority of the owners object, 
the property will not be listed. 

Following is the address of my property: 

~ I i IA}Jµ,Ltµ f M 

I hereby exercise my right to pbject to the proposed listing and 
notify you that I request that my property NOT be listed in the 
National Register. 



RE: Objection by Property Owner

Dr. Junius R. Fishburne 
216 East Clark 
University of South Dakota 
Vermillion, South Dakota 57069

Dear Dr, Fishburne:

This will confirm that I am aware of the effects of listing a 
property in the National Register of Historic Places, I 
recognize that, under the National Historic Preservation Act,
I am entitled to object to the proposed listing of my property 
by a notarized, written statement. If I am the sole owner and 
I object, my property will not be listed. If there are multiple 
owners of this property and a majority of the owners object, 
the property will not be listed.

Following is the address of my property:
ST'-

/

I hereby exercise my right to object to the proposed listing and 
notify you that I request that my property NOT be listed in the 
National Register,

/-■

Sincerely,

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 31^ day of I9i^

Noxary Public

RE: Objection by Property Owner 

Dr. Junius R. Fishburne 
216 East Clark 
University of South Dakota 
Vermillion, South Dakota 57069 

Dear Dr. Fishburne: 

This will confirm that I am aware of the effects of listing a 
property in the National Register of Historic Places. I 
recognize that, under the National Historic Preservation Act, 
I am entitled to object to the proposed listing of my property 
by a notarized, -written statement. If I am the sole owner and 
I object, my property will not be listed. If there are multiple 
owners of this property and a majority of the owners object, 
the property will not be listed. 

Following is the address of my property: 

.:·::/) tJ /v d,) /) u, r ..s·~r 

I hereby exercise my right to object to the proposed listing and 
notify you that I request that my property NOT be listed in the 
National Register. 

f /) i' - f. / :z-;: (_ .u ••'--{_ 
{ / '-''---1 - ~ ·111... f~ 

€ cO 6 (1,,,u?-v, ';r· f h,J, ~ err./, 

H. ~~!1 17] vJ c/4 h~ 10~1~ h &,inJ -
/Jt.l J,ifd_) ~ <l-C/Y'--

Sincerely, 

subscribed and sworn to before me this - =Jt~,,.-· __ day of f. ,. ,_,._, 7, 19 :?-.2. 

ay Public 



RE: Objection by Property Owner

Dr. Junius R. Fishburne 
216 East Clark 
University of South Dakota 
Vermillion, South Dakota 57069

Dear Dr. Fishburne:

This will confirm that I am aware of the effects of listing a 
property in the National Register of Historic Places. I 
recognize that, under the National Historic Preservation Act,
I am entitled to object to the proposed listing of my property 
by a notarized, written statement. If I am the sole owner and 
I object, my property will not be listed. If there are multiple 
owners of this property and a majority of the owners object, 
the property will not be listed.

Following is the address of my property:
r.fyo lir.

I hereby exercise my right to object to the proposed listing and 
notify you that I request that my property NOT be listed in the 
National Register.

Sincerely,

Subscribed and sworn to before me this _____ day

RE: Objection by Property Owner 

Dr. Junius R. Fishburne 
216 East Clark 
University of South Dakota 
Vermillion, South Dakota 57069 

Dear Dr. Fishburne: 

This will confinn that I am aware of the effects of listing a 
property in the National Register of Historic Places. I 
recognize that, under the National Historic Preservation Act, 
I am entitled to object to the proposed listing of my property 
by a notarized,-written statement. If I am the sole owner and 
I object, my property will not be listed. If there are multiple 
owners of this property and a majority of the owners object, 
the property will not be listed. 

Following is the address of my property: 

,-J'o,,f td/o lcL,,. f~ sz-; 

I hereby exercise my right to obiec~ to the proposed listing and 
notify you that I request that my property NOT be listed in the 
National Register. -

Sincerely, 

'~~ 
~ Subscribed and sworn to before me this ,..,;_f[' day of...;JiJ..( , 19,K._~ 



RE: Objection by Property Owner

Dr. Junius R. Fishburne 
216 East Clark 
University of South Dakota 
Vermillion, South Dakota 57069

Dear Dr. Fishburne:

This will confirm that I am aware of the effects of listing a 
property in the National Register of Historic Places. I 
recognize that, under the National Historic Preservation Act,
I am entitled to object to the proposed listing of my property 
by a notarized, written statement. If I am the sole owner and 
I object, my property will not be listed. If there are multiple 
owners of this property and a majority of the owners object, 
the property will not be listed.

Following is the address of my property:

-Pg-S?' ______
ys-paA-

I hereby exercise my right to object to the proposed listing and 
notify you that I request that my property NOT be listed in the 
National Register.

Sincerely,

\Z?J'YXJ)jrY\

Subscribed and sworn to before me this day ofh^A^^^

RE: Objection by Property Owner 

Dr. Junius R. Fishburne 
216 East Clark 
University of South Dakota 
Vermillion, South Dakota 57069 

Dear Dr. Fishburne: 

This will confirm that I am aware of the effects of listing a 
property in the National Register of Historic Places. I 
recognize that, under the National Historic Preservation Act, 
I am entitled to object to the proposed listing of my property 
by a notarized, · written statement. If I am the sole owner and 
I object, my property will not be listed. If there are multiple 
owners of this property and a majority of the owners object, 
the property will not be listed. 

Following is the address of my property: 
- ,-~ 

. ?og l/Err, ?;,,-- ST• 

I hereby exercise my right to object to the proposed listing and 
notify you that I request that my property NOT be listed in the 
National Register. 

Si nee rely, 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this /t? r)/7 



RE: Objection by Property Owner

Dr. Junius R. Fishburne 
216 East Clark 
University of South Dakota 
Vermillion, South Dakota 57069
Dear Dr. Fishburne:

I received I

This will confirm that I am aware of the effects of listing a 
property in the National Register of Historic Places. I 
recognize that, under the National Historic Preservation Act, •
I am entitled to object to the proposed listing of my property 
by a notarized, written statement. If I am the sole owner and 
I object,'my property will not be listed. If there are multiple 
owners of this property and a majority of the owners;object, 
the property will not be listed.
Following is the address of my property:

324*^ Walnut Street ____________ “

Yankton, South Dakota
■

I hereby exercise-my right to object to the proposed:!isting and ^ .
notify you that I = request that my property NOT be listed in the 
National Register.’

Sincerely,
• v• -A';•••-'

i: ■
V, ■ y-« y ^

?v- , t

)■
; T':GC5MMONWEALTHyHlG&LAND 'THEATRESyiNC.y;-;'y y

•fy

t .'4y:afSrsi?
Subscribed and sworn to before me this day of ig ^

------------------------------------------- ^ ~ 4'■■

Tv 4vk:;
,.yyy-

1i

.r -'.. j!

ig^^Pub 1 i . 6w k. Slik a'i-i:

RE: Objection by Property Owner 

Or. Junius R. Fishburne 
216 East Clark 
University of South Dakota 
Vermillion, South Dakota 57069 .. 
Dear Dr. Fishburne: 

This will confirm that I am aware of the effects of ·1isting a 
property in the National Register of Historic Places. I 
recognize that, under the National Historic Preservation Act, 
I am entitled -to object to the proposed listing of my property 
by a notarized, -written statement. If I am the sole . owner and 
I object; my property will not be listed. If there are multiple 
owners of this property and a majority of the owners -object, 
the property will not be listed. · 

Following is the address of my property: 

i2t Walnut Street 

Yankton, South Dakota 

)·. 



RE: Objection by Property Owner

Dr. Junius R. Fishburne 
216 East Clark 
University of South Dakota 
Vermillion, South Dakota 57069
Dear Dr. Fishburne:
This will confirm that I am aware of the effects of listing a 
property in the National Register of Historic Places. I 
recognize that, under the National Historic Preservation Act,
I am entitled to object to the proposed listing of my property 
by a notarized, written statement. If I am the sole owner and 
I object, my property will not be listed. If there are multiple 
owners of this property and a majority of the owners object, 
the property will not be listed.
Following is the address of my property:

210 W. 3rd Street

Yankton, South Dakota
Legal Description: Wl/3 of Lots 10, 11, & 12,
Block 25. Todd's. Yankton

I hereby exercise my right to object to the proposed listing and 
notify you that I request that my property NOT be listed in the 
National Register.

Sincerely,
YANKTON SAVINGS AND LOAN ASSOCIATION

20th day of-J^^- . 19_^Subscribed and sworn to before me this

\lk(. 1 U
N6i,ary Public s.d. (

RE: Objection by Property Owner 

Dr. Junius R. Fishburne 
216 East Clark 
University of South Dakota 
Vermillion, South Dakota 57069 

Dear Dr. Fishburne: 

This will confirm that I am aware of the effects of listing a 
property in the National Register of Historic Places. I 
recognize that, under the National Historic Preservation Act, 
I am entitled to object to the proposed listing of my property 
by a notarized, -written statement. If I am the sole owner and 
I object, my property will not be li sted. If there are multiple 
owners of this property and a majority of the owners object, 
the property will not be listed. 

Following is the address of my property: 

210 W. 3rd Street 

Yankton, South Dakota 

Legal Description: Wl/ 3 of Lots 10, 11, & 12, 
Block 25, Todd's. Yankton 

I hereby exercise my right to object to the proposed listing and 
notify you that I request that my property NOT be listed in the 
National Register. 

Sincerely, 
YANKTON SAVINGS AND LOAN ASSOCIATION 

By: 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 20th day ofJan. 19 82 

I 
' ... . ,,\ 

. . ) .· 



RE: Objection by Property Owner

Dr. Junius R. Fishburne 
216 East Clark 
University of South Dakota 
Vermillion, South Dakota 57069

Dear Dr. Fishburne:

03ABDW
iCol 93J

-'by

This will confirm that I am aware of the effects of listing a 
property in the National Register of Historic Places. I 
recognize that, under the National Historic Preservation Act,
I am entitled to object to the proposed listing of my property 
by a notarized, written statement. If I am the sole owner and 
I object, my property will not be listed. If there are multiple 
owners of this property and a majority of the owners object, 
the property will not be listed.

Following is the address of my property:
/ / liy'A ci 7 S/'________

^ A NA^ro/\t , S,

I hereby exercise my right to object to the proposed listing and 
notify you that I request that my property NOT be listed in the 
National Register.

Sincerely,

Subscribed and sworn to before me this / 0 day

RE: Objection by Property Owner 

Dr. Junius R. Fishburne 
216 East Clark 
University of South Dakota 
Vermillion, South Dakota 57069 

Dear Dr. Fishburne: 

This will confirm that I am aware of the effects of listing a 
property in the National Register of Historic Places. I 
recognize that, under the National Historic Preservation Act, 
I am entitled to object to the proposed listing of my property 
by a notarized, -written statement. If I am the sole owner and 
I object, my property will not be listed. If there are multiple 
owners of this property and a majority of the owners object, 
the property will not be listed. 

Following is the address of my property: 

I hereby exercise my right to object to the proposed listing and 
notify you that I ·request that my property NOT be listed in the 
National Register. 

Sincerely, 

-¥ Subscribed and sworn to before me this , n day offEgA~l93'L 



RE: Objection by Property Owner

Dr. Junius R. Fishburne 
216 East Clark 
University of South Dakota 
Vermillion, South Dakota 57069

Dear Dr. Fishburne:

This will confirm that I am aware oi' the effects of listing a 
property in the National Register of Historic Places. I 
recognize that, under the National Historic Preservation Act,
I am entitled to object to the proposed listing of my property 
by a notarized, written statement. If I am the sole owner and 
I object, my property will not be listed. If there are multiple 
owners of this property and a majority of the owners object, 
the property will not be listed.

Following is the address of my prop* rty:

___^ 6 6 a
V /V/ 7~D , ^ D . 'S' 7o 7 S

I hereby exercise my right to object to the proposed listing and 
notify you that I request that my property NOT be listed in the 
National Register.

Sincerely,

Subscribed and sworn to before me this

y}Ui.

^ 1 day of , 19 ^

Notary Public

RE: Objection by Property Owner 

Dr. Junius R. Fishburne 
216 East Clark 
University of South Dakota 
Vermillion, South Dakota 57069 

Dear Dr. Fishburne: 

This will confirm that I am aware of the effects of listing a 
property in the National Register o~' Historic Places. I 
recognize that, under the National ll istoric Preservation Act, 
I am entitled to object to the proposed listing of my property 
by a notarized,-written statement. If I am the sole owner and 
I object, my property will not be l i sted. If there are multiple 
owners of this property and a major ity of the owners object, 
the property will not be listed. 

F o 11 owing is the address of my pro pt r ty: 

3=E" -:? I I C E _, A----'--'-R'------

Y A 1v I< ·ro .s- D. ~--"Jo 7 8 

I hereby exercise my right to object to the proposed listing and 
notify you that I request that my property NOT be listed in the 
National Register. 

Sincerely, 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this -----

~~ -«~[;..__, ac.~ 
Notary Public 



RE: Objection by Property Owner

Dr. Junius R. Fishburne 
216 East Clark 
University of South Dakota 
Vermillion, South Dakota 57069
Dear Dr. Fishburne:
This will confirm that I am aware of the effects of listing a 
property in the National Register of Historic Places. I 
recognize that, under the National Historic Preservation Act,
I am entitled to object to the proposed listing of my property 
by a notarized, written statement. If I am the sole owner and 
I object, my property will not be listed. If there are multiple 
owners of this property and a majority of the owners object, 
the property will not be listed.
Following is the address of my property:/ 'v' /I f\ ^ n j

]/, i vS.L-c

I hereby exercise my right to object to the proposed listing and 
notify you that I request that my property NOT be listed in the 
National Register.

Sincerely,

1

Subscribed and sworn to before me this day of Uc ^. 19

7^.
Notary Public y

RE: Objection by Property Owner 

Dr. Junius R. Fishburne 
216 East Clark 
University of South Dakota 
Vermillion, South Dakota 57069 

Dear Dr. Fishburne: 

This will confinn that I am aware of the effects of listing a 
property in the National Register of Historic Places. I 
recognize that, under the National Historic Preservation Act, 
I am entitled to object to the proposed listing of my property 
by a notarized, -written statement. If I am the sole owner and 
I object, my property will not be listed. If there are multiple 
owners of this property and a majority of the owners object, 
the property will not be listed. 

Following is e address of my property: 
) ;J I ~, / , r ' ,;} J,q L --·. n (J 1 
1 i _,, t' )u o !(,((_ {L{.l'<.l-l (,11 ... .ld._tnz__,, ~---~-----~~~~~---"--t--r-----t-' 

( i 
\ 

I hereby exercise my right to object to the proposed lis t ing and 
notify you that I request that my property NOT be listed in the 
National Register. 

Sincerely, / ..... 

_U_)iCf, t,,~/ )/{ l LL~ 
r 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 
( r ~ 

_ 1_
1 

_a ___ day of i lu ... / ' 19 j 

( 

~~-Mk;<:~~ 
Notary Public (/ 



RE: Objection by Property Owner

Dr. Junius R. Fishburne 
216 East Clark 
University of South Dakota 
Vermillion, South Dakota 57069

Dear Dr. Fishburne:

This will confirm that I am aware of the effects of listing a 
property in the National Register of Historic Places. I 
recognize that, under the National Historic Preservation Act,
I am entitled to object to the proposed listing of my property 
by a notarized, written statement. If I am the sole owner and 
I object, my property will not be listed. If there are multiple 
owners of this property and a majority of the owners object, 
the property will not be listed.

Following is the address of my property:

I hereby exercise my right to object to the proposed listing and 
notify you that I request that my property NOT be listed in the 
National Register.

Sincerely,

Subscribed and sworn to before me this / 9 day of 19^2
ir

Notary Publi^ /

RE: Objection by Property Owner 

Dr. Junius R. Fishburne 
216 East Clark 
University of South Dakota 
Vennillion, South Dakota 57069 

Dear Dr. Fishburne: 

This will confinn that I am aware of the effects of listing a 
property in the National Register of Historic Places. I 
recognize that, under the National Historic Preservation Act, 
I am entitled to object to the proposed listing of my property 
by a notarized, -written statement. If I am the sole owner and 
I object, my property will not be listed. If there are multiple 
owners of this property and a majority of the owners object, 
the property will not be listed. 

Following is the address of my property: 

I hereby exercise my right to object to the proposed listing and 
notify you that I request that my property NOT be listed in the 
National Register. 

Sincerely, 

Subscribed and sworn to before me th i s __ /_9 __ day of ~.J 19£2., 

?/ . .,OJU.,,u ~, ,a / ;? I~~ 
Notary Publi<f 



....

RE: Objection by Property Owner

Dr. Junius R. Fishburne 
216 East Clark 
University of South Dakota 
Vermillion, South Dakota 57069
Dear Dr. Fishburne:
This will confirm that I am aware of the effects of listing a 
property in the National Register of Historic Places. I 
recognize that, under the National Historic Preservation Act,
I am entitled to object to the proposed listing of my property 
by a notarized,'written statement. If I am the sole owner and 
I object, my property will not be listed. If there are multiple 
owners of this property and a majority of the owners object, 
the property will not be listed.
Following is the address of my property:

FPt3 , ;'2

RECEIVED

_____  ^ A 7 ^

I hereby exercise my right to object to the proposed listing and 
notify you that I request that my property NOT be listed in the 
National Register.

Subscribed and sworn to before me this

r ■->

V-

~u:

of/^ , 19^^

. . ^

Notary Public
Notary Public, State of Florida 

My Commission Exciresj Nov. 12, 1984
Bonaed .Th[U Iroy fain : Iniunitct, Inc.

RE: Objection by Property Owner 

Dr. Junius R. Fishburne 
216 East Clark 
University of South Dakota 
Vennillion, South Dakota 57069 

Dear Dr. Fishburne: 

This will confinn that I am aware of the effects of listing a 
property in the National Register of Historic Places. I 
recognize that, under the National Historic Preservation Act, 
I am entitled to object to the proposed listing of my property 
by a notarized,·written statement. If I am the sole owner and 
I object, my property will not be listed. If there are multiple 
owners of this property and a majority of the owners object, 
the property will not be listed. 

Following is the address of my property: 

2 2. o w. 36:-4? .4J;;-. • 

I hereby exercise my right to object to the proposed listing and 
notify you that I request that my property NOT be listed in the 
National Register. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 

~/),__;1'}~ 
Notary Public 

Not~ry Public, State of Florida 
My Commission Expir~ Nov. 12, 1984 

D9ndod Jhcu J1ov. f•iij o l!>lurance, Inc. 
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RE: Objection by Property Owner

Dr. Junius R. Fishburne 
216 East Clark 
University of South Dakota 
Vermillion, South Dakota 57069
Dear Dr. Fishburne:
This will confirm that I am aware of the effects of listing a 
property in the National Register of Historic Places. I 
recognize that, under the National Historic Preservation Act,
I am entitled to object to the proposed listing of my property 
by a notarized, written statement. If I am the sole owner and 
I object, my property will not be listed. If there are multiple 
owners of this property and a majority of the owners object, 
the property will not be listed.
Following is the,address of my property:

I hereby exercise my right to object to the proposed listing and 
notify you that I request that my property NOT be listed in the 
National Register.

Sincerely,

C^) /O'

Subscribed and sworn to before me this day of/^^^

■ W 
'■*>,..

■:r

'H.

■W
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RE: Objection by Property Owner 

Dr. Junius R. Fishburne 
216 East Clark 
University of South Dakota 
Vennillion, South Dakota 57069 

Dear Dr. Fishburne: 
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recognize that, under the National Historic Preservation Act, 
I am entitled to object to the proposed listing of ·my property 
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RE: Withdrawal of Objection by Property Owner

National Register of Historic Places 
National Park Service 
US Dept of Interior 
Washington, DC 20240

Dear Sir:

This will confirm that I am fully aware of the effects of listing 
property in the National Register of Historic Places. I recognize 
that, under the National Preservation Act, I am entitled to object 
to the proposed listing of my property by a notarized, written 
statement. If I am the sole owner and I object, my property will 
not be listed. If there are multiple owners of this property and a 
majority of the owners object, the property will not be listed.

Following is the address of my property:

311 Walnut

Yankton, South Dakota 57078

I have previously submitted to the South Dakota Historic 
Preservation Officer a notarized letter of objection to the listing 
of the property in question on the National Register of Historic 
Places. I hereby withdraw that objection.

Sincerely,

(Signatujr^e)

CA/c e
(Name printed)

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 26th day of May 1982

flu^
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Preservation Officer a notarized letter of objection to the listing 
of the property in question on the National Register of Historic 
Places. I hereby withdraw that objection. 

Sincerely, 

F l.olf f' /V\ e_ Y WA// 6,LJ CL fr/ 
(Name printed) 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 26th day of May 1982 --------

9/Y~ 
~ U'n----- - 7 ~. ,f - z_ , f,2-

~ ~ ..rJJ-
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Ladies and gentlemen thank you for your time and effort 

this evening and for allowing me to present concerns pertaining 

to the procedure of establishing a historical district and 

questions pertaining to property within a historical district.
Everything in the presentation is documented in the material 

in front of you. If you find no documentation, it means that no 

record of action was available.
First a brief history of the events leading up to this public 

hearing and the development of the Yankton Commercial Historic 

District. A Yankton Chamber of Commerce committee was established 

to research and recommend methods of renovating the Yankton downtown 

area. This was in response to a substantail retail development on 

the north side of the city. The Yankton Mall.
The committee determined that the best method, at the least 

expense and store opening hours lost, was to renovate the existing 

buildings rather than wholesale change of the downtown area. The 

committee recommended voluntary historical preservation. This 

concept was warmly embraced by the city and the chamber of commerce. 
For a point of record, the Press and Dakotan published an editorial 
commending the committee on its determination of a voluntary pre
servation of downtown.

As an offshoot of the chamber committee. Historic Yankton,
Inc. was formed. This group hired a historic planner who was to 

present drawings and advize building owners on how buildings could 

be renovated. The city government provided funds toward offsetting 

the expense of the planner. The following year the city once again 

provided funds for the planner.
Then it became evident that the planner was spending more time 

in the development of a commercial historic district than providing 

owners with advice and drawings on how to renovate. The city dropped 

funding of the project and the chamber seperated itself from Historic 

Yankton. The city government had never concurred that the historic 

district concept is good for Yankton.
The district was presented to the state board in late 1980 with 

no public hearing being held in Yankton, although an informal in
formational meeting was held in June. The board subsequently sent 
the nomination to Washington, D.C. The nomination was put on hold
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due to a change in the law and was eventually sent back to South 

Dakota for reconsideration. During the first nominating procedure 

the Press and Dakotan stood against the district because owners 

were not given an opportunity to say whether or not they wanted 

their property included in the proposed district. The newspaper 
asked that the promoters of the district show proof that at least 
50 percent of the owners supported the district. This never happened 

and still has not happened.
Now, your board has an opportunity to establish a working 

agreement between landowners and preservationists. Most every
one in this room desires this. There has to be a point that can 

be established by residents of South Dakota, that works better 

within the States, fire codes, safety codes, taxes and concern for 

personal heritage than the national proposed regulations do.
This board can take itself out of the problems now being realized 

in other parts of the country as highlighted in the Wall Street 
Journal article of Wednesday, April 7, 1982, entitled "Arsonists 

Increasingly Hitting Buildings in Historic Districts."
This is a problem especially in a controversial district and 

a district that may have been established by regulations prior to 

their final approval.
The Press and Dakotan does not want the State of South Dakota 

and the City of Yankton to be placed in a poor legal position.
The entire process of nominating the proposed Yankton Com

mercial Historic District and the subsequent voting up to this 

point would in no way stand up in the courts if any one of the 

property owners contested it, and it is likely that the Department 
of Interior would not approve it under those circumstances.

The newspaper's proposal is that serious consideration be 

given to starting all over so that the right of "due process" is 

offered to all property owners.
The process to this point could be invalidated because:
1. Regulations by which the vote was taken were not scheduled 

to be finalized until February 1, 1982, so in effect, the vote was 

being taken only on the proposed regulations since "comments" were 

still being accepted on February 1, 1982 and later.

due to a change in the law and was eventually sent back to South 
Dakota for reconsideration. During the first nominating procedure 
the Press and Dakotan stood against the district because owners 
were not given an opportunity to say whether or not they wanted 
their property included in the proposed district. The newspaper 
asked that the promoters of the district show proof that at least 
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50 percent of the owners supported the district. This never happened 
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within the States, fire codes, safety codes, taxes and concern for 
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This is a problem especially in a controversial district and 
a district that may have been established by regulations prior to 
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The Press and Dakotan does not want the State of South Dakota 
and the City of Yankton to be placed in a poor legal position. 
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mercial Historic District and the subsequent voting up to this 
point would in no way stand up in the courts if any one of the 
property owners contested it, and it is likely that the Department 
of Interior would not approve it under those circumstances. 
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given to starting all over so that the right of 11 due process 11 is 
offered to all property owners. 

The process to this point could be invalidated because: 
1. Regulations by which the vote was taken were not scheduled 

to be finalized until February 1, 1982, so in effect, the vote was 
being taken only on the proposed regulations since 11 comments 11 were 
still being accepted on February 1, 1982 and later. 



2. According to those regulations and even the previous regulations, 
the nomination should have been made in concurrence with the local 
governing body, in this case, the Yankton City Commission. And since
the inclusion of property in the proposed district does afford some 

tax incentives, it would appear that since the tax base of the area 

could be affected that not only the City Commission but the Yankton 

School District and Yankton Board of County Commissioners should also 

concur. No such action was requested or given by any of the three 

listed governing bodies.
3. The process of voting seemed irregular. Since the letters 

sent to property owners by the Historical Preservation Center were 

not sent either certified or registered mail so that there was any 

assurance that the ballots (waivers) were ever received.
4. There seems to be a question of the legality of voting on 

property only on the basis of a street address, since all legal 
matters dealing with property normally are handled through a legal 
description. That was not the case.

5. The system of voting did not require every property owner 
to vote. Even those who did not vote were counted as being "for 

the district" while it required a special notarized statement from 

those who opposed "inclusion" in the proposed district. In fact 
ballots to approve the district were provided by the preservation 

center. No ballots were provided to oppose the district by the 

preservation center.
6. The Director of the Historical Preservation Center and his 

staff admit that even after the voting was complete, there was still 
uncertainty as to who was eligible to vote and as to who was not 
eligible to vote. There was a question if each property owner (in 

the case of several owners of a piece of property) had a vote or if 

there should have been one vote for each piece of property. There 

was no definition as to how a corporation with many stockholders 

would be voting. The U.S. Department of Interior is still vague on 

this according to a letter received by Dr. Fishburne on March 30.
Nor was there any provision in the regulations as to who would
vote for an estate, or how many would be eligible to vote in the 

case of estate property.
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It would appear that if the several owners of one piece of 
property could each vote, that those property owners who had more 

than one piece of property should likewise have been authorized to 

vote "for" or "against" such proposed district on each of those 

pieces of property.
7. Wednesday, Feb. 17, 1982 was designated as the final date 

for balloting on the proposed district. A report received by tele
phone from the Historical Preservation Center in Vermillion indicated 

on the morning of February 18, 1982 that there were 83 possible 

votes in the district and that 43 objections or more than 50 percent 
required to defeat the proposal had been received. However, even
at the time of the balloting there was no determination of how the 

voting involving two estates should be done. This has still not 
been resolved. Also several of those who had voted to oppose the 

district changed their vote -- after the February 17, 1982 deadline. 
But the point that should be made is that while there were 43 who 

OPPOSED the district, only 10 property owners submitted waivers 

approving inclusion into the proposed district. Even though eight 
property owners subsequently changed their vote, that would leave 

only 18 who favored inclusion and 35 who opposed it. This points 

to the inequities of the voting process that was followed.
8. The first public hearing to be held concerning the district 

in Yankton is tonight's meeting. This hearing is presumedly be
ing held at your request. The hearing Dr. Fishburne refers to in 

June, 1980 was classified by the Vermillion Preservation Center as 

an informal discussion since the place of the hearing was not pub
licized. The meeting referred to in November, 1980 was held in 

Pierre. Since that time the regulations covering Historical Districts 

have been changed. In 1980 the Vermillion office stated that if even 

75 percent of the property owners were opposed to the district it 

would not make any differnce. Who wants to make a special trip to 

Pierre if it won't make any difference.
Rather than split a community, it would seem that the Department 

of Education and Cultural Affairs through the Historical Preservation 

Center should reconsider the action that has already been taken, wait

It would appear that if the several owners of one piece of 
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for the final regulations to be approved in the Federal Register, 
and then proceed in the following manner:

1. Submit a new nomination for the district.
2. Have such a nomination approved or disapproved by the Yankton 

City Commission, the Yankton Board of Education and the Yankton County 

Board of Commissioners, since public monies are involved in the cases 

where tax benefits will be received.
3. A public hearing be held in the affected community.
4. That letters to all property owners should be forwarded to 

those owners or their representatives by registered or certified 

mail so that they are receipted to determine who signed for them 

and acknowledged their receipt.
5. That those letters include the legal description of the 

properties involved in the voting rather than just the street ad
dresses, since tax benefits would also be based on that legal de
scription.

6. Determine ahead of time who can vote, who is eligible to 

vote, how many votes can be cast for each piece of property and who 

will cast that vote. Determine who votes in case of estates, who 

votes in cases where there is more than one owner of a piece of 
property and if more than one vote is permitted on a piece of 
property, also determine ahead of time if stockholders in those 

firms, in which there are stockholders can also vote. If persons 

owning land under a building or vacant lot would have a vote, and 

if multiple ownership, how many votes.
7. Provide a ballot that makes it mandatory for those who 

wish to approve the proposed historical district to return a ballot 
as well as those who oppose it. Make it no tougher to oppose the 

district (by a special notarized statment) than to support it.
8. Count the ballots on the basis of the number of ballots 

received to determine the majority, and not permit non-votes to 

count as votes "for" in the final tabulation of the voting.
9. Above all, lay out the groundrules so that everyone knows 

for sure how many pieces of property there are, how many votes can 

be cast, so that there is no changing after the voting is complete.
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These do not seem to be unreasonable demands and could avoid 

some of the controversy that has developed in this case. Much of the 

controversy has been brought about through the manner in which the 

entire matter has been handled rather than the question of those 

supporting or opposing the district.
Upon reading the material presented to you, you will surely 

desire to protect preservation from obtaining a bad name and of 
losing congressional support. There is need of preservation of 
our material heritage and a workable method between landowners and 

preservationists should be developed first in order to protect some
thing more dear than material, that being our personal heritage, 
that we enjoy in the State of South Dakota and the United States 

of America.
Please work with us to set up State-approved guidelines be

fore plunging into controversy.

6 

These do not seem to be unreasonable demands and could avoid 
some of the controversy that has developed in this case. Much of the 
controversy has been brought about through the manner in which the 
entire matter has been handled rather than the question of those 
supporting or opposing the district. 

Upon reading the material presented to you, you will surely 
desire to protect preservation from obtaining a bad name and of 
losing congressional support. There is need of preservation of 
our material heritage and a workable method between landowners and 
preservationists should be developed first in order to protect some
thing more dear than material, that being our personal heritage, 
that we enjoy in the State of South Dakota and the United States 
of America. 

Please work with us to set up State-approved guidelines be
fore plunging into controversy. 



Map showing voting 

in the February 17,, 
1982 election.

RED-Property owners 

voting NO.

GREEN-Property 

owners voting 

YES.

YELLOW-Property 

owners who 

changed their 

vote to YES.

BLUE-Property 

not in Historic 

District.

Map showing voting 
in the February 17,. 
1982 election. 

RED-Property owners 
voting NO. 

GREEN-:Property 
owners voting 
YES. 

YELLOW-Property 
owners who 
changed their 
vote to YES. 

BLUE-Property 
not in Historic 
District. 



HISTORICAL
PRESERVATION
CENTER
University of South Dakota 
Vermillion, S.D. 57069 
Phone (605) 677 5 3 1 4

A Deportment of

Gducotion and Culturol flPfoirs
January 8, 1982 %

t

Yankton Printing Co.
319 Walnut 
Yankton, SD 57078

Dear Property Owner:

Last January we informed you that The National Register had suspended 
review of privately-owned historic site nominations. During this past 
year the National Park Services, Department of the Interior has been 
writing^ew regulations fnr .-the—amended-Narional Historic Preservation 
Act. /"These regulations have been approver and once again they are
a cc eptingjiom ina t ions^-Lor—r-eview r-

Please find enclosed a letter explaining both the revisions in the 
preservation act and the benefits of the federal tax act. You will note 
that owners of individually nominated properties, who object to the 
nomination, can ask to have their properties removed from consideration.
In historic districts a majority of owners must object before the 
district nomination is withdrawn.

We were pleased to learn that your property will not have to undergo 
review by the state review board a second time. Instead, we can forward 
your nomination directly to Washington, D.C. as soon as we receive the 
waiver slip signed by you.

We regret the delay, but are pleased to be able to complete the nomination 
process.

If you have questions regarding the new tax act program, please address”' 
them to Mr. Jim Wilson (605-677-5314). If you have questions regarding 
the nomination process, please contact Ms. Carolyn Torma at the same 
number.

Sincerely,

tfunius R. Fishbume
State Historic Preservation Officer

The Office of Cultural Preservation of the Department of Education and Cultural Affairs coordinates South Dakota's 
archaeological research, museums, historical preservation and historical resource in a program designed to preserve our

and cultural heritage.

HISTORICAL 
PRESERVATION 
CENTER 
University of South Dakota 
Vermillion, S.D. 57069 
Phone (605) 677 5314 

Yankton Printing Co. 
319 Walnut 
Yankton, SD 57078 

Dear Property Owner: 

January 8, 1982 
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Act. ~ .se r:gul~tions have ~een approv~and once again they are 
a cc ep t...;uig_norn 1.na tions-±oX-.-r..ev:1.-ew • · 
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waiver slip signed by you. 

We regret the delay, but are pleased to be able to complete the nomination 
process. 
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them to Mr. Jim Wilson (605-677-5314). If you have questions regarding 
the nomination process, please contact Ms. Carolyn Torma at the same 
number. 
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HISTORICAL
PRESERVATION
CENTER
University of South Dakota 
Vermillion, S.D. 57069 
Phone (605) 67 7 5 3 1 4

A I Department of

Educotion and Culturol Rffoirs
January 8, 1982

Yankton Printing Co.
319 Walnut 
Yankton, SD 57078

Dear Sir:

We are pleased to inform you that the property you own is located in the 
Yankton Historic Commercial District, 3rd Street between Broadway and 
Pine, Walnut between 4th and 2nd, Yankton. The district will be con
sidered by the Department of the Interior for nomination to the National 
Register of Historic Places. The National Register is the Federal 
Government's official list of historic properties worthy of preservation. 
Listing in the National Register provides recognition and assists in 
preserving our Nation's heritage. Enclosed is a copy of the criteria 
under which properties are evaluated.

Listing in the National Register provides the following benefits to 
historic properties:

-Consideration in the planning for federally assisted projects.
Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 
provides that the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
be given an opportunity to comment on projects affecting such 
properties.

-Eligibility for Federal tax benefits. If a property is listed 
in the National Register, certain tax provisions may apply.
The Tax Reform Act of 1976, as amended by the Revenue Act of 1978 
and the Tax Treatment Extension Act of 1980, and the Economic 
Recovery Tax Act of 1981, contain provisions intended to encourage 
the preservation of depreciable historic structures by allowing 
favorable tax treatments for rehabilitation, and to discourage 
destruction of historic buildings by eliminating certain Federal 
tax provisions for demolition of historic structures. Beginning 
January 1, 1982, the Economic Recovery Tax Act replaces the 
rehabilitation tax incentives available under prior law with a 
25% investment tax credit for rehabilitations of certain historic 
commercial, industrial and residential rental buildings. This 
can be combined with a 15-year cost recovery period for the 
adjusted basis of the historic building. Historic buildings 
with certified rehabilitations receive additional tax savings 
because they are exempt from any requirement to reduce the basis 
of the building by the amount of credit. The Tax Treatment 
Extension Act of 1980 includes provisions regarding charitable 
contributions for conservation purposes of partial interests in 
historically important land areas or structures.

The Office of Cultural Preservation of the Department of Education and Cultural Affairs coordinates South Dakota's 
archaeological research, museums, historical preservation and historical resource in a program designed to preserve our natural 
and cultural heritage.
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-Consideration of historic values in the decision to issue a 
surface coal mining permit where coal is located, in accord 
with Surface Mining and Control Act of 1977.

-Qualification for Federal grants for historic preservation 
when funds are available.

Owners of private properties nominated to the National Register of 
Historic Places be given an opportunity to concur to listing in accord 
with the National Historic Preservation Act Amendments of 1980 and 
Federal regulations 36 CFR Part 60. Any owner or partial owner of 
private property who chooses to object to Using is required to submit 
to the State Historic Preservation Officer a notarized statement cer
tifying that the party is the sole or partial owner of the private 
property, as appropriate, and objects to the listing. If a majority of 
the owners objects to listing, the district will not be listed. Each 
owner or partial owner of private property in a district has one vote 
regardless of how many properties or what part of one property that 
party owns. If the district cannot be listed because a majority of 
owners objects prior to the submission of a nomination by the State, the 
State Historic Preservation Officer shall submit the nomination to the 
Keeper of the National Register for a determination of the eligibility 
of the district for inclusion in the National Register. If the property 
is then determined eligible for listing, although not formally listed. 
Federal agencies will be required to allow the Advisory Council on 
Historic Preservation an opportunity to comment before the agency may 
fund, license, or assist a project which will affect the property. If 
you choose to object to the listing of your property, the notarized 
objection must be submitted to Dr. Junius R. Fishbume, 216 Clark Street, 
University of South Dakota, Vermillion, SD 57069 by February 17, 1982.

If you wish to comment on whether the district should be nominated to 
the National Register, please send your comments to the above address.

Sincerely,

I C? ,
unius R. Fishbume 

State Historic Preservation Officer

Enclosure(s)
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RE: Waiver by Property Owner

Dr. Junius R. Fishburne 
216 East Clark 
University of South Dakota 
Vermillion, SD 57069

Dear Dr. Fishburne:

This will confirm that I am fully aware of the effects of listing a 
property in the National Register of Historic Places. I recognize that, 
under the National Historic Preservation Act, I am entitled to object to 
the proposed listing of my property by a notarized, written statement.
If I am the sole owner and I object, my property will not be listed. If 
there are multiple owners of this property and a majority of the owners 
object, the property will not be listed.

Following is the address of my property:

Vacant, 313 Walnut, Yankton.

Yankton Daily Press and Dakotan, 315 Walnut.

Yankton Daily Press and Dakotan, 315^ Walnut,

Yankton.

I hereby waive my right to object to the proposed listing and notify you 
that I request that my property be listed in the National Register at 
the earliest possible date.

Sincerely,

Date:

RE: Waiver by Property Owner 

Dr. Junius R. Fishburne 
216 East Clark 
University of South Dakota 
Vermillion, SD 57069 

Dear Dr. Fishburne: 

This will confirm that I am fully aware of the effects of listing a 
property in the National Register of Historic Places. I recognize that, 
under the National Historic Preservation Act, I am entitled to object to 
the proposed listing of my property by a notarized, written statement. 
If I am the sole owner and I object, my property will not be listed. If 
there are multiple owners of this property and a majority of the owners 
object, the property will not be listed. 

Following is the address of my property: 

Vacant, 313 Walnut, Yankton. 

Yankton Daily Press and Dakotan, 315 Walnut. 

Yankton Daily Press and Dakotan, 315½ Walnut, 

Yankton. 

I hereby waive my right to object to the proposed listing and notify you 
that I request that my property be listed in the National Register at 
the earliest possible date. 

Sincerely, 

Date: ----------------
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United States Department of the Interior
NATIONAL PARK SERVICE 
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20240

IN REPLY REFER TO:
H32-710
ES-40767

“B I 0 \r<7

V.

Mr. Dennis C. Raster 
Publisher
Yankton Daily Press and Dakotan 
319 Walnut
Yankton, South Dakota 57078 

Dear Mr. Raster:

On behalf of Secretary of the Interior Watt, thank you for your letter of 
January 21 concerning the right of private property owners to object to 
nominations to the National Register of Historic Places.

The regulations governing the National Register have been revised in 
accordance with the National Historic Preservation Act Amendments of 1980 
(interim rule, 36 CFR 60, copy enclosed). The Department of the Interior has 
given careful consideration to establishing the most reasonable and legally 
accurate method for carrying out the requirement of the law. Specifically, 
the law states that before any privately owned property or district Including 
private property may be included in the National Register, the owner or owners 
shall be given the opportunity (including a reasonable length of time) to 
concur in, or object to, the nomination. The statute refers only to owners, 
rather than to properties. Therefore, the regulations require that each owner 
have a vote in determining whether a majority of owners in a historic district 
or a single property with multiple owners object to listing.

To protect the rights of property owners and to assure that the record is 
legally defensible, the regulations provide that an owner who wishes to object 
shall submit to the State Historic Preservation Officer a notarized statement 
certifying that the party is the sole or partial owner of the private 
property, as .appropriate, and ubiects LO~Liie libLin^.-------------------------- ----------------

Your comments and recommendations on the National Register regulations will be 
considered before the regulations are published in final.

United States Department of the Interior 

NATIONAL PARK SERVICE 

IN REPLY REFER TO ; 

H32-710 
ES-40767 

Mr. Dennis C. Kaster 
Publisher 

WASHINGTON, D .C. 20240 

Yankton Daily Press and Dakotan 
319 Walnut 
Yankton, South Dakota 57078 
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~ 
Your comments and recommendations on the National Register regulations will be 
considered before the regulations are published in final. 
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Mr. Dennis C. Kaster 2

In regard to your letter of January 15 to property owners, enclosed Is 
information on the effects of listing properties in the National Register^
The rights of property owners are not altered by listing in the National 
Register. Owners are free to manage, change, or dispose of their property as 
they choose.

We appreciate your concern in this matter, 
assistance, please let us know.

If we can be of further

SincOTely,

Director

.6^

Enclosures 3

cc: Dr. Junius R. Flshburne
Historical Preservation Center 
University of South Dakota - Alumni House 
Vermillion, South Dakota 57069
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WILLIAM J JANKLOW 
GOVERNOR 

Feb ruary 16, 1982 

STATE OF SO U TH DAKOTA 

EXECUTIVE OFFICE 

Dennis C. Kaster, Pub I isher 
Yankton Press and Dakotan 
315 \'Jal nut 
Yankton, South Dakota 57078 

Dear Mr. Kaster: 

Than k you for your letter and enclosures of January 21, 1982, in which you 
raise a series of objections to the manner in which the Yankton Commercial 
Historic District is being formed and to the method being used by the 
Hist oric Preservation Center to solicit comments concerning the district 
nom ination by affected property owners. I have asked Dr. Harris J. \'✓ol Iman, 
Secretary of Education and Cultural Affairs, to investigate this matter and 
t h is letter reflects the results of his findings. 

In June of 1980, Historic Yan kton, Inc., approached the Historic 
Preservation Center with a nomination request for the Yankton Commercial 
Historic District. The request was supported by the Yan kton Chamber of 
Commerce and was sanctioned and funded by the City of Yankton through a 
grant of $13,750 to secure the services of a restoration architect for the 
proposed district. If approved, Yankton would host its second historical 
district. 

On June 19, 1980, a pub I ic meeting on this topic was held in Yankton. A 
subsequent pub I ic meeting was held, and, on two different occasions, the 
staff of the Historical Preservation Center discussed the proposed district 
with various civic groups in the city. 

The nomination process became stalled in late 1980 when Congress amended the 
National Historic Preservation Act of 1966. The U.S. Department of Interior 
froze al I pending nominations unti I new rules could be issued in comp I iance 
with the 1980 amendments to the Act. The rules were issued in the Federal 
Register on November 16, 1981. 

Among the changes in the Act was the inc I us ion of a prov Is I on a I I owing 
individua ls to opt out of a proposed district and when a majority of 
affected property owners object to being included in a proposed historical 
district the district wi 11 not be formed. The U.S. Department of Interior 
set out a required procedure for states receiving federal assistance to 
fo I I ow when nan i nati ng these districts. The federa I regu I ati ons 36 CFR Part 
60, § 60.6(g), states: 

STATE CAPITOL BUILDING , PIERRE, SOUTH DAKOTA 57501 • (605) 773 3212 

• 



Dennis C. Kaster 
Page 2
February 16, 1982

Upon notification, any owner or owners of a private property who 
wish to object shall submit to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer a notarized statement certifying that the party is the 
sole or partial owner of the private property, as appropriate, and 
objects to the listing. In nominations with multiple ownership of 
a single private property or of districts, the property will not 
be listed if a majority of the owners object to listing. Upon 
receipt of notarized objections respecting a district or single 
private property with multiple owners, it is the responsibility of 
the State Historic Preservation Officer to ascertain whether a 
majority of owners of private property have objected. If an owner 
whose name did not appear on the list certifies in a written 
notarized statement that the party is the sole or partial owner of 
a nominated private property such owner shall be counted by the 
State Historic Preservation Officer in determining whether a 
majority of owners has objected. Each owner of private property 
in a district has one vote regardless of how many properties or 
what part of one property that party owns and regardless of 
whether the property contributes to the significance of the 
district.

This "negative checkoff" system, in my estimation, represents a socialistic 
governmental scheme that requires citizens to say they don't want government 
services. I believe that government should provide services only if the 
people iQ want them and are willing to pay for them. This mandatory federal 
procedure was adopted primarily as a lever to protect historical properties, 
not their owners.

The procedure is an unfair imposition on the state but does not, I believe, 
constitute the taking of property rights. This issue has been decided by a 
federal district court in eastern Virginia (see Historic Green Springs v. 
Black. 497 F. Supp. 839 (E.D. Virg. 1980).

Regardless of the means used to nominate a historical district, the major 
effect of inclusion on the National Register of Historic Places is to 
provide affected property owners with a choice of options regarding the 
federal income tax formulae available, any potential for grants-in-ald and 
other assistance or participation in the state's historical property tax 
moratorium provisions of SDCL 1-19A-20. There is, of course, a disincentive 
in that demolition of historical structures is not a tax deductible cost of 
doing business.

With respect to the decision of the Historical Preservation Center to 
continue the nomination process commenced prior to the change in federal law 
without consideration of repeating its earlier efforts, the U.S. Department 
of Interior, in 36 CFR Part 60, § 60.6(h), provided that:

If a property has been submitted to and approved by the State 
Review Board for inclusion in the National Register prior to the 
effective date of this section, the State Historic Preservation
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Officer need not resubmit the property to the State Review Board; 
but before submitting the nomination to the NPS shall afford 
owners of private property the opportunity to concur in or object 
to the property's inclusion in the Register pursuant to applicable 
notification procedures described above.

The opportunity to comment was afforded affected property owners through a 
January 8, 1982, letter from Dr. Junius R. Fishburne, State Historic 
Preservation Officer. The "negative checkoff" system was cpntinued since 
the federal regulations still required its use. To date. Dr. Fishburne has 
received 27 negative responses from the 67 letters mailed.

SDCL 1-19A-19 establishes the authority of the "State Review Board," 
including the responsibility to "approve nominations to the state and 
national registers of historic places." I am, by copy of this letter to the 
Department of Education and Cultural Affairs, requesting that the following 
actions be under taken by the Board of Cultural Preservation:

1. The Board, consistent with our cooperative efforts with the 
Vice-President's Task Force on Regulatory Reform, review the current 
regulations governing the Historical Preservation Center programs, make 
specific recommendations to the U.S. Department of Interior resolving 
the issues you have raised and share with you both their findings and 
any response from the federal government;

2. The notices to property owners in nominated historic districts in the 
future be sent by registered mail to insure that, until this "negative 
checkoff" system can be repealed, all owners are given the opportunity 
to express their support or opposition to creation of the district in 
addition, both "waiver" and "objection" forms should be provided each 
owner;

3. The State Historic Preservation Officer contact the U.S. Department of 
Interior to ascertain specifically who should be contacted regarding the 
option to comment on creation of a historic district, the method to be 
used in counting responses received and what procedure should be 
employed when the land upon which a structure lies is owned by another 
party. The responses received should be shared with you; and,

4. The State Review Board suspend consideration of the Yankton Commercial 
and Historic District for nomination to the National Register of 
Historic Places until such time as the questions raised on this issue 
are answered.

Secretary Wo I I man has been asked to stay on top of this matter and to advise 
me as necessary of additional steps which may need to be taken. Future 
correspondence should be addressed to him.

Finally, it is my belief that the intentions of those desiring to preserve 
and to protect our nation's history and heritage are sincere and
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well-meaning, however, the process adopted may be inappropriate from a 
property owner's standpoint. We must work cooperatively to protect all 
parties' interests if we are to have an effective program of historic 
preservati on.

Thank you for sharing your concerns with me. 
matter will be successfully handled.

Sincerely youi:s.

I am confident that this
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I PUBLIC NOTICE 

Slate ■ Historic Preservation Office (the 
Historical Preservation Center) announces that the 
Yankton Historic Commercial District, Yankton 
County will be considered by the South Dakota 
Review Board (the Stale Board of Cultural Preserva
tion) for nomination to the National Register of 
Historic Places at Its meeting on June 27-28, 1980. 
The district is comprised of all the properties located 
wiltiin the following boundaries. The eastemmos( 
boundary is a line running down the center of Pine 
Street between 3rd Street and Riverside Drive. The 
southernmost boundary runs down the center of 
Riverside Drive between Pine Street and (Capital 
Avenue. The boundary line at that point turns direct
ly northward and runs up Capital from Riverside 
Drive to the south edge of Ixit M, Block 2, of the 
Lower Yankton Addition. The boundary line eiteniis 
westward (romOaplMI along tlie south edge M Lots 
14j(fjK(^6jBlf)fk.^ l/Qwat; Yankton Addition and IM

*14, Block 11 of Todd's Addition, The boundary line 
4uma at Lot 14 and extends southward to 2nd StreeL • 
where it turns westward down the center of 2nd 
Street to the comer of 2nd and Walnut Streets. At 
Walnut the boundary turns and extends northward to 
the south edge of Lot 14 Block 12, Todd’s Addition. At 
this point tiie boundary turns westward and extends 
along the south edge of l-ots 14 and 5, Block 12, Lots 
14 and 5, Block 13, Lot 14, Block 14, Todd's Addition. 
At the southwest comer of Lot 14, Block 14, the boun
dary turns northward at the alley and runs along the 
western edge of Ixits 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, Block 14, Lots 
10, Hi 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, Block 23, Todd's Addi

tion, At 4th Street the boundary turns east and ex
tends down the street to the alley of Block 3, Lower 
Yankton Addition. The line turns south at the alley 
and mns along the eastern edge of Lots 1, 2, 3, 4,5,8,

, where at the northeast comer of fajl 6, it turns east 
' and extends along the north edge of Lot 12, Block 3, 
i Lower Yankton Addition to Capital Avenue. There it 

turns south and extends down the middle of the street 
to 3rd Street where it turns and runs eastward down 
the center of 3rd to the intersection with Pine Street.

Inlerestrf_ Mople can contact th^ Historical 
'PresefvatioirCchler foF tlielxacTtime and place of 
tli'e~iileeHh^TTf approved by the' Review Bdardi the 

' riommalioii will be forwarded to Washington, D.C. 
for final review. The National Register serves to 
identify "districts, sites, buildings, structures, and 
ob)ects significant in the American history, architec
ture, archaeology, and culture.”

Property owners are assured that listing on the Na
tional Register giVes no control over the property to 
local, state or Federal goverments. Rather, It pro
vides protection from inadvertent alteration or 
destruction by Federal projects, under existing laws 
relating to historic and prehistoric sites. Placement 
on Ihe Register also makes a property eligible for 
participation in Federal and Stale grants programs 
for the restoration of sites. Procedural questions and 
conunenls concerning the merits of the sites should 
be addressed to the State Historic Preservation Of
ficer, Historical Preservation Center, 216 E. (Sark 
Street, University of South Dakota, Vermillion, S.D. 
57069. Phone (605 ) 677-5317 preferably In writing and 
prior to the meeting, which is open to the public.

JOHN J. UTTLE
State Historic Preservation Officer

• 

PUBLIC NOTICF..S 
YOUI IIGHT TO KNOW -
and be Informed of the 
function, of your govern
ment are embodied In public 
notice,, 

M--11.tf r1Bt) s+2• ''I_ I I PUBLIC NOTICE 
The State · Historic Preservation Of lice ( the 

lllstorlcal Preservation Center) announces that lhe 
Yankton Historic Commercial District, Yankton 
County will be considered by the ,South Dakota 
Review Board ( the State Board ol Cultural Preserva
tion) for nomination to Lhe National Register ol 
Historic Places at Its meeting on June 27-28, 1980. 
The district Is comprised of a Uthe properties located 
with.In the lollowing boundaries. The eastemmos\ 
boundary Is a line running down the center of Pine 
Street between 3rd St~t and Rlverslde Drive . The 
southernmost boundary runs down the center of 
Riverside Drive between Pine Street and Capital 
Avenue. The boundary line at that point turns dlre<:t• 
ly northward and runs up Capital from Riverside 
Drive to the south edge . of Lot H, Block 2, of the 
Lower Yankton Addition. The boundary line extends r-twaft! lrom: O&pltd -.Imig the sauth ~ge- uf Lolli 

\ 14;ff~?l8\o.fk1\!1( ~.ei;;Yankton Addition and l.,ot 

~. ,' s\oc
1

: 1
1

1' or' Todd'■ ~ddltlon. The ·boundary line 
i,urna 11 Lot H end utenda 1outhward to 2nd Street, . 
where it turns westward down the center of 2nd 
Street to the comer of 2nd and Walnut Streets. At 
Walnut the boundary turns and extends northward to 
the south edge of Lot 14 Block 12, Todd's Addition. At 
this pomt the bound,ry turns westward and extends 
along the south edge of Lots 14 and 5, Block 12, Lols 
Hand 5, Block 13, Lot H, Block 14, Todd's Addition. 
At the sou thwest comer of Lot 14, Block 14, the boun
dary turns northward al the alley and runs along the 
western edge of Lots 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, Block 14, Loi.a 

l 
10, 11, 12, 13, H, 15, 16, 17, 18, Block 23, Todd's Addi· 
tlon . Al 4th Street the boundary turns east and ex
tends down the street to the alley ol Block 3, Lower 
Yankton Addition. The line turns south at the alley 
and runs along the eastern edge of Lots 1, 2, 3, ( , 5, S, 

, where at the northeast comer ol Lot 6, It turns east 
' and extends a long the nortn edge ol Lot 12, Block 3, 
I Lower Yankton Addition to Capital Avenue. There It 

turns south and extends down tl1e middle of the street 
lo 3rd Street where It turns and runs eastward down 
the center of 3rd to the Intersection with Pine Strttl. 

Interested people can contact the Historical 
"PrcservalionCenlerroi' llie exacl"Unie"iiiid_).IBce of 
llie"rilcelfnf Tf approved fiy lne Revrew 8oaro,lhe· 

' noii'iiiiiiuoi1 will be lorwarded lo Washington, D.C. 
for final review. The National Register serves to 
ldenllfy "districts, silell, buildings, structures, and 
objects significant In the American history, architec
ture, archaeology, and culture." 

Property owners are assured that listing on the Na• 
Uonal Heg1Sler gives no control over the property lo 
local, state or Federal goverments. Rather, ll pr&
vides protection from inadvertent alteratlon or 
deslrucllon by Federal projects, under existing laws 
relating to hi.,torlc and prehistoric sites. Placement 

1 on the Heglster also makes a property eligible for 
participation In Federal and State grants programs 
for the restoration of sites. Procedural questions and 
conunents concerning U1e merits ol the sites should 
be addressed to the State Historic Preservation Of. 
£leer, llislorlcal Preservation Center, 216 E. Clark 
Street, University ol Sout.b Dakota, Vermillion, S.D. 
57069. Phone (605) 677-5317 preferably In writing and 
prior to the meeting, which is open to the public. 

JOHN J . IJTTLE 
State H1stor\c Preservation Officer 
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BY LES HELGELAND 
P & D Executive Editor 

Dm:ing a two-hour meeting last night, 
quest10ns were answered and an ex
pl_anat!on ?f t~e proposed Commercial 
His~oric D1:5trict, which would involve a 
~J~r s~ction of the downtown business 
district in Yankton, was given. 

State Historical Preservation Direc
t~r ~ohn Little, Carolyn Torma, 
historical_survey coordinator, and Paul 
Putz, assis~nt director, explained the 
pr~edures involved in getting an area 
designated as an historic district. 

T~e downtown district wa s 
norrunated for the designation by 
Yankton persons who more than a year 
ago_ began_the revival of the downtown 
b!-15in~ss C?-5trict and proposed that the 
hist~ric ?istrict route be followed. The 
norrunat10n for the district was made 
last fall a~d submitted to the Historical 
Preservat10n Center at Vermillion. 

• I t 
building without written auth~rity from 
the owr_ier of the property. _ 

Dakota_ Cultural Preservation Board 
and ~e recommendations forwarded to 
Washington for _a decision by the 
federal ~ge_ncy which decides if the pro
pos~d dIStrict_ should be included on the . 
Nati?nal !'{egister of Historic Places as 
an Historic Commercial District. 

.• It _is an ~onor to be listed on the 
HISto:ic. R~gIS~er as a part of a Com
me:cial Historic District and that ex
perience 1!-as indic~ted that the proper
ty_ ".alue~ increase In areas with such a 
des1gnat10n. But what was described as "technical 

pro_blems," prompted Ms. Torma to ex
plain ~~ action will probably not take -
place ~W late ~his summer or fall. Lit- • Th~re ar~ grants available for 
tle said that_~Jt~_ .'..'E_robable" that restorat10n or unprovement. _There are 
another meeting such as the one h·eld als~ state and _fede_ral tax incentives 

_ las~ mght would be field followin '.3-Vatlable for histo:1c preservation or 
l@!if!caho!1 of ,eroperty owners and ! unprov_ement ?n buddings which are in-
public notice off he meeting. Both saia eluded in the historic district. 
that persons wISfung to comment on the • That even after a ~omination is ap-
pr~posal should put their comments in proved by a state review board that it 
w~tin~ and submit them to the could take fr~m a :year up to two years 
Hi_st?ncal Preservation Center at Ver- for such a des1gnat10n. 
million. • _Grants are usually awarded on the 

b~sis o~ a 50/50 matching grant which 
rrught include projects which could 
make a building more useful usable 
and could include interior work as well 
as exterior work. 

It was explained: 
. • ~t. being included within a 

. A _survey of key buildings in the historic district does not mean that the 
district was made. A · notice was property owner has to make im
published of the meeting held last night provements, renovations or . even 
and property owners were notified of restore the ~~ding, although there 
th~ i:neeting by letter. It had been hoped wo.uld be restrictwns on demolition. 
originally that the presentation on That tenants cannot obligate the 
behalf of the Yankton proposal might owner by accepting a grant on un· _ 
be handled late this month by the South proveme ts 
--~---~-----------...:.~- Of restorati~n project on a 

~ !hat only that portion of the 
bmldin~ which adjoin the street are in
volved m preservation or restoration 
and ~o~ld not ~ean that the rear part 
of buildings which adjoin parking Jots 
~ould have t~ conform to a preserva-
tion, _ restorat10n or remod~ling_s_ta~n_-___ _ 

District,· discussed 
/ 

1 dard. . . 'could run from five years to 20 years, 
• Being . included within an historic depending on the size ·of the gra~t. If the 

-building is sold prior to the CO!Jlpletion 
district does not prevent the owner or of that covenant, the covenant would be 
the tenant from making improvements -a P"1rt of the property transfer to the 
on the interior of a building as long as next owner. ~ 1 

they do not interfere with the outside • That an historic 'district stimulates 
structure upon which the basis for in- a "quallty environment" by preserving 
clusion in the historic district bas been a building or district as it looked in the 
made. · . pa:st in the 1890 fabric, for • instance, 
~ • There is no date of termination of an which cannot be done in a shopping 

historic district as long as it remains in mall. 
the-condition (or improved) that it.was _:.••It was emphasized that the designa-

·J ,in when the designation ·was made ... ·. , tion . of . an ~historic distric would be 
• That once.a historic distric has been meaningless unless there is an effort to 

established; an indiviqua~ or busin~ss · -~.rehabilitate the area, to provide new 
cannot ask to be "let out" of a district. . storefronts where possible, to develop a 

• It was explained that in the case of a . · program of creative marketing to be a 
building within an historic district be- part of the promotion of the historic 
j.ng leased, for· ·instance, to the federal district as a unique shopping area. · 
government, _the federal agency would • Restoration of an area does not 
be responsible for seeing that it main- .necessarily mean that the entire 
tained the proper historic .standards -storefront hall to be-- restored to its. 
and in - the case -Of- a - business in-a ~.original .state . ..It simply might include 
building included in the historic district some changes that would utilize the uni-

' which had.· acquired al! SBA _(Small . queness of the building and yet make it 
Business Administration) loan, any blend with the surrounding buildings. 
physical , changes might ,involve a The ~embers of the Soµth Dakota 
review to make certain that preserva- Cultural Preservation Board include 
tion standards were maintained. Chairman Sever Eubank of Spearfish, 

• Covenants involved in accepting Joe Cash of Vermillion, Tom Killian of 
grants for renovatton or restoration Sioux · Falls, Jessie Sundstrom of 

. . ~, \ ' 
·custer, Linford Meese of Huron, James 
Saterlee of'Btoolcings, Harlan ForeIDaQ 
of Madison and Sy_lvan Brown of Eagle 
Butte. Tht;r~ is · one vacancy ~on the 
board atlhe present' time. ln addition, . 
parrell Fullrrier ~ of .Mitchell,--. -an ar-

. chaelogist .is-a--!!review person". as_ ·is 
JohnBurrowsofihe Center staff in Ver
million, who ~ , an architectural 
historian. • . 

r 

> I 

There are ' 19 ,.historic districts in 
South Dakota; 11 of which have com
_mecial buildings..jncluded. There are 
· two which ·-are~ strictly commercial 
historic district.cl, 1ocated..at Rapid City 
and at Dell Rppj~~- · ·· - · ,. \ . -·- ◄ ' 

Little also explained that the criteria 
· upon · which inclusion .'on the National 

Register · are\ 'made include ' ar
cpaelogical, · ··architectural .: and 
historical entities. -Little said that in the 
case of the proposed Yankton District, 
the· jtldgment would .be made on 6oth 
the historical as well as architectural 
entities. 

.... ·1t was explained the grant money us-
ed for historic preservation in Yankton 
included a $20,000 grant for the Yankton . 
College Conservatory of Music buildir).g 
plus.$15,000 which had been awarded 
Historic -Yankton, Inc. to assist with its 
costs. · 

I I 

• I 
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April 6, 1982

Mr. Dennis C. Raster 
Publisher
Yankton Daily Press and Dakotan 
319 Walnut
Yankton, South Dakota 57078 

Dear Mr. Raster:

In Governor Janklow's letter of February sixteenth he directed that 
the State Historic Preservation Officer contact the United States 
Department of the Interior to seek answers regarding the procedures 
for contacting and counting the owners of property within proposed 
historic district nominations for the National Register. I have 
written to Carol D. Shull, Acting keeper of the National Register 
of Historic Places, and am enclosing a copy of her reply for your 
information.

Sincerely yours.

61
(/unius R. Fishburne 

State Historic Preservation Officer

JRF/pm

Enclosure
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United States Department of the Interior
'i;,NATIONAL PARK SER\1CE 

WASHINGTON. n,C. 202U)

IN REPLY REFER TO;

Dr. Junius R. Fishburne 
State Historic Preservation Officer 
Historical Preservation Center 
University of South Dakota 
Alumni House
Vermillion, South Dakota 57069 

Dear Dr. Fishburne:

Thank you for your letter of February 1, 1982, concerning notification procedures for 
nominations to the National Register of Historic Places.

Property ownership should be determined by consulting the land recordation records or 
the tax records. If this does not clearly indicate ownership, deeds should be consulted.
In each case. States should use whatever discretion is warranted. For example, in a 
district where few owners are likely to object, and the regularly used record is not clear, 
it is not necessary to consult the deed to determine the precise owner of a property. On 
the other hand, where you have a controversial district and the number of anticipated 
owner objections is high, you may wish to investigate further.

In all cases, each property owner will be counted once if he or she objects regardless of 
the number of properties owned, the size of properties owned, or the relative size of a 
partial ownership of one property. An objection can only be made by the owner, unless 
someone else is legally designated to represent an owner, such as in the case of an 
estate, executor, or otherwise designated representative. Total the number of different 
property owners within the district, the number of different owners who have objected, 
and then determine whether a simple majority have objected. If a majority objects, we 
will not list the property. This guide applies to all districts, sites, buildings, structures, 
and objects nominated to the National Register.

We have discussed your specific questions on notification with the Department of the 
Interior's Solicitor’s Office. In the case of an estate, the person notified and having the 
right to object is the person named on the record. Where the name is followed by et al or 
et ux, the identified person should be notified, unless there is significant controversy 
over the nomination. If so, the deed should be consulted and, if additional names appear 
on the deed, aU owners should be notified and given the right to object. If an executor is 
named, that individual should be notified and given the right to object. If someone is 
named for an estate of another, the person named for the estate should be notified and 
given the right to object. If an organization is named, the organization should be 
notified. In such a case, you are only interested in hearing from the person who is the 
leader of the organization for purposes of owner objection. Where one person owns the 
building and another the land, notify both and treat both as owners.

In all cases, unless you have reason to believe otherwise, a person who claims to be an 
owner and notarizes an objection should be counted as objecting. Again, the State must 
use its discretion in each individual case.

.Ki r>
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Interior's Solicitor's Office. In the case of an estate, the person notified and having the 
right to object is the person named on the record. Where the name is followed· by et al or 
et ux, the identified person should be notified, unless there is significant controve~ 
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on the deed, all owners should be notified and given the right to object. If an executor is 
named, that individual should be notified and given the right to object. If someone is 
named for an estate of another, the person named for the estate should be notified and 
given the right to object. If an organization is named, the organization should be 
notified. In such a case, you are only interested in hearing from the person who is the 
leader of the organization for purposes of owner objection. Where one person owns the 
building and another the land, notify both and treat both as owners. 

In all cases,-unless you have reason to believe otherwise, a person who claims to be an 
owner and notarizes an objection should be counted as objecting. Again, the State must 
use its discretion in each individual case. 



We cannot answer your questions about tribal governments at this time. As you know, 
there can be a variety of legal relationships between Indian tribes and the local, State, 
and Federal governments. Such property may be private or it may be held by the United 
States in trust. These questions are important in determining questions of owner 
notification and objection. We hope to address these questions in the final regulations.

We are aware of the problems which States must now face in determining property 
ownership and complying with new notification procedures. We hope to clarify the new 
procedures in future letters to States and also in a revision to National Register 
Standards and Guidelines Bulletin Number 3 which addresses notification questions. We 
also suggest that you consult with your State Attorney General or other similar authority 
in matters of notification.

If you wish to suggest standard form language for notarized objections to owners of 
nominated properties, it is acceptable to use similar language to the suggested waiver 
letters which we provided to you in our letter of November 6, 1981.

If we can be of further assistance, please let us know.

Sincerely,

Carol D. Shull
Acting Keeper of the National 

Register
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THE WALL STREET JOURNAL.
REAL ESTATE
Arsonists Increasingly Hitting 

Buildings in Historic Districts
By Robert Guenther i -

staff Reporter of The Wall Street Journal

A LOT OF HISTORY is going up in smoke, much to the dis- 
/\ tress of the National Trust for Historic Preservation. Arson- 
J~\ ists have struck more than iO historic districts around the 

country in the last year, irreparably damaging some rare 
buildings.

In Massachusetts alone, arson has claimed more than 13 histor
ically significant buildings within the last two years. In Santa Ana, 
Calif., seven structures eligible for the National 
Register of Historic Places have been burned 
deliberately. And on just one day in January,
16 vacant houses in the venerable Franklin 
Square section of Baltimore burned.

The torchlngs aren’t so unusual consider
ing the overall arson problem. Arson now ranks 
second only to car theft in total property losses 
to crime. Last year arson losses amounted to $1.7 billion, a 25% in
crease qyer 1980.

M(Kt often, arson is simply a way to collect insurance money.
In other cases, landlords resort to arson to evict tenants, and some
times tenants set fire to their buildings in order to qualify for public 
housing. Scavengers who sell fixtures and plumbing for scrap, pyro- 
maniacs and revenge-seekers also figure in the problem. -

But there’s an unusual wrinkle in arson involving historic , 
buildings. Preservationists say the Tax Reform Act of 1976 may have 
encouraged some owners to bum their buildings. That’s because the 
law denies owners tax write-offs for demolition and accelerated de 
preciation on new buildings if they tear down structures listed on the 
National: Register. *• ‘ ~ -

Y BURNING THE BUILDINGS, the owners get around the 
law, end up with cleared parcels of land and collect on insur- 

I j ance. Preservationists hope that the 1981 tax law, with Its 
generous benefits for restoration of historic buildings, will 

reduce Incentives for arson.
Part of the reason for the increase in arson is that the chances 

of getting caught are slight. Investigators note that household appli
ances can be. rewired to start fires that dfestroy any evidence of 
tampering and that ordinary substances, such as swimming pool 
chemicals, can be used to start fires without arousing suspicion. The 
Federal Bureau of Investigation says that arrests were made In only 
16% of reported cases of arson in 1980, the latest year for which it has 
figures.

A lack of cooperation among insurers, neighborhood groups 
and fire and police officials has hampered arson investigations. Clay
ton Famham, an Atlanta attorney who represents Insurers in arson 
cases, says that state laws sometimes discourage cooperation.

In some states. Insurers can be held liable for Information they 
give fire officials. “There have been claims managers who were so 
scared of being sued that they wouldn’t have anything to do with the 
fire marshal,” Mr. Famham says. Forty states now have laws grant
ing insurers civil immunity from giving fire officials information, so 
long as it isn’t malicious.

Unsurers now say they're getting tough on arson. Eugene Le
conte, president of the National Committee on Property Insurance, 
says, “In the past five years, insurers have taken a totally different 
approach to arson.”
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Arsonists lncr~asingly Hitting 
Buildings in ~~toric Districts -~~/ 

\ t · I 
· By RoBER'JI -GUENTHER I I · • \ 

Slaff Reporter of Tm!: w ALL STREB:; J OURHAL 

A 
LOT OF HISTORY is going up in smoke, inuch to the dis- . 
tress of the National Trust for Historic Preservation. Arson
ists have struck more than no historic districts around the 
country in the last year, irreparably damaging some rare 

buildings. 
In Massachusetts alone, arson has claimed more than 13 histor

ically significant buildings within the last two years. In Santa Ana, 
Calif., seven structures eligible for the National 
Register of Historic Places have been burned 
deliberately. And on just one day in January, 
16 vacant houses in the venerable Franklin 
Square section of Baltimore burned. 

The torchlngs aren't so unusual consider
ing the overall arson problem. Arson now ranks 
second only to car theft in total property losses 
to crime. Last year arson losses amounted to $1. 7 billion, a 25% in-
crease qver 1980. · , ; ' 

Most often, arsQn is simply a way to collect insurance money. 
In other cases, landlords ·resort to arson to evict tenants, and some
times tenants set fire to their buildings in order

6
to qualify for public 

housing. Scavengers who sell fixtures and plum ing for sci:ap, pyro
maniacs and revenge-seekers alsQ figure in th~ problem. , 

.. But there's . an unusual wrinkle Jn arson involving historic 
buildings. Preservationists say the 'Tax Reform. Act of 1976 may nave 
·encouraged some owners. to burn their buildings. That's because the 
la denies . ers tax write-offs for demolition- an acce era e-
preciation on new 6ui@ings e ear down struc ures 1st onlhe 
National ~gister: · · • · 

B Y BURNING THE BUll..DINGS, the owners get around the 
law, end up with cleared parcels of land and collect on insur
ance. Preservationists hope that the 1981 tax· law, with its 
generous benefits for restoration of historic buildings, will · 

reduce incentives for arson. · 
Part of the reason for the Increase In arson is that the chances • 

of getting caught are slight. Investigators note that household appli
ances ·can be, rewired to start ,fires that d~stroy any evidence of 
tampering and that ordinary substances, such as swimming pool 
chemicals,-can be used to start fires ~thout arousing suspicion. The 
Federal Bureau of Investigation says that arrests were made in only 
16% of reported cases of arson in 1980, the latest year for which It has 
figures: ·, · ,: : 

\ A lack of cooperation among insurers, neighborhood groups 
and fire and ·police officials has hampered arson investigations. 'Clay
ton Farnham, an Atlanta attorney who represents Insurers in arson 
cases, says that state laws sometimes discourage cooperation. ' 

In some ·states, insurers can be held liable for Information they 
give fire officials. ,"There have been claims managers who were so 
scared of being sued that they wouldn't have _anything to do with the 
fire marshal," Mr.-Farnham says. Forty states now have laws grant
lng Insurers .civil Immunity from giving fire officials Information, so 
long as 1t Isn't malicious. . · 

~urers now say they're getting tough on arson. Eugene Le
conte, president of the Nation?,} Committee on Property Insurance.
says, "!J).,the past five years, ·insurers have taken a totally different 
approach to arson." -

t,1· . 

I 
. I 


