























Addendum

1)_ Sixth Ward Markers. http://www.oldéward.org/

In 1978, the Old Sixth Ward was the first Houston neighborhood listed on the National
Register of Historic Places, and had almost 300 properties listed in the National Register
of Historic Places. It was designated as a Historic District by the City Council on June
25, 1998.

Old Sixth Ward Historical District; also known as Sabine Historic District

(added 1978 — Harris County - #78002946)

Bounded by Washington, Union, Houston, Capitol and Glenwood Cemetery, Houston

(980 acres, 247 buildings)

Historic Significance: Event, Architecture/Engineering

Architect, builder, or engineer: Unknown

Architectural Style: Greek Revival, Bungalow/Craftsman, Late Victorian

Area of Significance: Architecture, Transportation

Period of Significance: 1875-1899, 1900-1924

Owner: Private, Local Gov’t

Historic Function: Commerce/Trade, Domestic

Historic Sub-function: Single Dwelling

Current Function: Commerce/Trade, Domestic

Current Sub-function: Single Dwelling

77007 zip code Markers
Bayou Bend: [home of Miss Ima Hogg] 1 Westcott Drive (1973)
Brown Chapel A.M.E. Church; 3208 Washington Avenue (1989)
Camp Logan: Arnot & Haskell in Memorial Park (1992)
Damascus Missionary Baptist Church: 3122 Center St (1992)
DePelchin Faith Home: 2700 Albany @ Drew (1984)
Glenwood Cemetery (1871--) (NO MARKER for cemetery at 2525 Washington Ave)
Caspar Braun (1989)
Edwin Faifax Gray
Darius Gregg (1973)
Eugene Heiner (2000)
Bell Sherman Kendall (2001)
Irwin Capers Lord (1986)
Col. Benjamin F. Terry (1963)
Rev. William M. Tryon (1998)
Houston Fire Station No. 7: 2403 Milam St (1988)
Miller, Ezekial & Mary Jane, House: 304 Hawthorne (1984)
St. Paul A.M.E. Church: 1712 Edwards Street (1987)
St. Thomas High School: 4508 Memorial Drive (1970)
Shepherd Drive Methodist Church: 600 Shepherd Drive (1995)
Waldo Mansion: 201 Westmoreland (1978)
Washington Cemetery [Old German Cemetery] 2911 Washington Avenue (1980)

2) Marker Review Committee. The Marker Review Committee met immediately following the
HCHC meeting. It was decided that the meeting would be Friday, February 9 at 10 a.m. at the
Secretary’s home. The Committee had a second meeting on Tuesday, April 3, same time and
place. A report will be made at the 2™ Quarter HCHC meeting.




3) Harris County Historical Commission — Member Interests
As mentioned at HCHC meeting on 3 Feb. 2007 and recorded by Bernice Mistrot

New Members - 8

Shelby Cantrell — lives in Deer Park, interested in Lynchburg Cemetery
Cheryl Cavett — mother from small all-black community here [which one?]
Ralph Dittman, MD — descendant of George Allen, 6 books (one published)

Steve Flippo — native of Deaf Smith Co, works for Metro, interested in Courthouse
Square

Tom Kleinworth — ggf was a cowboy, interested in Germans after Civil War
Beverly McMahan — corporate records manager, mother-in-law is in DRT, et al
Jeslus Medel — native Houstonian

Bernice Mistrot — Germans in Houston, Cemeteries (esp. Washington), Confederate
veterans

Returning Members — 25 .
Jim Bailey — 3rd generation photographer and historian

Trevia W. Beverly — on HCHC since 1995, secretary since 2000. cemeteries; history
east of the San Jacinto (greater Baytown area; g-grandfather settled town of Wooster on
Scotts Bay in 1892)

Jane Cable — on HCHC since 1987

Ed Chen — Chinese historian, father established consulate in Galveston

Al Davis — 20 years as Chairman of HCHC, co-chair for San Jacinto Day

Barbara Eaves — on HCHC since 1989, banker & marketing, restoring San Jacinto
Battleground

Jim Fisher — Channel 8, local history 1890s-1950

Linda Frost — on HCHC since 1993, students in law enforcement

Willie Gay — taught history 20 years, outreach, Black history, GHPA, 4 Aggies in family
Jim Glass — native Houstonian, interest in early Houston (11000 BC to 1836)

Sam Houston IV — 1500 appearances to school kids

Sarah Jackson — Harris County Archivist, works for Paul Scott

Louis Marchiafava — native of N.O., 25 years at HMRC

David Pomeroy — San Jacinto & SE Harris Co

Nedaye Potts — on HCHC since 1995, 3rd gen. Houstonian, all dead ancestors societies
Wallace Saage — on HCHC since 2001, ¢f here since 1860, curator for The Heritage
Society

Paul Scott — 18 yr on HCHC, Harris Co Rec Mgmt, family here since 1867, Terrys TX
Rangers

Debra Sloan - historical markers, Texas _ Day, Yates Museum

Joe Strange — 2nd term, 30 years with Precinct 1 Sheriff's Dept., RR history

Ann Thomas — Pasadena, Associate Dean of Fine Arts, San Jacinto College

Patrick Van Pelt —

Chris Varela — native Houstonian, local history

Janet Wagner — 4th gen. Texan, first language German, Aggie, Landscape Architect
Loretta Williams — 1731 Canary Islanders



HARRIS COUNTY HISTORICAL COMMISSION
Second Quarter Meeting: Saturday, May 5, 2007
1940 Air Terminal Museum at William P. Hobby Airport
8325 Travelair, Houston

The meeting was called to order at 10 a.m. by Chairman Patrick Van Pelt.

Welcome. Chairman Van Pelt welcomed our guests, giving each an opportunity to stand
and introduce themselves.

Minutes. Mr. Van Pelt made the motion that the minutes for the February meeting, which
HCHC members had received via e-mail or hard-copy, be approved. The secretary noted
that she had not received any additions or correction to the minutes as sent. Debra Sloan
gave a second to the motion. Unanimously approved.

Marker Review Committee. Chairman Paul Scott made introductory remarks and
reported on the activities of the Committee.

Markers: Stating that everyone with e-mail capability had received the narratives
for both markers to be presented, he asked Trevia Beverly to speak about the Matthews-
Johnson House in the absence of the Applicant, Jeff Brailas. Trevia reported that the
Applicant was applying for RTHL (Recorded Texas Historical Landmark) status as this
Heights bungalow was among the few left that has been restored rather than remodeled.
While no individual of specific historic note had lived in the house, it was representative
of the time and of the middle-class working families. She passed around a copy of the
floor plan and several photographs to illustrate the loving care given in the restoration
process.

Janet Wagner stated that it was easier to receive the National Registry designation
than the RTHL and felt this should be considered as a possibility.

Jean Epperson of Liberty County was present to represent the Schlobohm
Cemetery, and complimented Bernice Mistrot of the marker committee on her help in
preparing the application and narrative. Bernice gave a brief description of the cemetery
and some of those buried within. ‘

Janet Wagner made a motion that the two applications be approved for sending on
to the Texas Historical Commission; second was given by Bob Coller. Motion passed.

Marker Procedures. Bernice Mistrot presented the new Marker Procedures,
designed to help novice applicants apply for Texas historical markers. Will Howard
commented on what other counties were doing in this regard. Barbara Eaves had
comments on the time frame for payments to be made, noting that both she and Trevia
had paid the $100 marker application fee out of pocket due to the fact that both had
corporate sponsors who could not meet the deadline. Chairman Van Pelt stated that Dan
Utley of THC stated that they would work with anyone who needed more time.

Some general discussion followed on THC policies, new forms, and whether
HCHC needed to formally vote on the procedures since they were basically THC
procedures and subject to change. Bernice made a motion to approve as some of the
procedures are HCHC-specific and we would be distributing them to the public. Ed Chen




made the motion to approve; second made by Debra Sloan; motion carried. Bernice was
given a round of applause for all the work she had done in preparing the procedures.
Beverly McMahon recommended that the procedures be posted on the HCHC website.

Marker Status Report was given by Paul, basically those seven approved in April
at the THC annual conference. Payment for the marker itself has been requested for and
THC is now writing the text for:

Confederate Naval Yard on Goose Creek 07HRO1
Gulf Building (RTHL) 07HRO02
Frenchtown 07HRO3
Zydeco 07HRO04
White Oak Colored School 07HRO5
Mt. Carmel Church 07HRO6

Fourth Missionary / Watts Chapel Missionary Baptist Church 07HRO07

Marker Inventory Project Report. Paul Scott reminded the group that we had
done this once before, in 1995, with Trevia Beverly as chairman of that committee. He
asked if the marker list was up to date so we could send it out with the form to ask HCHC
members to help. Trevia stated that she would check it against the THC online Atlas and
prepare a list according to zip codes. HCHC Chairman Van Pelt stated he would like to
have this ready to go by the 3" quarter.

Marker Dedications Scheduled were listed on the Agenda: St. Paul’s UMC on
May 20, Bethany Baptist Church on July 29, and Emanuel Baptist Church on August 19.

Bylaws. Patrick Van Pelt noted that while our commission had been functioning without
bylaws, this was now an opportunity to work within a little more structure. Patrick asked
Trevia to give the committee report. She reported that the lengthy process was a
combined effort of the Bylaws Committee, use of the Texas Historical Commission’s
Handbook for County Historical Commissions, and consultation with the County Judge’s
office. Stating that the Committee aimed at something that would also inform all
members of the purpose and needs of HCHC, a general discussion followed regarding the
number of meetings a member was required to attend, the lack of e-mails by some
members that made communication difficult, and the lack of a Treasurer. On that point,
Janet Wagner said she understood that HCHC had a budget of $5,000. Patrick explained
that we did not have a budget in the strict sense, but made requests from time to time of
the County Judge for specific needs, therefore no Treasurer was needed. It was discussed
that perhaps a Friends group could be of benefit.

It was noted that the draft Bylaws contain a section regarding the Treasurer
(Article VI. Officers. Section 5. Treasurer) and Trevia replied that it was an oversight, as
all other references to the Treasurer had been removed. Article VI, Section 5 will be
removed in the final version. It was discussed that perhaps a Friends group could be of
benefit.

Jim Fisher brought up the number required for a quorum. After discussion, Bob
Coller made the motion that the quorum be 25%,; second was made [sorry, I did not
record who made it]. Additional discussion followed with numbers of 35% or 40%, etc.
Ed Chen called question; motion failed. Ed Chen then made the motion to fix the quorum
at 21, second by Paul Scott; motion failed. No one offered an alternate motion, so the
quorum in the proposed bylaws stands as originally presented, as “a majority of the active



members.” Under this bylaw, a quorum would be at most 26, if all 51 HCHC members
were “active.” The number present today exceeds that.

A motion that the bylaws, with all references to Treasurer removed, be approved,
subject to being ratified by the county judge, was made by Tom Kleinworth; seconded by
Nancy Burch. Motion carried.

New Business. Chairman Van Pelt stated that all HCHC members would be expected to
take the Open Meetings Training, which is available on the Internet, taking about an hour
to complete. The Secretary will send out instructions and the link to the training. [see
addendum] ,

The Chairman brought to the attention of the membership that Harris County had
last hosted THC annual conference in 1992 and he would like to issue an invitation for
2010, the earliest possible date available. Trevia Beverly made the motion that we send a
proposal to THC for the 2010 conference, stating that there were a number already
willing to help. Second was made by Ed Chen; motion carried. Chairman Van Pelt will
make the appropriate THC contacts immediately.

Chairman Van Pelt noted the San Jacinto Symposium would be Saturday, April
19, 2008 and that HCHC would plan to have an exhibit table. Barbara Eaves gave a brief
report on the 2007 symposium.

He also noted that the 2008 meeting of the Southwest Archivists would be in
Houston and suggested we should participate here as well. Sarah Jackson stated that it
would be a three-day meeting in May with about 200 archivists. She will let us know
more as plans are set.

Announcements: Chairman Van Pelt called attention to the fact that HCHC has a
fledgling website and invited everyone to visit and to give suggestions. He also
mentioned that the 3™ quarterly meeting would not be held at the Federal Reserve
Building due to our meeting on Saturday rather than during the week. He stated that he
would try for the historic old chapel of Sacred Heart with a tour afterwards.

Bill Allen brought up the possibility of changing to meet sometime other than
Saturday. Various times failed to meet with a majority, and a straw poll reflected that the
majority present wished to stay with Saturday mornings.

The chairman announced a new ‘fun’ portion of the meeting, “What is this?” Jim Fisher
was introduced and suggested this could be a learning opportunity participation. Jim told
how he was at an antique shop and picked up a framed copy of an early Texas map
entitled “City of Houston and Its Vicinity” dated 1839. He brought the map for display to
see if anyone could add anything to the information. A. Girard, “Late Chief Engineer of
the Texas Army,” was the surveyor who drew the map.

Chairman Van Pelt invited others to bring similar items to future meetings.

Submitted by Trevia Wooster Beverly, Secretary  /s/

Date Approved: /)bbéfﬁ,:cﬁu( {/b‘lf"*ﬁég/

Attendance list attached. Addendum I and II attached.




Members Present - 28
William A. Allen
Darrell Beck

Trevia W. Beverly
Nancy T. Burch
Shelby Rulf Cantrell
Cheryle Cavitt

Ed Chen

Bob Coller

Barbara Eaves

Jim Fisher

Linda Frost

Willie Lee Gay

Jim Glass

Will Howard

Sarah Jackson

Tom Kleinworth
Louis Marchiafava
Beverly McMahan
Bernice Mistrot

Emily Nghiem

Paul Scott

Annie Mae Shanklin
Debra Sloan

Anne Thomas
Patrick Van Pelt
Chris Varela

Janet Wagner
Loretta Williams

Guests - 8

M. T. Beverly

Elbann Burrell

Clifton Burrell

Netta P. Cavitt

Jean L. Epperson, Chairman, Liberty Co
Historical Commission

Richard Frost

Jill Jasso

Clyde Thomas

NOTE: Joseph Strange was assisting County Judge Emmett with the "Do the Write Thing"
project. May 5th was the day chosen to honor the winning students at Minute Maid Park.

ADDENDUM I . May 14, 2007 from Patrick Van Pelt. Volunteers from Committee Sign Up Sheet.
Subject to change and final approval. * The chairman is ex-officio member of all committees.

Marker Committee

Paul Scott - Chairman

Will Howard

Bernice Mistrot

Debra Sloan

Janet Wagner

Cemetery Committee

Trevia W. Beverly

Emily Nghiem

Webmaster

Patrick Van Pelt

Publicity Committee

Nancy Burch

Jim Glass

Louis Marchiafava

Emily Nghiem

Photography - Joseph Strange
Historic Preservation Committee
Emily Nghiem

Loretta M. Williams

Marker Inventory Committee
(work already in progress)

Trevia W. Beverly, Chairman
Darrell Beck

Barbara Eaves

Jim Fisher

Linda Frost

Beverly McMahan

Annie Shanklin

Anne Thomas

Chris Varela

History Appreciation Committee
Jim Glass

Willie Lee Gay

Continuing Education Committee
Trevia W. Beverly

2010 Committee

Trevia Wooster Beverly

Debra Sloan

Janet Wagner

Bylaws Committee (task completed)
Trevia Wooster Beverly

Will Howard

Bernice Mistrot




ADDENDUM II. As of August 5, 2007 the following 26 HCHC members have completed their
online Open Meetings Act training and turned in copies of their certificates.

Trevia Wooster Beverly
Gina Chapman Bouchard
Jane Ellen Cable

Shelby Cantrell

Edward Chen

Robert W. “Bob” Coller
Gayle Davies

Dr. Ralph Dittman
Barbara Eaves

James E. Fisher

Linda Frost

James L. Glass

Sam Houston IV
Thomas W. Kleinworth
Louis J. Marchiafava, Ph.D.
Beverly B. McMahan
Bernice Mistrot

Emily Thuy Nghieum

C. David Pomeroy, Jr.
Keith Rosen

Wallace William Saage
Debra Blacklock Sloan
Joseph A. Strange

Anne M. Thomas

Patrick Van Pelt

Loretta Martinez Williams
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HARRIS COUNTY HISTORICAL COMMISSION
Third Quarter Meeting: Saturday, August 18, 2007
Sacred Heart Co-Cathedral Parish Hall
1111 Pierce Street, Houston

The meeting was called to order at 10 a.m. by Chairman Patrick Van Pelt.

Welcome. Chairman Van Pelt welcomed our guests, giving each an opportunity to stand
and introduce themselves.

Resolutions. Mr. Van Pelt brought to the floor his recommendation that we express
appreciation for several people.

1) Cynthia Beeman, with the Texas Historical Commission’s Austin office, whose last
day with the Commission was Friday, for all the help she has been to HCHC through the
year. Motion to approve and a second made by Nancy Burch and Beverly McMahon 2)
An expression of appreciation to Al Davis, immediate Past Chairman, for his years of
leadership of the HCHC. Motion to approve and second made by Gina Bouchard and
David Pomeroy.

Chairman Van Pelt also presented Resolutions to honor the memory of former HCHC
member, James A. Tinsley, who died April 24th Resolution to honor the memory of our
HCHC member, Thomas D. Anderson, who died June 21* while serving his 18th year on
the Commission. HCHC members, on their personal relationship with them, gave brief
testimonials for both Jim Tinsley and Tom Anderson each. In the order given, motions
were made and seconded by Nancy Burch and Ed Chin, and by Beverly McMahon and
Debra Sloan.

Minutes. Mr. Van Pelt made the motion that the minutes for the February meeting, which
HCHC members had received via e-mail or hard-copy, be approved. The secretary noted
that she had received one correction of a typographical error, and it was corrected. Jim
Glass made the motion, seconded by Louis Marchiafava that the minutes be approved.
Motion carried.

COMMITTEE REPORTS

Marker Review Committee. After an introduction by Chairman Van Pelt of each member,
which included Paul Scott, Will Howard, Bernice Mistrot, Debra Sloan, and Janet
Wagner, Marker Committee Chairman Scott said that we presently have 61 applications
working and at some point in the progression scheme.

The application for Frost Town was presented by Kirk Ferris, with additional
comments by the MRC. Motion to accept this application made by Janet Wagner;
seconded by Willie Lee Gay. Motion approved.

Bernice Mistrot presented the background of a triple-application connected with
the 200" birthday of Jefferson Davis in 2009. The first step that must be completed is
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that of the Historic Texas Cemetery for the graveyard that once held Confederate burials,
this has to be done in order to apply for the markers for the old Jefferson Davis Hospital,
now know as Artists’ Lofts, owned by Jefferson Davis Artist Lofts Ltd. The motion was
made by Janet Wagner to accept this triple application contingent to the full MRC signing
off on the final applications; second was made by Will Howard. Motion approved.

Cemetery Committee. Trevia Beverly reported that Olivewood Cemetery, the second
oldest known black cemetery within the 610 Loop, continues in restoration by the
Descendants of Olivewood and that they have achieved the designation of Historic Texas
Cemetery it will be a while before they apply for a marker and have a dedication.

She also reported that she would be speaking on Monday evening, August 20, to the
Alief Cemetery Association. They have a Subject Marker and want to apply for Historic
Texas Cemetery designation.

Shelby Cantrell brought the commission members an update of the work at
Lynchburg Cemetery, and reported on work being done toward general historical
awareness by Commissioner Sylvia Garcia of Pct. 2.

Chairman Van Pelt announced the upcoming “Houston’s Birthday” celebration to
be hold at Founders Memorial Park Cemetery, and ask Ralph Dittman to speak about the
connection to the Allen brothers. Gina Bouchard announced that she had photographs for
anyone who wished to see them.

Patrick Van Pelt reported on the ‘finding’ of a ‘lost’ cemetery off Broadway in
June. He reported the finding and series of events, only to find that someone who had the
house earlier had made patio stones of concrete and made sort of a family tree with
names and dates.

Bylaws and Budget

Chairman Van Pelt announced that the Commissioners Court at their last meeting
had ratified the bylaws and that the Harris County Historical Commission now has in
place its first set of bylaws. He asked for a motion that HCHC also accept these. Motion
to accept was made by Will Howard; second by Beverly McMahon. All members had
been sent a copy and he encouraged everyone to read them carefully and volunteer in the
area where they feel they can best serve.

Discussions followed on the need of setting a goal and reasonable budget for
2008, stating that our budget from the Harris County commissioners’ court was presently
$5,000 and he would shortly be making a request for 2008 funds from the County
Commissioners.

A very brief discussion followed regarding the possibility of a 501©(3) ‘friends’
group being organized.

Miscellaneous

Chairman Van Pelt stated that there would be a marker workshop presented by
Dan Utley and Bob Brinkman of the Texas Historical Commission on Wednesday,
September 19. Place yet undecided.

David Pomeroy opened a brief discussion on the possibility of HCHC using the
markers in Harris County as a regional tourism initiative. Several members showed
interest in developing a ‘historical trail’ map.

12



Announcements
Guides tours of the Sacred Heart Co-Cathedral and the new, unfinished, Sacred

Heart Cathedral will follow.
Dutch treat lunch.

Meeting was adjourned.

kS 1

Trevia Wooster Beverly, Secretary

Approved:

MEMBERS PRESENT Wally Saage
Trevia Wooster Beverly Paul Scott

Gina Bouchard Debra Sloan

Nancy T. Burch Patrick Van Pelt
Shelby Cantrell Chris Varela

Ed Chen Janet Wagner 27
Bob Coller

Gayle Davies GUESTS

Ralph Dittman M. T. Beverly

Jim Fisher Louis Aulbach
Linda Frost M. T. Beverly
Willie Lee Gay Clifton Burrell

Jim Glass Elbann Burrell

Will Howard Vanessa Burzynski
Tomas Kleinworth Kirk Ferris

Louis Marchiafava Richard Frost
Beverly McMahan Gail Glass

Bernice Mistrot Jill Jasso

Emily Nghiem Thomas McWhorter
David Pomeroy Kimball McMahan
Patricia Prather Dorothy Smith 13
Keith Rosen

ADDENDUM. Committee Update

2010 Committee

Trevia Wooster Beverly

Gina Bouchard
Barbara Eaves
Beverly McMahan
Debra Sloan



Janet Wagner

Marker Review Committee
Paul Scott - Chairman

Will Howard

Bernice Mistrot

Debra Sloan

Janet Wagner

Marker Inventory Committee
(work in progress)

Trevia W. Beverly, Chairman
Darrell Beck

Barbara Eaves

Jim Fisher

Linda Frost

Beverly McMahan

Wally Saage

Annie Shanklin

Anne Thomas

Chris Varela

Cemetery Committee
Trevia W. Beverly

Emily Nghiem

Historic Preservation Committee
Wally Saage

Emily Nghiem

Loretta M. Williams

History Appreciation Committee
Jim Glass

Willie Lee Gay

Continuing Education Committee
Trevia W. Beverly

Publicity Committee

Nancy Burch

Jim Glass

Louis Marchiafava

Emily Nghiem
Photographers

Jim Bailey

Jim Fisher

Joseph Strange

Webmaster

Patrick Van Pelt
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HARRIS COUNTY HISTORICAL COMMISSION
Fourth Quarter Meeting. Saturday, December 1, 2007
Churchill Room, The Black Labrador Pub
4100 Montrose Boulevard, Houston, Texas 77006

The meeting was called to order at 10:05 a.m. by Chairman Patrick Van Pelt.
Chairman Van Pelt welcomed members and guests.

Honors, Awards, Resolutions: Chairman Van Pelt presented three individuals
and organizations for a Resolution of Appreciation, and stated the circumstances
for each. They were
1) Modelle Brudner, our liaison to the County Judge’s office, who has
recently retired.
2) The Iltalian-American Cultural Center for their book on over 300 families.
3) Barrett Family Homestead at Barrett Station.
Motion was made by Patricia Prather to award these; second by 2?7 .
Unanimous approval.

Approval of Minutes (August 18): The secretary stated that the minutes had
been sent to all members on September 25, and that no one had responded with
additions or corrections. Motion made to accept, Bob Coller; second by Louis
Marchiafava. Unanimous approval.

Marker Review Committee: MRC chairman, Paul Scott, introduced the
committee and reported on the procedure and the role of the Texas Historical
Commission’s changes. He also mentioned that a large number of volunteer
hours had been used. Chairman Scott noted that all cemetery applications for
Historic Texas Cemetery (HTC) designation listed on the Agenda had been
deferred for consideration in 2008.

The Marker Review Committee proposed acceptance of six applications that
were unconditionally approved by the MRC:

Houston Negro Chamber of Commerce

Acres Homes Community

Fidelity Manor School

Woodland Heights Community

Temple Beth Israel (now the Heinen Theater, Houston Community College)
Schlobohm Cemetery (HTC application approved by THC on Nov. 15, 2007).
Motion to approve and forward to THC was made by Paul Scott; second by
Nancy Burch; carried.

MRC Chairman Scott stated that several applications were being recommended
for approval with some reservation. In each instance it was thought that even
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though more research could be done on these applications, they did meet the
THC criteria and should be forwarded to the state. In each instance, motion to
approve was made by Paul Scott.

Ellis Benson — second by Bernice Mistrot; carried.

Jefferson Davis Hospital — Sarah Jackson questioned the use of too many
secondary sources, stating that she had a file and a scrapbook in the County
Archives relating to the county’s involvement, etc. Janet Wagner noted that the
hospital was not operated jointly, but that the county paid the city for indigent
care. Discussion continued, with Bernice Mistrot remarking that this narrative had
been conditionally approved at the August meeting and that it would have been
helpful to have known then about the existence of the file. Sarah stated she was
not present at that meeting and was unaware that a marker application was
being prepared for the Jefferson Davis Hospital until the narrative was sent to
HCHC for approval. The Secretary stated that everyone had received the
minutes in September and the Hospital was listed. Janet Wagner opposed the
motion to accept. Will Howard moved to amend the motion as follows: That
the Jefferson Davis Hospital application's final determination be deferred to the
Marker Review Committee's consideration with the hopeful intent of (1) a
consensus being reached on alteration of the marker's narrative and (2) the
HCHC Chair's approval before the January window closes. Seconded by
Bernice Mistrot; approved per Will Howard’'s amended motion.

Olivewood Cemetery — several concurrently seconded the motion; carried.
Emancipation Park — several concurrently seconded the motion; carried.
Gilmer-Cage House (RTHL) — Francita Ulmer seconded the motion. Janet
Wagner felt it needs further work and moved that Will Howard’s amendment for
Jefferson Davis Hospital be applied here as well. Seconded by Bernice Mistrot.
Motion carried.

J. Vance Lewis — Bob Coller and Darrell Beck both seconded the motion to
accept. Bernice Mistrot spoke against. Paul Scott made comment about some
statements in the autobiography not only being unsupported but also some were
outright refuted. Bernice Mistrot made amendment to the motion that Will
Howard’s previous amendment be applied here as well. Carried.

Greater Zion Missionary Baptist Church - Bernice Mistrot noted there was a
problem with the chronology, and made the motion that “the Will Howard
Amendment” be applied here as well. Motion carried unanimously.

1840 City Cemetery: Bernice Mistrot stated that even though it was conditionally
approved in August, work was still needed and called for “the Will Howard
Amendment” to be applied. Motion carried. Note: HTC application is in progress
at THC.

Vice Chairman, Patricia Smith Prather, stated that she had attended one of the
MRC meetings and was not aware of the fact that she was to be a member of
that committee. [As stated by the bylaws adopted in May, all members received
a copy]. On hearing the number of hours some of the MRC are spending she
feels the number of hours is more than volunteers should be expected to do and
recommended that HCHC needs to pay someone to do the paperwork. Janet
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Wagner suggested perhaps a part-time student. The secretary agreed that a
large number of hours have been given by the MRC, but pointed out that the
chairman and the secretary has also put in countless volunteer hours toward the
marker program plus other duties, but suggested that we not jump too quickly
into making this a motion, and that more participation by HCHC members was
needed and there are also other items to be considered. Discussion ended.

Bernice Mistrot moved that HCHC adopt the recommendations of the Marker
Review Committee to divide the MRC workload among the existing MRC [#3]
and three new marker committees, to wit:

1. Marker Sponsor Development Committee — Seeks appropriate marker
Sponsors (financial backers and researchers) for potential subjects, explaining to
the applicants the logistics, costs, and benefits of placing a State of Texas
Historical Marker on a specific location.

2. Marker Mentor Committee — Works with Sponsors to complete the formal
application and offers assistance to research and write the Narrative. A Mentor
will be assigned at the start of the research process to each Sponsor identified by
the Sponsor Development Committee.

3. Marker Review Committee — Reviews completed Narratives, makes
comments, suggests additions, etc. and approves the final product for
submission to the HCHC meeting. Also reviews and approves inscriptions
written by THC. Both processes will be carried out in close communication with
the assigned Mentors.

4. Marker Dedication Assistance Committee — Assists Sponsors with marker
dedication plans and invitations, maintains schedule, coordinates with the HCHC
Publications/ Communication Committee, and attends the official ceremony of
Marker Placement.

She noted that the benefits of adding these committees include reduction of the
enormous workload currently placed on the Marker Review Committee, and
making all HCHC members aware of all applications in progress so that all
members who have relevant information can impart their wisdom on the subject
early in the narrative preparation phase. Louis Marchiafava seconded. Motion
carried.

Al Davis asked about the status of the St. Joseph Hospital marker. The
secretary said she would check on it.

Answer: Application considered and approved at the April 1, 2006 meeting.
Marker # 13592, approved in 2006. Contact made to Mike Sullivan with Christus
St. Joseph, and he said an invitation to HCHC had been sent. They had a formal
dedication on St. Joseph’s Day, March 19" of this year. It is located in the Sisters
of Charity Park at the corner of LaBranch and St. Joseph Parkway.
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Marker Inventory Committee Report: Committee chairman, Trevia Beverly,
reported the Inventory incomplete but working well. Several members have
completed their assignments. She also reported that we’ve uncovered some
missing markers as well as some damaged ones. Discussion was held on
replacement procedures. Trevia said she would check with THC regarding this.

Answer from Trevia: The question to Bob Brinkman included the possibility of
HCHC receiving funds from the application fees for repair and replacement. His
answer: For replacement markers, additional information is sometimes required,
and is dependent on the original inscription and information available in the file.
Many of our older markers are written in fragment sentence style, or have other
stylistic characteristics that we may change a bit with a replacement. Also, some
older inscriptions are just too short for the current layout, and so additional
information may be required to fill the space. In general, as long as the sponsor
and CHC sign off on the original text, no additional research is needed. Also, it's
important to remember that replacement markers can be ordered any time during
the year, not just during the Nov-Jan window for new applications.

Regarding missing markers, we know of success with everything from city/state
stories in the paper to news coverage and advertising. Some counties have offered an
“amnesty day,” where people who have information about missing markers or may
possess the markers themselves can call in or bring the markers by a drop-off spot with
no questions asked.

Our commissioners are currently considering just how to spend the application fee
fund, and one of many ideas being suggested is the example where a replacement marker
or new topic needs to be marked, but there is either no local advocate or the sponsor
doesn’t have the funds. That may be finalized at the THC quarterly meeting in late
January, and we’ll spread the news when that is decided.

Trevia asked Paul Scott to send a list of the markers he was holding at the
county warehouse.

Answer from Paul:

1) Texas Railroads: OK. Just needs a new home.

2) Houston Bar Association: OK. Harris County will replace at the end of the
courthouse restoration project.

3) Harris County Courthouse of 1910. Broken. The architect overseeing the
courthouse restoration project said that Harris County will pay for a new
marker as part of the cost of the project.

4) Lorenzo De Zavala: The text is OK but the post has been cut down. |
presume that the foundry will be able to replace the post.

5) Sunken Confederate Ship: Broken. It will have to be recast.

Ad Hoc Committee on Harris County Historical Markers: Chairman Van Pelt
informed those assembled about the county marker program started by the El
Paso County Historical Commission and several others. The program is to
provide markers of local interest that do not fit the THC criteria. Janet Wagner
spoke in favor of such a program for HCHC, stating we should offer a choice to
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the applicant as to which marker they wished to see. Trevia Beverly stated that
she felt that offering applicants a choice was not appropriate in that it would
diminish the THC program, which is the reason the county commissions were
formed. She suggested that we should offer the county marker only after THC
had turned down an application. Al Davis and Louis Marchiafava were opposed
to such a program. Chairman Van Pelt asked for a motion to form an ad hoc
committee to investigate the possibilities. Motion to form such a committee was
made by Will Howard; second was offered by Nancy Burch. Committee to

Ad Hoc Committee for 2010 THC Preservation Conference: Chairman Van
Pelt stated that there was a possibility that the annual THC conference could be
held in Houston in 2010. He stated that an official invitation had been offered to
THC and that he had made a number of contacts on the county, city and
organizational levels that resulted in favorable views. He asked for formal motion
that he be officially made the chairman of the 2010 Committee. Nancy Burch
offered the motion, seconded by Barbara Eaves. Motion carried.

Secretary’s Note: Committee members to date include

Trevia W. Beverly David Pomeroy
Gina Bouchard Debra Sloan
Barbara Eaves Janet Wagner

Beverly McMahan

Chairman’s Report (Patrick Van Pelt, HCHC Chairman):

HCHC Records: Chairman Van Pelt reported that our office space provided by
the county had been used only for storage and it was no longer available. The
HCHC records had been moved to the county archives department. He reported
that the county archivist, Sarah Jackson, had sent a letter of transmittal for 13
boxes of materials but that he is reluctant to sign the transfer since no inventory
has been made by the HCHC.

The usual discussion of the relationship of THC-HCHC-Harris County ensued,
with HCHC members Paul Scott (Harris County Records Manager) and Sarah
Jackson (County Archivist), emphatic that HCHC is an “arm of county
government” and therefore our records subject to county retention. Local
government code 201-203, 204 and 205 were quoted. There was a brief
discussion as to what should be considered ‘business’ records as opposed to
archival, as well as concerns about personal information within files. Sarah
Jackson said that until the Letter of Transmittal was signed her office could not
begin to process the records. She mentioned the many books, some of unique
and valuable nature that are included in the transfer. Trevia Beverly expressed
her concern over these being in an archive rather than a library or within our
keeping in anticipation of a future HCHC office. Chairman Van Pelt called for a
motion to form an Archives Committee to inventory the records and decide what
should be transferred and what should be brought back into the HCHC domain.
Paul Scott made the motion that Beverly McMahon be appointed chairman of the
committee. Second made by ?7?? . Janet Wagner, Will Howard, Louis
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Marchiafava, and Wally Saage offered to serve. Will suggested that neither
Sarah Jackson nor Paul Scott be part of the committee. Motion carried
unanimously. Chairman Van Pelt instructed the committee to bring a report back
to the first quarter (2008) meeting.

Chairman Van Pelt asked for a motion to officially transfer archival records to
the Harris County Archives after the committee makes determination of such
records. Janet Wagner stated that this had been done at a previous meeting.

Secretary’'s Note: November 2005 meeting at the Julia B. Ideson Library Bldg.

Budget Report: Chairman Van Pelt reported that HCHC has a budget of $5,000
allocated by the County Commissioners, and that the amount had not changed in
a number of years. He also remarked that Bernice Mistrot noted that $5,000 in
1968 is equivalent to $29,167.87 in 2006. Source: The Inflation Calculator:
http://www.westegg.com/inflation/

The chairman stated that he anticipated asking the Commissioners Court for
an increase, and was presently working on a budget to submit. He stated that all
the funds had not been used, and were not subject to ‘carry-over.” There are
several reasons why funds were not fully used, including lack of a budget when
the funds were granted as well as this being his first year as chairman. He also
reminded the membership an inordinate amount of time was spent in 2007 on the
THC marker program due to changes in the THC marker program.

Trevia Beverly stated that we needed at least two workshops as soon as
possible, and asked if we could make plans for those and ask the
Commissioners to approve leftover funds for these. One is a Fund Raising—grant
Writing Workshop to be offered to HCHC members and the general pubilic,
especially those seeking historical markers but without funds to pay for the
marker. Narrative Writing could also be included here. The second, open only to
HCHC members, is a Mentor Workshop to explain the marker process thoroughly
in anticipation for the HCHC mentor program. Janet Wagner noted that these
workshops need to include research techniques and specific resources.

Looking toward 2008. Chairman Van Pelt renewed his pledge to lead the HCHC
in the various opportunities that present themselves. He expressed his desire
that our full commission take part by volunteering for the many and varied
committees. [See Attachments]

Business meeting adjourned.

/s/
Submitted by Trevia ﬁooster Beverly, Secretary

W abd, SUn 0!

Accepted by Patrick Van Pelt, Chairman

Date Approved: { 2"/1%’ / ot
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Members Present
James R. Bailey
Darrell Beck

Trevia Wooster Beverly
Nancy T. Burch
Shelby R. Cantrell
Edward C. Ming Chen
Robert W. Coller
Gayle Davies

Al Davis

Ralph Dittman
Barbara Eaves

James E. Fisher
Linda Ann Frost
James L. Glass

Will Howard

Sarah Canby Jackson
Thomas W. Kleinworth
Louis Marchiafava
Bernice Mistrot

Addendum:

Patrick Van Pelt

Patricia Smith Prather
Wallace Saage

Paul R. Scott

Debra Sloan

Joseph A. Strange
Francita Ulmer

Chris Varela

Janet K. Wagner

Loretta Martinez Williams

Guests

M. T. Beverly
Elbann Burrell

Jean L. Epperson
James Ford
Richard Frost
Thomas McWhorter

On December 17", the County Judge Ed Emmett appointed Thomas McWhorter

to the HCHC.

Attachments:

1) Nov. 27" communication from the Chairman

2) Current HCHC Membership Roster
3) 2008 Calendar to Date

Send announcements of events, etc. to the Secretary at
treviawbeverly@comcast.net and they will be relayed to the membership.
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Harris County Historical Commission
Marker Review Committee (VMRC)
Minutes
Saturday, September 15, 9:00 a.m., 1700 West Loop South, Suite 975

The meeting was called to order at 9:30 a.m. Those present were Chairman Paul Scott, Will
Howard, Bemice Mistrot, Debra Sloan, and Janet Wagner.

Marker inscription review and approval: It was agreed that the HCHC Chair (or Marker
Chair) must provide the MRC member responsible for that marker (“Marker Rep”) with a copy
(not a paraphrase) of all marker-related correspondence to and from THC. The Marker Rep is
responsible for copying the applicable Mentor and Sponsor as appropriate. To avoid unintended
consequences related to use of the “reply all” button, it may be advisable to send this copy to the
MRC member immediately after sending the communication to THC.

The required steps for approving marker inscriptions written by THC are:
1. Distribution of proposed text to the Sponsor, Mentor, and all MRC members
2. Discussion by the Sponsor, Mentor, and interested MRC members sent to MRC Chair
3. Written (e-mail) approval by the Sponsor, Mentor, and MRC Marker Rep
4. Written (e-mail) approval by the MRC Chair
5. Final (e-mail) approval by the HCHC Chair

The HCHC Chair need not ke copied on interna! discussions of marker wording prior to the final
approved version. The HCHC Chair must not approve inscriptions without the consent of the
MRC Chair, and the MRC Chair must not approve inscriptions without being sure the Sponsor
and the Mentor are fully informed as to what is being approved, since the Sponsor is ultimately
paying for those words.

Role of the HCHC Vice Chair: (1) HCHC Bylaws require that the HCHC Vice Chair “be an
active member of the HCHC Marker Review Committee,” so that the Vice Chair will be familiar
with the marker process, should it become necessary for the Vice Chair to assume the duties of
the HCHC Chair. (2) The MRC Chair is in great need of an assistant to help him keep up with
the status of each application and expedite as needed. (3) All appointed MRC members have
their hands full with reviewing and mentoring activities; a person who has no other MRC
responsibilities is needed to do this monitoring function. Therefore, it was agreed that the most
effective role of the HCHC Vice Chair on the MRC would be to maintain the marker status log,
post the data in whatever electronic means may be employed for this purpose (if any), confer
regularly with the MRC Chair and HCHC Chair regarding progress or lack thereof, and expedite
as necessary.

The HCHC Vice Chair would thus (a) know where each marker application is in the process at
all times, (b) would not be required to do a detailed review of marker applications or be involved
in discussions of narratives or inscriptions, but could of course join in selected discussions as
desired, (c) must receive copies of all correspondence on every marker, especially correspon-
dence to/from THC, and (d) must therefore be able to check e-mail on a daily basis, to keep on
top of things. The MRC requests that the HCHC Chair and County Judge consider the duties,
skills, and time commitment required of the HCHC Vice Chair when making appointments to
this important position.
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Role of the Marker Review Committee (MR C): It was agreed that the primary job of the MRC
is to review, critique, and approve marker narratives and applications. While members of the
MRC may solicit, research, write, or expedite submittal of narratives, these functions are time
consuming and should be handled primarily by other HCHC committees outside the MRC.
Research and preparation of the narrative should be done primarily by the Sponsor, assisted by
the Mentor. Only after a viable narrative has been submitted, should the MRC Chair assign a
member of the MRC as Marker Rep for that specific marker. After submittal, the MRC Marker
Rep will work with the Mentor to identify any changes or clarifications needed.

The MRC recommends that the functions now being done by the Marker Review Committee be
divided among four marker committees (committees of HCHC, not sub-committees of MRC), so
as to involve more HCHC members and spread the load. The MRC recommends that the HCHC
Chair act to appoint such committees at the next HCHC meeting.

1. Marker Sponsor Development Committee (MSDC) — Seeks appropriate marker Sponsors
(financial backers) for potential or actual general or specific subjects, explaining to the applicants
the logistics, costs, and benefits of placing a State of Texas Historical Marker on a specific
location. (In the absence of a MSDC Chair, the HCHC Chair will assume such duties.)

2. Marker Mentor Committee (MMC) — Works with Sponsors to complete the formal
application and offer assistance to research and write the Narrative. The MMC Chair will assign
a Mentor to each Sponsor identified by the MDC, preferably at the start of the research process.
(In the absence of a MMC Chair, in the interim the MRC Chair will assume such duties).

3. Marker Review Commiitee (MRC) — Reviews completed Narratives, makes comments,
suggests additions, etc. and approves the final product for submission to the HCHC meeting.
Also reviews and approves inscriptions written by THC. Both processes carried out in close
communication with the assigned Mentor.

The MRC Chair will assign a Marker Rep after a Narrative is submitted to the MRC. However,
a newly submitted Narrative that is nowhere close to meeting THC requirements in either format
or content should not be forwarded to the MRC or a Marker Rep for review. The MRC Chair or
HCHC Chair should immediately return such narratives to the submitter or Mentor with a clear
statement of what changes are required to make it suitable for review.

4. Marker Dedication Assistance Committee (MDAC) — Assists Sponsor with marker
dedication plans and invitations, maintains schedule, coordinates with the HCHC Publications/
Communication Committee, and attends the official ceremony of Marker Placement.

Yahoo group: Most members of the MRC are opposed to using the Yahoo group in any way for
review and distribution of marker applications and inscriptions. A minority suggested it could be
useful, but only if limited to MRC members and others with a need to know, since it includes
unapproved materials and internal discussion. At present the Yahoo group is open to all HCHC
members. Approved narratives and marker texts could be posted to the public website instead of
the HCHC-only Yahoo group.

HCHC Chair Patrick Van Pelt joined the meeting at 11:30. The above conclusions were
reviewed with him.
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Involvement of HCHC members outside the MIRC: There was a discussion of how HCHC
members who are not on the MRC can contribute to the mission of HCHC. Implementing the
above four committees and activating the Cemetery Committee to handle HTC designation
requests would help, by involving more of the HCHC members and relieving some of the
pressure on the five MRC members.

Attendance records were distributed, showing that over the last two years 1/3 of HCHC members
have attended meetings 25% of the time or less. The HCHC Bylaws state that a quorum is “a
majority of the active members.” They further provide that, “If any member is absent three (3)
out of any four (4) consecutive regular meetings, that member will be placed on an inactive list
and reappointment will not be recommended to the Harris County Commissioners Court”
[emphasis added]. As of the August 2007 HCHC meeting, 10 of the 50 HCHC members have
missed at least three of the last four meetings and five of those ten members have missed all four
meetings. The MRC requests that the HCHC Chair acknowledge that these 10 members are
already on inactive status.

Since HCHC now has the maximum 50 members specified in the Bylaws, retention of inactive
members is preventing midterm appointment of qualified new members with specific skills or
historical expertise needed for ongoing HCHC projects, including but not limited to, marker
application mentoring and review. The MRC suggests that perhaps in the future, the County
Judge might consider not filling all 50 positions at the start of a new term, so as to leave some
flexibility for midterm appointments.

The MRC is in immediate need of a member with expertise in architecture to review RTHL
applications. There does not appear to be such a person on HCHC at present. The MRC
requests that Thomas McWhorter be asked to serve on HCHC and the MRC as soon as possible.
His expertise and input are needed now (not 15 months from now at the end of the current term
of office for HCHC members).

The MRC recommends that a separate Advisory Board be established to allow selected
individuals and representatives of historical organizations to provide advice, assistance, support,
and or sponsorship for HCHC historical projects and programs in an ex officio status that would
not require their presence on HCHC committees or at HCHC meetings.

The HCHC Chair introduced the possibility of a “Friends” group being created to allow those
who can contribute monetarily and in other ways besides presence at meetings to assist HCHC.
At this point the HCHC Chair revealed that he had, without any substantive consultation with
HCHC, already legally created such a group. The already legally selected name brought
considerable consternation to the MRC due to its very narrow appeal and likeliness of alienating
some significant portions of the community. The matter was left unresolved. The MRC strongly
recommends that any such group have a very generic name, such as “Friends of HCHC.”

Proposed Harris County marker program: Janet Wagner described a possible Harris County
marker program, similar to that now in place in El Paso County. Precinct Two County
Commissioner Sylvia Garcia is ordering some elaborate granite markers containing both text and
images as part of a heritage tourism project. The suggestion was made to inquire whether the
Precinct Two Commissioner would be interested in utilizing a Harris County Marker Program
run by the HCHC for historic markers.
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The MRC recommends that HCHC pursue the idea of creating a county-operated marker
program, similar to the one in El Paso County, that would both provide an alternative to the
cumbersome state program and provide content review of projects such as the present county-
initiated one. It would also provide consistency in marker style throughout the county.

Marker Status: The Marker Status Log was distributed and reviewed line by line. It shows 8
for 2006-2007 (these inscriptions are being written now), 58 being actively worked on for 2007-
2008, and 19 future ideas. As a result of this review, the 58 were reduced to about 30 that are
expected to be submitted this year.

Detailed discussion of the six narratives that have already been submitted (Gilmer-Cage House,
Temple Beth Israel, Woodland Heights, Schlobohm Cemetery, 1840 Houston City Cemetery,
Jefferson Davis Hospital) was deferred due to time constraints. None of these is ready for
approval at this time.

The final HCHC meeting of the year will be on December 1. Marker applications will need to be
submitted by October 15 to be considered for apprcval this year.

THC Meeting: Concerns to be presented at the September 20 meeting with THC were discussed
and listed. That report is attached and made a part of these minutes.

Other notes:

Janet Wagner noted that there are county judge records among the unprocessed collection in the
Harris County archives. ‘She suggested that Sarah zckson should write a history of the HCHC.

Janet also suggested that the HCHC Chair check with other county CHCs such as Bexar, Dallas,
El Paso, Gillespie, Jefferson, Travis, and Tarrant, to see what fraction of the county budget is
allocated to the CHC, and advocate for a similar CHC budget amount in Harris County.

Paul Scott noted that December 2007 is the time to prepare new laws to be considered in the
2009 session of the Legislature. '

The meeting was adjourned at 4:00 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

DBerntee Histrol
Bernice Mistrot
Acting Secretary
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Historical Markers Workshop — 9/20/2007
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8:00pm

Welcome to THC!

Historical Markers 07 — with THC

Brainstorming Marker Workshop (Feb *08?)
Intermission/Break/free conversation

Welcome to HCHC and Guests!

Researching Historical Marker Applications - THC
(with sandwiches for dinner)

Q&A

Adjourn



Harris County Historical Commission
Marker Review Committee

THC Marker Workshop
Thursday, September 20, 4:00 p.m., Trinity Church at 1015 Holman Street

HCHC CONCERNS with the new THC marker application process

1. Timing issues

a. The once-a-year application window means some Applicants lose an entire year in the
process if they start at the wrong time of year.

b. The once-a-year application process puts great strain on volunteer CHC Marker Review
Committee (MRC) and CHC members, since they inevitably end up reviewing 90% of the year’s
applications at the final CHC meeting of the year instead of spreading the workload throughout
the year.

c. The once-a-year application process puts additional strain on volunteer MRC members,
who must process marker inscription reviews and approvals that have short time deadlines
simultaneously with assisting with research and reviewing marker narratives for the following
year.

d. Filing applications during the busy holiday season at the end of the year is an imposition
on the CHC volunteers as well as on the Applicants. It is especially hard on the CHC Chair, who
as the sole permitted THC Contact, must handle all details of every marker application, and
cannot share the load with anyone.

e. The 10-day time period for paying the application fee is too short for any Applicant who
needs to have the check cut by a corporation or government entity that requires a purchase order.

f. The once-a-year application process makes it very difficult for an organization that wants
to dedicate a marker at a specific event, such as an anniversary or convention. For example, to
have a marker in time for a 50th anniversary in June 2009, the narrative and application would
have to be completed by October 2007, when the organization was only 48 years old.

g. Application forms and marker prices were not made available on the THC website this
summer until six weeks before the final deadline to submit marker applications to the CHC.

h. The six-month delay from first application (Nov) to THC approval (May), plus waiting up
to a year before that even to be able to file the application, seems to be in conflict with the
“streamlined” concept. It is especially difficult for Applicants and MRC volunteers to
understand why THC requires such quick turnaround on payments and inscription approvals
when THC has made them wait up to a year and a half to even learn whether the application
would be approved.

2. Cemetery marker applications

a. The required two-step process is inefficient and frustrating for both Applicants and the
MRC. The current process requires that the MRC review the same research material twice. The
Applicant has to fill out two forms, pay two fees, and endure several months of additional delay.

b. The collision between the HTC designation and marker processes is most evident in the
case of a cemetery that already has a subject marker and only wants an HTC medallion, which
costs the Applicant $425 and takes a minimum of a year — or two years if the Applicant starts at
the wrong time of year.

c. The current process does not allow a church and its associated cemetery to be treated as a
single subject on a single marker.



3. Marker inscriptions

a. Requesting comments and corrections by line number is clumsy and unworkable for
reviewers, as the lines are not numbered, and each reviewer’s computer displays a different
number of lines depending on screen size, window size, and resolution.

b. Line length and font used in the e-mailed draft inscription do not match the line length
and font used by the foundry, so fine-tuning the wording for line length and appearance is futile.

c. Marker inscriptions sometimes appear to water down the Narratives; the inscription
writer seems to miss the key points the narrative writer is trying to make. However, on a very
positive note, on the second try, the inscription writer has done an excellent job of incorporating
the comments made by the narrative writer and reviewers.

d. Draft inscriptions have turned specific events into vague ones; for example, a precise date
of founding a church is rendered as “in the 1910s” instead of “in 1917 or “about 1917.” Titles
of historical entities have been sanitized to make them politically correct, instead of using the
historically correct name.

e. Reviewers are frustrated at being told they cannot make suggestions for wording that will
get the necessary concepts into the limited space. Who better than the narrative writer to distill
a 10-page narrative into 200 words, or reword a sentence to correct a misinterpretation?

f. Reviewers are frustrated at being told they cannot correct grammar. For example, the
use of commas and semicolons on marker inscriptions, especially in a series of phrases, is
consistently not in conformance with the standard guides such as Turabian and MLA that THC
recommends for writing Narratives.

4. Narratives

a. The current guidelines do not allow for an optional Bibliography or “For further reading,”
which could list works that, while not directly cited, also provide helpful background
information on the topic.

b. Some further guidance would be helpful on the use of large sections of text quoted from
previously published and documented works. How much use of such secondary sources is
allowable, assuming the secondary sources are themselves considered reliable?

5. Marker Fabrication

a. The new program eliminates the replica markers (paperweights) that have been available
for many years. Harris County has an extensive set of these, covering  years and __ markers.
We see no reason not to continue the replica marker program.

b. The new program eliminates incising to give credit to the person or organization that
funded the marker. This incising has been a part of the THC marker program for many years,
and eliminating it will make it that much harder to find sponsors for worthy marker topics.

c. There does not seem to be any mechanism for THC to report to the CHC on the progress
of a marker between CHC approval of inscription and Applicant receipt of marker. No guidance,
not even a guesstimated range, is provided to the CHC and thus to the Applicant, to indicate how
long the foundry takes to set up and produce a marker.

6. THC Atlas

a. The THC Atlas is not searchable by “Year Marker Erected.”

b. The THC Atlas Keyword Search assumes a multiple-word search means OR, thus
returning hundreds of irrelevant hits, rather than the small number of relevant hits that would
result from assuming AND.



HCHC RECOMMENDATIONS for improving the THC marker application process

1. Timing issues

a. Return to approving marker applications at quarterly meetings to even out the CHC (and
THC) workload and speed up the process for applicants by eliminating the up-front waiting
period to file an application, while retaining the clear deadlines and electronic aspects of the new
process.

b. Ifitis deemed essential to approve markers only once or twice a year, consider changing
the application period to move it away from the busiest time of the year.

c. Permit the CHC some flexibility in selecting the person who is the designated CHC
Contact that has to handle all of the correspondence, filing out forms, creating TopoZone maps,
transmitting applications, etc. The CHC Chair may not be the best person to be handling these
secretarial details, in addition to all of the Chair’s other duties. The same may be said of the
Marker Chair — that the Marker Chair has other duties, and should be allowed to delegate the
secretarial chores if he/she chooses to do so.

d. Either extend the 10 days, or provide a space on the original application form where the
Applicant can note special conditions, such as the length of time it will take to get a check from
the Sponsor. Ensure that the forms requesting payment include all of the data needed to satisfy
corporate auditors.

e. Maintain marker price lists and current application forms on the THC website year round.
This year, many applicants had to fill out the form twice, both before and after the new forms
went up.

f. Reformat the form to be a two-page form plus four pages of instructions, instead of
scattering the marker-specific data throughout six pages. File storage needs would be cut from
six pages per marker to two pages, and the process would be more environmentally sensitive, by
saving lots of trees and ink.

2. Cemetery marker applications

a. For cemeteries desiring an interpretive plaque, allow the HTC designation and marker
applications to be processed simultaneously. At present it takes six months to review marker
applications (Nov-May) and about four months to go through the HTC process. So the HTC can
be completed while the marker is being reviewed (provided the two are submitted by the end of
November). The narrative needed for the marker can be submitted for the HTC as well, and
avoid duplication of effort, or conflicts between the two histories.

b. For cemeteries desiring only the name and date plaque, or for those that already have a
subject marker and need only the HTC medallion, there should be no reason for a second form, a
second fee, or delay of a year or more. Simply add a box on the HTC form to order either the
medallion and simple plaque, or medallion alone, and allow the applicant to submit the check for
the medallion and/or simple plaque together with the HTC fee and application package.

c. Find a way to relax the rules that treat cemeteries in a completely separate process from
subjects, so that a church and its associated cemetery can be described together on a single
marker, without the marker having to be slavishly titled exactly the same as the cemetery alone.

3. Marker inscriptions

a. If the line numbers are important, put the text to be reviewed in a Word file with line
numbers in the margin so there is no question as to what is on each line, and send it as a file
attachment. Or use a 2-column Word Table, with the line numbers in the first column and the
marker text in the second one.



b. The line length and font used in the e-mailed draft inscription must match the line length
and font used by the foundry. With modern computer technology, this should be a slam-dunk.
That’s another reason to use the Word file (with embedded fonts). Even better, convert the
Word file to a PDF, but make sure it is the kind of PDF from which text can be cut and pasted, to
make it easy for the reviewers to cite the words in question without retyping.

c. Allow the Applicant and reviewers to suggest alternate wording that resolves their
concerns within the allowed space. They are saving you time. If THC chooses to resolve their
concerns in another way, please be prepared to explain why the THC way is better.

d. Use the same style guides for marker inscriptions that Applicants are told to use for
Narratives. Reviewers should be able to comment about grammar as much as about spelling or
errors of fact.

4. Narratives

a. Permit an optional Bibliography or “For further reading,” which could list works that,
while not directly cited, also provide helpful background information on the topic.

b. Provide more guidance on the use of large sections of text quoted from previously
published and documented works. May a narrative be based wholly or primarily on a single
secondary source, and if not, what guidelines govern what fraction of the narrative may come
from a single source? How much use of secondary sources is allowable, assuming the secondary
sources are themselves considered reliable?

5. Marker Fabrication

a. Allow applicants and CHCs to purchase the replica markers (paperweights) again.

b. Restore the incising program on markers.

c. Provide a way for a CHC to check on the progress of a marker between CHC approval of
inscription and Applicant receipt of marker.

6. THC Atlas

a. Add asearch field to the THC Atlas to allow searching by “Year Marker Erected.”

b. Change the default Keyword Search on multiple-word searches to mean AND rather than
OR.

c. Change the search routine so that when you select a county from the drop-down menu,
the radio button automatically goes to County instead of Statewide.



