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1. Name

historic  Texas State Capitol

and'or common

2. Location

street & number Congress Avenue and 1llth Street N/A not for publication
city, town Austin N/A_ vicinity of
state Texas code 048 county Travis code 453
3. Classification
Category Ownership Status Present Use
____district _X_ public = 3 occupied ____agriculture —____museum
_X building(s) ___ private ____unoccupied ____ commercial X__ park
— structure ____both —_ work in progress — educational ___ private residence
—__ site Public Acquisition Accessible — entertainment —religious
—__ object N/A in process ___yes: restricted _ X government — scientific
____ being considered _X_vyes: unrestricted — industrial — transportation
___no —_ military —_other:

4. Owner of Property

name State of Texas

street & number 267

city, town Austin N/A vicinity of state Texas

5. Location of Legal Description

courthouse, registry of deeds, etc. = Travis County Courthouse

street & number

city, town Austin state Texas

6. Representation in Existing Surveys

title Texas Historic Sites Inventory has this property been determined eligible? X yes __ no

date 1964 ___federal _X state ___ county ___ local

msltm 'of survey records Texas His torical CommiSSion

city, town Austin state Texas




7. Description

Condition Check one Check one

_X_excellent ____deteriorated ____ unaltered _X_ original site

____good ___ruins _X_ altered ___moved date N/A
—__ fair ____ unexposed

Describe the present and original (if known) physical appearance

The Texas State Capitol building is a three-story structure, with a four-story central
block, with exterior masonry-bearing walls faced in Texas red granite. Modeled on the
design of the national capitol in Washington, D.C., the building features a dome at the
crossing of its major axes. The dome rests upon a masonry drum, with the upper sections
of the dome proper fabricated in metal, the exterior surface painted to simulate the
granite of the exterior walls. The interior of the structure features monumental and
elaborately detailed doorframes, with cast-iron staircases placed alongside the rotunda.
The two legislative chambers occupy the second floor of the structure, with the base-
ment, first, third, and fourth floors being devoted to office space.

The Texas State Capitol building is located at the crest of a hill overlooking downtown
Austin and the distant Colorado River. The setting for the building was an integral
part of the 1839 plan of the city of Austin prepared by Edwin Waller. The principal
elevation of the capitol faces south, with the central block measuring 289 feet from
north to south, and the east-west measurement of the building at its greatest length
reaching 566 feet, 6 inches.

The overall conception of the design is clearly based upon that of the national capitol
in Washington, although there are substantial differences in terms of architectural
detailing and finishes. The north and south elevations are five-part compositions,

the central bays of which serve as the principal entrances to the structure. The south
entry is framed by a colossal three-story archway, while the north entrance is set
within a three-story columnar portico. The east and west elevations were originally
planned to feature similar porticoes, but these were eliminated from construction plans
due to the increased cost of such elements. The central pavilions on the north and
south elevations rise four stories, and are five bays in width. The projecting wings
which house the two legislative chambers are recessed back from the central block, and
contain five facade bays arranged in an AABAA pattern. The flanking pavilions, which
also form the east and west elevations of the structure, are each three bays in width
on the north and south elevations, and nine bays in width on the east and west elevatioms.

The dome which surmounts the intersection of the east-west and north-south interior axes
of the building is a more vertically proportioned version of the dome of the national
capitol. 1In height, it measures 250 feet from the floor of the basement to the base of
the lantern. The Renaissance-inspired detailing of the exterior of the dome, including
the columned drum, is executed in galvanized iron painted to match the color of the red
granite which faces the masonry walls of the building. The lantern of the dome is
topped by a cast zinc statue representing the Goddess of Liberty, in whose raised left
hand is held a five-pointed star, an iconographic symbol borrowed from the state flag.

The exterior walls of the capitol are faced with red granite quarried near Burnet, Texas.
The great majority of the stone is quarry faced, with the only dressed ashlar work being
confined to the shafts of the columns and pilasters which articulate the bays of the
facades. The most monumental blocks of granite are set in the first floor walls, with
blocks of lesser scale and texture of finish being used on the upper floors. The
stonework is carried up to the parapets on the north and south elevations of the central
block.
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The interior of the capitol is dominated, on the first floor, by the broad east-west
hallway, which is flanked by suites of legislators' offices, and the vast space of the
rotunda. The lobby spaces to the north and south of the rotunda serve mainly as pre-
ludes to the rotunda space. The second floor houses the chambers for the Senate and
House of Representatives, with offices in the east and west ends for Speaker of the
House and President of the Senate. The third and fourth floors contain more legisla-
tors'offices. The detailing of the interior reflects the classical character of the
exterior. The monumental cast-iron columns of the interior feature Corinthian capitals,
a device also found on the more elaborately detailed doorframes, most of which are of
carved oak. The rotunda features galleries on the second, third, and fourth floors,
supported on massive console brackets of cast iron. The Senate and House chambers are
set to either side of the rotunda space. These primary public spaces were both original-
ly 1lit by large skylights, the interior glazing of which consisted of large rectangular
panes of inch-thick glass sandblasted with the state seal at their center. The opaque
character of these panels diffused the light into the chambers. While several of

these glass panels survive, many have been removed over the years. Spectators' space
galleries ring the legislative chambers on three sides.

The only significant interior space to have been seriously altered from its original
design is the legislative library, which is located in the north section of the central
block. Originally built as a two-story space illuminated by a skylight and glass blocks
in the floor, the space has had its skylight filled in and the glass block flooring
removed. Some of the book stack shelving still remains in use today.

Shortly after its completion in 1888, the state capitol site was further improved by

the erection of a composition cast- and wrought-iron fence surrounding the twenty-seven-
acre capitol grounds. Executed by the Springfield, Ohio, firm of Mast, Foos and
Company, the fence features five-pointed stars as caps for each of its pickets.



8. Significance

Period Areas of Significance—Check and justify below

___ prehistoric ___ archeology-prehistoric . _ community planning __ _ landscape architecture ___ religion

___1400-1499 ___ archeology-historic ____conservation . law ___ science

__1500-1599 ___ agriculture ____economics ___ literature ____ sculpture

___1600-1699 X__ architecture ____education ____ military ____ social/

___1700-1799 ____art . engineering ___ music humanitarian

_X 1800-1899 _ commerce ____exploration/settlement ____ philosophy — theater

____ 1900~ ____communications .. industry ____politics/government ____ transportation
_____invention —___ other (specify)

Specific dates  1882-1888 Builder/Architect FElijah E. Myers, Architect

Statement of Significance (in one paragraph)

The Texas State Capitol represents the high-water mark in the career of its architect,
Elijah E. Myers, described by the architectural historians Henry Russell Hitchcock and
William Seale as '"the greatest capitol-builder of the Gilded Age". The building
reflects the popularity of the national capitol in Washington, D.C. as the prototype
for state capitol buildings in the post-Civil War era. The product of an architec-
tural competition judged by a prominent architect, the Texas State Capitol building

is the largest such structure in the United States.

The foundation for construction of the Texas State Capitol, which began in 1882, was
actually laid in 1875 with the passage of the state constitution. Included in that
document was a resolution to appropriate and set apart three million acres of public
lands for the purpose of providing the funds needed to construct a state capitol and
other public buildings. Supplementary acts passed in 1879 authorized this land either
to be sold to pay for such construction, or to be used as the means of payment itself
for such work. These supplementary acts also established the Capitol Building Commis-
sion, which was appointed on November 16, 1880. On November 20, 1880, the Commission
called for the submission of designs for a new state capitol to cost one million five
hundred thousand dollars. The deadline for the submission of these designs was
February 1, 1881. Eleven designs were received by the deadline, which were studied

by the three members of the Commission, as well as Governor 0. M. Roberts. The Gover-
nor requested that an impartial architect be consulted to advise the Commission on the
adoption of plans for the building, and on April 24, 1881, Napoleon LeBrun of New York
arrived in Austin to serve in that capacity. On May 6, 1881, it was announced that the
plans submitted under the '"nom de plume'" of Tuebor had been chosen as the winner of the
competition.

These plans were the work of the Detroit architect Elijah E. Myers, the individual most
responsible for the architectural character of post-Civil War state capitols, having
designed four such structures and competed, without success, for the chance to design
two others. At the time he entered the Texas competition, Myers had already gained
fame from the completion of the Michigan State Capitol in Lansing, completed in 1878,
and would shortly enter and win the competition for the Colorado State Capitol in 1883.
Myers also designed the first Idaho State Capitol, built in 1885, a commission evidently
not awarded on the basis of a competition. Myers entered the competitions for the
Indiana and Wyoming state capitols in 1877 and 1885, respectively, but won neither.
Myers was also noted for his designs for county courthouse and municipal buildings, the
most noted being the City Hall of Richmond, Virginia, completed in 1894.

From the outset of his career as a designer of state capitol buildings, Myers was clearly
influenced by the model of Thomas U. Walter's work on the national capitol at Washington,
D.C., which had been completed in 1863. Of course, the concept of a tripartite design



9. Major Bibliographical References

Temples of Democracy: The State Capitols of the U.S.A., Henry-Russell Hitchcock and
William Seale. 1976. Harcourt, Brace, Jovanovich, New York and London.

The Preservation of the Texas State Capitol. Diane Susan Jones. Unpublished Masters
Thesis, School of Architecture, University of Texas at Austin, 1980. (continued)

10. Geographical Data

Acreage of nominated property 27 acres
Quadrangle name __ Austin East, Tex Quadrangle scale 1:24,000
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Verbal boundary description and justification The twenty-seven acre site is bounded on all sides
by the cast- and wrought-iron fence which defines the perimeter, generally bounded by 11th
Street on the south, 14th Street on the north, Colorado to the west and Brazos to the east.

List all states and counties for properties overlapping state or county boundaries

state N/A code county code

state code county code

11. Form Prepared By

name/title John C. Ferguson, Architectural Historian

organlzatioﬁ Texas Historical Commission date December, 1985
street & number P.O. Box 12276 telephone (512) 475-3094
city or town Austin state Texas 78711

12. State Historic Preservation Officer Certification

The evaluated significance of this property within the state is:

_X_ national ____ state ____local

As the designated State Historic Preservation Officer for the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (Public Law 89—
665), | hereby nominate this property for inclusion in the National Register and certify that it has been evaluated
according to the criteria and procedures set forth by the National Park Service.

State Historic Preservation Officer signature M

title State Historic Preservation Officer datq/‘gjz;ﬁ,/ggé,-

For NPS use only
| hereby certify that this property is included in the National Register

date
Keeper of the National Register
Attest: date
Chief of Registration

GPO 911-399
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for such a monumental structure had originated with Charles Bulfinch's plans for the
nation's capitol, which were expanded upon by Walter. By the time the competition for
the design of the Michigan state capitol was announced in June of 1871, several states
had already begun to erect new seats of state government based upon Walter's work, the
earliest of which was the California state capitol in Sacramento, completed in 1874,
although begun over a decade earlier. It is significant to note that while the Califor-
nia state capitol precedes Myers' Texas design by more than a decade, the earlier
structure has seen many changes to its original form. On the exterior, construction
of a massive addition in 1949-1952 resulted in the concealment of the original east
elevation. The remodeling of 1906-1908 significantly impacted the scale of the
legislative chambers, with the ceiling height dropping eight feet to accommodate an
additional fourth level of office space. The structural work undertaken on the
California state capitol between 1975 and 1982 resulted in the restoration of many
lost features, but did not restore the original ceiling heights of the legislative
chambers.

Myers' entry in the Michigan competition, which he won, was a variant on the national
model with respect to the character of the detailing of the exterior. While Myers
chose to repeat the image of the domed central block flanked by wings containing the
legislative chambers, as established by the new national capitol, he did not adorn
the elevations with giant-order colonnades supporting sculpture-filled pediments.

In terms of proportions, the Michigan capitol was more vertical than its prototype,
with the central block being a full four stories above a full basement. The dome
which Myers placed atop the design appears too small for the mass of the structure,
and the colonnade around the drum of the dome projects out of its circular form to
address the four projecting masses of the building below. Each of the floor levels
was defined by stringcourses, and pediments adorned all the windows of the upper two
floors.

The design Myers submitted in 1881 for the Texas state capitol represented a substan-
tial change from his Michigan project, both in terms of scale and character. Perhaps
by virtue of the large site available in Austin, Myers' design was a more elongated
composition, more closely reflective of the national model. The dome, although still
narrower than that designed by Walter for Washington, had attained a prominence far
greater than that of the Michigan design. In detailing the exterior walls of the Texas
capitol, Myers may also have responded to the national model in his choice of giant-
order pilasters to frame the second and third floors of the building, dispensing with
the multiple stringcourses used for the Michigan design.

These design tendencies should not, however, be taken to suggest that Myers was merely
copying Walter's work in Washington, even though the building was first called to be
faced in limestone, so as to present a more serene appearance. The substitution of red
granite for limestone in 1885 surely adds to the original character of Myer's work, es-
pecially given the quarry-faced finish used on the majority of the exterior stonework.
Perhaps the most dramatic and original element introduced by Myers was the colossal
archway which framed the main entry to the south elevation of the building, an element
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which has no counterpart in the design of any other state capitol building, although
Myers would use the motif on smaller county courthouse designs.

The success with which Myers generated an original solution to the design of the Texas
state capitol becomes more apparent when one looks at his last state capitol project,
that for Colorado. Not completed until 1908, the Colorado capitol reads as a somewhat
abbreviated version of the Michigan and Texas designs, with little of the vitality of
either of those earlier projects.

The successful career which Myers had built as the architect of public buildings was,
ironically, in a large part responsible for his dismissal from the position of designing
architect by the Capitol Commission in April 1886. The inability of the Capitol
Commissioners to obtain responses from Myers on questions concerning the various con-
tract specifications for the building was the result of his work on the Colorado state
capitol and other public buildings. It is significant to note, however, that the design
of the Texas state capitol was executed according to Myer's drawings, which the Commis-
sioners considered to be of sufficient elaboration and detail to allow for the construc-
tion of the building without Myers' direct assistance. Therefore, in spite of the
deteriorating relationship between the architect and his clients, the Texas state capitol
building can still be said to represent the best efforts of Elijah Myers in a field of
endeavor in which he had established a significant and well-deserved reputation across
the United States.
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The Politics of Architecture in the Gilded Age: The Practice of Elijah E. Myers.
Marlene Elizabeth Heck. Unpublished Masters thesis, The University of Virginia,
Charlottesville. 1977.

Biennial Reports of the Capitol Building Commission, 1883-1888. Triplett &
Hutchings, State Printers, Austin. On file at the Texas State Archives, Austin.







Texas State Capitol Building
Congress and llth, Austin, Travis County,
Texas.

Photo by Jim Bonar, October 1985; neg. with
Texas Historical Commission, Austin.

South elevation
camera facing north

Photo 1 of 11






Texas State Capitol Building
Congress and 1llth, Austin, Travis County,
Texas.

Photo by Jim Bonar, October 1985; neg. with
Texas Historical Commission, Austin.

Northeast oblique
camera facing southwest

Photo 2 of 11
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Texas State Capitol Building
Congress and 1lth, Austin, Travis County,
Texas.

Photo by Jim Bonar, October 1985; neg. with
Texas Historical Commission, Austin.

Southwest oblique
camera facing northeast

Photo 3 of 11



Texas State Capitol Building, east elevation, October, 1985
Photograph by Jim Bonar, courtesy of Texas Historical Commission



Texas State Capitol Building
Congress and 1llth, Austin, Travis County,
Texas.

Photo by Jim Bonar, October 1985; neg. with
Texas Historical Commission, Austin.

East elevation
camera facing west

Photo 4 of 11



Texas State Capitol Building, viewed obliquely from the southwest, June, 1975
Photograph (photographer unknown) courtesy of Texas Historical Commission



Texas State Capitol Building
Congress and 1llth, Austin, Travis County,
Texas.

Photographer unknown, June 1975; neg. with
Texas Historical Commission, Austin.

Southwest oblique
camera facing northeast

Photo 5 of 11



Texas State Capitol Building, interior view of rotunda and dome, 1980
Photograph by Jim Bonar, courtesy of the Texas Historical Commission




Texas State Capitol Building
Congress and llth, Austin, Travis County,

Texas.

Photo by Jim Bonar, 1980; neg. with Texas
Historical Commission, Austin.

View of rotunda and dome

Photo 6 of 11






Texas State Capitol Building
Congress and llth, Austin, Travis County,
Texas.

Photo by Jim Bonar, October 1985; neg. with
Texas Historical Commission, Austin.

South lobby, first floor
camera facing northeast

Photo 7 of 11






Texas State Capitol Building
Congress and 1lth, Austin, Travis County,
Texas.

Photo by Jim Bonar, October 1985; neg. with
Texas Historical Commission, Austin.

House of Representatives chamber
second floor
camera facing west

Photo 8 of 11
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Texas State Capitol Building, Senate chamber, facing east, October, 1985
Photograph by Jim Bonar, courtesy of Texas Historical Commission




Texas State Capitol Building
Congress and llth, Austin, Travis County,

Texas.

Photo by Jim Bonar, October 1985; neg. with
Texas Historical Commission, Austin.

Senate chamber
second floor
camera facing east

Photo 9 of 11
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Texas State Capitol Building
Congress and 1lth, Austin, Travis County,
Texas.

Photo by Jim Bonar, October 1985; neg. with
Texas Historical Commission, Austin.

Main east-west corridor
camera facing east

Photo 10 of 11
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Texas State Capitol Building
Congress and 1lth, Austin, Travis County,
Texas.

Photo by Jim Bonar, October 1985; neg. with
Texas Historical Commission, Austin.

Detail of rotunda
camera facing west

Photo 11 of 11
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AUSTIN TEXAS: STATE CAPITOL BUILDING OF
PINK GRANITE WAS COMPLETED IN 1883.
SOURCE: AUTHENTICATED NEWS
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59-517.4 Austin, ﬁi;zagtate Capitol building of Pink Granite wss completed
in 1888,

Source: Authenticated News
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1. Name

historic lexas State Capitol

and or common

2. Location

street & number Congress Avenue and

11th Street

N/A not for publication

city, town Austin N/A vicinity of
state Texas code 048 county Travis code 433
3. Classification
Category Ownership Status Present Use
— district _X_ public _X_occupied — agriculture — museum
_X building(s) — private ____ unoccupied ____ commercial _X park
—___ structure _ both — work in progress ___ educational — private residence
____ site Public Acquisition Accessible ___ entertainment —religious
—__ object N/A in process —___yes: restricted X government —_ scientific
___ being considered _X_ yes: unrestricted — industrial —_ transportation
—_no —_ military — other:
4. Owner of Property
name State of Texas
street & number
city, town Austin N/A vicinity of state  LeXas
5. Location of Legal Description
courthouse, registry of deeds, etc. Lravis County Courthouse
street & number
city, town Austin state Texas
s - - -
6. Representation in Existing Surveys
title Texas Historic Sites Inventory has this property been determined eligible? _* _yes ___ no
date 1964 ___federal X _state ___county ___local

depository for survey records Texas Historical Commission

city, town Austin

state Texas




7. Description Pl

Condition Check one Check one

—X excellent — deteriorated ____ unaitered _X original site
—__good — ruins X _ altered —_moved date N/A
— fair — unexposed

Describe the present and original (if known) physical appearance

The Texas State Capitol building is a three-story structure, with a four-story centra]
block, with exterior masonry-bearing walls faced in Texas red granite. Modeled op the
design of the national capitol in Washington, D.C., the building features a dome at
the crossing of its major axes. The dome rests upon a masonry drum, with the upper
sections of the dome proper fabricated in metal, the exterior surface painted to simy-
late the granite of the exterior walls. The interior of the structure features
monumental and elaborately detailed doorframes, with cast-iron staircases placed
alongside the rotunda. The two legislative chambers occupy the second floor of the
structure, with the basement, first, third, and fourth floors being devoted to office
space.

The Texas State Capitol building is located at the crest of a hill overlooking down-
town Austin and the distant Colorado River. The setting for the building was an
integral part of the 1839 plan of the city of Austin prepared by Edwin Waller. The
principal elevation of the capitol faces south, with the central block measuring
289 feet from north to south, and the east-west measurement of the building at its
greatest length reaching 566 feet, 6 inches.

The overall conception of the design is clearly based upon that of the national capitol
in Washington, although there are substantial differences in terms of architectural
detailing and finishes. The north and south elevations are five-part compositions,
the central bays of which serve as the principal entrances to the structure. The
south entry is framed by a colossal three-story archway, while the north entrance is
set within a three-story columnar portico. The east and west elevations were ori-
ginally planned to feature similar porticoes, but these were eliminated from con-
struction plans due to the increased cost of such elements. The central pavilions
on the north and south elevations rise four stories, and are five bays in width. The
projecting wings which house the two legislative chéﬁbers are recessed back from the
central block, and contain five facade bays arranged in an AABAA pattern. The
flanking pavilions, which also form the east and west elevations of the structure,
are each three bays in width on the north and south elevations, and nine bays in
width on the east and west elevations.

The dome which surmounts the intersection of the east-west and north-south interior
axes of the building is a more vertically proportioned version of the dome of the
national capitol. In height, it measures 250 feet from the floor of the basement to
the base of the lantern. The Renaissance-inspired detailing of the exterior of the
dome, including the columned drum, is executed in galvanized iron painted to match
the color of the red granite which faces the masonry walls of the building. The
lantern of the dome is topped by a cast zinc statue representing the Goddess of
Liberty, in whose raised left hand is held a five-pointed star, an iconographic
symbol borrowed from the state flag.
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The exterior walls of the capitol are faced with red granite quarried near Burnet,
Texas. The great majority of the stone is quarry faced, with the only dressed
ashlar work being confined to the shafts of the columns and pilasters which arti-
culate the bays of the facades. The most monumental blocks of granite are set in
the first floor walls, with blocks of lesser scale and texture of finish being used
on the upper floors. The stonework is carried up to the parapets on the north and
south elevations of the central block.

The interior of the capitol is dominated, on the first floor, by the broad east-
west hallway, which is flanked by suites of legislators' offices, and the vast space
of the rotunda. The lobby spaces to the north and south of the rotunda serve mainly
as preludes to the rotunda space. The second floor houses the chambers for the
Senate and House of Representatives, with offices in the east and west ends for Speaker
of the House and President of the Senate. The third and fo@}h floors contain more
legislators’ offices. The detailing of the interior reflects the classical character
of the exterior. The monumental cast-iron columns of the interior feature Corinthian
capitals, a device also found on the more elaborately detailed doorframes, most of
which are of carved oak. The rotunda features galleries on the second, third, and
fourth floors, supported on massive console brackets of cast iron. The Senate and
House chambers are set to either side of the rotunda space. These primary public
spaces were both originally 1lit by large skylights, the interior glazing of which
consisted of large rectangular panes of inch-thick glass sandblasted with the state
seal at their center. The opaque character of these panels diffused the light into
the chambers. While several of these glass panels survive, many have been removed
over the years. Spectators’galleries ring the legislative chambers of three sides.
Spect—
The only significant interior space to have been seriously altered from its original
design is the legislative library, which is located in the north section of the cen-
tral block. Originally built as a two-story space illuminated by a skylight and
glass blocks in the floor, the space has had its skylight filled in and the glass
block flooring removed. Some of the book stack shelving still remains in use today.

Shortly after its completion in 1888, the state capitol site was further improved by
the erection of a composition cast- and wrought-iron fence surrounding the twenty-
seven—-acre capitol grounds. Executed by the Springfield, Ohio, firm of Mast, Foos
and Company, the fence features five-pointed stars as caps for each of its pickets.
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From the outset of his career as a designer of state capitol buildings, Myers was
clearly influenced by the model of Thomas U. Walter's work on the national capitol

at Washington, D.C., which had been completed in 1863. Of course, the concept of

a tripartite design for such a monumental structure had originated with Charles
Bulfinch's plans for the nation's capitol, which were expanded upon by Walter. By
the time the competition for the design of the Michigan state capitol was announced
in June of 1871, several states had already begun to erect new seats of state govern-
ment based upon Walter's work, the earliest of which was the California state capitol
in Sacramento, completed in 1874, although begun over a decade earlier.

Myers%entry in the Michigan competition, which he won, was a variant on the national
model “With respect to the character of the detailing of the exterior. While Myers
chose to repeat the image of the domed central block flanked by wings containing the
legislative chambers, as established by the new national capitol, he did not adorn
the elevations with giant-order colonnades supporting sculpture-filled pediments.

In terms of proportions, the Michigan capitol was more vertical than its prototype,
with the central block being a full four stories above a full basement. The dome
which Myers placed atop the design appears too small for the mass of the structure,
and the colonnade around the drum of the dome projects out of its circular form to
address the four projecting masses of the building below. Each of the floor levels
was defined by stringcourses, and pediments adorned all the windows of the upper two
floors.

The design Myers submitted in 1881 for the Texas state capitol represented a sub-
stantial change from his Michigan project, both in terms of scale and character.
Perhaps by virtue of the large site available in Austin, Myers' design was a more
elongated composition, more closely reflective of the national model. The dome, al-
though still narrower than that designed by Walter for Washington, had attained a
prominence far greater than that of the Michigan design. In detailing the exterior
walls of the Texas capitol, Myers may also have responded to the national model in

his choice of giant-order pilasters to frame the second and third floors of the build-
ing, dispensing with the multiple stringcourses used for the Michigan design.

These design tendencies should not, however, be taken to suggest that Myers was

merely copying Walter's work in Washington, even though the building was first called
to be faced in limestone, so as to present a more serene appearance. The substitution
of red granite for limestone in 1885 surely adds to the original character of Myer's
work, especially given the quarry-faced finish used on the majority of the exterior
stonework. Perhaps the most dramatic and original element introduced by Myers was

the colossal archway which framed the main entry to the south elevation of the
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8. Significance

Period Areas of Significance—Check and justify below

— prehistoric ___ archeology-prehistoric . ._ community planning __ _ landscape architecture____ religion

— 1400-1489 ____ archeology-historic - conservation —__law — science

—1500-1599 ____ agriculture -—_ economics ——._ literature ____ sculpture

—__1600-1699 _X__ architecture ___ education . military ____ social/

—_1700-1799 ___ art _ . engineering —_ music humanitarian

_X_1800-1899 __  commerce ____exploration/settiement ____ philosophy —_ theater

— - 1900~ ____ communications ——__ industry —__ politics/government _ transportation
.___ invention — other (specify)

Specific dates 1882-1888 Builder/Architect Elijah E. Myers, Architect

Statement of Significance (in one paragraph)

The Texas State Capitol building represents the high-water mark in the career of its
architect, Elijah E. Myers, the most prolific and controversial architect of state
capitol buildings in the period from 1865 to 1895. The building also reflects the
popularity of the national capitol in Washingtonm, D.C. as the prototype for state
capitols in the post-Civil War era. The product of an architectural competition
judged by a prominent architect, the Texas State Capitol is the largest such struc-

ture in the United States.

The foundation for construction of the Texas State Capitol, which began in 1882, was
actually laid in 1875 with the passage of the state constitution. Included in that
document was a resolution to appropriate and set apart three million acres of public
lands for the purpose of providing the funds needed to construct a state capitol and
other public buildings. Supplementary acts passed in 1879 authorized this land either
to be sold to pay for such construction, or to be used as the means of payment itself
for such work. These supplementary acts also established the Capitol Building Com-
mission, which was appointed on November 16, 1880. On November 20, 1880, the Commission
called for the submission of designs for a new state capitol to cost one million five
hundred thousand dollars. The deadline for the submission of these designs was
February 1, 188l. Eleven designs were received by the deadline, which were studied

by the three members of the Commission, as well as Governor O. M. Roberts. The Gov-
ernor requested that an impartial architect be consulted to advise the Commission

on the adoption of plans for the building, and on April 24, 1881, Napoleon LeBrun of
New York arrived in Austin to serve in that capacity. On May 6, 1881, it was announced
that the plans submitted under the "nom de plume" of Tuebor had been chosen as the
winner of the competition.

i
These plans were the work of the Detroit architect Elijah E. Myers, perhaps the %ﬁﬁJAjﬁjﬂ%
individual most responsible for the architectural character of post-Civil War state(s™. j.c Vool

capitols, having designed four such structures and competed, without success, for ktwﬁ&-

the chance to design two others. At the time he entered the Texas competition, Myers .abuﬁ,

had already gained fame from the completion of the Michigan State Capitol in Lansing,fi;ﬂ&@ﬁ

completed in 1878, and would shortly enter and win the competition for the Colorado i u;b“;@
’ ~

State Capitol in 1883. Myers also designed the first Idaho State Capitol, built in 5ﬁmu)"”z

1885, a commission evidently not awarded on the basis of a competition. Myers &q?ﬁ

entered the competitions for the Indiana and Wyoming state capitols in 1877 and 1885,

respectively, but won neither. Myers was also noted for his designs for county

courthouse and municipal buildings, the most noted being the Richmond City Hall,

completed in 1894,
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building, an element which has no counterpart in the design of any other state
capitol building, although Myers would use the motif on smaller county courthouse
designs.

The success with which Myers generated an original solution to the design of the
Texas state capitol becomes more apparent when one looks at his last state capitol
project, that for Colorado. Not completed until 1908, the Colorado capitol reads
as a somewhat abbreviated version of the Michigan and Texas designs, with little of
the vitality of either of those earlier projects.

The successful career which Myers had built as the architect of public buildings was,
ironically, in a large part responsible for his dismissal from the position of de-
signing architect by the Capitol Commission in April 1886. The inability of the
Capitol Commissioners to obtain responses from Myers on questions concerning the
various contract specifications for the building was the result of his work on the
Colorado state capitol and other public buildings. It is significant to note, how-—
ever, that the design of the Texas state capitol was executed according to Myer's
drawings, which the Commissioners considered to be of sufficient elaboration and
detail to allow for the construction of the building without Myers' direct assistance.
Therefore, in spite of the deteriorating relationship between the architect and his
clients, the Texas state capitol building can still be said to represent the best
efforts of Elijah Myers in a field of endeavor in which he had established a significant
and well-deserved reputation across the United States.
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Verbal boundary description and justification The twenty-seven acre site is bounded on all?izs
by the cast- and wrought-iron fence which defines the perimeter, generally bounded by

11th Street on the south, l4th Street on the north, Colorado to the west and Brazos
to the east.

List all states and counties for properties overlapping state or county boundaries
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state code county code
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The Politics of Architecture in the Gilded Age: The Practice of Elijah E. Myers.
Marlene Elizabeth Heck. Unpublished Masters thesis, The University of Virginia,
Charlottesville. 1977.

Biennial Reports of the Capitol Building Commission, 1883-1888. Triplett &
Hutchings, State Printers, Austin. On file at the Texas State Archives, Austin.
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1. Name

historic  Texas State Capitol

and or commen

2. Location

street & number  Congress Avenue and llth Street 7 N/A_ not for publication
city, town  Austin 7 N/A_ vicinity of
state Texas code 048 county Travis code 453
3. Classification
Category Ownership Status Present Use
___ district _X_ public _X occupied ___ agriculture —__ museum
_X building(s) ___ private ____ unoccupied ___commercial X __ park
___ structure ___ both —_work in progress ____ educational — private residence
____site Public Acquisition Accessible ____ entertainment —religious
___ object N/A in process ____yes: restricted __X_government ____ scientific
___ being considered _X_ yes: unrestricted — industrial ___ transportation
—__no — military — other:

4. Owner of Property

name State of Texas

street & number

city, town Austin N/A vicinity of state Texas

5. Location of Legal Description

courthouse, registry of deeds, etc. @~ Travis County Courthouse

street & number

city, town Austin state Texas

6. Representation in Existing Surveys

title Texas Historic Sites Inventory has this property been determined eligible? X yes __ no

date 1964 ___federal _X state __ county ___ local

d.po‘“d’v'of.urv.v'.ccwd. Texas Historical Commission

city, town Austin state  Lexas




7. Description

Condition Check one Check one

_X_ excellent —__ deteriorated ____ unaltered _X_ original site

—__ good —_ruins _X_ altered ___moved  date N/A
— fair —_ unexposed

Describe the present and original (if known) physical appearance

The Texas State Capitol building is a three-story structure, with a four-story central
block, with exterior masonry-bearing walls faced in Texas red granite. Modeled on the
design of the national capitol in Washington, D.C., the building features a dome at the
crossing of its major axes. The dome rests upon a masonry drum, with the upper sections
of the dome proper fabricated in metal, the exterior surface painted to simulate the
granite of the exterior walls. The interior of the structure features monumental and
elaborately detailed doorframes, with cast-iron staircases placed alongside the rotunda.
The two legislative chambers occupy the second floor of the structure, with the base-
ment, first, third, and fourth floors being devoted to office space.

The Texas State Capitol building is located at the crest of a hill overlooking downtown
Austin and the distant Colorado River. The setting for the building was an integral
part of the 1839 plan of the city of Austin prepared by Edwin Waller. The principal
elevation of the capitol faces south, with the central block measuring 289 feet from
north to south, and the east-west measurement of the building at its greatest length
reaching 566 feet, 6 inches.

The overall conception of the design is clearly based upon that of the national capitol
in Washington, although there are substantial differences in terms of architectural
detailing and finishes. The north and south elevations are five-part compositions,

the central bays of which serve as the principal entrances to the structure. The south
entry is framed by a colossal three-story archway, while the north entrance is set
within a three-story columnar portico. The east and west elevations were originally
planned to feature similar porticoes, but these were eliminated from construction plans
due to the increased cost of such elements. The central pavilions on the north and
south elevations rise four stories, and are five bays in width. The projecting wings
which house the two legislative chambers are recessed back from the central block, and
contain five facade bays arranged in an AABAA pattern. The flanking pavilions, which
also form the east and west elevations of the structure, are each three bays in width
on the north and south elevations, and nine bays in width on the east and west elevations.

The dome which surmounts the intersection of the east-west and north-south interior axes
of the building is a more vertically proportioned version of the dome of the national
capitol. In height, it measures 250 feet from the floor of the basement to the base of
the lantern. The Renaissance-inspired detailing of the exterior of the dome, including
the columned drum, is executed in galvanized iron painted to match the color of the red
granite which faces the masonry walls of the building. The lantern of the dome is
topped by a cast zinc statue representing the Goddess of Liberty, in whose raised left
hand is held a five-pointed star, an iconographic symbol borrowed from the state flag.

The exterior walls of the capitol are faced with red granite quarried near Burnet, Texas.
The great majority of the stonme is quarry faced, with the only dressed ashlar work being
confined to the shafts of the columns and pilasters which articulate the bays of the
facades. The most monumental blocks of granite are set in the first floor walls, with
blocks of lesser scale and texture of finish being used on the upper floors. The
stonework is carried up to the parapets on the north and south elevations of the central

block.
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The interior of the capitol is dominated, on the first floor, by the broad east-west
hallway, which is flanked by suites of legislators' offices, and the vast space of the
rotunda. The lobby spaces to the north and south of the rotunda serve mainly as pre-
ludes to the rotunda space. The second floor houses the chambers for the Senate and
House of Representatives, with offices in the east and west ends for Speaker of the
House and President of the Senate. The third and fourth floors contain more legisla-
tors' offices. The detailing of the interior reflects the classical character of the
exterior. The monumental cast-iron columns of the interior feature Corinthian capitals,
a device also found on the more elaborately detailed doorframes, most of which are of
carved oak. The rotunda features galleries on the second, third, and fourth floors,
supported on massive console brackets of cast iron. The Senate and House chambers are
set to either side of the rotunda space. These primary public spaces were both original-
ly 1it by large skylights, the interior glazing of which consisted of large rectangular
panes of inch-thick glass sandblasted with the state seal at their center. The opaque
character of these panels diffused the light into the chambers. While several of

these glass panels survive, many have been removed over the years. Spectators' space
galleries ring the legislative chambers on three sides.

The only significant interior space to have been seriously altered from its original
design is the legislative library, which is located in the north section of the central
block. Originally built as a two-story space illuminated by a skylight and glass blocks
in the floor, the space has had its skylight filled in and the glass block flooring
removed. Some of the book stack shelving still remains in use today.

Shortly after its completion in 1888, the state capitol site was further improved by

the erection of a composition cast- and wrought-iron fence surrounding the twenty-seven-
acre capitol grounds. Executed by the Springfield, Ohio, firm of Mast, Foos and
Company, the fence features five-pointed stars as caps for each of its pickets.



8. Significance

Period Areas of Significance—Check and justify below

____prehistoric ____ archeology-prehistoric _ _ community planning __ _ landscape architecture ____ religion

___1400-1499 ___ archeology-historic .. conservation — . law ____science

____1500-1599 ___ agriculture ___ economics ——. literature ____ sculpture

___1600-1699 X __ architecture ____ education —— military — social/

___ 17001799 ____ art __engineering —__ music humanitarian

_X 1800-1899 ___ commerce ____exploration/settlement ____ philosophy — theater

1900~ ____ communications . industry ___ politics/government ___ transportation
__._ invention ____ other (specity)

Specific dates 1882-1888 Builder/Architect FElijah E. Myers, Architect

Statement of Significance (in one paragraph)

The Texas State Capitol represents the high-water mark in the career of its architect,
Elijah E. Myers, described by the architectural historians Henry Russell Hitchcock and
William Seale as "'the greatest capitol-builder of the Gilded Age'. The building
reflects the popularity of the national capitol in Washington, D.C. as the prototype
for state capitol buildings in the post-Civil War era. The product of an architec-
tural competition judged by a prominent architect, the Texas State Capitol building

is the largest such structure in the United States.

The foundation for construction of the Texas State Capitol, which began in 1882, was
actually laid in 1875 with the passage of the state constitution. Included in that
document was a resolution to appropriate and set apart three million acres of public
lands for the purpose of providing the funds needed to construct a state capitol and
qther public buildings. Supplementary acts passed in 1879 authorized this land either
to be sold to pay for such construction, or to be used as the means of payment itself
for such work. These supplementary acts also established the Capitol Building Commis-
sion, which was appointed on November 16, 1880. On November 20, 1880, the Commission
called for the submission of designs for a new state capitol to cost one million five
hundred thousand dollars. The deadline for the submission of these designs was
February 1, 1881. Eleven designs were received by the deadline, which were studied

by the three members of the Commission, as well as Governor 0. M. Roberts. The Gover-
nor requested that an impartial architect be consulted to advise the Commission on the
adoption of plans for the building, and on April 24, 1881, Napoleon LeBrun of New York
arrived in Austin to serve in that capacity. On May 6, 1881, it was announced that the
plans submitted under the "nom de plume" of Tuebor had been chosen as the winner of the
competition.

These plans were the work of the Detroit architect Elijah E. Myers, the individual most
responsible for the architectural character of post-Civil War state capitols, having
designed four such structures and competed, without success, for the chance to design
two others. At the time he entered the Texas competition, Myers had already gained
fame from the completion of the Michigan State Capitol in Lansing, completed in 1878,
and would shortly enter and win the competition for the Colorado State Capitol in 1883.

Myers also designed the first Idaho State Capitol, built in 1885, a commission evidently

not awarded on the basis of a competition. Myers entered the competitions for the
Indiana and Wyoming state capitols in 1877 and 1885, respectively, but won neither.
Myers was also noted for his designs for county courthouse and municipal buildings, the
most noted being the City Hall of Richmond, Virginia, completed in 1894.

From the outset of his career as a designer of state capitol buildings, Myers was clearly
influenced by the model of Thomas U. Walter's work on the national capitol at Washington,

D.C., which had been completed in 1863. Of course, the concept of a tripartite design
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for such a monumental structure had originated with Charles Bulfinch's plans for the
nation's capitol, which were expanded upon by Walter. By the time the competition for
the design of the Michigan state capitol was announced in June of 1871, several states
had already begun to erect new seats of state government based upon Walter's work, the
earliest of which was the California state capitol in Sacramento, completed in 1874,
although begun over a decade earlier. It is significant to note that while the Califor-
nia state capitol precedes Myers' Texas design by more than a decade, the earlier
structure has seen many changes to its original form. On the exterior, construction
of a massive addition in 1949-1952 resulted in the concealment of the original east
elevation. The remodeling of 1906-1908 significantly impacted the scale of the
legislative chambers, with the ceiling height dropping eight feet to accommodate an
additional fourth level of office space. The structural work undertaken on the
California state capitol between 1975 and 1982 resulted in the restoration of many
lost features, but did not restore the original ceiling heights of the legislative
chambers.

Myers' entry in the Michigan competition, which he won, was a variant on the national
model with respect to the character of the detailing of the exterior. While Myers
chose to repeat the image of the domed central block flanked by wings containing the
legislative chambers, as established by the new national capitol, he did not adorn
the elevations with giant-order colonnades supporting sculpture-filled pediments.

In terms of proportions, the Michigan capitol was more vertical than its prototype,
with the central block being a full four stories above a full basement. The dome
which Myers placed atop the design appears too small for the mass of the structure,
and the colonnade around the drum of the dome projects out of its circular form to
address the four projecting masses of the building below. Each of the floor levels
was defined by stringcourses, and pediments adorned all the windows of the upper two
floors.

The design Myers submitted in 1881 for the Texas state capitol represented a substan-
tial change from his Michigan project, both in terms of scale and character. Perhaps
by virtue of the large site available in Austin, Myers' design was a more elongated
composition, more closely reflective of the national model. The-dome, although still
narrower than that designed by Walter for Washington, had attained a prominence far
greater than that of the Michigan design. In detailing the exterior walls of the Texas
capitol, Myers may also have responded to the national model in his choice of giant-
order pilasters to frame the second and third floors of the building, dispensing with
the multiple stringcourses used for the Michigan design.

These design tendencies should not, however, be taken to suggest that Myers was merely
copying Walter's work in Washington, even though the building was first called to be
faced in limestone, so as to present a more serene appearance. The substitution of red
granite for limestone in 1885 surely adds to the original character of Myer's work, es-
pecially given the quarry-faced finish used on the majority of the exterior stonework.
Perhaps the most dramatic and original element introduced by Myers was the colossal
archway which framed the main entry to the south elevation of the building, an element
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which has no counterpart in the design of any other state capitol building, although
Myers would use the motif on smaller county courthouse designs.

The success with which Myers generated an original solution to the design of the Texas
state capitol becomes more apparent when one looks at his last state capitol project,

that for Colorado. Not completed until 1908, the Colorado capitol reads as a somewhat
abbreviated version of the Michigan and Texas designs, with little of the vitality of

either of those earlier projects.

The successful career which Myers had built as the architect of public buildings was,
ironically, in a large part responsible for his dismissal from the position of designing
architect by the Capitol Commission in April 1886. The inability of the Capitol
Commissioners to obtain responses from Myers on questions concerning the various con-
tract specifications for the building was the result of his work on the Colorado state
capitol and other public buildings. It is significant to note, however, that the design
of the Texas state capitol was executed according to Myer's drawings, which the Commis-
sioners considered to be of sufficient elaboration and detail to allow for the construc-
tion of the building without Myers' direct assistance. Therefore, in spite of the
deteriorating relationship between the architect and his clients, the Texas state capitol
building can still be said to represent the best efforts of Elijah Myers in a field of
endeavor in which he had established a significant and well-deserved reputation across
the United States.
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Texas State Capitol Building, viewed obliquely from the southwest, June, 1975
Photograph (photographer unknown) courtesy of Texas Historical Commission



Texas State Capitol Building, east elevation, October, 1985
Photograph by Jim Bonar, courtesy of Texas Historical Commission



Texas State Capitol Building, interior view of rotunda and dome, 1980
Photograph by Jim Bonar, courtesy of the Texas Historical Commission
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Texas State Capitol Building, Senate chamber, facing east, October, 1985
Photograph by Jim Bonar, courtesy of Texas Historical Commission
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1. Name

historic  Texas State Capitol

and or common

2. Location

street & number Congress Avenue and 1llth Street

N/A_ not for publication

city, town  Austin N/A_ vicinity of
state Texas code 048 county Travis code 433
3. Classification
Category Ownership Status Present Use
____ district _X_ public _X occupied ___ agriculture —__ museum
X building(s) ____ private ____unoccupied —__ commercial X__ park
__ structure ____both —_ work in progress ___ educational — private residence
—_lglte Public Acquisition Accessible — entertainment — religious
— object N/A in process ____yes: restricted —X_ government — scientific
____ being considered _X_ yes: unrestricted — industrial — transportation
sz IO —_ military — other:
4. Owner of Property
name State of Texas
street & number
city, town Austin N/A yicinity of state Texas
5. Location of Legal Description
courthouse, registry of deeds, etc. Travis County Courthouse
street & number
city, town Austin state  Texas
@ - 3 -
6. Representation in Existing Surveys
‘le  Texas Historic Sites Inventory has this property been determined eligible? X yes __ no
Jate 1964 _federal _X state ___ county ___ local
depository for survey records Texas Historical Commission
city, town Austin state  lexas




7. Description

Condition Check one Check one

_X_ excellent ____deteriorated ___ unaitered _X_ original site

___good —___ruins _X _ altered ___moved date N/A
— fair —_ unexposed

Describe the present and original (if known) physical appearance

The Texas State Capitol building is a three-story structure, with a four-story central
block, with exterior masonry-bearing walls faced in Texas red granite. Modeled on the
design of the national capitol in Washington, D.C., the building features a dome at the
crossing of its major axes. The dome rests upon a masonry drum, with the upper sections
of the dome proper fabricated in metal, the exterior surface painted to simulate the
granite of the exterior walls. The interior of the structure features monumental and
elaborately detailed doorframes, with cast-iron staircases placed alongside the rotunda.
The two legislative chambers occupy the second floor of the structure, with the base-
ment, first, third, and fourth floors being devoted to office space.

The Texas State Capitol building is located at the crest of a hill overlooking downtown
Austin and the distant Colorado River. The setting for the building was an integral
part of the 1839 plan of the city of Austin prepared by Edwin Waller. The principal
elevation of the capitol faces south, with the central block measuring 289 feet from
north to south, and the east-west measurement of the building at its greatest length
reaching 566 feet, 6 inches.

The overall conception of the design is clearly based upon that of the national capitce”
in Washington, although there are substantial differences in terms of architectural
detailing and finishes. The north and south elevations are five-part compositions,

the central bays of which serve as the principal entrances to the structure. The south
entry is framed by a colossal three-story archway, while the north entrance is set
within a three-story columnar portico. The east and west elevations were originally
planned to feature similar porticoes, but these were eliminated from construction plans
due to the increased cost of such elements. The central pavilions on the north and
south elevations rise four stories, and are five bays in width. The projecting wings
which house the two legislative chambers are recessed back from the central block, and
contain five facade bays arranged in an AABAA pattern. The flanking pavilions, which
also form the east and west elevations of the structure, are each three bays in width
on the north and south elevations, and nine bays in width on the east and west elevationms.

The dome which surmounts the intersection of the east-west and north-south interior axes
of the building is a more vertically proportioned version of the dome of the national
capitol. 1In height, it measures 250 feet from the floor of the basement to the base of
the lantern. The Renaissance-inspired detailing of the exterior of the dome, including
the columned drum, is executed in galvanized iron painted to match the color of the red
granite which faces the masonry walls of the building. The lantern of the dome is
topped by a cast zinc statue representing the Goddess of Liberty, in whose raised left
hand is held a five-pointed star, an iconographic symbol borrowed from the state flag.

The exterior walls of the capitol are faced with red granite quarried near Burnet, Texas.
The great majority of the stone is quarry faced, with the only dressed ashlar work being
confined to the shafts of the columns and pilasters which articulate the bays of the
facades. The most monumental blocks of granite are set in the first floor walls, wit’
blocks of lesser scale and texture of finish being used on the upper floors. The
stonework is carried up to the parapets on the north and south elevations of the centra.

block.
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The interior of the capitol is dominated, on the first floor, by the broad east-west
hallway, which is flanked by suites of legislators' offices, and the vast space of the
rotunda. The lobby spaces to the north and south of the rotunda serve mainly as pre-
ludes to the rotunda space. The second floor houses the chambers for the Senate and
House of Representatives, with offices in the east and west ends for Speaker of the
House and President of the Senate. The third and fourth floors contain more legisla-
tors'offices. The detailing of the interior reflects the classical character of the
exterior. The monumental cast-iron columns of the interior feature Corinthian capitals,
a device also found on the more elaborately detailed doorframes, most of which are of
carved oak. The rotunda features galleries on the second, third, and fourth floors,
supported on massive console brackets of cast iron. The Senate and House chambers are
set to either side of the rotunda space. These primary public spaces were both original-
ly 1lit by large skylights, the interior glazing of which consisted of large rectangular
panes of inch-thick glass sandblasted with the state seal at their center. The opaque
character of these panels diffused the light into the chambers. While several of

these glass panels survive, many have been removed over the years. Spectators' space
~alleries ring the legislative chambers on three sides.

.e only significant interior space to have been seriously altered from its original
design is the legislative library, which is located in the north section of the central
block. Originally built as a two-story space illuminated by a skylight and glass blocks
in the floor, the space has had its skylight filled in and the glass block flooring
removed. Some of the book stack shelving still remains in use today.

Shortly after its completion in 1888, the state capitol site was further improved by

the erection of a composition cast- and wrought-iron fence surrounding the twenty-seven-
acre capitol grounds. Executed by the Springfield, Ohio, firm of Mast, Foos and
Company, the fence features five-pointed stars as caps for each of its pickets.




8. Significance

Period Areas of Significance—Check and justify below

___ prehistoric ____. archeology-prehistoric _ _ community planning __ _ landscape architecture ____ religion

_1400-1499 ___ archeology-historic - conservation ——_law ____ science

__1500-1599 ____ agriculture - economics __._ literature ____ sculpture

___1600-1699 X __ architecture ____ education . military ____ social/

___1700-1799 ___ art _ _engineering ———_ music humanitarian

_X 1800-1899 ____ commerce . exploration/settlement ____ philosophy _ theater

. 1900- ____communications - industry —_ politics/government _ transportation
____ invention —___ other (specify)

Specific dates 1882-1888 Builder/Architect Elijah E. Myers, Architect

Statement of Significance (in one paragraph)

The Texas State Capitol represents the high-water mark in the career of its architect,
Elijah E. Myers, described by the architectural historians Henry Russell Hitchcock and
William Seale as "the greatest capitol-builder of the Gilded Age". The building
reflects the popularity of the national capitol in Washington, D.C. as the prototype
for state capitol buildings in the post-Civil War era. The product of an architec-
tural competition judged by a prominent architect, the Texas State Capitol building

is the largest such structure in the United States.

The foundation for comstruction of the Texas State Capitol, which began in 1882, was
actually laid in 1875 with the passage of the state constitution. Included in that
document was a resolution to appropriate and set apart three million acres of public
lands for the purpose of providing the funds needed to construct a state capitol and
aother public buildings. Supplementary acts passed in 1879 authorized this land either
to be sold to pay for such construction, or to be used as the means of payment itself
for such work. These supplementary acts also established the Capitol Building Commis-
sion, which was appointed on November 16, 1880. On November 20, 1880, the Commission
called for the submission of designs for a new state capitol to cost one million five
hundred thousand dollars. The deadline for the submission of these designs was
February 1, 1881. Eleven designs were received by the deadline, which were studied

by the three members of the Commission, as well as Governor O. M. Roberts. The Gover-
nor requested that an impartial architect be consulted to advise the Commission on the
adoption of plans for the building, and on April 24, 1881, Napoleon LeBrun of New York
arrived in Austin to serve in that capacity. On May 6, 1881, it was announced that the
plans submitted under the "nom de plume" of Tuebor had been chosen as the winner of the
competition.

These plans were the work of the Detroit architect Elijah E. Myers, the individual most
responsible for the architectural character of post-Civil War state capitols, having
designed four such structures and competed, without success, for the chance to design
two others. At the time he entered the Texas competition, Myers had already gained
fame from the completion of the Michigan State Capitol in Lansing, completed in 1878,
and would shortly enter and win the competition for the Colorado State Capitol in 1883.

Myers also designed the first Idaho State Capitol, built in 1885, a commission evidently

not awarded on the basis of a competition. Myers entered the competitions for the
Indiana and Wyoming state capitols in 1877 and 1885, respectively, but won neither.
Myers was also noted for his designs for county courthouse and municipal buildings, the
most noted being the City Hall of Richmond, Virginia, completed in 1894.

From the outset of his career as a designer of state capitol buildings, Myers was clear.y
influenced by the model of Thomas U. Walter's work on the national capitol at Washington,

D.C., which had been completed in 1863. Of course, the concept of a tripartite design
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for such a monumental structure had originated with Charles Bulfinch's plans for the
nation's capitol, which were expanded upon by Walter. By the time the competition for
the design of the Michigan state capitol was announced in June of 1871, several states
had already begun to erect new seats of state government based upon Walter's work, the
earliest of which was the California state capitol in Sacramento, completed in 1874,
although begun over a decade earlier. It is significant to note that while the Califor-
nia state capitol precedes Myers' Texas design by more than a decade, the earlier
structure has seen many changes to its original form. On the exterior, construction
of a massive addition in 1949-1952 resulted in the concealment of the original east
elevation. The remodeling of 1906-1908 significantly impacted the scale of the
legislative chambers, with the ceiling height dropping eight feet to accommodate an
additional fourth level of office space. The structural work undertaken on the
California state capitol between 1975 and 1982 resulted in the restoration of many
lost features, but did not restore the original ceiling heights of the legislative
chambers.

““vers' entry in the Michigan competition, which he won, was a variant on the national
del with respect to the character of the detailing of the exterior. While Myers
_nose to repeat the image of the domed central block flanked by wings containing the

legislative chambers, as established by the new national capitol, he did not adorn
the elevations with giant-order colonnades supporting sculpture-filled pediments.

In terms of proportions, the Michigan capitol was more vertical than its prototype,
with the central block being a full four stories above a full basement. The dome
which Myers placed atop the design appears too small for the mass of the structure,
and the colonnade around the drum of the dome projects out of its circular form to
address the four projecting masses of the building below. Each of the floor levels
was defined by stringcourses, and pediments adorned all the windows of the upper two
floors.

The design Myers submitted in 1881 for the Texas state capitol represented a substan-
tial change from his Michigan project, both in terms of scale and character. Perhaps
by virtue of the large site available in Austin, Myers' design was a more elongated
composition, more closely reflective of the national model. The dome, although still
narrower than that designed by Walter for Washington, had attained a prominence far
greater than that of the Michigan design. In detailing the exterior walls of the Texas
capitol, Myers may also have responded to the national model in his choice of giant-
order pilasters to frame the second and third floors of the building, dispensing with
the multiple stringcourses used for the Michigan design.

These design tendencies should not, however, be taken to suggest that Myers was merely
copying Walter's work in Washington, even though the building was first called to be
faced in limestone, so as to present a more serene appearance. The substitution of red
‘ranite for limestone in 1885 surely adds to the original character of Myer's work, es-
cially given the quarry-faced finish used on the majority of the exterior stonework.
erhaps the most dramatic and original element introduced by Myers was the colossal
archway which framed the main entry to the south elevation of the building, an element
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which has no counterpart in the design of any other state capitol building, although
Myers would use the motif on smaller county courthouse designs.

The success with which Myers generated an original solution to the design of the Texas
state capitol becomes more apparent when one looks at his last state capitol project,

that for Colorado. Not completed until 1908, the Colorado capitol reads as a somewhat
abbreviated version of the Michigan and Texas designs, with little of the vitality of

either of those earlier projects.

The successful career which Myers had built as the architect of public buildings was,
ironically, in a large part responsible for his dismissal from the position of designing
architect by the Capitol Commission in April 1886. The inability of the Capitol
Commissioners to obtain responses from Myers on questions concerning the various con-
tract specifications for the building was the result of his work on the Colorado state
capitol and other public buildings. It is significant to note, however, that the design
of the Texas state capitol was executed according to Myer's drawings, which the Commis-
sioners considered to be of sufficient elaboration and detail to allow for the construc-
tion of the building without Myers' direct assistance. Therefore, in spite of the
deteriorating relationship between the architect and his clients, the Texas state capi
building can still be said to represent the best efforts of Elijah Myers in a field of
endeavor in which he had established a significant and well-deserved reputation across
the United States.
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Texas State Capitol Building, viewed obliquely ¥ ~ the southwest, June, 1975
Photograph (photographer unknown) courtesy of.1 Historical Commission




Texas State Capitol Building, east elevation, October, 1985
Photograph by Jim Bonar, courtesy of Texas Historical Commission




Texas State Capitol Building, interior view of rotunda and dome, 1980
Photograph by Jim Bonar, courtesy of the Texas Historical Commission



Texas State Capitol Building, Senate chamber, facing east, October, 1985
Photograph by Jim Bonar, courtesy of Texas Historical Commission
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1. Name

historic  Texas State Capitol

and or common

2. Location

street & number Congress Avenue and 1lth Street N/A not for publication
city, town Austj.n N/A_ vicinity of
state Texas code 048 county Travis code 433
5 El ) -
3. Classification
Category Ownership Status Present Use
___ district _X_ public _X occupied ___ agriculture —__ museum
_X building(s) ___ private ____unoccupied —__ commercial X__ park
—_ structure ____both __work in progress _ educational ____ private residence
—__ site Public Acquisition Accessible ____entertainment —religious
___ object N/A in process ____yes: restricted __X_government ____ scientific
___ being considered _X_ yes: unrestricted ____industrial ____transportation
—__no — military — other:

4. Owner of Property

name State of Texas

street & number

city, town Austin N/A yicinity of state Texas

5. Location of Legal Description

courthouse, registry of deeds, etc. Travis County Courthouse

street & number

city, town Austin state Texas

6. Representation in Existing Surveys

titlk Texas Historic Sites Inventory has this property been determined eligible? X yes ___ no

date 1964 ___federal _X state __ county ___ local

COPOO"OW for survey records Texas Historical Commission

city, town Austin state Texas




7. Description

Condition Check one Check one

_X_excellent ___deteriorated __ unaitered _X_ original site

____good —_ruins _X _ altered ___moved date N/A
= far —___ unexposed

Describe the present and original (if known) physical appearance

The Texas State Capitol building is a three-story structure, with a four-story central
block, with exterior masonry-bearing walls faced in Texas red granite. Modeled on the
design of the national capitol in Washington, D.C., the building features a dome at the
crossing of its major axes. The dome rests upon a masonry drum, with the upper sections
of the dome proper fabricated in metal, the exterior surface painted to simulate the
granite of the exterior walls. The interior of the structure features monumental and
elaborately detailed doorframes, with cast-iron staircases placed alongside the rotunda.
The two legislative chambers occupy the second floor of the structure, with the base-
ment, first, third, and fourth floors being devoted to office space.

The Texas State Capitol building is located at the crest of a hill overlooking downtown
Austin and the distant Colorado River. The setting for the building was an integral
part of the 1839 plan of the city of Austin prepared by Edwin Waller. The principal
elevation of the capitol faces south, with the central block measuring 289 feet from
north to south, and the east-west measurement of the building at its greatest length
reaching 566 feet, 6 inches.

The overall conception of the design is clearly based upon that of the national capitol
in Washington, although there are substantial differences in terms of architectural
detailing and finishes. The north and south elevations are five-part compositions,

the central bays of which serve as the principal entrances to the structure. The south
entry is framed by a colossal three-story archway, while the north entrance is set
within a three-story columnar portico. The east and west elevations were originally
planned to feature similar porticoes, but these were eliminated from construction plans
due to the increased cost of such elements. The central pavilions on the north and
south elevations rise four stories, and are five bays in width. The projecting wings
which house the two legislative chambers are recessed back from the central block, and
contain five facade bays arranged in an AABAA pattern. The flanking pavilions, which
also form the east and west elevations of the structure, are each three bays in width
on the north and south elevations, and nine bays in width on the east and west elevations.

The dome which surmounts the intersection of the east-west and north-south interior axes
of the building is a more vertically proportioned version of the dome of the national
capitol. 1In height, it measures 250 feet from the floor of the basement to the base of
the lantern. The Renaissance-inspired detailing of the exterior of the dome, including
the columned drum, is executed in galvanized iron painted to match the color of the red
granite which faces the masonry walls of the building. The lantern of the dome is
topped by a cast zinc statue representing the Goddess of Liberty, in whose raised left
hand is held a five-pointed star, an iconographic symbol borrowed from the state flag.

The exterior walls of the capitol are faced with red granite quarried near Burnet, Texas.
The great majority of the stone is quarry faced, with the only dressed ashlar work being
confined to the shafts of the columns and pilasters which articulate the bays of the
facades. The most monumental blocks of granite are set in the first floor walls, with
blocks of lesser scale and texture of finish being used on the upper floors. The
stonework is carried up to the parapets on the north and south elevations of the central
block.
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The interior of the capitol is dominated, on the first floor, by the broad east-west
hallway, which is flanked by suites of legislators' offices, and the vast space of the
rotunda. The lobby spaces to the north and south of the rotunda serve mainly as pre-
ludes to the rotunda space. The second floor houses the chambers for the Senate and
House of Representatives, with offices in the east and west ends for Speaker of the
House and President of the Senate. The third and fourth floors contain more legisla-
tors' offices. The detailing of the interior reflects the classical character of the
exterior. The monumental cast-iron columns of the interior feature Corinthian capitals,
a device also found on the more elaborately detailed doorframes, most of which are of
carved oak. The rotunda features galleries on the second, third, and fourth floors,
supported on massive console brackets of cast iron. The Senate and House chambers are
set to either side of the rotunda space. These primary public spaces were both original-
ly 1it by large skylights, the interior glazing of which consisted of large rectangular
panes of inch-thick glass sandblasted with the state seal at their center. The opaque
character of these panels diffused the light into the chambers. While several of

these glass panels survive, many have been removed over the years. Spectators' space
galleries ring the legislative chambers on three sides.

The only significant interior space to have been seriously altered from its original
design is the legislative library, which is located in the north section of the central
block. Originally built as a two-story space illuminated by a skylight and glass blocks
in the floor, the space has had its skylight filled in and the glass block flooring
removed. Some of the book stack shelving still remains in use today.

Shortly after its completion in 1888, the state capitol site was further improved by

the erection of a composition cast- and wrought-iron fence surrounding the twenty-seven-
acre capitol grounds. Executed by the Springfield, Ohio, firm of Mast, Foos and
Company, the fence features five-pointed stars as caps for each of its pickets.



8. Significance

Period Areas of Significance—Check and justify below

___ prehistoric ___ archeology-prehistoric . _ community planning __landscape architecture ____ religion

__1400-1499 ___ archeology-historic ____ conservation ___law ____science

___1500-1599 ____ agriculture -___economics ___ literature ____ sculpture

___1600-1699 X __ architecture ____education - military ____ social/

. 1700-1799 ___art __engineering ___ music humanitarian

_X 1800-1899 . commerce _____exploration/settlement ____ philosophy — theater

— 1900~ ____ communications ____ industry ____ politics/government ___ transportation
__._ invention ____ other (specify)

Specific dates 1882-1888 Builder/Architect Elijah E. Myers, Architect

Statement of Significance (in one paragraph)

The Texas State Capitol represents the high-water mark in the career of its architect,
Elijah E. Myers, described by the architectural historians Henry Russell Hitchcock and
William Seale as '"the greatest capitol-builder of the Gilded Age'. The building
reflects the popularity of the national capitol in Washington, D.C. as the prototype
for state capitol buildings in the post-Civil War era. The product of an architec-
tural competition judged by a prominent architect, the Texas State Capitol building

is the largest such structure in the United States.

The foundation for construction of the Texas State Capitol, which began in 1882, was
actually laid in 1875 with the passage of the state constitution. Included in that
document was a resolution to appropriate and set apart three million acres of public
lands for the purpose of providing the funds needed to construct a state capitol and
aother public buildings. Supplementary acts passed in 1879 authorized this land either
to be sold to pay for such construction, or to be used as the means of payment itself
for such work. These supplementary acts also established the Capitol Building Commis-
sion, which was appointed on November 16, 1880. On November 20, 1880, the Commission
called for the submission of designs for a new state capitol to cost one million five
hundred thousand dollars. The deadline for the submission of these designs was
February 1, 1881. Eleven designs were received by the deadline, which were studied

by the three members of the Commission, as well as Governor 0. M. Roberts. The Gover-
nor requested that an impartial architect be consulted to advise the Commission on the
adoption of plans for the building, and on April 24, 1881, Napoleon LeBrun of New York
arrived in Austin to serve in that capacity. On May 6, 1881, it was announced that the
plans submitted under the "mom de plume" of Tuebor had been chosen as the winner of the
competition.

These plans were the work of the Detroit architect Elijah E. Myers, the individual most
responsible for the architectural character of post-Civil War state capitols, having
designed four such structures and competed, without success, for the chance to design
two others. At the time he entered the Texas competition, Myers had already gained
fame from the completion of the Michigan State Capitol in Lansing, completed in 1878,
and would shortly enter and win the competition for the Colorado State Capitol in 1883.
Myers also designed the first Idaho State Capitol, built in 1885, a commission evidently
not awarded on the basis of a competition. Myers entered the competitions for the
Indiana and Wyoming state capitols in 1877 and 1885, respectively, but won neither.
Myers was also noted for his designs for county courthouse and municipal buildings, the
most noted being the City Hall of Richmond, Virginia, completed in 1894.

From the outset of his career as a designer of state capitol buildings, Myers was clearly
influenced by the model of Thomas U. Walter's work on the national capitol at Washington,
D.C., which had been completed in 1863. Of course, the concept of a tripartite design
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for such a monumental structure had originated with Charles Bulfinch's plans for the
nation's capitol, which were expanded upon by Walter. By the time the competition for
the design of the Michigan state capitol was announced in June of 1871, several states
had already begun to erect new seats of state government based upon Walter's work, the
earliest of which was the California state capitol in Sacramento, completed in 1874,
although begun over a decade earlier. It is significant to note that while the Califor-
nia state capitol precedes Myers' Texas design by more than a decade, the earlier
structure has seen many changes to its original form. On the exterior, construction
of a massive addition in 1949-1952 resulted in the concealment of the original east
elevation. The remodeling of 1906-1908 significantly impacted the scale of the
legislative chambers, with the ceiling height dropping eight feet to accommodate an
additional fourth level of office space. The structural work undertaken on the
California state capitol between 1975 and 1982 resulted in the restoration of many
lost features, but did not restore the original ceiling heights of the legislative
chambers.

" Myers' entry in the Michigan competition, which he won, was a variant on the national
model with respect to the character of the detailing of the exterior. While Myers
chose to repeat the image of the domed central block flanked by wings containing the
legislative chambers, as established by the new national capitol, he did not adorn
the elevations with giant-order colonnades supporting sculpture-filled pediments.

In terms of proportions, the Michigan capitol was more vertical than its prototype,
with the central block being a full four stories above a full basement. The dome
which Myers placed atop the design appears too small for the mass of the structure,
and the colonnade around the drum of the dome projects out of its circular form to
address the four projecting masses of the building below. Each of the floor levels
was defined by stringcourses, and pediments adorned all the windows of the upper two
floors.

The design Myers submitted in 1881 for the Texas state capitol represented a substan-
tial change from his Michigan project, both in terms of scale and character. Perhaps
by virtue of the large site available in Austin, Myers' design was a more elongated
composition, more closely reflective of the national model. The dome, although still
narrower than that designed by Walter for Washington, had attained a prominence far
greater than that of the Michigan design. In detailing the exterior walls of the Texas
capitol, Myers may also have responded to the national model in his choice of giant-
order pilasters to frame the second and third floors of the building, dispensing with
the multiple stringcourses used for the Michigan design.

These design tendencies should not, however, be taken to suggest that Myers was merely
copying Walter's work in Washington, even though the building was first called to be
faced in limestone, so as to present a more serene appearance. The substitution of red
granite for limestone in 1885 surely adds to the original character of Myer's work, es-
pecially given the quarry-faced finish used on the majority of the exterior stonework.
Perhaps the most dramatic and original element introduced by Myers was the colossal
archway which framed the main entry to the south elevation of the building, an element
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which has no counterpart in the design of any other state capitol building, although
Myers would use the motif on smaller county courthouse designs.

The success with which Myers generated an original solution to the design of the Texas
state capitol becomes more apparent when one looks at his last state capitol project,

that for Colorado. Not completed until 1908, the Colorado capitol reads as a somewhat
abbreviated version of the Michigan and Texas designs, with little of the vitality of

either of those earlier projects.

The successful career which Myers had built as the architect of public buildings was,
ironically, in a large part responsible for his dismissal from the position of designing
architect by the Capitol Commission in April 1886. The inability of the Capitol
Commissioners to obtain responses from Myers on questions concerning the various con-
tract specifications for the building was the result of his work on the Colorado state
capitol and other public buildings. It is significant to note, however, that the design
of the Texas state capitol was executed according to Myer's drawings, which the Commis-
sioners considered to be of sufficient elaboration and detail to allow for the construc-
tion of the building without Myers' direct assistance. Therefore, in spite of the
deteriorating relationship between the architect and his clients, the Texas state capitol
building can still be said to represent the best efforts of Elijah Myers in a field of
endeavor in which he had established a significant and well-deserved reputation across
the United States.
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MG 27 1985

Mr. Joe Oppermann

Deputy State Historic
Preservation Officer

Texas State Historical Commission

P.0. Box 122276, Capitol Station

Austin, Texas 78711

Dear Mres Oppermann:

I am pleased to respond to your letter of August 9, 1985 requesting comsideration
of a study of the Texas State Capitol for pessible designation as a National
Historic Landmark.

We believe the building merits consideration. However, the professional staff

of the Natiomal Historic Landmarks Program is fully committed for the foreseeable
future to studies already programmed. On the other hand, I welcome your offer
to have your staff prepare the nomination which we will gladly review.

I enclose a copy of information sheets on the Natiomal Historie Landmarks Pregram
which eontains the eriteria that the proposed nomimation aust meet. Bear in
mind that the study must document a thesis of national significance based on

the masterpiece qualities of the subject, its mational design consequence, the
national significance of the architect, or other appropriate argument.

Inquiries made by my staff indicate that the Texas State Capitol will have to
be compared to others of its type, of which there are a number, in terms of
age, integrity, and the quality of its stylistic representation. The National
Register form states that the architect designed other State Capitols. Yom
will need to assess his uork on the Texas Capl:ol in relationship to these
other works. b

A first draft need not be perfect or luagthy. 1 would suvggest you not exceed
six pages total for parts 7 and 8 of the stamdard inventory—-nomination form. In
order for the study to be presented at tia.Spting neeting of the National Fark
System Advisory Board, a draft will have to be submitted here for review by
November 13 and resuhnitted in final by December 13. Unless there is valid
reason for urgemey, I would counsel your waiting for the next meeting of the
Board in the Fall of 1986 thus giving you until early May next yeéar for submittal
of the draft study.




Let us know what your plam is at your earliest conveniences I suggest that you
contact Senior Historian Ben Levy of my staff if you wish additional information
and guidance. He can be reached at (202) 343-8164,

Sincerely,

/s/ Edwin C. Bearss

Edwin C. Bearss
Chief Historian

ec: 001 RF
400 R¥F
418~Levy (w/copy of incoming)
STATE CAPITOL (NHL PENDIKG)
424~Dr. Connally (w/copy of incoming)
BlLevy:pt:8/27/85
Thomas Disk 12: Item #17
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TEXAS HISTORICAL COMMISSION

‘P.0. BOX 12276 AUSTIN, TEXAS 78711 (512) 475-3092

November 6, 1985

Mr. Edwin C. Bearss
Chief Historian
History Division
National Park Service
P.0. Box 37127
Washington, D.C. 20013

Dear Mr. Bearss:

I have enclosed for your review the documentation required for the consideration
of the Texas State Capitol building as a potential National Historic Landmark

by the National Park System Advisory Board at their meeting in the Spring of
1986. The preparation of this material follows my correspondence of August

9, 1985, and your subsequent reply of August 27, 1985.

While this is the initial submission, it is our opinion that it can be considered
as the final version of such documentation, pending a request for additional in-
formation or clarification from your staff. The content of the statement of
significance for the structure reflects recent scholarly research into the ca-
reer of the architect of the building, Elijah E. Myers, and of his other state
capitol buildings.

If you or any member of your staff should have any questions concerning the
documentation of the Texas State Capitol, please contact John C. Ferguson of
my staff, who prepared the nomination. John can be reached at 512-475-3094,
and will be in a position to answer any questions promptly.

With the approach of the sesquicentennial celebration of the independence of
Texas from Mexico in 1986, we are naturally most interested in obtaining the
National Historic Landmark designation for our state capitol, which will also
observe its centennial year in 1988. I greatly appreciate your staff's con-
sideration of this request, and look forward to further contact with you in

the future.
Sincerely ,% ?{é Jﬂ‘—-\/

Joe Oppermann
Deputy State Historic Preservation Officer

JO/jcf
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1. Name

historic Iexas State Capitol

and'or common

2. Location

street & number Congress Avenue and llth Street

N/A not for publication

city, town Austin N/A vicinity of
state Texas code 048 county Travis code 453
3. Classification
Category Ownership Status Present Use
— district —X_ public X _ occupied — agriculture —  museum
_X building(s) ___ private —___ unoccupied ____ commercial _X park
— structure — both — work in progress — educational — private residence
— Site Public Acquisition Accessible — entertainment —religious
—___ object N/A in process ____yes: restricted _X_government — scientific
— being considered —X_ yes: unrestricted — industrial — transportation
——no —_ military ____other:
4. Owner of Property
name State of Texas
street & number
city, town Austin N/A vicinity of state  Lexas
- - =
5. Location of Legal Description
courthouse, registry of deeds, etc. 1ravis County Courthouse
street & number
city, town Austin state Texas
6. Representation in Existing Surveys
title Texas Historic Sites Inventory has this property been determined eligible? X yes ___no
date 1964 ___federal _*_state ___ county ___local
depository for survey records Texas Historical Commission ¥
city, town Austin state Texas




TEXAS HISTORICAL COMMISSION

P.0. BOX 12276 AUSTIN, TEXAS 78711 (512) 475-3092
August 9, 1985

Mr. Edwin C. Bearss

Chief, History Division (418)
National Park Service

P.0. Box 37127

Washington, D.C. 20013-7127

Dear Mr. Bearss:

In the past, my staff has been in contact with your office concerning
suggestions for possible consideration for National Historic Landmark
designation by the National Park Service. As the State of Texas approaches its
sesquicentennial year in 1986, considerable attention will be focused upon the
history of the state and its government. The most conspicuous symbol of state
government is the Texas State Capitol Building, which was listed on the
National Register of Historic Places in 1970. The Capitol, which is
constructed of native Texas red granite, is the largest of all of the state
capitol buildings, and was the work of the Detroit architect Elijah E. Myers,
who was also responsible for the design of the Colorado and Michigan state
capitol buildings, as well as the former city hall in Richmond, Virginia and
other noted public buildings.

Recently, the state legislature provided the necessary funding for, and the
Governor has since chosen, an architect of the Capitol whose purpose is to
supervise all future work on the building and its grounds. There is strong
sentiment for a major restoration campaign for the structure, and designation
as a National Historic Landmark in time for the sesquicentennial celebration
would greatly enhance the likelihood of such a program becoming a reality. The
staff of the Texas Historical Commission can provide your office with
substantial amounts of documentation on the Texas State Capitol for use in a
National Historic Landmark study, and would be happy to provide whatever
assistance your office would require in such a study. In fact, we would be
quite willing to prepare the nomination itself.

I would welcome the opportunity to discuss this matter with you in the future,
and I would hope that you would feel free to contact me if I can answer any
questions concerning our interest in pursuing such a designation.

Sincerely,

Joe Oppermann
Deputy State Historic Preservation
Officer

g She State Cpency for Hirtowe Sreseewation




7. Description

Condition Check one Check one

X excellent — deteriorated ____ unaitered _X_ original site
—_good —ruins _X_ altered —__moved date N/A
—_fair — unexposed

Describe the present and original (if known) physical appearance

The Texas State Capitol building is a three-story structure, with a four-story central
block, with exterior masonry-bearing walls faced in Texas red granite. Modeled on the
design of the national capitol in Washington, D.C., the building features a dome at
the crossing of its major axes. The dome rests upon a masonry drum, with the upper
sections of the dome proper fabricated in metal, the exterior surface painted to simu-
late the granite of the exterior walls. The interior of the structure features
monumental and elaborately detailed doorframes, with cast-iron staircases placed
alongside the rotunda. The two legislative chambers occupy the second floor of the
structure, with the basement, first, third, and fourth floors being devoted to office
space.

The Texas State Capitol building is located at the crest of a hill overlooking down-
town Austin and the distant Colorado River. The setting for the building was an
integral part of the 1839 plan of the city of Austin prepared by Edwin Waller. The
principal elevation of the capitol faces south, with the central block measuring

289 feet from north to south, and the east-west measurement of the building at its
greatest length reaching 566 feet, 6 inches.

The overall conception of the design is clearly based upon that of the national capitol
in Washington, although there are substantial differences in terms of architectural
detailing and finishes. The north and south elevations are five-part compositions,
the central bays of which serve as the principal entrances to the structure. The
south entry is framed by a colossal three-story archway, while the north entrance is
set within a three-story columnar portico. The east and west elevations were ori-
ginally planned to feature similar porticoes, but these were eliminated from con-
struction plans due to the increased cost of such elements. The central pavilions
on the north and south elevations rise four stories, and are five bays in width. The
projecting wings which house the two legislative chanbers are recessed back from the
central block, and contain five facade bays arranged in an AABAA pattern. The
flanking pavilions, which also form the east and west elevations of the structure,
are each three bays in width on the north and south elevations, and nine bays in
width on the east and west elevations.

The dome which surmounts the intersection of the east-west and north-south interior
axes of the building is a more vertically proportioned version of the dome of the
national capitol. 1In height, it measures 250 feet from the floor of the basement to
the base of the lantern. The Renaissance-inspired detailing of the exterior of the
dome, including the columned drum, is executed in galvanized iron painted to match
the color of the red granite which faces the masonry walls of the building. The
lantern of the dome is topped by a cast zinc statue representing the Goddess of
Liberty, in whose raised left hand is held a five-pointed star, an iconographic
symbol borrowed from the state flag.
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The exterior walls of the capitol are faced with red granite quarried near Burnet,
Texas. The great majority of the stone is quarry faced, with the only dressed
ashlar work being confined to the shafts of the columns and pilasters which arti-
culate the bays of the facades. The most monumental blocks of granite are set in
the first floor walls, with blocks of lesser scale and texture of finish being used
on the upper floors. The stonework is carried up to the parapets on the north and
south elevations of the central block.

The interior of the capitol is dominated, on the first floor, by the broad east-

west hallway, which is flanked by suites of legislators' offices, and the vast space
of the rotunda. The lobby spaces to the north and south of the rotunda serve mainly
as preludes to the rotunda space. The second floor houses the chambers for the
Senate and House of Representatives, with offices in the east and west ends for Speaker
of the House and President of the Senate. The third and fouth floors contain more
legislators offices. The detailing of the interior reflects the classical character
of the exterior. The monumental cast-iron columns of the interior feature Corinthian
capitals, a device also found on the more elaborately detailed doorframes, most of
which are of carved oak. The rotunda features galleries on the second, third, and
fourth floors, supported on massive console brackets of cast iron. The Senate and
House chambers are set to either side of the rotunda space. These primary public
spaces were both originally lit by large skylights, the interior glazing of which
consisted of large rectangular panes of inch-thick glass sandblasted with the state
seal at their center. The opaque character of these panels diffused the light into
the chambers. While several of these glass panels survive, many have been removed
over the years. Spectators'galleries ring the legislative chambers of three sides.

The only significant interior space to have been seriously altered from its original
design is the legislative library, which is located in the north section of the cen-
tral block. Originally built as a two-story space illuminated by a skylight and
glass blocks in the floor, the space has had its skylight filled in and the glass
block flooring removed. Some of the book stack shelving still remains in use today.

Shortly after its completion in 1888, the state capitol site was further improved by
the erection of a composition cast- and wrought-iron fence surrounding the twenty-
seven—-acre capitol grounds. Executed by the Springfield, Ohio, firm of Mast, Foos
and Company, the fence features five-pointed stars as caps for each of its pickets.




‘8. Significance

Period Areas of Significance—Check and justify below

____ prehistoric ___ archeology-prehistoric _ _ community planning ____ landscape architecture ____ religion

____1400-1499 ____ archeology-historic - conservation — . law —_ science

__1500-1599 ___ agriculture -___economics ——._ literature ___ sculpture

____1600-1699 X architecture ___. education - military ____ social/

____1700-1799 ___art _ _engineering . music humanitarian

X _1800-1899 ___ commerce . exploration/settiement ___ philosophy — theater

— 1900~ ____communications ... industry ____ politics/government __ transportation
____ invention ____ other (specify)

Specific dates 1882-1888 Builder/Architect Elijah E. Myers, Architect

Statement of Significance (in one paragraph)

The Texas State Capitol building represents the high-water mark in the career of its
architect, Elijah E. Myers, the most prolific and controversial architect of state
capitol buildings in the period from 1865 to 1895. The building also reflects the
popularity of the national capitol in Washington, D.C. as the prototype for state
capitols in the post-Civil War era. The product of an architectural competition
judged by a prominent architect, the Texas State Capitol is the largest such struc-
ture in the United.States.

The foundation for construction of the Texas State Capitol, which began in 1882, was
~actually laid in 1875 with the passage of the state constitution. Included in that
document was a resolution to appropriate and set apart three million acres of public
lands for the purpose of providing the funds needed to construct a state capitol and
other public buildings. Supplementary acts passed in 1879 authorized this land either
to be sold to pay for such construction, or to be used as the means of payment itself
for such work. These supplementary acts also established the Capitol Building Com-
mission, which was appointed on November 16, 1880. On November 20, 1880, the Commission
called for the submission of designs for a new state capitol to cost one million five
hundred thousand dollars. The deadline for the submission of these designs was
February 1, 1881. Eleven designs were received by the deadline, which were studied

by the three members of the Commission, as well as Governor O. M. Roberts. The Gov-
ernor requested that an impartial architect be consulted to advise the Commission

on the adoption of plans for the building, and on April 24, 1881, Napoleon LeBrun of
New York arrived in Austin to serve in that capacity. On May 6, 1881, it was announced
that the plans submitted under the "nom de plume" of Tuebor had been chosen as the
winner of the competition.

These plans were the work of the Detroit architect Elijah E. Myers, perhaps the
individual most responsible for the architectural character of post-Civil War state
capitols, having designed four such structures and competed, without success, for

the chance to design two others. At the time he entered the Texas competition, Myers
had already gained fame from the completion of the Michigan State Capitol in Lansing,
completed in 1878, and would shortly enter and win the competition for the Colorado
State Capitol in 1883. Myers also designed the first Idaho State Capitol, built in
1885, a commission evidently not awarded on the basis of a competition. Myers
entered the competitions for the Indiana and Wyoming state capitols in 1877 and 1885,
respectively, but won neither. Myers was also noted for his designs for county
courthouse and municipal buildings, the most noted being the Richmond City Hall,
completed in 1894.
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From the outset of his career as a designer of state capitol buildings, Myers was
clearly influenced by the model of Thomas U. Walter's work on the national capitol

at Washington, D.C., which had been completed in 1863. Of course, the concept of

a tripartite design for such a monumental structure had originated with Charles
Bulfinch's plans for the nation's capitol, which were expanded upon by Walter. By
the time the competition for the design of the Michigan state capitol was announced
in June of 1871, several states had already begun to erect new seats of state govern-
ment based upon Walter's work, the earliest of which was the California state capitol
in Sacramento, completed in 1874, although begun over a decade earlier.

Myers' entry in the Michigan competition, which he won, was a variant on the national
model with respect to the character of the detailing of the exterior. While Myers
chose to repeat the image of the domed central block flanked by wings containing the
legislative chambers, as established by the new national capitol, he did not adorn
the elevations with giant-order colonnades supporting sculpture-filled pediments.

In terms of proportions, the Michigan capitol was more vertical than its prototype,
with the central block being a full four stories above a full basement. The dome
which Myers placed atop the design appears too small for the mass of the structure,
and the colonnade around the drum of the dome projects out of its circular form to
address the four projecting masses of the building below. Each of the floor levels
was defined by stringcourses, and pediments adorned all the windows of the upper two
floors.

The design Myers submitted in 1881 for the Texas state capitol represented a sub-
stantial change from his Michigan project, both in terms of scale and character.
Perhaps by virtue of the large site available in Austin, Myers' design was a more
elongated composition, more closely reflective of the national model. The dome, al-
though still narrower than that designed by Walter for Washington, had attained a
prominence far greater than that of the Michigan design. 1In detailing the exterior
walls of the Texas capitol, Myers may also have responded to the national model in

his choice of giant-order pilasters to frame the second and third floors of the build-
ing, dispensing with the multiple stringcourses used for the Michigan design.

These design tendencies should not, however, be taken to suggest that Myers was
merely copying Walter's work in Washington, even though the building was first called
to be faced in limestone, so as to present a more serene appearance. The substitution
of red granite for limestone in 1885 surely adds to the original character of Myer's
work, especially given the quarry-faced finish used on the majority of the exterior
stonework. Perhaps the most dramatic and original element introduced by Myers was

the colossal archway which framed the main entry to the south elevation of the
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building, an element which has no counterpart in the design of any other state
capitol building, although Myers would use the motif on smaller county courthouse
designs.

The success with which Myers generated an original solution to the design of the
Texas state capitol becomes more apparent when one looks at his last state capitol
project, that for Colorado. Not completed until 1908, the Colorado capitol reads
as a somewhat abbreviated version of the Michigan and Texas designs, with little of
the vitality of either of those earlier projects.

The successful career which Myers had built as the architect of public buildings was,
ironically, in a large part responsible for his dismissal from the position of de-
signing architect by the Capitol Commission in April 1886. The inability of the
Capitol Commissioners to obtain responses from Myers on questions concerning the
various contract specifications for the building was the result of his work on the
Colorado state capitol and other public buildings. It is significant to note, how-
ever, that the design of the Texas state capitol was executed according to Myer's
drawings, which the Commissioners considered to be of sufficient elaboration and
detail to allow for the construction of the building without Myers' direct assistance.
Therefore, in spite of the deteriorating relationship between the architect and his
clients, the Texas state capitol building can still be said to represent the best
efforts of Elijah Myers in a field of endeavor in which he had established a significant
and well-deserved reputation across the United States.
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DEC 31985

Mr, Joe

Deputy State Historic
Preservation Officer

Texas Historical Commission

P.0, Box 12276

Austin, Texas 78711

Dear Mr. Oppermann:

I was pleased to receive and have had the opportunity to review the draft

nomination form on the Texas Capitol prepared by Historian John C, Ferguson
of your staff, It was well-written, concise, and cogent. It should stand
as the fundamental document in support of your proposal to have the Capitol
designated as a Natiomal Historic Landmark,

I have enclosed copies of the nomination form on which you will find marginal
notes and proofing marks which are self-explanatory. I would also like to
suggest some emendations that I believe would improve the overall nomination:

(1) A comparison with the California State Capitol would be beneficial, since
I understand that it was a predeccessor of the Texas Capitol and, like it,
followed Walter's work on the Nation's Capitol., Of particular importance in
judging the comparative significance of two would be the effect of recent
structural modifications to the California Capitol to withstand seismic shock.
Would it be possible for Historian Ferguson to make this comparative amalysis?

(2) Have all the predecessors of the Texas Capitol based on the national
prototype been cited and tively evaluated? If not, that should be
considered for addition to nomination form.,

(3) Could Myer's national significance be with quotations from
acknowledged experts in architectural . Such citations would materially
strengthen the study.

Sincerely,

s/ Edvin C, Bearss

Edwin C, Bearss
Chief Historian

Enclosure
cc: 418 Levy (w/c of incoming)
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3. Classification
Category Ownership Status Present Use
— district _X_ public _X_occupied ___ agriculture — museum
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— site Public Acquisition Accessible — entertainment —religious
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__no — military — other:

4. Owner of Property

name State of Texas

street & number

city, town Austin 1‘ﬂavicinihj of state  Lexas

5. Location of Legal Description

courthouse, registry of deeds, etc. 1ravis County Courthouse

street & number

city, town Austin state Texas

6. Representation in Existing Surveys

titte Texas Historic Sites Inventory has this property been determined eligible? _* yes __ no

date 1964 —__federal _*_state ___ county ___local

depository for survey records Texas Historical Commission

ih kv b Austin atata Texas



7. Description B

Condition Check one Check one
—X_excellent __ deteriorated ___ unaitered _X_ original site

— good —__ruins X _ altered —__ moved date _N/A
— fair —— unexposed

Describe the present and original (if known) physical appearance

The Texas State Capitol building is a three-story structure, with a four-story centra]
block, with exterior masonry-bearing walls faced in Texas red granite. Modeled on the
design of the national capitol in Washington, D.C., the building features a dome at
the crossing of its major axes. The dome rests upon a masonry drum, with the upper
sections of the dome proper fabricated in metal, the exterior surface painted to simy-
late the granite of the exterior walls. The interior of the structure features

monumental and elaborately detailed doorframes, with cast-iron staircases placed

alongside the rotunda. The two legislative chambers occupy the second floor of the

structure, with the basement, first, third, and fourth floors being devoted to office
space.

The Texas State Capitol building is located at the crest of a hill overlooking down-
town Austin and the distant Colorado River. The setting for the building was an
integral part of the 1839 plan of the city of Austin prepared by Edwin Waller. The
principal elevation of the capitol faces south, with the central block measuring
289 feet from north to south, and the east-west measurement of the building at its
greatest length reaching 566 feet, 6 inches.

The overall conception of the design is clearly based upon that of the national capitol
in Washington, although there are substantial differences in terms of architectural
detailing and finishes. The north and south elevations are five-part compositions,
the central bays of which serve as the principal entrances to the structure. The
south entry is framed by a colossal three-story archway, while the north entrance is
set within a three-story columnar portico. The east and west elevations were ori-
ginally planned to feature similar porticoes, but these were eliminated from con-
struction plans due to the increased cost of such elements. The central pavilions
on the north and south elevations rise four stories, and are five bays in width. The
projecting wings which house the two legislative chanbers are recessed back from the
central block, and contain five facade bays arranged in an AABAA pattern. The
flanking pavilions, which also form the east and west elevations of the structure,
are each three bays in width on the north and south elevations, and nine bays in
width on the east and west elevations.

The dome which surmounts the intersection of the east-west and north-south interior
axes of the building is a more vertically proportioned version of the dome of the
national capitol. In height, it measures 250 feet from the floor of the basement to
the base of the lantern. The Renaissance-inspired detailing of the exterior of the
dome, including the columned drum, is executed in galvanized iron painted to match
the color of the red granite which faces the masonry walls of the building. The
lantern of the dome is topped by a cast zinc statue representing the Goddess of
Liberty, in whose raised left hand is held a five-pointed star, an iconographic
symbol borrowed from the state flag.
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The exterior walls of the capitol are faced with red granite quarried near Burnet,
Texas. The great majority of the stone is quarry faced, with the only dressed
ashlar work being confined to the shafts of the columns and pilasters which arti-
culate the bays of the facades. The most monumental blocks of granite are set in
the first floor walls, with blocks of lesser scale and texture of finish being used
on the upper floors. The stonework is carried up to the parapets on the north and
south elevations of the central block.

The interior of the capitol is dominated, on the first floor, by the broad east-

west hallway, which is flanked by suites of legislators' offices, and the vast space
of the rotunda. The lobby spaces to the north and south of the rotunda serve mainly
as preludes to the rotunda space. The second floor houses the chambers for the
Senate and House of Representatives, with offices in the eag} and west ends for Speaker
of the House and President of the Senate. The third and fouth floors contain more
legislatorsVoffices. The detailing of the interior reflect® the classical character
of the exterior. The monumental cast-iron columns of the interior feature Corinthian
capitals, a device also found on the more elaborately detailed doorframes, most of
which are of carved oak. The rotunda features galleries on the second, third, and
fourth floors, supported on massive console brackets of cast iron. The Senate and
House chambers are set to either side of the rotunda space. These primary public
spaces were both originally lit by large skylights, the interior glazing of which
consisted of large rectangular panes of inch-thick glass sandblasted with the state
seal at their center. The opaque character of these panels diffused the light into
the chambers. While several of these glass panels survive, many have been removed
over the years. Spectators'galleries ring the legislative chambers of three sides.

The only significant interior space to have been seriously altered from its original
design is the legislative library, which is located in the north section of the cen-
tral block. Originally built as a two-story space illuminated by a skylight and
glass blocks in the floor, the space has had its skylight filled in and the glass
block flooring removed. Some of the book stack shelving still remains in use today.

Shortly after its completion in 1888, the state capitol site was further improved by
the erection of a composition cast- and wrought-iron fence surrounding the twenty-
seven—-acre capitol grounds. Executed by the Springfield, Ohio, firm of Mast, Foos
and Company, the fence features five-pointed stars as caps for each of its pickets.
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From the outset of his career as a designer of state capitol buildings, Myers was
clearly influenced by the model of Thomas U. Walter's work on the national capitol
at Washington, D.C., which had been completed in 1863. Of course, the concept of

a tripartite design for such a monumental structure had originated with Charles
Bulfinch's plans for the nation's capitol, which were expanded upon by Walter. By
the time the competition for the design of the Michigan state capitol was announced
in June of 1871, several states had already begun to erect new seats of state govern-
ment based upon Walter's work, the earliest of which was the California state capitol
in Sacramento, completed in 1874, although begun oa1r a decade earlier.

Myers' entry in the Michigan competition, which he won:.u:g‘a\agw!hnt on the national
model with respect to the character of the detailing of the exterior. While Myers
chose to repeat the image of the domed central block flanked by wings containing the
legislative chambers, as established by the new national capitol, he did not adorn
the elevations with giant-order colonnades supporting sculpture-filled pediments.

In terms of proportions, the Michigan capitol was more vertical than its prototype,
with the central block being a full four stories above a full basement. The dome
which Myers placed atop the design appears too small for the mass of the structure,
and the colonnade around the drum of the dome projects out of its circular form to
address the four projecting masses of the building below. Each of the floor levels
was defined by stringcourses, and pediments adorned all the windows of the upper two
floors.

The design Myers submitted in 1881 for the Texas state capitol represented a sub-
stantial change from his Michigan project, both in terms of scale and character.
Perhaps by virtue of the large site available in Austin, Myers' design was a more
elongated composition, more closely reflective of the national model. The dome, al-
though still narrower than that designed by Walter for Washington, had attained a
prominence far greater than that of the Michigan design. In detailing the exterior
walls of the Texas capitol, Myers may also have responded to the national model in

his choice of giant-order pilasters to frame the second and third floors of the build-
ing, dispensing with the multiple stringcourses used for the Michigan design.

These design tendencies should not, however, be taken to suggest that Myers was

merely copying Walter's work in Washington, even though the building was first called
to be faced in limestone, so as to present a more serene appearance. The substitysion
of red granite for limestone in 1885 surely adds to the original character of Mye
work, especially given the quarry-faced finish used on the majority of the exterior
stonework. Perhaps the most dramatic and original element introduced by Myers was

the colossal archway which framed the main entry to the south elevation of the
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Period Areas of Significance—Check and justify below

— prehistoric ___ archeology-prehistoric . ._ community planning ___ landscape architecture ___ religion

— 1400-1499 __ archeology-historic -— conservation —— law — science

— 1500-1599 ___ agricuiture .__ economics ——._ literature ___ sculpture

—1600-1699 _X architecture __ education -—_ military —— social/

— 1700-17989 ___art — . engineering —_ music humanitarian

X _1800-1899 ____ commerce .. exploration/settiement ___ philosophy — theater

— 1900~ — communications .——_ industry — - politics/government __ transportation
. invention — other (specity)

Specific dates 1882-1888 Builder/Architect Elijah E. Myers, Architect

Statement of Significance (in one paragraph)

The Texas State Capitol h’iidbg represents the hig%ater mark in the career of its
architect, Elijah E. Myers, the most prolific and coWtroversial architect of state
capitol buildings in the period from 1865 to 1895. The building also reflects the
popularity of the national capitol in Washington, D.C.j,as the prototype for state
capitols in the post-Civil War era. The product of an architectural competition
judged by a prominent architect, the Texas State Capitol is the largest such struc-

ture in the United States.

The foundation for construction of the Texas State Capitol, which began in 1882, was
actually laid in 1875 with the passage of the state constitution. Included in that
document was a resolution to appropriate and set apart three million acres of public
lands for the purpose of providing the funds needed to construct a state capitol and
other public buildings. Supplementary acts passed in 1879 authorized this land either
to be sold to pay for such construction, or to be used as the means of payment itself
for such work. These supplementary acts also established the Capitol Building Com-
mission, which was appointed on November 16, 1880. On November 20, 1880, the Commission
called for the submission of designs for a new state capitol to cost one million five
hundred thousand dollars. The deadline for the submission of these designs was
February 1, 188l1. Eleven designs were received by the deadline, which were studied

by the three members of the Commission, as well as Governor O. M. Roberts. The Gov-
ernor requested that an impartial architect be consulted to advise the Commissi

on the adoption of plans for the building, and on April 24, 1881, Napoleon LeBrun of
New York arrived in Austin to serve in that capacity. On May 6, 1881, it was announced
that the plans submitted under the "nom de plume'" of Tuebor had been chosen as the
winner of the competition.

These plans were the work of the Detroit architect Elijah E. Myers, perhaps the
individual most responsible for the architectural character of post-Civil War state
capitols, having designed four such structures and competed, without success, for

the chance to design two others. At the time he entered the Texas competition, Myers
had already gained fame from the completion of the Michigan State Capitol in Lansing,
completed in 1878, and would shortly enter and win the competition for the Colorado
State Capitol in 1883. Myers also designed the first Idaho State Capitol, built in
1885, a commission evidently not awarded on the basis of a competition. Myers
entered the competitions for the Indiana and Wyoming state capitols in 1877 and 1885,
respectively, but won neither. Myers was also noted for his designs for county
courthouse and municipal buildings, the most noted being the Richmond City Hall,

completed in 1894.
Vo.. 1.
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building, an element which has no counterpart in the design of any other state
capitol building, although Myers would use the motif on smaller county courthouse
designs.

The success with which Myers generated an original solution to the design of the
Texas state capitol becomes more apparent when one looks at his last state capitol
project, that for Colorado. Not completed until 1908, the Colorado capitol reads
as a somewhat abbreviated version of the Michigan and Texas designs, with little of
the vitality of either of those earlier projects.

The successful career which Myers had built as the architect of public buildings was,
ironically, in a large part responsible for his dismissal from the position of de-
signing architect by the Capitol Commission in April 1886. The inability of the
Capitol Commissioners to obtain responses from Myers on questions concerning the
various contract specifications for the building was the result of his work on the
Colorado state capitol and other public buildings. It is significant to note,

ever, that the design of the Texas state capitol was executed according to Mye‘agﬁ-
drawings, which the Commissioners considered to be of sufficient elaboration and
detail to allow for the construction of the building without Myers' direct assistance.
Therefore, in spite of the deteriorating relationship between the architect and his
clients, the Texas state capitol building can still be said to represent the best
efforts of Elijah Myers in a field of endeavor in which he had established a significant
and well-deserved reputation across the United States.

alia 1@
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The Politics of Architecture in the Gilded Age: The Practice of Elijah E. Myers.
Marlene Elizabeth Heck. Unpublished Masters thesis, The University of Virginia,
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T.R. FEHRENBACH, SAN ANTONIO
MAXINE E. FLOURNOY, ALICE
MRS. ALBERT G. HILL, DALLAS
DR. ROBERT D. HUNTER, ABILENE
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W. MERRIMAN MORTON, EL PASO
LOUIS P. TERRAZAS, SAN ANTONIO
EVANGELINE LOESSIN WHORTON,
GALVESTON ISLAND
DR. DAN A. WILLIS, FORT WORTH

HARRY A. GOLEMON, HOUSTON
CHAIRMAN

GAY RATLIFF, AUSTIN
VICE-CHAIRMAN

JAMES S. NABORS, SECRETARY
LAKE JACKSON

MRS. LUNELLE A. ANDERSON, SAN MARCOS
JOHN M. BENNETT, SAN ANTONIO

DUNCAN E. BOECKMAN, DALLAS

MRS. GEORGE ANN CARTER, FORT WORTH

CURTIS TUNNELL
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR

TEXAS HISTORICAL COMMISSION

P.0. BOX 12276 AUSTIN, TEXAS 78711 (512) 475-3092

January 14, 1986

Mr. Edwin C. Bearss

Chief Historian

History Division

National Park Service
Department of the Interior
1100 L Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20013-7127

Dear Mr. Bearss:

Enclosed is the revised nomination for the consideration of the Texas State Capitol
as a potential National Historic Landmark. The comments contained in your letter
of December 3, 1985 were taken into consideration in the rewriting of the nomin-
ation, in addition to the corrections noted on the copies of the first draft which
was submitted to you in November of 1985.

It is our understanding that this nomination, along with the photographic docum-
entation which you have on file, will be presented to the National Park System
Advisory Board for their consideration at their Spring meeting. If there are
any additional questions concerning the nomination, please feel free to contact
John C. Ferguson, Architectural Historian, at 512-475-3094.

Thank you again for your consideration of this nomination, and for the assistance
of your staff in answering our questions regarding the National Historic Landmark
designation process.

Sincerely,

Joe Oppermann
Deputy State Historic Preservation Officer

JO/jcf
Enclosure

She State CApency far Histars Suesewation
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Thesls, School of Architecture, University of Texas at Austin, 1980. (continued)
10. Geographical Data

Acreage of nominated property __21 acxes

Quadrangle name _ Austin East, Tex - Quadrangle scale 1724,000°
UTM References
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Verbal boundary description and justification  The twenty-seven acre site is bounded on all sides
by the cast- and wrought-iron fence which defines the perimeter, generally bounded by 1lth
Street on the south, l4th Street on the north, Colorado to the west and Brazos to the east.

List all states and counties for properties overfapping state or county boundaries

state N/A code county code

state code county code

11. Form Prepared By

name/title John C. Ferguson, Architectural Historian

omnlutlorll Texas Historical Commission date December, 1985
street & number P.O. Box 12276 telephone  (512) 475-3094
city or town Austin state Texas 78711

12. State Historic Preservation Officer Certification

The evaluated significance of this property within the state is:
X __ national —. state —_focal

As the designated State Historic Preservation Officer for the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (Public Law 89-
665), | hereby nominate this property for Inclusion in the National Register and certify that it has been evaluated

sccording to the criteria and procedures set forth by ztml Park Service.

r 4

State Historic Preservation Officer signature

title State Historic Preservation Officer ut;/j%/ﬂié

For NP8 use only
| hereby certify that this property Is included in the Nationa) Register

Keeper of the Netional Register

Albmes o 7 date Ay
o Mg R




H34(418)

JAN28 1985

Honorable Frank Cooksey
Mayor of the City of Austin
124 ¥ 8th Street

P.0, Box 1088 ;

Austin, Texes 7TE767

Dear Mayor Cooksey:

¥We wish to inform you that the National Park Service is studying the property
identified on the enclosed sheet to determine ite potential for designation as
& National Historic landmark. The Natiopal Historic Landmarks Program recog-
nizee sites of national significance in the Netion's history, architecture,
archeclogy, and culture. Fach Landmark receives o certificate of designation;
owners mey also gpply for a bronze plague,

National Historic lLandmark desigoation follows three steps: study, which
requires a visit to the property and preparation of & nominstion; review oi
the acmination by the National Park System Advisory Board, and & decision by
the Secretary of the Interior on the Board's recamscndatious.

Wten we cumplete our study of the property, you will receive a copy of it.
At that time you will have GO days to sultmit your views in writing if you so
desire. After the 60-day peried, we will sulmit the nomipation amo your
mtatothehdvimmwimutmammm'yoiﬂmm'
recammendations .

To assist you in considering this matter, we have encleosed a copy of the
regulstions that govern the Naticnal Bistoric landmarks Program. They
describe tho effeets of designation (See. 68.2) and specify how you may
coment on & proposed desigoation (Sec. €8.5(d)(4~5)). We elso call your
ettention to the supplemental im that appesrs on the enclosed
sheet,

Sincerely,
/8} Bawin 0. Bearsy

kdwin C. Benrss
Chief Historisn

Bnclosures




IDENTICAL LETTERS HAVE BEEN SENT TO THOSE PEOPLE LISTED ON THE ATTACHED SHEET

cc: Mr. Roy Graham Mr. John C. Ferguson
Architect of the Capitol Texas Historical Commission
P.0. Box 13286 P.0. Box 12276
Austin, Texas 78711 Austin, Texas 78711
Regional Director (RMRO) (1200) Kate Cole Stevenson (RMRO) (1200)
Greg Kendrick (RMRO)(1200) Melody Webb (SWRO) (7000)
001 Reading File 400 Reading File

418 TEXAS STATE CAPITOL (NHL Pending)
LFelLE "8Q:01-23-86

DISC NO. 12




[A] Texas State

Honorable Frank Cooksey ''Mayor Cooksey"
Mayor of the City of Austin

124 W 8th Street

P.0. Box 1088

Austin, Texas 78767

[A] Texas State

Honorable Mark White "Governor White"
Governor of the State of Texas

State Capitol Building, Room 200
Austin, Texas 78711

[A] Texas State

Honorable Mike Renfro "Mr. Renfro"
County Judge, Travis County

P.0. Box 1748

Austin, Texas 78767

[A] Texas State

Honorable Bill Hobby 'Mr. Hobby"

Lieutenant Governor of the State of Texas
and President of the State Senate

P.0. Box 12068

Austin, Texas 78711

[A] Texas State

Honorable Gib Lewis "Mr. Lewis"
Speaker of the House

House of Representatives

P.0. Box 2910

Austin, Texas 78769

[A] Texas State

Mr. Curtis Tunnell "Mr. Tunnell"
Executive Director

Texas Historical Commission

P.0. Box 12276

Austin, Texas 78711



PROPERTY TO BE STUDIED FOR NATIONAL HISTORIC LANDMARK DESIGNATION

Texas State Capitol,
Austin, Texas

// As a private owner of the property identified above you may concur
in or object to designation. Your comments may govern whether or not
the property will be designated. You can find guidance for your
comments in Section 65.5(d) (4-5) of the enclosed regulations.

/M In commenting on the possible designation of the property identified
above you can find guidance in Section 65.5(d)(4) of the enclosed
regulations.

While you may comment at this time, you may wish to wait until the study
is completed and transmitted to you. You are, of course, welcome to
consult us at any time. If you wish to respond at this time, please
address your comments to Mr. Edwin C. Bearss, Chief Historian, National
Park Service, History Division (418), P.0O. Box 37127, Washington, DC
20013-7127.

If you have general questions regarding the National Historic Landmarks
Program you may contact Ben Levy at the History Division address given
above, (202)343-8164 or FTS: 343-8164. Historian John Ferguson will
prepare the study of the property. If you have questions concerning the
study, you may contact him at the Texas Historical Commission, P.0. Box
12276, Austin, Texas 78711, (512)475-3094.



134(418) FEB - 4 jog5

Honorable Lloyd Bentsen
United States Senate
Yoshington, DC 20510

Dear Senator Bentsen!

We wish to inform you that the Naticnal Park Service is studying the property
identified on the enclosed sheot to detemine its potential for designation as
a Netional MHistoric Landmark., The Nationmal Historic Landmurks Program recog-
nizes sites of national significaunce in the Ration's history, architecture,
archeology, and culture. Esch Landmark receives a certificate of designation;
owners wmay also apply for & bronze plague.

Mational Historic Landmerk designetion follows three steps: study, which
reguires & visit to the property and preparation of a nomination; review of
the nomination by the National Park System Advisory Board; and & decision by
the Sccretary of the Interior on the Board's recommendations.

¥hen we complete our study of the property, you will receive a copy of it.
At that time you will have €0 days to sulmit your views in writing if you so
desire. After the 80-day pericd, we will submit the nomination and your
coments to the Advisory Board and inform the Secretary of the Board's
recommendations.

To assist you in comsidering this matter, we have eunclosed & copy of the
regulations that govern the Mational Historic Lancdmarks Program, They
describe the effects of designation (M 65.2) and specily bow you may
coment on & proposed designation (See. 65.5(d)(4-5)). We alsc call your
attention to the supplemental informetion that apposrs on the enclosed sheet,

Sincerely,
s/ William Penn Mott, Jr.

Uirector

nclosures



IDENTICAL LETTERS HAVE BEEN SENT TO THOSE PEOPLE LISTED ON THE ATTACHED SHEET
" cc: Regional Director (RMRO)(1200)

Kate Cole Stevenson (RMRO) (1200)

Greg Kendrick (RMRO)(1200)

Melody Webb (SWRO) (7000)

190 Congressional Liaison

001 Reading File

400 Reading File

WH’OL (NHL Pending)
LFel®®¥:sd:01-23-86
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[A] Texas State

Honorable Lloyd Bentsen "Senator Bentsen'
United States Senate
Washington, DC 20510

[A] Texas State

Honorable Phil Gramm "Senator Gramm'
United States Senate
Washington, DC 20510

[A] Texas State

Honorable J. J. Pickle "Mr. Pickle"
House of Representatives
Washington, DC 20515




, PROPERTY TO BE STUDIED FOR NATIONAL HISTORIC LANDMARK DESIGNATION

Texas State Capitol,
Austin, Texas

/] As a private owner of the property identified above you may concur

" in or object to designation. Your comments may govern whether or not
the property will be designated. You can find guidance for your
comments in Section 65.5(d) (4-5) of the enclosed regulations.

/M In comenting on the possible designation of the property identified
above you can find guidance in Section 65.5(d)(4) of the enclosed
regulations.

While you may comment at this time, you may wish to wait until the study
is completed and transmitted to you. You are, of course, welcome to
consult us at any time. If you wish to respond at this time, please
address your comments to Mr. Edwin C. Bearss, Chief Historian, National
Park Service, History Division (418), P.O. Box 37127, Washington, DC
20013-7127.

If you have general questions regarding the National Historic Landmarks
Program you may contact Ben Levy at the History Division address given
above, (202)343-8164 or FTS: 343-8164. Historian John Ferguson will
prepare the study of the property. If you have questions concerning the
study, you may contact him at the Texas Historical Commission, P.O. Box
12276, Austin, Texas 78711, (512)475-3094.
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Barry Mackintosh

Bureau Historian
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Staff Historian

Carolyn Pitts

Architectural Historian
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TeExAs HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

GiBsoN D.(GiB) LEwis
SPEAKER

February 13, 1986

Mr. Edwin C. Bearss

Chief Historian

United States Department of the Interior
National Park Service

P. 0. Box 37127

Washington, D.C. 20013-7127

Dear Mr. Bearss:

Thank you very much for your recent letter notifying me of your planned
study of the Texas State Capitol for possible designation as a National
Historic Landmark. It is indeed a distinct honor to receive this
consideration, and certainly one that all Texans proudly look forward
to.

I am most anxious to see the results of your study, and in the meantime,
if there is anything I can do to be of assistance in this or any other
matter, please do not hesitate to contact my offige.

GDL : ewd

cc: Governor White
Lt. Governor Hobby
Roy Graham, State Architect



_‘ The Siute of Texas
P Oftice of the Lientenant Governor
- Austin

78711-2068

WILLIAM P, HOBBY

LIEUTENANT GOVERNOR % \

February 14, 1986

Mr. Edwin C. Bearss

Chief Historian

U.S. Department of the Interior
National Park Service

Post Office Box 37127
Washington, D.C. 20013-7127

Dear Mr. Bearss:

Thank you for your recent letter informing me of your intent to
consider the Texas State Capitol Building for designation as a
National Historic Landmark. My understanding is that such a move
would represent something of an "upgrading" from the building's
current status of being listed on the National Register of Historic
Places, and that "landmark" status is reserved for the most
significant of our nation's historic structures and locations.

While we in Texas take special pride in the wuniqueness of our
capitol, I understand that it also claims distinction from a
national perspective. I am told it was designed by Elijah E.
Myers, an important nineteenth century architect of public
buildings and is perhaps the largest and most significant example
of his work.

I can think of no building more worthy of the homor of National
Historic Landmark.

Sincerely,

18361986



CULTURAL RESOURCES ROUTE SH.
HISTORY DIVISION - 418

Edwin C. Bearss

Chief Historian

Benj e | é%i/ék%g

Sepdio torian

Barry Mackintosh

Bureau Historian

Harry Butowsky

Staff Historian

Carolyn Pitts

Architectural Historian

James Charleton

Historian

l//,lsa’ura Feller <Zzg$2ﬂ7wye ) /245%L;g

Historian

Patty Milner

Historian

Sharon Diggs

Secretary

Priscilla Thomas

Clerk-Typist

Wahidah Abdullah

Clerk-Typist
COMMENTS
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3. FOR YOUR INFORMATION AND FILE 13
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City of Austin

Frang C. COOKSEY FOUNDED BY CONGRESS, REPUBLIC OF TEXAS, 1830
MAYOR

P. O. BOX 1088

AUSTIN, TEXAS 78767
OFFICE OF THE MAYOR

A/C BI2 499-2250

February 21, 1986 / [ :

Mr. Edwin C. Bearss

Chief Historian

United States Department of the Interior
National Park Service

P. 0. Box 37127

Washington, D. C. 20013-7127

Dear Mr. Bearss:

Thank you for your letter informing me of the study of
the Texas State Capitol for National Historical Landmark
Designation.

1 look forward to the National Park Service's completed
study and am sure we will be in full support of whatever is
recommended.

Sincerely,

Frank C. Cooksey
Mayor



H34(418)
FEB 26 1986

Honorable Lloyd Bentsen
United States Senate
Washington, BC 20510

Dear Senatory Bentsen:

We are pleased to inform you that the National Park Service has completed the
study of the property identified on the enclosed sheet for the purpecse of
nominating it for possible designation as a National Historic Landmark., e
enclose a copy of the study report. The Rational Park System Advisory Board
will consider the nemination during its next meeting, at the time and place
indicated on the enclosure. The Board will make its recommendation to the
Secretary of the Interior based upon the criteria of the Hational Historie
lLandmarks Program.

You have 60 days before the meeting of the Advisory Board to sutmit your views
in writing, if you so desire. After the 60-day period, we will submit the
nomination and your cooments to the Advisory Board and then inform the Secretary
of the Board's recommendations for his final action,

To assist you in considering this matter, we have enclosed a copy of the
regulations that govern the National Historic Landmarks Program. They describe
the criteria for designation (Sec. 65.4), the effects of designation

(Sec. 65.2), and specify how you may comment on a proposed designation
{Sec. 65.5(d)(4~5)). Should you wish to conment, please send your corments
to Mr. Bdwin C. Bearss, Chief Historian, National Park Service, History Division

Sincerely,

/Sgd /Rowland T. Bowers

detins
Associate Director

fnclosures




IDENTICAL LETTERS HAVE BEEN SENT TO THOSE PEOPLE LISTED ON THE ATTACHED SHEET
cc: Regional Director (RMRO)(1200)

Kate Cole Stevenson (RMRO)(1200)

Greg Kendrick (RMRO)(1200)

Melody Webb (SWRO) (7000)

190 Congressional Liaison

001 Reading File

400 Reading File

L%WATE CAPITOL (NHL Pending)
LFeller:sd:02-24-86

DISC NO. 12

M
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[A] Texas State

Honorable Lloyd Bentsen "Senatorg Bentsen"
United States Senate
Washington, DC 20510

[A] Texas State

Honorable Phil Gramm "Senator Gramm"
United States Senate

Washington, DC 20510

[A] Texas State

Honorable J. J. Pickle "Mr. Pickle"
House of Representatives
Washington, DC 20515



PROPERTY STUDIED FOR NATIONAL HISTORIC LANDMARK DESIGNATION
Texas State Capitol, Austin, Texas

/ / As a private owner of the property identified above you may concur in

~ or object to the designation. Your comments may govern whether or
not the property will be designated. You can find guidance for your
comments in Section 65.5(d)(4-5) of the enclosed regulations.

/Y In comenting on the possible designation of the property identified
above you can find guidance in Section 65.5(d)(4) of the enclosed
regulations.

The above property will be considered for possible designation as a National
Historic Landmark by the National Park System Advisory Board at its meeting on
April 28, 1986 at the Boar's Head Inn, near Charlottesville, Virginia. Should
you wish to obtain information about the meeting, or about the National His-
toric Landmarks Program, please contact Ben Levy at the National Park Service,
History Division (418), P.O. Box 37127, Washington, DC 20013-7127, 202-343-8164
or FTS-343-8164.

If you have questions concerning the study, you may contact Mr. John Ferguson
at the Texas Historical Commission, P.0O. Box 12276, Austin, Texas 78711,
512-475-3094.
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H34(418)

Honorable Frank Cooksey

Mayor of the City of Austin

124 W 8th Street

P.0O. Box 1088

Austin, Texas 78767 FEB 26 1986

Dear Mayor Cooksey:

¥We are pleased to inform you that the National Park Service has completed the
study of the property identified on the enclosed sheet for the purpese of
nominating it for possible designation as a National Historic Landmark. e
enclose a copy of the study report. The National Park System Advisory Board
will consider the nomination during its next meeting, at the time and place
indicated on the enclosure, The Board will make its recommendation to the
mammi«wxmmuucﬂurhocmmtwaumlc
Landmarks Program.

You have 60 days before the meeting of the Advisory Board to submit your views
in writing, if you so desire. After the 60-day period, we will submit the
nomination and your comments to the Advisory Board and then inform the Secretary
of the Board's recommendations for his final action.

To assist you in considering this matter, we have enclosed a copy of the
requlations that govern the Hational Ristoric Landmarks Program, They describe
the criteria for designation (Sec. 65.4), the effects of designation

(Sec. 65.2), and specify how you may comment on a proposed designation

(Sec. 65.5(d)(4~5)). Should you wish to comment, please send your comments to
me, at the National Park Service, History Division (418), P.O, Box 37127,
Washington, DC 20013-7127.

Sincerely,

s/Edwin C. Bearss

BEdwin C. Bearss
Chief ristorian

Enclosures

.



IDENTICAL LETTERS HAVE BEEN SENT TO THOSE PEOPLE LISTED ON THE ATTACHED SHEET

-cc: Mr. Roy Graham Mr. John C. Ferguson
Architect of the Capitol Texas Historical Cammission
P.0O. Box 13286 P.0O. Box 12276
Austin, Texas 78711 Austin, Texas 78711
Regional Director (RMRO)(1200) Kate Cole Stevenson (RMRO)(1200)
Greg Kendrick (RMRO)(1200) Melody Webb (SWRO)(7000)
001 Reading File 400 Reading File
PWTATE CAPITOL (NHL Pending)
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-[A] Texas State

Honorable Frank Cooksey "Mayor Cooksey"
Mayor of the City of Austin

124 W 8th Street

P.O. Box 1088

Austin, Texas 78767

[A] Texas State

Honorable Mark White "Governor White"
Governor of the State of Texas

State Capitol Building, Roam 200
Austin, Texas 78711

[A] Texas State

Honorable Mike Renfro "Mr. Renfro"
County Judge, Travis County

P.O. Box 1748

Austin, Texas 78767

[A] Texas State

Honorable Bill Hobby "Mr. Hobby"

Lieutenant Governor of the State of Texas
and President of the State Senate

P.O. Box 12068

Austin, Texas 78711

[A] Texas State

Honorable Gib Lewis "Mr. Lewis"
Speaker of the House

House of Representatives

P.0O. Box 2910

Austin, Texas 78769

[A] Texas State

Mr. Curtis Tunnell "Mr. Tunnell"
Executive Director

Texas Historical Cammission

P.0O. Box 12276 =
Austin, Texas 78711




PROPERTY STUDIED FOR NATIONAL HISTORIC LANDMARK DESIGNATION

Texas State Capitol, Austin, Texas
// As a private owner of the property identified above you may concur in
or object to the designation. Your comments may govern whether or
not the property will be designated. You can find guidance for your
camments in Section 65.5(d)(4-5) of the enclosed regulations.

/Y In camenting on the possible designation of the property identified
above you can find guidance in Section 65.5(d)(4) of the enclosed
regulations.

The above property will be considered for possible designation as a National
Historic Landmark by the National Park System Advisory Board at its meeting on
April 28, 1986 at the Boar's Head Inn, near Charlottesville, Virginia. Should
you wish to obtain information about the meeting, or about the National His-
toric Landmarks Program, please contact Ben Levy at the National Park Service,
History Division (418), P.O. Box 37127, Washington, DC 20013-7127, 202-343-8164
or FTS-343-8164.

If you have questions concerning the study, you may contact Mr. John Ferguson
at the Texas Historical Commission, P.0O. Box 12276, Austin, Texas 78711,
512-475-3094.




/mw*t“ 6"‘7’2“& HL Nomination
P1 LJNZL

~

rian John C. Ferguson

II. De %

Begun

3 stor

Exteri as red granite

Dome f _. _-mulate the red granite

Capitol located on hill overlooking Austin
III. Architect and Design

Work of Architect Elijah E. Myers: credited as having stamped the
character of State Capitols following the Civil War.

Overall conception of the design is based on the national capitol
yet it departs from that model in architectural detailing
and finishes.
IV. Issue
As always —-- Integrity and National Significance
INTEGRITY -- Ferguson: the only significant alteration is an interior
one to the legislative library. Otherwise the Capitol
is intact.
SIGNIFICANCE -- This issue is complex; depends on a chain of arguments.

1. Significance of the architect

2, Significance of the architectural phenomenon of State Capitol
designs based on the the national prototype

; ¥
3. Significance of the Texas Capitol as the best or Fine representative
of Myers' work

4, Significance of the Texas Capitol as the best of Myers' capitol Designs

1, On the sig. of Myers
Ferguson quotes Henry Russell Hitchcock and William Seale:
"the greatest capitol builder of the Gilded Age"

and noted for his designs for county and municipal bldgs.
the most noted of which is the Richmond City Hall -- a NHL




Texas State Capitol NHL Nomination

I. Nomination comes from the SHPO
Nominated in the field of architecture
Prepared by Staff Architectural Historian John C. Ferguson

II. Description

Begun in 1882 and completed 1888

3 story structure w/4 story central block

Exterior masonry bearing walls faced w/Texas red granite

Dome fabricated of metal and painted to simulate the red granite
Capitol located on hill overlooking Austin

IITI. Architect and Design

Work of Architect Elijah E. Myers: credited as having stamped the
character of State Capitols following the Civil War.

Overall conception of the design is based on the national capitol
yet it departs from that model in architectural detailing
and finishes.
IV. Issue
As always —-- Integrity and National Significance
INTEGRITY -- Ferguson: the only significant alteration is an interior
one to the legislative library. Otherwise the Capitol
is intact.
SIGNIFICANCE -- This issue is complex; depends on a chain of arguments.

l. Significance of the architect

2. Significance of the architectural phenomenon of State Capitol
designs based on the the national prototype

; Vi
3. Significance of the Texas Capitol as the best or fine representative
of Myers' work

4, Significance of the Texas Capitol as the best of Myers' capitol Designs

l. On the sig. of Myers
Ferguson quotes Henry Russell Hitchcock and William Seale:
"the greatest capitol builder of the Gilded Age"

and noted for his designs for county and municipal bldgs.
the most noted of which is the Richmond City Hall -- a NHL



2. On the importance of designs based on the national prototype:
Seems to be implicit in the argument

Defer to the scholars on our panel

3. Conceding the above point for purposes of argument --

Is the Texas Capitol the best of these reflections?

Ferguson calls it the "high watermark of Myers' caree”

He compares it with Myers/ earlier work -- the Michigan State House --
and finds it aesthetically superior. And more reflective of the
national prototype.

The later work —-- Colorado -- he finds weaker.

Earlier still than Myers' work is the competitor in Sacramento, Cal.
completed in 1874.

Ferguson faults the Cal. Capitol for loss of integrity in comparison
with the Texas Capitol:

He cites the 1949-52 addition which concealed the original east wing;

and the 1906-1908 modification of the ceiling elevations in the
legislative chambers.



U.S. Capitol

Connecticut
01ld State Ho

Connecticut
State Capitol

Georgia
State Capitol

Illinois

0l1d State Capitol

Springfield

Iowa
01d Capitol
Iowa City

Kentucky
0ld State House

Louisiana

State Capitol
NewStoteCopite |

Maryland
State House

Massachusetts
0ld State House

Nebraska
State Capitol

North Carolina

Ohio
Statehouse

1J/U

1973

1961

1976

1971

1974

192

1940
1960
1969
1973

1937
1940
1960
1968

1976

1973

1977

beslgnatea 1a arcuirctecrulre
Designated in Architecture

Designated in Mil. and Pol. Affairs
Designated in Architecture

Designated in Architecture

Designated in Architecture

Taaiy o O Wbl bl (dsam. i Hugha B o, )
Fiske Kimball list; found n.s. ék?
Designated in Pol. and Mil. Affairs
Colonial Architecture

War for Independence

N.s. in Dev. of the English Colonies
Fiske Kimball list; n.s. (?)

Designated in Pol. and Mil. Affairs and
Dev. of the English Colonies

Colonial Architecture

Designated in Architecture

Designated in Architecture

Designated in Architecture



State Capitols as National Historic Landmarks
A Briefing Paper -- April 1, 1986

U.S. Capitol 1940 Fiske Kimball's list; found n.s.
1960 Designated -— Pol. and Mil. Affairs
1971 N.s. in Architecture

Connecticut 1940 Fiske Kimball's list; n.s.in architecture
01ld State House 1960 Designated -- Pol. & Mil. Affairs

1970 N.s. in architecture

1975 N.s. in Afro-American history

Connecticut 1970 Designated in Architecture
State Capitol

Georgia 1973 Designated in Architecture

State Capitol

Illinois 1961 Designated in Mil. and Pol. Affairs

0ld State Capitol

Springfield

Iowa 1976 Designated in Architecture

01d Capitol

Iowa City

Kentucky 1971 Designated in Architecture

0l1ld State House

Louisiana 1974 Designated in Architecture

State Capitol I i .

NewsS toteCogpits | 1982 Deady. mgﬂ.wwqu-a@um.u,/;{%"p_d 5
Maryland 1940 Fiske Kimball list; found n.s. éh?
State House 1960 Designated in Pol. and Mil. Affairs

1969 Colonial Architecture
1973 War for Independence

Massachusetts 1937 N.s. in Dev. of the English Colonies
01d State House 1940 Fiske Kimball list; n.s. (?)
1960 Designated in Pol. and Mil. Affairs and
Dev. of the English Colonies
1968 Colonial Architecture

Nebraska 1976 Designated in Architecture
State Capitol

North Carolina 1973 Designated in Architecture

Ohio 1977 Designated in Architecture
Statehouse



Rhode Island
0ld State House

South Carolina
State House

Tennessee
State Capitol

Vermont
State House

Virginia
State Capitol

1940
1960
1969

1976
1941
1971
1970
1940

1959
1971

Fiske Kimball 1list; found n.s.
Designated in the Dev. of the Eng. Cols.
N.s. Colonial Architecture

Designated in Pol. and Mil, Affairs and
also found n.s. in architecture

Fiske Kimball's 2nd list (deferred)
Designated in Architecture

Designated in Architecture
Fiske Kimball list; found n.s.

Designated in the Civil War
N.s. in Architecture

e e s e ek e e e o e ek ek ok ok e ek ke e ok ke ke e ok ke e ek ok e e ek ke e e e ok ok e ok ke e e o e ok
Some Rejected State House NHL Nominations

Arkansas

Delaware

Indiana

New Hampshire

Ben Levy, Senior Historian
History Division

National Park Service
April 1, 1986

1961

1960

1972

1960

1972

Rejected in Mil. and Pol., Affairs but
recommended for study in architecture

Rejected in Mil. and Pol. Affairs
Rejected in the War for Independence

Rejected in Pol. and Mil. Affairs

Rejected in the War for Independence
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MAY | 4 1986

Honorable Frank C. Cooksey
Mayor, City of Austin

P.0. Box 1088

Austin, Texas 78767

Dear Mayor Cooksey:

Thank you for your letter of May 6, 1986 indicating your support for the
designation of the Texas State Capitol, in your city, as a National Historic
Landmark. Since I last contacted you about this study the Secretary of
Inter}or's Advisory Board has met and voted in favor of recommending to the
Secretary that the Texas State Capitol be designated as a National Historic
Landmark. My office is now awaiting the Secretary's signature on the designa-
tion memorandum to make the action official. As soon as we receive that
designation our next step is to send notification to you and all of the
concerned parties.

We in the National Historic Landmarks Program appreciate your interest in
and continued support of historic preservation. If you have any other questions
or concerns please contact me.

'Sincerely,

o/Edwin C. Beass

Edwin C. Bearss
Chief Historian

cc: 001 RF

400 RF

(418 Texas State Capitol (NHL)
PMilner:wa:05/12/86
PMdisc 1, doc 24
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United States Department of the Interior

OFFICIAL
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY FILE COPY
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20240
! OFFICE
o 23

MAY 15 1996 , A
TO: % The Secretary < DAQ/ Vol
Y C~A Sucan Reccsrrice

. THROUGH: Q%'\?\?%sistant Secretary for Fish and wildlife ancg agks, ¢ o 1674 501,
} - : SURNAME
FROM: Director, National Park Service §/ William Penn Mott, . Norton
DATE
SUBJECT SUMMARY: Designation of Natlonal Hlstorlc Landmarks- Request for | 6/5/86
Secretarial Action ' OFFICE
cL

DISCUSSION: The National Park System Advisory Board, at a meeting on April 25 RNAME

1986, recommended designation of the following properties as National Histori EAOTlEtz
Larﬁ[narks: . E/Q/ﬂﬁ
OFFICE
(1) Locust Grove (General George Rogers Clark House), vicinity of Louisv}]lle, ppA
Kentucky SURNAME
(2) white Haven (Grant-Dent House), vicinity of Grantwood Village, Missogri Smith
(3) USS Monitor, off Cape Hatteras, North Carolina DATE
(4) Texas State Capitol, Austin, Texas £/13/86
(5) Kennecott Mines, vicinity of Kennecott, Alaska OFFICE
(6) Los Adaes (Nuestra Senora del Pilar los Adaes), vicinity of Robeline
wlisiana SURNAME
(7) Space Launch Camplex 10, Vandenberg Air Force Base, California — =
In accordance with National Historic Landmarks Program regulations, the Board|srrfes
/rev1ewed the studies naminating these properties for Landmark status, and
. found that the properties meet National Historic Landmarks Program criteria. [SUrname

The Board members voted unanimously to recammend the designations of the abovg
properties, except that in the case of Locust Grove, the motion to recammend [oave
designation passed by a vote of 4 to 2. No objections to these designations

have been raised by any of the parties required to be notified of Landmark OFFICE
nanination proposals.

g 0 SURNAME
I recamend that you approve the Board's recammendation and designate the
properties listed above as National Historic Landmarks. ROE
OFFICE
SURNAME
Approve Donald Paul Hodel Disapprove DATE
Date JUN 2 3 1986 Date \
Prepared by: Laura Feller ext.: 343-8167 ‘
cc: ES (8) FW (2) 190 whitlock 001 Mott 001 Reading File
400 Reading File 418 Levy 418 DESIGNATIONS (NHL General)

418 LOCUST GROVE (NHL) 418 WHITE HAVEN (NHL) 418 USS MONITOR (NHL)
418 TEXAS STATE CAPITOL (NHL) 418 KENNECOTT MINES (NHL) 418 LOS ADAES (NHL)

418 SPACE LAUNCH CIIGPLEX 10 (NHL)
IFeller:sd:05-0N2-R¢&

R T B T . T e R R N
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United States Department of the Interior

NATIONAL PARK SERVICE
P.0. BOX 37127
WASHINGTON, D.C, 20013-7127

MAY 1 5 1986

IN REPLY REFER TO!

Memorandum

TO: The Secretary

THROUGH : QQQ\\Assistant Secretary for Fish and wildlife and ParksM (=
MAY 2 3 1986

FROM: Directc +Onal Park Service , Willism Penn Mott, Jr.

SUBJECT SUMMARY: Designation of National Historic Landmarks--Request for
Secretarial Action

DISCUSSION: The National Park System Advisory Board, at a meeting on April 28,
1986,  recammended designation of the following properties as National Historic
Landmarks:

(1) Locust Grove (General George Rogers Clark House), vicinity of Louisville,
Kentucky

(2) white Haven (Grant-Dent House), vicinity of Grantwood Village, Missouri

(3) USS Monitor, off Cape Hatteras, North Cafolina

(4) Texas State Capitol, Austin, Texas

(5) Kennecott Mines, vicinity of Kennecott, Alaska

(6) Los Adaes (Nuestra Senora del Pilar los Pdaes) , vicinity of Robeline,
Louisiana

(7) Space Launch Camplex 10, Vandenberg Air Force Base, California

In accordance with National Historic Landmarks Prpgram regulations, the Board
reviewed the studies naminating these properties for Landmark status, and
found that the properties meet National Historic Landmarks Program criteria.
The Board members voted unanimously to recommend the designations of the above
properties, except that in the case of l’.ocust Grove, the motion to recommend
designation passed by a vote of 4 to 2. No objections to these designations
have been raised by any of the parties required to be notified of Landmark
namination proposals. w

I recammend that you approve the Board's recannencLiatlon and designate the
properties listed above as National Historic [andmarks.

Approve dﬂd Q‘-{ /@/Disappmve

Data JUN 2 3 1386 —

Prepared by: Laura Feller ext.: 343-8167
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OFFICE OF THE GOVERNOR
MARK WHITE STATE CAPITOL
GOVERNOR AUSTIN, TEXAS 78711

May 30, 1986

Dear Mr. Bearss:

I am pleased to endorse the nomination of the Texas State Capi as a
National Historic Landmark. I understand the designation of the Texas State
Capitol as a National Historic Landmark would impose no additional federal

controls on the state's use of the building, which is under the stewardship
of the state's Architect of the Capitol and Capitol Preservation Board.

The Texas State Capitol is one of the finest examples of the symbolism
of democracy in architectural forms following the Civil War. It was designed
by Elijah E. Myers, the foremost capitol architect of the late nineteenth
century. Designation of this structure as a National Histeric Landmark would
enable it to take its rightful place among the most venerated sites in Texas.

This year Texas celebrates its Sesquicentennial. I believe the
designation of the State Capitol as a National Historic Landmark would be a
most appropriate honor in this historic year.

If I can be of additional assistance concerning this important matter,
please contact me or Bob McPherson of my staff at 512/463-1814.

Yours truly,

b

Mark White
Governor of Texas

Mr. Edwin C. Bearss

Chief Historian

U.S. Department of the Interior
National Park Service

P.0. Box 37127

Washington, D.C. 20013-7217

MW/ wt

cc: The Honorable Bill Hobby, Lt. Gov.
The Honorable Gib Lewis, Speaker
Mr. Roy Graham, Architect of the Capitol
Mr. Curtis Tunnell, Texas Historical Commission
Mr. Lias "Bubba" Steen, SP&GSC



DEPARTMENT of the INTERIOR

news release

NATIONAL PARK SERVICE

For Release July 18, 1986 Anita Clevenger 202/343-7394

INTERIOR SECRETARY DESIGNATES 19 NATIONAL HISTORIC LANDMARKS

Secretary of the Interior Don Hodel has announced the designation of
19 historic properties in Kentucky, Missouri, North Carolina, Texas,

Alaska, Louisiana, California, New Hampshire, New York, and New Jersey as

National Historic Landmarks. Nine of the landmarks are in New York; two
in New Jersey.

These designations include outstanding examples of American
architecture, as well as properties associated with prominent historical
figures and events,

"We are pleased to designate these new National Historic Landmarks,”
Secretary Hodel said, "These properties aptly illustrate the fine
preservation work that is being conducted through the initiative of state
and local governments and private citizens,” he said.

The Historic Sites Act of 1935 authorizes the Secretary of the
Interior to recognize historic places judged to have exceptional value to
the Nation. Landmark recognition encourages preservation efforts by
state, local, and private agencies and groups. Once the Secretary
designates a National Historic Landmark, its owner receives a certificate
of recognition signed by the Secretary and is invited to apply for a
bronze plaque attesting to the significance of the property. The owner
agrees to observe simple preservation precepts with respect to the
property and receives technical advice and assistance from preservation
experts if needed.

A list of the newly designated National Historic Landmarks, with
brief descriptions, is attached.



NATIONAL HISTORIC LANDMARKS

Locust Grove, Louisville, Kentucky. Locust Grove, settled around
1790, is significant for its association with General George Rogers Clark
- who resided there from 1809 until his death. Clark played a decisive
role in the western theater of the American Revolution, achieving lasting
fame for his conquest of the trans-Ohio frontier and defense of Kentucky
against the British and their Indian allies.

White Haven, Grantwood village, Missouri. This estate of 9 acres is
significant because of its long and close association with Ulysses §.
Grant. As a young officer, Grant courted his future wife in this house
and after leaving the Army in 1854 lived there for some time.

U.S.S. Monitor, off Cape Hatteras, North Carolina. The wreck of the
U.S.S. Monitor lies off the coast on the eastern Continental Shelf in 220
feet of water. The Monitor is associated with broad patterns and events

in American history, Including development of the United States Navy in
the 19th century, rise of industrial facilities in the United States, the
American Civil War and involvement of Swedish-American inventor and
engineer, John Ericsson. The Monitor is widely perceived as the "ship
that saved the Union.”

Texas State Capitol, Austin, Texas. Modeled on the design of the
national capitol in Washington, D.C., this post-Civil War architecture is
the largest such structure in the United States. The foundation was laid
in 1875 with the passage of the state constitution.

Kennecott Mines, Kennecott, Alaska. During the two decade period
divided by World War I, when the United States produced more than half
the world's copper, the mines at Kennecott were among the nation's
largest, and contained the last of the great high grade copper ore
deposits discovered in the American West, The Kennecott mines exposed a
copper ore body unequaled anywhere in the 20th century.

los Adaes, Robeline, Louisiana. The archeological remains of Los
Adaes are located about 20 miles west of Natchitoches in an open field
surrounded by pine forest which has never been cultivated. The
archeological remains are in place and abundant. The Spanish founded the
Presidio of Los Adaes in 1721 to stop the French expansion westward into
Texas, to protect a nearby mission, and to act as an administrative
center (and later the capital) for the province of Texas,

Space Launch Complex 10, Vandenberg AFB, California. Space Launch
Complex 10 in Lompoc was one of two launch pads built in 1958 to support
combat training launches of the SM-75 THOR Intermediate-Range Ballistic
Missile (IRBM). The first launch occurred on June 16, 1959, by the Royal
Air Force (United Kingdom). To support the nuclear testing project at
Johnston Island, the launch complex was dismantled and transported to the
.Pacific atoll between January and March 1962. The launch pads,
blockhouses, and some supporting structures remain at the landmark site.




Mount Washington Hotel, Bretton Woods, New Hampshire. The hotel,
opened in 1902, was the largest spa in the White Mountains. The hotel
staff met 50 trains a day, ferrying guests, trunks, and servants to the
352-room Spanish Renaissance structure, The International Monetary Fund
and the International Bank for Reconstruction and Development were
established at a conference held at the hotel in 1944.

Mohonk Mountain House, New Paltz, New York. The complex at Lake
Mohonk in the Shawangunk Mountains was begun in 1869 by twin brothers,
Alfred and Albert Smiley. Now in its 115th year, it is a 7500-acre
nature preserve as well as a resort. It is still run by the Smiley
family. The hotel gained a measure of fame as a center for conferences
on humanitarian causes such as world peace, education and Afro-American
and American Indian affairs.

Rose Hill, Geneva, New York. A great house-plantation in upper New
York State, Rose Hill is one of the finest examples of the Greek Revival
Style in America. Built in 1839 on a monumental scale, the house and
grounds are typical of architecture of the first half of 19th century

America.

Hyde Hall, Lake Otsego, New York. Hyde Hall is one of America's
finest houses that combined the greatest architectural traditions of
England and America and the solidity of a frontier dwelling with the
grace and delicacy of high-style English country houses. The structure
is completely documented, contains a great deal of its original
furnishings, and one of the few surviving works of one of America's great
19th century architects, Phillip Hooker.

New St. Mary's Episcopal Church, Burlington, New Jersey. New St,
Mary's Episcopal Church is an important site in the history of the
Gothic-Revival style in America., The cornerstone was laid in 1846 and
the church was completed in 1854. The design and construction of new St.
Mary's was also a milestone in architect Richard Upjohn's career, firmly
establishing him as the foremost practitioner of the Gothic style in this
nation.

0ld Main, vassar College, Poughkeepsie, New York, Founded by
Matthew Vassar in 1861, this was one of the first colleges for the
education of women in the United States offering the same education
available to men at Yale and Harvard. Built in the Civil War years, this
“female seminary” along with 0ld City Hall in Boston, Massachusetts
(1862), are the first monumental examples of the Second Empire style
thought to be so appropriate for secular public buildings at mid-century.

Nott Memorial Hall, Union College, Schenectady, New York. Nott
Memorial Hall has been described as "one of the most colorful and
elegantly decorative High Victorian Gothic buildings ever built in the
United States.” Founded in 1795, Union College is among the oldest
"planned"” schools in the nation. The Nott Memorial was completed in 1876
and served as a museum until the first decade of the 20th century when it
became a library in 1902. 1In 1961, it was converted into a bookstore and
“"theatre-in-the round.”




Plaza Hotel, New York City, New York. One of America's most
celebrated hotels, the Plaza opened on October 1, 1907, on 5th Avenue at
59th Street. 1Its luxury was unmatched in the nation at a construction
cost of $12 million--an unheard sum of money for a residential hotel at
that time. When it opened, 90 percent of the guests were permanent
residents such as the Vanderbilts. Recently restored and refurbished, it
is still a symbol of elegance.

Metropolitan Museum of Art, New York City, New York. The
Metropolitan Museum was one of the first three major art museums to open
in 1870. The others were the Boston Museum of Fine Arts and the other in
Washington, D.C., 1s now called the Corcoran Gallery. One of the most
monumental of all of New York's public buildings the museum extends over
four city blocks on the east side of Central Park. The museum is one of
the most prestigious in the world both for its imposing building and for
the quality of its collections.

Buffalo State Asylum for the Insane, Buffalo, New York. Designed by
H.H. Richardson in 1871, the landscape was designed by Frederick Law
Olms - . ha h can

architecture. It is also of interest in the history of medicine and the
treatment of mental patients.

Empire State Building, New York City, New York. The Empire State
Building, symbol of New York, is one of the biggest tourist attractions
in the biggest tourist city in the world. Finished in the Art Deco
style, the vertical lines of the structure give it the appearance of a
soaring spire that rises one-fifth of a mile high.

Burlington County Jail, Mt. Holly, New Jersey. The Burlington
County Prison has changed little since it was built in 1810-1811, The
prison was the oldest prison in continuous use in America until it became
a museum a few years ago. Designed by Robert Mills, the heavy stone
walls were also an early attempt at fireproofing a building.

-DOI-
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Honorable Frank Cooksey
Mayor of the City of Austin
124 W,8th Street

P.0O. Box 1088

Auetin, Texas 78767

Dear Mayor Cooksey:

I am pleased to inform you that the property identified on the enclosed sheet
has been found to possess national significance in the history of the United
States, As a result, the Secretary of the Interior has designated it a
National Historic Landmark.

The purpose of landmark designation is to identify and recognize nationally
significant sites and to encourage their owners to preserve them. Landmarks
are chosen after careful study by the Rational Park Service. They are eval-
uated by the National Park Avisory Board and designated by the
Secretary of the Int accordance with the Historic Sites Act of 1935
and the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966.

Designation as a National Historic Landmark automatically places a property in
the National Register of Historic Places, if it is not already so listed, and
extends to it the safeguards and benefits provided by the National Historic
Preservation Act of 1966 and other Federal laws protecting historic properties.

We are pleased to include this property on the roll of National Historic
Landmarks as a significant representative of our nation's heritage.

Sincerely,

s/Edwin C. Bearss

Fdwin C., Bearss
Chief Historian

Enclosure




IDENTICAL LETTERS HAVE BEEN SENT TO THOSE PEOPLE LISTED ON THE ATTACHED SHEET

bcc: Mr. Roy Graham Mr. John C. Ferguson
Architect of the Capitol Texas Historical Commission
P.O. Box 13286 P.O. Box 12276
Austin, Texas 78711 Austin, Texas 78711
cc: Regional Director (RMRO)(1200) Kate Cole Stevenson (RMRO)(1200)
Kendrick (RMRO)(1200) Webb (SWRO) (7000)

001 Reading File 400 Reading File
| 418 TEXAS STATE CAPITOL (NHL)
LFeller:sd:07-28-86
DISC NO. 19




fAi Texas State

Honorable Frank Cooksey "Mayor Cooksey"
Mayor of the City of Austin

124 W,8th Street

P.0. Box 1088

Austin, Texas 78767

[A] Texas State

Honorable Mark White "Governor White"
Governor of the State of Texas

State Capitol Building, Room 200
Austin, Texas 78711

[A] Texas State

Honorable Mike Renfro "Mr. Renfro"
County Judge, Travis County

P.0O. Box 1748

Austin, Texas 78767

[A] Texas State

Honorable Bill Hobby "Mr. Hobby"

Lieutenant Governor of the State of Texas
and President of the State Senate

P.0. Box 12068

Austin, Texas 78711

[A] Texas State

Honorable Gib Lewis "Mr. Lewis"
Speaker of the House

House of Representatives

P.0. Box 2910

Austin, Texas 78769

[A] Texas State

Mr. Curtis Tunnell, Executive Director "Mr. Tunnell"
Texas Historical Commission

P.0. Box 12276

Austin, Texas 78711



_ Theé Secretary of the Interior designated the following property a National
* » Historic Landmark on June 23, 1986:

Mo wituote

Texas State Capitol, Austin, Texas

wdecte /Y A certificate attesting to the national significance of the property

0
P o

and the Secretary's designation of it as a National Historic Landmark
will be sent to you, as an owner of the property. You are also
eligible to receive a bronze plagque to commemorate its designation.
Copies of the plaque application form are enclosed. Please complete
the form in triplicate and return two copies to the National Park
Service, History Division (418), P.O. Box 37127, Washington, DC
20013-7127. You may retain the third copy for your records. Both
the certificate and the plaque will bear the name of the property as
it appears above. If you have questions about the certificate or
plaque, please contact James Charleton at the above address, or by
telephone (202)343-8165 or FTS: 343-8165.

ﬁ-" /Y W The owner of each Landmark receives a certificate of designation,

and, upon application, will also be awarded a bronze plaque. We are
notifying the owner of the property's designation and providing the
appropriate application forms.




H34(418) AUG 1 2 1988

Honorable Lloyd Bentsen
United Stateg Senate
Washington, DC 20510

Dear Senator Bentsen:

I am pleased to inform you that the property identified on the enclosed sheet
has been found to possess national significance in the history of the United
States. As a result, the Secretary of the Interior has designated it a
National Historic Landmark,

The purpose of landmark designation is to m-nuty and recognize nationally
significant sites and to encourage their owners to preserve them. Landmarks
are chosen after careful study by the NHational Park Service. They are eval-
uated by the National Park System Advisory Board and designated by the
Secretary of the Interior in accordance with the Historic Sites Act of 1935
and the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966.

Designation as a National Historic Landmark automatically places a property in
the National Register of Historic Places, if it is not already so listed, and
extends to it the safeguards and benefits provided by the National Historic
Preservation Act of 1966 and other Federal laws protecting historic properties.

We are pleased to include this property on the roll of National Historic
Lm:harka as a significant r-pnmtln of our mim‘- heritage.

Sinennly.

/Sgd/Jerry L. Bogers

Aszociate Pirector
Enclosure



IDENTICAL LETTERS HAVE BEEN SENT TO THOSE PEOPLE LISTED ON THE ATTACHED SHEET
cc: Regional Director (RMRO)(1200)
Kate Cole Stevenson (RMRO)(1200)
Kendrick (RMRO)(1200)
Webb (SWRO) (7000)
190 Congressional Liaison
001 Reading File
400 Reading File
418 TEXAS STATE CAPITOL (NHL)
LFelI&¥:sd:07-28-86"
DISC NO. 19




[A] Texas State

Honorable Lloyd Bentsen "Senator Bentsen"

United StatesSenate
Washington, DC 20510

[A] Texas State

Honorable Phil Gramm "Senator Gramm"

United States Senate
Washington, DC 20510

[A] Texas State

Honorable J. J. Pickle "Mr. Pickle"
House of Representatives
Washington, DC 20515



The Secretary of the Interior designated the following property a National
Historic Landmark on June 23, 1986:

Texas State Capitol, Austin, Texas

L—/' A certificate attesting to the national significance of the property
and the Secretary's designation of it as a National Historic Landmark
will be sent to you, as an owner of the property. You are also
eligible to receive a bronze plaque to commemorate its designation.
Copies of the plaque application form are enclosed. Please complete
the form in triplicate and return two copies to the National Park
Service, History Division (418), P.O. Box 37127, Washington, DC
20013-7127. You may retain the third copy for your records. Both
the certificate and the plaque will bear the name of the property as
it appears above. If you have questions about the certificate or
plaque, please contact James Charleton at the above address, or by
telephone (202)343-8165 or FTS: 343-8165.

/Y The owner of each Landmark receives a certificate of designation,
and, upon application, will also be awarded a bronze plaque. We are
notifying the owner of the property's designation and providing the
appropriate application forms.




August 16, 1986
(Date)

Chief

Division of History
National Park Service

P.0O. Box 37127 .
Washington, DC 20013-7127

Dear Sir:

As the owner(s) of the Texas State Capitol Building

located in Austin Travis Texas
(City) (County) (State)

(I, We) hereby make application for a bronze plaque identifying the property as
a National Historic Landmark.

1. Fully conscious of the high responsibility to the Nation that goes with the
ownership and care of a property classified as having national significance and
worthy of National Historic Landmark status, (I, we) agree to preserve, so far
as practicable and to the best of (my, our) ability, the historical values of
the site that satisfy the criteria for national significance.

2. (I, We) agree to permit periodic inspection of the property by a represen-
tative of the National Park Service for the purpose of monitoring its integrity
and the nature and degree of any threats thereto.

3. (I, We) agree that, should the Landmark designation ever be revoked in
accordance with the procedures outlined in the National Historic Landmarks
regulations, the bronze plaque and the certificate of designation will be
surrendered upon request to the National Park Service.

4., (I, We) further agree to affix the plaque for public view and in an
appropriate manner.

Sincerel
Yr/

Roy Fugene Graham, AIA
Architect of the Capitol
P.0O. Box 13286

Austin, Texas 78711
512/463-5495



August 16, 1986
(Date)

Chief

Division of History
National Park Service

P.0. Box 37127 -
Washington, DC 20013-7127

Dear Sir:

As the owner(s) of the Texas State Capitol Building

located in Austin Travis Texas
(City) (County) (State)

(I, We) hereby make application for a bronze plaque identifying the property as
a National Historic Landmark.

1. Fully conscious of the high responsibility to the Nation that goes with the
ownership and care of a property classified as having national significance and
worthy of National Historic Landmark status, (I, we) agree to preserve, so far
as practicable and to the best of (my, our) ability, the historical values of
the site that satisfy the criteria for national significance.

2. (I, We) agree to permit periodic inspection of the property by a represen-
tative of the National Park Service for the purpose of monitoring its integrity
and the nature and degree of any threats thereto.

3. (I, We) agree that, should the Landmark designation ever be revoked in
accordance with the procedures outlined in the National Historic Landmarks
requlations, the bronze plaque and the certificate of designation will be
surrendered upon request to the National Park Service.

4. (I, We) further agree to affix the plaque for public view and in an
appropriate manner.

Sincerely,

Roy Eugene Graham, AIA
Architect of the Capitol
P.0. Box 13286

Austin, Texas 78711
512/464-5495



H34(418)
SEP | 5 1986

Mr. Roy E. Graham, AIA
Architect of the Capitol
P.0. Box 13286

Austin, Texas 78711

Dear Roy:

We are pleased to have received your application for the bronze plaque identifying
the Texas State Capitol Building, Austin, Texas, as a National Historic Landmark.

The Regional Offices of the Natiomal Park Service coordinate the presentatiomn of
National Historic Landmark plaques and certificates. Therefore, we are notifying
the Rocky Mountain Regional Office of your application, with the request that they
proceed to order and provide the bronze plaque and National Historic Landmark
certificate.

If you have any questions regarding this or any related issue, you may contact:

Mr. Greg Kendrick

Rocky Mountain Regional Office
National Park Service

655 Parfet Street

P.0. Box 25287

Denver, Colorado 80225

(303) 236-8700

Sincerely,

s/Edwin C. Bearss

Edwin C. Bearss
Chief Historian

cc: 001 Reading File
400 Reading File
418-Plaques and Certificates
NHL)
JHCharleton:pt:9/11/86 (20A)
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SEP 1 9 1986
Memorandum
To: Regional Director, Rocky Mountain Region

Attention: Nationmal Historic Landmark Coordinator
G
Fro¥$55° Director
Subject: National Historic Landmark Plaque Application

A single copy is enclosed of the application by the owner of the Texas State
Capitol, Austin, Texas, for the plaque identifying this Natiomal Historic
Landmark.

We ask you to contact the owner and arrange to order and provide the plaque
from the Regional budget. We will provide the requisite National Historic
Landmark certificate.

Also enclosed is a copy of a letter from East Point Foundry, Inc., advising
you of an increase in the cost of National Historic Landmark plaques.

Enclosure

cc: 001 Mott
001 RF
400 RF
418-Plaques and Certificates

418-T State Capitol (NHL)
JHCharleton:pt:9711783 553:5 o




Un .d States Department of e Interior

NATIONAL PARK SERVICE
P.O. BOX 37127
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20013-7127

IN REPLY REFER TO:

434(418)

tonorable Frank Cooksey ~o B IS8
tayor of the City of Austin

124 9,8th Street

P.0. Box 1088 :

Austin, Texas 78767

Dear Mayor Cooksey:

I am pleased to inforn you that the promerty identified on the enclosed sheet
has been found to possess natlonal significance in the history of the United
States. As a result, the Secretary of the Interior has designated it a
National Historic Landmark.

The purpose of landmark designation is to identify and recognize nationally
significant sites and to encourage their owners to preserve them. Landmarks
are chosen after careful study by the National Park Service. They are eval-
uated by the National Park System Advisory Board and designated by the
Secretary of the Interior in accordance with the Historic Sites Act of 1935
and the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966.

Designation as a National Historic Landmark automatically places a property in
the National Register of Historic Places, if it is not already so listed, and
extends to it the safeguards and henefits provided by the National Historic
Preservation Act of 1966 and other Federal laws protecting historic properties.

We are pleased to include this property on the roll of Naticnal Historic
Landmarks as a significant representative of our nation's heritage.

Sincerely,

s/Edwin G Bearss

Fidwin C. Bearss
Chief Historian

Enclosure

12102 3

" A-01-CA-833-H




IDENTICAL LETTERS HAVE BEEN SENT TO THOSE PEOPLE LISTED ON THE ATTACHED SHEET

bees Lblr_éﬁggx__g;ahan Mr. John C. Ferguson
Architect of the Capitol Texas Historical Cammission
P.O. Box 13286 P.O. Box 12276 '

Austin, Texas 78711 Austin, Texas 78711



[A] Texas State

Honorable Frank Cooksey "Mayor Cooksey"
Mayor of the City of Austin

124 W, 8th Street

P.O. Box 1088

Austin, Texas 78767

[A] Texas State

Honorable Mark White "Governmor White"
Governor of the State of Texas

State Capitol Building, Roam 200
Austin, Texas 78711

[A] Texas State

Honorable Mike Renfro "Mr. Renfro"
County Judge, Travis County

P.O. Box 1748

Austin, Texas 78767

[A] Texas State

Honorable Bill Hobby "Mr. Hobby"

Lieutenant Governor of the State of Texas
and President of the State Senate

P.0O. Box 12068

Austin, Texas 78711

[A] Texas State

Honorable Gib Lewis "Mr. Lewis"
Speaker of the House

House of Representatives

P.0. Box 2910

Austin, Texas 78769

[A] Texas State

Mr. Curtis Tunnell, Executive Director "Mr. Tunnell®
Texas Historical Commission

P.0O. Box 12276

Austin, Texas 78711
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CAPITOL CENTENNIAL CELEBRATION

AUSTIN, TEXAS

May 6-8, 1988

CoVER: THE OFFICIAL LOGO OF THE CAPITOL CENTENNIAL CELEBRATION
WAS CREATED AS THE SYMBOL OF THE ONE HUNDRED YEAR ANNIVERSARY
OF THE TEXAS CAPITOL. IT 1S A VICTORIAN CREST INCORPORATING
THE ORIGINAL NINETEENTH CENTURY ARCHITECTURAL DRAWINGS BY
CarrroL ARCHITECT ELijaAH E. MYERS OF THE BUILDING’S FAGADE
AND CORINTHIAN COLUMNS ALONG WITH THE STATUE OF THE
GODDESS OF LIBERTY. THE DIAMOND CHECKERBOARD PATTERN IS A
REPRODUCTION OF THE BELGIAN PAVING MOTIF IN THE GREAT WALK.

LoGo: TocQUIGNY DESIGN, AUSTIN, TEXAS



CAriTOL CENTENNIAL COMMITTEE

MRs. WiLLiAM PERRY CLEMENTS, JR.
CHAIRMAN

MR. BoB BowMAN
MRS. ALVIN BREKKEN
MRs. JoHN BowDEN CONNALLY
THE HONORABLE PRICE DANIEL
MR. T. R. FEHRENBACH
MR. LOWELL LEBERMANN
REPRESENTATIVE MICHAEL MILLSAP
DR. STANLEY SIEGEL

In 1888 the citizens of Texas took great pride in the dedication of their
new statehouse. It was an overwhelming accomplishment for a young
struggling frontier state. Today, we share that same sense of achievement
as we pay tribute to our Capitol on its one-hundred year anniversary.

The Capitol Centennial Committee was created by the Legislature
in 1987 to plan the events commemorating this bistorical occasion.
The Governor, Lieutenant Governor and Speaker of the House each
appointed three members. It has been a great honor for me to serve as
chairman of this committee.

In the last century ‘lexas bas emerged from a pioneer economy to
world-wide respect and recognition. Many of the decisions responsible
for making that possible were made within the walls of this building.
Time bas only enbanced our appreciation of its beauty and design; for
it stands unequaled among statehouses throughout America.

As Texans, we have long realized its prominent role in our history.
In 1986 the United States Department of the Interior designated the
Capitol as a National Historic Landmark for its “‘significant contribu-
tion to American history.”

As we salute the Capitol, let us reflect on the unyielding efforts
of so many dedicated individuals who labored to create this magnifi-
cent structure, and remember that in the centuries that follow, our
Capitol will continue to remain the symbol of greatness that Texans

dearly cherish.

oz Clormerze

Chairman







“This building fires the heart and excites reflections in the minds of all.
It stands alone the haughtiest type of modern civilization.”

SENATOR TEMPLE HOUSTON
MaAy 16, 1888



“A SENTINEL OF ETERNITY”:
THE TexAs CArITOL, 1888-1988

n mid-May, 1888, thousands of people from all over
Texas, several other states, and a few foreign countries
gathered at Austin for the dedication of the largest
state capitol in the country. Constructed of red Texas
granite, the massive new statehouse fulfilled the
dreams of those who established the Republic of Texas
more than half a century earlier. The structure in many ways also
reflected the status of Texas and how the state wished the world
to perceive it in the late 1880s. Temple Lea Houston, the youn-
gest son of Texas hero Sam Houston and the first child born in
the Governor’s Mansion, gave the dedication address on May 16,
1888. The Austin Daily Statesman noted editorially, “The advance
from the log cabin capitol to the magnificent pile now standing in
almost awe-inspiring magnificence, but represents the advance of
Texas from semi-savagery to the highest civilization.”

The Republic of Texas declared its independence from
Mexico on March 2, 1836, but the fledgling nation established
no permanent capitol until nearly three years later. During 1836
the Texas government moved several times before settling down
at newly-founded Houston. Dissatisfaction with the coastal site
caused the Republic to send out a special commission in early
1839 to choose the site for a “permanent capitol” nearer the
center of the nation. The commissioners selected a location for
the new capitol near the little frontier settlement of “Waterloo,”
and surveyors soon laid out the “City of Austin” on the north
bank of the Colorado River between Shoal and Waller creeks. At
the north end of the mile-square town site, a large block labeled
“Capitol Square” was reserved as the future location of the Texas
government.

A crude wooden building constructed southwest of Capitol
Square in 1839 served as a capitol until completion of a more

durable structure in 1853. Constructed of cream-colored lime-
stone in the Greek Revival style, like many public and private
buildings of the period including the Governor’s Mansion, the
new capitol stood on Capitol Square at the head of Congress
Avenue. Texans expressed justifiable pride in their new statehouse,
but the structure fell into disrepair during the Civil War and
Reconstruction because of a lack of funds for its maintenance. In
addition, by the 1870s the state government outgrew the space
provided by the hopelessly out-of-date 1853 Capitol. The state
lacked funds to repair and renovate the old Capitol, but a new
Texas constitution written in 18735 set aside 3,000 acres of state-
owned public lands to finance construction of a new statehouse.

Texas voters approved the new constitution in early 1876
but not until 1879 did the legislature provide for surveying the
Capitol lands and constructing a new Capitol. After completion
of the surveys in November 1880, the state held an architectural
design competition for the new building. The competition in early
1881 attracted eleven sets of plans by eight architects. Wishing to
ascertain the best plan, the Capitol Board charged with over-seeing
construction of the new building hired well-known New York
architect Napoleon Le Brun to make the selection.

Le Brun recommended “with certain modifications™ the
design entered by Detroit architect Elijah E. Myers, who agreed to
the changes in his plans suggested by Le Brun. Myers also com-
plied with a request by the Capitol Board “to change the form of
the dome” for the Texas Capitol from square to round, similar to
the dome on the national capitol. The best-known and most suc-
cessful of the architects who entered the competition, Myers had
designed the Michigan Capitol in 1871, and in 1885 designed the
Colorado Capitol as well as a capitol for Idaho Territory.

In his winning design for the Texas Capitol, Myers utilized

THE PILASTER DESIGN IS FROM THE ORIGINAL
ARCHITECTURAL RENDERINGS OF THE CAPITOL DOME INTERIOR.



the Renaissance Revival style popular in Europe and the United
States in the late nineteenth century. Like the sixteenth-century
style that inspired it, the Renaissance Revival borrowed extensively
from the temple architecture of ancient Greece and Rome. The
Texas Capitol reflects this classical design in its interior and exte-
rior columns, arches, plaster ceiling moldings, the triumphal arch
at the main entrance, and the dome design. Myers carefully
detailed all the designs for the Capitol’s decorative ormamentation,
including woodwork and plasterwork. The Detroit architect’s use
of Corinthian columns—the most elaborate of the Greek orders—
on the exterior as well as the interior of the building emphasized
the formality of the structure.

After accepting Myers’ design and agreeing to pay him the
$1700 prize as well as $12,500 to supply complete plans for the
building, the Capitol Board advertised for contractors but received
only two bids in early 1882. Mattheas Schnell of Rock Island, I1li-
nois received the contract to build the new Capitol but within a
few months he sold the contract to Taylor, Babcock & Co., a
group of Chicago investors that became known as the “Capitol
Syndicate,” which included mercantilist John V. Farwell and his
brother Senator Charles B. Farwell, Representative Abner Taylor,
and Charles Babcock. The old limestone Capitol burned in
November 1881 but construction of the new Capitol began on
schedule, February 1, 1882.

Disappointment over the quality and quantity of the Oatman-
ville (Oak Hill) limestone chosen for the new Capitol caused

CarrToL ARCHITECT ELijaH E. MYERS,
WHOSE DESIGN WAS SELECTED BY THE CAPITOL
BOARD FROM ELEVEN PROPOSALS.

the contractors and architect Myers to propose using Indiana
limestone. The resulting discussions over what type of limestone
to utilize, or whether to use Texas granite, hindered construction
of the building during 1884 and into 1885. In the meantime,

the Capitol Board decided to use red granite for the base of the
Capitol and, since no railroad existed from the site of the red gran-
ite at Granite Mountain near present-day Marble Falls to Burnet,
ox wagons hauled the necessary blocks of granite from the quarry
to the railroad. Oxen also transported the Capitol’s 16,000-pound,
red granite cornerstone laid on March 2, 1885.

The added cost of using granite resulted in the state’s agree-
ing to simplify the Capitol’s design and to eliminate the east
and west porticoes. These changes brought about the construction
of aless ornate Victorian building that better reflected the archi-
tectural taste of Texas as compared to the more elaborate Victor-
ian taste evident along the East and West coasts. The state also
agreed to allow the contractor’s use of state convicts in the gran-
ite and limestone quarries. The powerful International Association
of Granite Workers responded to the utilization of convict labor
by ordering a boycott of the Capitol project, prompting Capitol
sub-contractor Gus Wilke to send to Aberdeen, Scotland for gran-
ite cutters.

Due to difficulty in raising money in the United States to con-
struct the Capitol as well as to develop the Capitol lands (which
became the famous XIT Ranch in ten counties of the Texas Pan-
handle), the Capitol Syndicate established the Capitol Freehold



1888 DEDICATION DAY DRILL COMPETITION ON CONGRESS AVENUE.

Land and Investment Company, Ltd., in London, England in 1885.
As a result, funds to develop the ranch and to construct the Texas
Capitol came from British investors.

Difficulties between the Capitol Board and architect Myers
resulted in the Board’s decision in 1886 to dispense with the archi-
tect’s services. In spite of such problems, during 1886 and 1887
construction of the Capitol proceeded rapidly. In late February,
1888, workmen hoisted to the top of the building’s dome a heroic,
snow-white statue representing the Goddess of Liberty. Designed
by architect Myers, the statue and many other decorative items
for the building were cast of zinc in the basement of the Capitol.
Nearly three months later, the state dedicated the still-unfinished
structure with a week of festivities that included elaborate fire-
works displays, militia drills, band concerts, speeches, and a grand
dedication ball in the new Capitol.

Texas remained relatively unindustrialized in the 1880s but
the state supplied a surprising amount of the building materials
used in the new Capitol, including the red granite, limestone
and thousands of Austin-made brick. In addition, the state prison
at Rusk manufactured over two hundred cast-iron columns.

In spite of its historical revival design, the new Capitol
reflected Victorian construction technology, and utilized mate-
rials popular in the late nineteenth century. The structure also
mirrored the Victorian penchant for variety. Glass skylights
and embossed (acid etched) glass ceilings allowed natural light
to illuminate the Senate and House Chambers. Skylights and

round, cobalt blue windows above a glass ceiling illuminated the
north corridor.

A glass block floor in the center of the first floor rotunda
admitted light into the basement. Encaustic (ceramic) tiles in sev-
eral shapes, sizes, and hues bordered the rotunda’s glass block
floor and covered the Capitol’s wide corridors and foyers. Typi-
cally, Victorian carpeting of foliate and geometric designs supplied
color and pattern to the floors in several executive offices, the
Senate and House chambers, as well as the Supreme and Appel-
late Court rooms. Patterned linoleum imitating encaustic tile and
carpeting protected the galleries of the Senate and House.

ut-of-state factories provided glass
used in the roof as well as the carpet-
ing, tile, glass blocks, and linoleum.
The skylights of the chambers and
north corridor, as well as the glass

in the doors and transoms came from
Belgium. While Chicago factories supplied wrought iron beams
utilized in the Capitol, the iron beams in the dome came from
Belgium. Most of the furnishings for the new Capitol were

THE OCULUS DESIGN IS FROM THE ORIGINAL ARCHITECTURAL
RENDERINGS OF THE CAPITOL DOME.






THE SILVER AND BRONZE MEDALLIONS WERE CREATED FOR THE
CariToL CENTENNIAL CELEBRATION. ONE SIDE IS AN EXACT DUPLI-
CATE OF THE 1888 DEDICATION MEDALLION. THE REVERSE SIDE 1§
THE SNOWFLAKE-LIKE DESIGN OF THE CAPITOL’S TWENTY-FOUR
COBALT BLUE WINDOWS WHICH HAVE BEEN REMOVED FROM THE
NORTH WING.

machine-made in Chicago factories. About 400 of the original
pieces of furniture purchased remain in the Capitol today.

As early as May, 1888, some officials moved into the unfin-
ished state house, but the Capitol Board refused to accept the new
structure because of a number of problems—including a leaky
roof—until December 1888. Piped for illumination by gas, the
Capitol gradually received electric wiring during the 1890s and the
installation of the beautiful brass chandeliers that remain in the leg-
islative chambers and the Governor’s Public Reception Room.
Many other rooms in the Capitol also received similar but smaller
chandeliers. Brass sconces with glass shades were installed around
several levels of the rotunda. Eventually a large chandelier was
suspended from the top of the dome where architect Myers origi-
nally had specified an “allegorical painting.”

In early 1889 workmen built the “Great Walk,” and planted
an allee of trees leading up to the Capitol. A specially-designed
wrought iron “Buckeye” fence made by Mast, Foos & Co. of
Springfield, Ohio was erected in 1890. Painted black with gilded
“lone stars” the fence originally had matching gates at the drive
and pedestrian entrances.

Built to house the entire state government except the General
Land Office, the Texas Capitol provided almost twice as much
space as needed in 1888, but by 1903 the structure became so
over-crowded that renovations were begun to create more office
space. Considered old-fashioned by 1915, the Capitol received

more extensive work for maintenance and modernization in
1916-1917. In the 1920s the Capitol received a number of other
changes, but the economic depression beginning in 1929 hindered
even maintenance work on the structure.

Governor James V. Allred moved the governor’s private office
from the first floor to the second in 1935 and during the Centen-
nial year of 1936 the Capitol finally received some much-needed
repairs. The Governor’s Public Reception Room that remained
almost unchanged since 1888 received a thorough renovation
for use as the waiting room for the governor’s office. In addition,
the present art deco patterned terrazzo floors replaced the glass
blocks and encaustic tile in the rotunda as well as tile floors on
the first floor.

Renovations on the building continued except for the
interruption of World War II. Not yet perceived as a “historic
building,” the Capitol from the late 1940s until the early 1980s
suffered many more alterations. These renovations included the
removal of the glass ceiling panels over the legislative chambers,
the installation of terrazzo, air conditioning, lowered ceilings,
offices for legislators, as well as the removal of the glass block floor
from the Legislative Reference Library, and the filling-in of its pre-
viously open ceiling.

As a result of a fire on the second floor of the Capitol’s east
wing in early 1983, the legislature realized the necessity to restore
the entire building. Therefore, the State Preservation Board was
created to oversee conservation of the Capitol and the old Gen-
eral Land Office Building, their furnishings, art, and grounds.
Restoration of the Goddess of Liberty statue on the Capitol dome
became the first major project. A project to restore the Governor’s
Public Reception Room begun in 1985 was completed in 1987 as
was an interim restoration of the House of Representatives.

The U.S. Department of the Interior designated the Texas
Capitol as a National Historic Landmark in 1986 because it
“possesses national significance in commemorating the history of
the United States of America?” The Texas Legislature in early 1987
approved a state bond sale for development of a master plan for
the building’s restoration.

For a century, the Texas Capitol has played host to thousands
of visitors, including many foreign dignitaries and a wide variety
of other celebrities. Hopefully, with the on-going restoration of
the Capitol, the pride in this magnificent historic building will con-
tinue for another hundred years. Considered the state’s most out-
standing architectural accomplishment, the Capitol remains an
enduring symbol for future generations.

—WirLLiAM ELTON GREEN, PH.D.
Capitol Historian



EXCERPTS FROM SENATOR TEMPLE HOUSTON’S ACCEPTANCE SPEECH

CaritoL DEDICATION CEREMONY -

MAy 16, 1888

s Ym mm*ﬂﬂ Cesn

DepicATION CEREMONY, MAY 16, 1888 ON THE SOUTH STEPS OF THE CAPITOL.

he greatest of states commissions me to say that
she accepts this building, and henceforth it shall
be the habitation of her government. When the
title to the noblest edifice upon this hemisphere
thus passes from the builder to Texas, reason
ordains a brief reference to the deeds and times
that eventuate in this occasion. Texas has changed the site of

her government oftener than any other state in this union, or any
nation on this side of the globe. Prior to the transfer to this build-
ing the site of government of Texas has been changed eleven
times. She (Texas) has a history all her own, wild, romantic, heroic.
Minstrel’s lay never told of deeds more daring than her sons have
wrought, nor ever in castle hall hath harp or bard hymned praise
of purer faith than that her legends bear. Child of storms, the nurs-
ling of revolutions, the twilight of her history made her soil the
battlefield of freedom, her children the crusaders of liberty. Situ-
ated at a remote angle of the gulf, mid way between the Aztec
empire and the valley of Mississippi, she for a while felt neither
that spirit of Spanish conquest which laid in the dust at a blow the
throne of Montezuma and the empire of the Incas, nor that gentle
spirit of colonization which marked the footsteps of France and
Britain upon this continent.

The people of Texas are indebted to United States Senator
Charles B. Farwell and his brother John V. Farwell, of the firm
of John V. Farwell & Co., of Chicago, and Colonel Abner Taylor,
not only for the best statehouse in the United States, but more
especially for bringing our public lands into worldwide notice,
by agreeing to build the house for the 3,000,000 acres set aside
for that purpose. The syndicate, because they have obtained
3,000,000 acres of the best land in Texas, and will in due time
cover them with prosperous farmers and increase the wealth of
the state by hundreds of millions of dollars, instead of leaving
them for the free use of foreign cattle companies whose earnings
would not have remained in the state.

Every true and honest Texan must rejoice that the Farwells
have found a way to turn our previously useless land into such a
state monument as we are this day dedicating, and that they must
from self-interest—if no other motive—cover these lands with
farmers, as soon as railroads have opened them up. From every
point of view, therefore, I say emphatically, as a true friend of
Texas, whatever may have been thought by critics, that we have
but done better than any of us thought, and the Farwells are justly
entitled to our thanks, and this celebration by this vast concourse
of our citizens is the best expression of our feeling toward the men



THE CENTENNIAL CEREMONY
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OPENING MUSIC

HONOR GUARD
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WELCOME AND INTRODUCTION OF
CAPITOL CENTENNIAL COMMITTEE
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“TEXAS”
Mr. Neil Hess, Director, Palo Duro Canyon

Ross Volunteers, Texas A & M University

Mrs. William P. Clements, Jr.
Chairman, Capitol Centennial Committee

Monsignor Richard E. McCabe
Director of Catholic Charities, Diocese of Austin

The Honorable William P. Hobby
Lieutenant Governor of Texas

The Honorable Gibson D. Lewis
Speaker, Texas House of Representatives

Mr. Houston Daniel

The Honorable William P. Clements, Jr.
Governor of Texas

Mr. Lowell Lebermann
President, The Capitol Committee %c.

Mr. Denis P. Galvin 2y Jlog.e U3
Deputy Director, National Park Service

Mr. Fred McClure

Reverend Frank Diaz
El Buen Pastor Presbyterian Church, Austin, Texas



GOVERNOR SUL ROSS PATRONS

AT&T Licensed Beverage Distributors

Mr. and Mrs. Albert B. Alkek Mrt. and Mrs. Robert Mosbacher, Jr.
American Petrofina Mr. and Mrs. Peter J. O’Donnell, Jr.
Amoco Corporation Redland-Worth Corporation
ARCO Oil and Gas Company and Chevron U.S.A. Sea World of Texas

Mr. and Mrs. Perry R. Bass Shell Oil Company Foundation
Browning-Ferris Industries Southwest Airlines

The Coastal Corporation Southwestern Bell Telephone Company
Robert Cruikshank, Deloitte, Haskins and Sells Tenneco

ENSERCH Corporation Texas Air Corporation

Exxon Company, U.S.A. Texas Builders Association

The Hobby Foundation United Parcel Service

Houston Chronicle Publishing Company

Aiken, Gump, Hauer and Felds
Alexander & Alexander

American Medical International, Inc.
Arthur Andersen & Co.

Atlas Enterprises

Austin Coca Cola & Dr. Pepper Bottling Company
Austin High School Drama Group
Austin Marriott at the Capitol

Austin Symphony Orchestra

Baker & Botts

Bergstrom Air Force Base Office of Public Affairs
Francis P. Bissaillon

Blue Bell Creamery

Calcasieu Lumber Company
Campbell Light & Barricade Inc.
Capital City Scribes

Capital Metro

Capitol Beverage Company

Cardinal Industries of Texas, Inc.
George Ann Chalmers

Cigna

Colonial Coins

Commercial Metals Inc., Austin
Jerry “Nub” Donaldson

Mr. and Mrs. E.A. Durham

E-Z Go Golf Carts

Four Seasons Hotel, Austin

General Contractors of Texas
Grandy’s Restaurants

Granny and Gramps

Adolph Coors Company
Austin Business Journal
Austin Convention & Visitors Bureau
Boating Trades Association of Texas
British Airways
Cellular One
Evinrude Outboards,

A Division of Outboard Marine Corporation
Federal Aviation Administration
Fox Photo
Galaxie Boat Works, Incorporated
Grandy’s Restaurants

CONTRIBUTORS

Jerry Hall and Associates

H.E.B., San Antonio

Heritage Society of Austin, Inc.
Higginbotham & Associates

Hill Country Gourmet

Hispanic American Law Institute
Houston Lighting and Power Company
Hyatt Regency Austin

K-98 Radio

Ben E. Keith Foods, Ft. Worth
May Dougherty King

Krause Motors

Kroger

La Quinta

Lammes Candies

Longhorn Disposal

Frank W. McBee, Jr.

Red McCombs

Betty Mayfield

Michael Sims and Associates
Milano Hat Company

Charles Moore Studio

Newmark Home Corporation
The Night Hawk Restaurants
Oak Farms Dairies, Dallas
Lyndon Olson, Jr.

Owens Spring Creck Farms
Tomas Pantin Photography
Private Affairs Catering and Pastry Affair
Radisson Plaza Hotel, Austin

BALLOON INVITATIONAL

Guest Quarters Hotel
Hospital Corporation of America
Hyatt Regency

Josten’s

K-98 Radio Station

KLBJ FM Radio Station
The Kroger Company

LP Gas Association

MCI Telecommunications
Miller Lite Beer

National Video

Old Milwaukee

United States Automobile Association

RGK Foundation

Robin Roberts

Ben Rogers

N.J. Rogers

S.J. Rogers

Victor . Rogers

Karl Rove & Company

Sheplers, Inc.

Stouffer’'s Hotel, Austin

Take Five

Texas A & M University

Texas Association of Landscape Contractors
Texas Association of Nurserymen
Texas Automobile Dealers Association
Texas Citrus & Vegetable Association
Texas Chefs Association

Texas Disposal Systems, Inc.

Texas Exposition and Heritage Center
Texas Forestry Association

Texas Retailers Association

Texas Restaurant Association

Texas Utilities

Texas Veterinary Medical Association
Tom Thumb-Page, Dallas

Tracor

University of Texas at Austin

Upper Crust Bakery

Wal-Mart, Arkansas

Pontiac Division of General Motors Corporation
Read-Poland & Associates

Shepler’s, Inc./Milano Hat Company
Shoreline Products, Incorporated
Southwestern Bell Yellow Pages
Texaco Inc.

Texas Adjutant General’s Department
Texas Alcoholic Beverage Commission
Texas Grape Growers Association
Wagon-Lits Budapest

Xerox Corporation
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B Renovated
statehouse nears
long-awaited
reopening

By Mike Ward
American-Statesman Capitol Statf

A year after the No Trespassing
signs went up and hard hats be-
came tie mandatory chapeau, a
gussied-up Texas Capitol is near-
ing its long-awaited reopening.

By early August, officials said
Thursday, several offices should be
reopened in the Victorian state-
house. They will be the first evi-
dence of what $63 million worth of
interior restoration has bought.

By year's end, most officials
should be moved back in and ready
for the Legislature to convene in
its restored home in January 1995.

“We're going to have a fabulous
building when it's finished,” said
Dealey Herndon, executive direc-
tor of the State Preservation
Board, the agency overseeing the
project.

“There are some magnificent
spaces.”

But Texans should not plan a
fast pilgrimage to see their re-
stored seat of government. Hern-
don said continuing construction
and limited access will hamper
sightseeing.

By mid-October, however, the
Capitol tour and information desk
should be reopened in the first
floor's south wing, in a restored
room that once housed the State
Treasury. Evidence of the former
occupants — shiny steel bars and
vaults — will remain.

By December, when the House
chamber is reopened, most of the
landmark $187 million, four-year
addition and renovation project
should be complete, officials said.

Dedicated 106 years ago last
month, the pink-granite state-
house was vacated in stages begin-
ning in June 1991 when some
House members moved into tem-
porary quarters in an adjacent
building.

The lieutenant governor and
senators moved out in December
1991, followed by the governor and
others. The Capitol was closed
completely about a year ago as res-
toration began in the west wing,
the House side.

Employees of the Legislative
Council will be among the first to
return in early August, followed by
workers at the Legislative Refer-
ence Library, secretary of state's
office and the Senate, officials
said.

Gov. Ann Richards is scheduled
to return in September. For the
past two years, her office has been
in the Capitol Extension. Officials
believe it may be the only time a
Texas governor’s office has been
outside the Capitol.

On Thursday, Preservation
Board officials led reporters on a
preview tour that wended through
dusty rooms in the basement
where jackhammers still blasted
and shiny new offices that have
been meticulously refurbished, ex-
cept for a few finishing touches.

Texas history, it seems, is get-
ting a new face.

A worker completes the refinishing of the restored wood
trim around the door to the gallery of the Senate. By

The Legislative Reference Li-
brary, once a cluttered assemblage
of bookshelves shoehorned into
cramped quarters, has claimed the
north wing’s entire second floor —
the original home of the State
Library.

An original glass-block floor has
been restored, as has the.towering
atrium, decorated with delicately
painted green, gold and black rail-
ings, all original features.

The circa-1910 metal bookcases
have been refurbished, supple-
mented by rows of polished, dark-
wood ones. Wooden reading tables,
custom-built to match original

@ This section is recyclable *
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Capitol furniture, stand in a row
beneath a protective plastic cover.

“This area is virtually com-
plete,” said construction director
David Stauch as workers moved
new desks nearby and a Depart-
ment of Public Safety trooper
stood guard.

In the Senate Chamber, empty
of lawmakers’ desks that are being
restored, a cadre of workers was
spread out across the expanse of
green-patterned carpet, repairing
flaws before a final review by state
officials.

Herndon said the carpet, which
replaced a bright-blue weave of re-

Statf photos by Larry Kolvoord
year's end, most offices should be ready for the Legisla-
ture to convene in its restored home in January 1995.

cent vintage, is of a pattern dating
to about 1905. It was specially
woven and laid in 27-inch strips.
The strips were then sewn
together.

Gone is the duct-work that hung
from beneath the galleries, dallow-
ing daylight to brighten the cham-
ber as it originally did.

Workers using hand-held com-
puters checked wiring and other
equipment. Rock music blared
over the new sound system as tech-
nicians tested it.

In the basement, hallways once
narrowed to as little as 6 feet have
been restored to their original 22-

e+

Furniture project carves link from past to
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Capitol costs

Costs and completion dates of the five phases
of the landmark restoration and expansion project

Project Costs Status
Excavation, Capitol Extension $4,743,423 Completed
Construction, Capitol Extension $63,653,207  Completed
Restoration, Capitol exterior $10,791,562 Completed
Restoration, Old General Land Office ~ $3,189,416. Completed
Restoration, Capitol interior $64,735,359* Dec.1994**

A tentative schedule
Governor’'s
Legislative | | Office
Council South wing,
North wing | | second floor

Reopening the Capitol
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ww-?
[ | |

* As of February 1994 ** Projected

Tour guide,
information desk
South wing, first floor

=

Secretary Legislative Lieutenant House Chamber,
of State’s Reference governor’s, representatives’
Office Library senators’ offices | | offices
East wing, North wing, North wing West wing
first floor ‘second floor
Source: State Preservation Board Staff graphics

David Stauch, construction director, and Dealy Herndon, State Preserva-
tion Board executive director, stand in the nearly complete Senate gallery.

foot width. Rows of massive cast-
iron columns, long hidden inside
walls installed during past remo-
delings, are again visible — giving
it the aura, as one official once de-
scribed it, of an Egyptian tomb.

“There are two or three areas of
the building with the most dramat-
ic change, and the basement is
one,” Herndon said.

The basement Rotunda also has
returned.

Long hidden by temporary
walls, cheap paneling and an elec-
trical room, the round space is
again visible. Eventually, it will
have a glass-block ceiling like it did
when the Capitol was new.

But this one will be backlighted
to replicate the original. The Ro-
tunda upstairs once featured a
glass-block floor, much like the li-
brary, but it was replaced in the

id-1930s with colorful terrazzo

rming the familiar Lone Star
and official seals of Texas. Rather
than restore the glass blocks, offi-
cials chose to save the historic
floor.

Stauch said the basement Ro-
tunda, which once was ‘“‘one of the
most dangerous places in' the
building” because of electrical
transformers there, will be one of

the most striking.

In the House chamber, the
wooden floor has been replaced to
allow for installation of\new wiring
— including high-tech voice and
data lines, just like those that now
run behind the old plaster walls
throughout the building.

The pressed-metal ceiling has
been repainted, its gold detail shin-
ing again.

Though the Capitol’s flaws were
legendary — leaky roofs, bad wir-
ing, corroded plumbing and scores
of safety hazards — Stauch said
the restoration revealed its prob-
lems were worse than believed.

For example, workers found
huge holes had been gouged in
many supporting walls, most to
upgrade utilities.

Preservation Board officials say
they are doing work they hope will
give the Capitol another century of
life and preserve its historic
features.

Herndon said she thinks Texans
will be pleased.

“We've put it back like it was at
quite an investment, and I think
people will value it,” she said.
“People value old buildings now in
a way that they didn’t 20 years
ago.”
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By Mike Ward. . :
Amerlcan-Statesman Capltol Staﬂ
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When he was a boy, Roger Joslm unag-:f_
' ined he was a fighter at the Alamo in a child-_
hood game that made Texas lnstory seem

real.

| It was history he and hm playmates could- i

“almost reach out and touch — the kind of
experience, he said, that made him realize

Texas history was not just something you‘
learned, “it was somethmg you belonged to.” /.

Now, at age 42, Joslm is touchmg that his-.
tory for real. - i3

.- The East Austm furmture maker is buxld- - I
_ing tables for the restored Texas Capitol. |
- ‘They are custom-built pieces that look just -
‘like the originals from a century ago, right

‘down 'to the fluted legs and green billiard-
‘cloth tops on some.
" The long tables are familiar Capitol fix-
_tures used for years at legislative hearings
and special ceremonies and in many offices.
. “It’s a real special project for us, a special

_opportunity,” Joslin said. “Everyone who is _

working on these tables feels the same way.
It’s something we wanted to be involved in
! from the very beginning.”

Joslin’s company, which has seveu em-

f ployees, is among more than two dozen com-
panies replicating Capitol furniture as part
of the ongoing statehouse restoration. The
furniture project is a little-remarked but key
element of the restoration. - .

State officials are using about $1 million
in state funds and $2 million in privaie do-
nations to furnish the building. They have
hired contractors to refinish 800 pieces of
original statehouse furniture that remain on
the inventory, restore historic artwork and
custom-build several hundred pieces of rep-
lica furniture.

The goal is to make the rooms functional
for modern state government but retain the
original turn-of-the-century style.

In cases where ongmal furniture was in

;bad shape or missing, duplicating it made.

some “of the buxldmg’s ‘hlsto'ry.‘

'“For the Job he

> Dan Starkel applles acoat of saalant toa rep- .

lica of one of the Capitol‘s orlglnal oak tables

Campbell. - The: originals were well bmlt i

sturdy,” functional” —
correct.

Even though each replica had to be cus-
tom-built, the ¢ost was comparable to buy-
ing new furniture. The long tables Joslin is

building cost about $2,000 apiece, Campbell

and hlstoncally

“said, compared with $2,600 for new confer-+.; -

ence tables purchased for the Caplbol

Extension. i
State funds are being used for the less-

pricey things, mostly tables and chairs,

Campbell said. Private donathns are bem& s

used for the rest.

,aperfect sense, said Capltol Curator Bonme (3 -In all 50 types of original tumrturf are be-

"y Doara; the agency overseeing, the .|

custom-built for the renovated statehouse."

*opportumty to employ: some special tech- "
‘used now. o

xthe Capltol m the mld—197(k and knew

every detail, even those that vi
‘In all, Joslin said, each table
craﬂ;emen in his shop about 50" hours to’*

bmld, much longer than a moder: table B

+* preceded the project. 1 i

4 %2 Through the years, much of the Capltol g
. original furniture had been lost, and manyof " |
~old items that remamed | were.. nqtg_,,
: So~stat.e ofﬁcrals usmg olﬂ d&éﬁ:ﬁé‘ﬁ‘”?’
p 'to'graphs and catalogs, spent months de="?
termining which tables, chairs, bookcases,
benches, library magazine racks and pigeon-; :
hole cabinets were right.

.The Capitol’s original wood ﬁ:r'nture Wi
purchased from A.H. Andrews & Co. of Chi="**
‘cago- for $50,000. It was delivered in early:
1889, almost a year after the statehouse
opened.

* ' Last’month, Joslin delivered the first of
the 50 oak’ and walnut tables he i3 building:
.for the Capitol. Some will decorate the soon--
: to-be-reopened Legislative Reference Li-:
’s shop. Many tables are being . brary, positioned on its glass-block ﬂoor
= .under the towenng atrium: €57 5 TE R
..Other pieces were placed in the restored %
courtrooms on the Capitol’s third floor. Fu-:

“ture deliveries will go to the secretary of-

" state’s’ office and other Capitol rooms, ;"'r,

For Joslin and his crew, the project has
been marked by pride. -

On a recent aftemoon, he stood alongside
a finished table in his shop, rubbing its
smooth finish and carefully explmmng xts-'
-unique features.” :

~“This is doing’ somethmg for hlstory,
! somethmg 1 know‘ ,my_own grandkids will
'see, Joslin sald.

He likens it to, qie specml feelmg about
Texas history he had as a child.
g A lmk forward agipast,” he sald 2 e

¥

in Roger Joslin

RS R PR e e ! - 2 RN
mg rephcated making it perhaps one of the
biggest such’ pro]ects in Texas.

For Joslin, winning the bid to build the ta-
bles was exciting. He had studied three orig-
inal tables — one with the words “Senate
Hall 1903” written in chalk underneath the
tabletop — and knew they were finely built. -

. As a woodworker, the job provided a rare. oo

niques, such as double dovetail joints, that
were common a century ago but are rarely %

Joslin also. realized thls prOJect was spe-
cial. He had worked as a legislative aide at:
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n the forty-ninth anniversary of their indepen-
dence from Mexico—March 2, 1885—Texans
laid a cornerstone in Austin, and the attendant
high-flown oratory lasted for hours. Judge
George Quinan of Wharton, Texas, who was in-
troduced by Governor John Ireland, actually
said: “Divide the State! Oh! Dumb forever be the tongue would
utter the sacrilegious word! Withered the hand would sever her
broad domain!” The objects deemed worthy of deposit in the
cornerstone’s time capsule seem no less quaint. Included were
the constitution and bylaws of the Texas Sheriffs’ Association; a
buttonhole bouquet—banded by a gold ring—in a velvet case,
donated by Miss Bobbie M. Wilcox; and, from Dr. R. E. Grant
& Son, a list of the members of the Texas State Dental Associa-

tion, a set of upper artificial teeth, a plaster
model of an upper jaw, and teeth filled with
gold, amalgam, tin, porcelain, cement, and
gutta percha.
Thus began the history of a building that
ranks near the Alamo in the hearts of many
Texans. When completed in 1888 it was
said to be the fifth-largest building in the
world (an unconfirmed claim) and its dome
was said to be higher than that of its coun-
terpart in Washington, D.C. (also unveri-
fied). The structure was and remains, how-
ever, one of the most pleasing examples of
a building type unique to America: the
state capitol.
As its centennial year approached the
Texas Capitol retained an enduring popu-
larity but had become a haphazardly sub-
divided warren of dingy, make-do offices.
Of more urgency, it was a crowded fire
trap, and in February 1983 an early-mom-
ing blaze killed one person and gutted a
second-floor corridor and the lieutenant
governor’s apartment and caused extensive
smoke and water damage. Although suc-
cessfully contained and extinguished, the
fire could easily have spread to the attic and
caused structural failure, and that realization led the Texas Leg-
islature to appropriate $6 million to the Senate for restoration of
damaged areas and to create the State Preservation Board. The
Preservation Board was set up to “preserve, maintain, and re-
store” the capitol; the 1856 General Land Office Building, which
is on the capitol grounds; the contents of the buildings; and the
grounds themselves.

The Goddess of Liberty poses with unidentified admirers, above,
prior to being hoisted atop the capitol on February 26, 1888. An
underground extension, below, made the restoration feasible.
Doors to the restored Senate chamber, opposite, are now open.
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“Every one of the fully

restoved vooms will be usedy
for the business of the state.”

This January the centerpiece of that ef-
fort, the restoration and underground ex-
tension of the capitol, will be virtually
complete and ready for the seventy-fourth
Texas Legislature. At a cost of more than
$180 million, the project is among the
most comprehensive statehouse restora-
tions ever undertaken.

The origin of the building meriting this
expenditure was an 1881 design com-
petition juried by New York architect
Napoleon Le Brun, who selected from
among eleven anonymously submitted
competition entries an Italian Renaissance
Revival scheme by Elijah E. Myers of De-
troit. Myers had designed the Michigan
Capitol in Lansing and subsequently would
design the 1886 Idaho Territorial Capitol
in Boise and the Colorado Capitol in Den-
ver, completed in 1908. He was a capable
architect and fine draftsman but is little re-
membered today. His aggressiveness in ob-
taining commissions—he denigrated his
peers and cut his fees—discredited him
among architects who were struggling to in-
stitute ethical standards for their profes-
sion. Many of his projects also incurred cost
overruns, and Myers tended to lose interest
in them after his initial design. Indeed, dur-
ing the construction of the capitol in Austin
the job supervisors found Myers so unre-
sponsive that they began to work around
him. There is no record, however, of his dis-
missal from the job.

The capitol, as constructed, was consid-
erably modified from Myers’s competi-
tion-winning entry. Soon after endorsing
the selection of Myers the state’s project
supervisors asked the architect to redesign
its dome, the design’s most distinguishing
feature. Myers replaced the square-based
form with a circular, double-vaulted dome
that would be fabricated—as was the one
designed by Thomas U. Walter in the

* 1850s for the U.S. Capitol—of cast iron.

AUSTIN HISTORY CENTER, CHALBERG COLLECTION. TOP; TEXAS STATE ARCHIVES, BOTTOM
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The restored room op-
posite served the Texas
Supreme Court from
1888 until 1959. The
bench, which was elon-
gated in the 1930s,
above left, has been re-
turned to its original
three-person configura-
tion. The Legislative
Reference Library, at
left, circa 1915 and,
above, fully restored,
had been subpartitioned
and its atrium ceiling,
now reopened to a
skylight, had been
blocked by lay-in
acoustical panels.



The photo at right
shows how the capitol’s
high-ceilinged rooms
were subpartitioned at
the time the restoration
began. In contrast,
above, glass now
provides acoustical pri-
vacy. Dealey Herndon,
above right, has led the
overall project since
1991. The rotunda’s
decorative floor, oppo-
site, installed in 1936 for
the Texas Centennial,
replaced glass blocks.
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For economic reasons, the supervi-
sors eliminated porches on the east
and west ends, leaving the north
porch and the heroic arch on the
south elevation. The supervisors al-
so substituted copper for the black-
slate roof, and when they deter-
mined that the iron-rich Texas
limestone specified as exterior
cladding would streak and that it
would be impossible to obtain
blocks sufficiently uniform in color
and striation, they substituted red
Texas granite. Then, because of the
difficulty of working the harder
stone, the fluted Corinthian pilasters
in Myers’s original design were
downgraded to Doric, and the intri-
cate moldings, balusters, and urns
that complemented the higher clas-
sical order were eliminated. No
doubt the simplifications improved
facades that otherwise would have
been very fussy. To today’s design
sensibilities the capitol’s proportions
and simple (by Victorian standards)
aesthetics seem transcendent.

An 1888 ceremony similar in effusive-
ness to the cornerstone laying three years
earlier featured a dedicatory address by
Temple Houston, the son of the late Sam

Houston, the revered president of the

Texas Republic. During his speech Hous-
ton called the capitol a “sentinel of eterni-
ty.” Only minutes later, when a drenching
rainstorm passed over Austin during the
conclusion of the address, the assembled
masses discovered that the new copper
roof leaked profusely.

The roof eventually was fixed, but Texas
prosperity has (Continued on Page 96)
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(Continued from Page 93) would turn to
cabinetmakers for repairs, but for his all-
steel house Morrow sought out sheet-met-
al workers to smooth out the dents.

The house Morrow acquired was amaz-
ingly authentic to 1949. Much of the up-
keep and renovation he subsequently per-
formed reflects his personal taste rather
than attempts at historical accuracy. He
painted the house’s light gray roof and ex-
terior trim enamel a dark brown shade to
contrast with the pale yellow walls, re-
placed the furnace and introduced central
air-conditioning, added countertops, and
disconnected the Automagic. Strict
preservationists who disapprove of his al-
terations might bear in mind that Morrow
purchased the house as his residence—not
as a house museum—and that his changes
are, for the most part, reversible.

Morrow regards the interior design of
his Lustron house as an outgrowth of the
Bauhaus and Art Moderne movements of
the late 1920s and the 1930s. After all, not
much happened in the design world dur-
ing World War II. That is why he has cho-
sen to furnish his All-Steel Historic Home
in large part with pre-World War II furni-
ture rather than with the low-slung, cush-
ioned furniture that appeared in Lustron’s
advertising campaigns. Bauhaus-style
tubular-steel chairs and tables do, in fact,
complement his living room’s rounded
corners. In two bedrooms steel-construct-
ed suites designed for the Simmons Com-
pany in the 1930s by Norman Bel Geddes
make a strong case for applying the Amer-
ican industrial designer’s philosophy of
truth of materials to a house that makes no
bones about its all-steel construction.

On the shelves of the built-in dining-
room buffet Morrow displays his collec-
tion of miniature antique cars as a re-
minder of the stylistic lineage shared by
the automobile industry and his Lustron
house. He sees the hand of streamline-

THINKING BIG

(Continued from Page 58) caused less eas-
ily remedied problems. The state outgrew
its red-granite sentinel of eternity. The
population has increased almost sixfold in
this century, and the demographic bal-
ance has shifted from the farm to the sub-
urb. When built, the capitol accommo-
dated, with room to spare, virtually the
entire state government—the legislative
and administrative branches; a legislative
law library, the Texas Supreme Court,
and the Texas Court of Appeals. As ear-
ly as 1914, however, a superintendent’s
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conscious automobile stylists in such de-
tails as the recessed drawer handles of the
built-in furniture and the picture windows
that replace traditional projecting compo-
nents with flush-mounted casements.

“As I began to finish and furnish the
house to a presentable state, my feeling
became, ‘My god, this house is an impor-
tant part of our heritage, and there’s no
sense keeping it a secret,”” Morrow says.
With the encouragement of Indiana’s
state historic preservation office, he listed
his house in the state and national regis-
ters of historic places. His is believed to be
the only Lustron house listed in the Na-
tional Register, and it is almost certainly
the only Lustron open to the public as a
historic house.

Like others before him, Morrow finds
the avant-garde lonely at times. “My fam-
ily and friends think I’'m a nut—a real bas-
ket case,” he confides. He believes the his-
torical significance of the house also
eluded its original owners, even though
Norris Coambs was the longstanding pres-
ident of a local preservation organization.
(Others might interpret Coambs’s failure
to modernize his all-metal house as an in-
tuitive—if not conscious—act of preser-
vation.) Morrow’s neighbors have shown
little interest in his all-metal house, the on-
ly one in the neighborhood. He’s unsure
whether many of them even realize that
it’s open to the public.

All of which 1s fine with Morrow. He
wants to keep a low profile because sub-
urban zoning prohibits commercial estab-
lishments. That’s why he refuses to call his
property a historic-house museum; it’s a
historic house that is open to the public.
His situation prevents him from charging
an admission fee, but he does accept do-
nations. He has neither parking space for
tour buses nor public rest rooms, and the
house is not barrier-free for persons with
disabilities.

report mentioned overcrowding. To ac-
commodate new and expanded staffs the
superintendent partitioned corridors and
subdivided committee rooms. The crowd-
ing intensified after World War II despite
a spate of new construction,; six nearby
state office buildings were completed be-
tween 1959 and 1961, and more have fol-
lowed. And, as the capitol’s mechanical
and electrical systems became obsolete,
new ducts and conduits were layered over
the old systems, which typically were
abandoned behind dropped ceilings and
furred-out walls. The resulting dead
spaces became potential flues for smoke

Morrow would like to share the re-
sponsibility of operating his historic house
with a historic preservation organization.
He maintains a standing offer to donate
his Lustron house and to provide a modest
annual subsidization to a historic preser-
vation organization that will staff and op-
erate the house as a museum. Morrow re-
mains incredulous that no organization
that he has approached has accepted his
offer.

Public enthusiasm for his All-Steel His-
toric Home, however, inspires Morrow, as
it did Carl Strandlund. During the first
three months that Morrow publicized his
house in newspapers and through the
local tourism bureau more than a thou-
sand visitors crossed its steel threshold.
On some days—although perhaps not
many—Morrow is forced to keep visitors
waiting while he conducts a tour. (He lim-
its tours to a maximum of eight people be-
cause of the small size of the house.) At
least one party shows up each day, says
Morrow late in the afternoon of a day
when, so far, no visitors have appeared.
As if on cue, the doorbell rings, and Mor-
row greets a middle-aged couple.

“We just like to look at old houses,” ex-
plains a man who identifies himself as an
electrician by trade, still looking ambiva-
lent about approaching a stranger’s house
in an unfamiliar neighborhood. “Well,” he
continues, “they don’t have to be old—
just different.” As he scans the lustrous
surface of the porcelain-enamel-coated in-
terior, his face shows that he has come to
the right place. v

The All-Steel Historic Home, located at
411 Bowser Avenue, Chesterton, Indiana
46304-0508, (219) 926-3669, is open Tues-
day through Sunday, 1-5, from May 1
through October 31 and other times by ap-
pointment. Admission is free, but dona-
tions are welcome.

and flames, and the narrowed corridors
and crowded offices exacerbated the
threat of fire. The danger was brought
home by the 1983 fire.

The State Preservation Board that was
established soon after the fire was modeled
on the office of the architect of the U.S.
Capitol. Three successive agency directors
have been faced with carrying out a highly
visible project in a politically charged en-
vironment during a severe economic
downturn. The first architect of the capitol,
Roy Eugene Graham, was successful in
generating enthusiasm for historic preser-
vation and restoration and in promoting

HISTORIC PRESERVATION




the State Preservation Board as a concept
and was able to carry out projects limited
in scope. One of these proved to be a
source of broad public interest. The God-
dess of Liberty, the dome’s crowning or-
nament, had been fabricated in the 1880s
of zinc alloy and had since become cor-
roded and cracked. Once the statue had
been removed and disassembled, molds
were made of her sections, which were
replicated in aluminum. The original stat-
ue was restored, but its inherently fragile
condition precluded its continued display
more than 300 feet in the air. The replica
toured six Texas cities before being placed
atop the dome in June 1986.

In the fall of 1988 the State Preservation
Board selected Allen McCree as the ar-
chitect of the capitol. McCree’s primary
charge was to develop a master plan that
would be submitted to the legislature. He
realized that in order to obtain funding
from the legislature he had to promote
restoration and extension as a pragmatic,
logical solution to the problems of over-
crowding and safety. McCree lobbied for
the restoration to be funded and executed
as a single project rather than incremen-
tally, and he promoted the concept of an
underground extension. Working as a
joint venture, two Texas architecture
firms—3D/International of Houston and
Ford, Powell & Carson of San Antonio—
were selected in December 1988. Once the
project’s scope was determined, the State
Preservation Board obtained a $161-mil-
lion legislative appropriation.

Construction began in January 1991.
Since April of that year the complicated
restoration project has been brought to a
point of near completion by a woman
who previously had no experience as a
construction manager and who lacked
formal training in either architecture or
historic preservation. Dealey Decherd
Herndon holds the title of executive
director of the State Preservation Board.
A Texas native who recently joined the
National Trust Board of Trustees, Hern-
don had served for four years as the only
“citizen” member (not an elected official)
of the six-person State Preservation Board:;
she has also been a director of the A. H.
Belo Corporation and served as the ad-
ministrator of the Friends of the Gover-
nor’s Mansion. “I am a phenomenon that
nobody can figure out,” Herndon says.
“The most frequently asked question
about me is *How did you get this job?’
Basically my experience is in government
business, preservation. as a mother [two
grown sons), and as a volunteer in non-
profit organizations, so it completely
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threw the press when [ was appointed. My
talent is in managing an mcredible staff.”
Herndon's staff consists of fifty people
who. by all accounts, are a highly com-
mitted group. “Somehow, she has the
ability to get fifty to do the work of a hun-
dred and twenty,” says Bonnie Campbell,
the curator of the capitol. Working along-
side the staff is a similarly dedicated team
of architects, engineers, crafters, and con-
struction workers.

Herndon explains that the biggest sin-
gle issue at the beginning was what to do
with the 1,300 people working in a building
designed to accommodate 750. McCree’s
plan for an underground extension was the
long-term solution; in the interim, two oth-
er buildings provided “staging areas” in
which the 1,300 could work while the dis-
ruptive restoration work progressed. Be-
cause “almost no one would agree to move
out of the capitol forever,” she says, “our
next challenge was creating enough space
for the members and staffs of the House
and the Senate, for the legislative council,
and for the offices of the governor and sec-
retary of state.” (The state’s supreme and
appellate courts moved out of the capitol
more than thirty years ago.)

3D/International designed the under-
ground capitol extension as a two-story,
skylighted, north-south spine intersected
by two east-west corridors. Light courts
supply the offices and meeting rooms on
either side of the spine with natural illu-
mination. Two parking decks lie beneath
the structure. “We think of the capitol
and the extension as a single building,”
Herndon says, and a measure of the ex-
tension’s acceptance as such by Texas leg-
islators is the fact that in the office selec-
tion process some legislators chose the
extension over the capitol. The legislators
returning to the 1888 building are moving
into rooms restored to their original ar-
chitectural character. Ford, Powell &
Carson, the restoration’s designers, sub-
divided large rooms for offices with glass
partitions that rise from custom-designed
wood cabinets to the ceilings, thus pro-
viding full acoustical privacy without
blocking natural light.

Light, in fact, is one of the most impor-
tant qualities being restored within the
capitol. During the period in which Myers
designed the building, the available artifi-
cial light source was gas. For that reason,
explains architect Carolyn Peterson of
Ford, Powell & Carson, Myers manipulat-
ed and maximized natural light at every
opportunity. He provided oversized win-
dows, interior windows, and interior doors
with etched glass. Light that entered the
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colonnade at the base of the dome was
transmitted through the glass floor of the
rotunda to the basement: in the north wing
a skylight filtered hght down three stories
into the library.

“Natural light had been shut off by all
the renovations through the years,” says
Stanley Graves, the director of architec-
ture for the Texas Historical Commuission.
“The character of the light in the building
is going to be significantly changed com-
pared to the recent past.”

Throughout the capitol the spaces
deemed historically significant are being
painstakingly restored. These include the
rotunda, the public corridors, the House
and Senate chambers, the two court-
rooms, the Treasurer’s Office, the Leg-
islative Reference Library, and the origi-
nal governor’s office and reception room.
“Every one of the fully restored rooms
will be used for the business of the state—

When the Godldess
of Liberty was removed
from the top of the
dome, a wad of
crumbling papers was
found inside the star
she had held in her left
hand for almost one

hundred years.

not as museum period rooms,” says Hern-
don. “In this way we will be able to tell the
story of the capitol as it was originally
used, but in the context of today.”

The meticulously restored courtroom of
the Supreme Court, which was reopened
with a ribbon-cutting ceremony in Octo-
ber, shows how just one room had changed
over time. In 1888 the Texas Supreme
Court was an itinerant body of three
judges who shuttled from Galveston to
Tyler to Austin, the state’s most populous
areas. When holding sessions in Austin the
judges lived in apartments provided in the
capitol. Because they wore suits instead of
robes, no robing anteroom was needed,
but spittoons, or gaboons, as they were po-
litely called, were required for the tobac-
co-chewing justices and lawyers.

“This room served as the primary and
then the exclusive location of the Supreme

Court of Texas for nearly half of its exis-
tence.” said Chief Justice Tom R. Phillips
during the October ceremony. “It saw the
court develop the law of the state from the
time when we were...recovering from the
effects of a lost war to the development of
the great railroad industry crisscrossing the
state to the discovery of oil and gas and this
court’s leadership role in developing the
law of oil and gas for the United States
and. indeed, for the rest of the world.”

During the 1930s the Supreme Court,
requiring six additional seats for com-
missioners, had the 1888 bench extended
and repositioned from the north end of
the room to the south end. When the
Court vacated the capitol and moved to a
new building in 1959, the bench remained
in place. Now, guided by Darlene Mar-
witz, the State Preservation Board’s his-
torian and furnishings project manager
who relied extensively on period pho-
tographs, the bench has been returned to
its smaller size and to its original position.
Marwitz supervised the reproduction of
objects lost over time, including an un-
usual two-blade ceiling fan, a pigeonhole
filing cabinet, chairs, draperies, and car-
peting. The reproduction furnishings
bear inconspicuous marks of their date of
manufacture.

An unexpected bonus of the restora-
tion was the discovery of original interior
wood shutters behind a false wall that had
been put up in the 1930s to cover a win-
dow in the courtroom of the Supreme
Court. Elsewhere in the capitol restora-
tion workers found letters and legal briefs,
which had disappeared behind wainscot-
ing and beneath floorboards, and a lady’s
fan and a pair of women’s gloves beneath
the floor of the House chamber.

Earlier, when the Goddess of Liberty
was removed from the top of the dome, a
wad of crumbling papers was found inside
the star she had held in her left hand for al-
most one hundred years. “As it was stud-
ied carefully without taking it apart,” says
Bonnie Campbell, “we realized that what
appeared to be a wad of nothing of conse-
quence was rolls of newspaper, business
cards, and other items.” Conservators at
the University of Texas were miraculous-
ly able to unfold and flatten most of the
articles, which included German newspa-
pers printed in Austin. “We know that a
lot of German craftsmen worked on the
capitol, so it was an exciting find.”

And Miss Bobbie M. Wilcox’s button-
hole bouquet and Dr. R. E. Grant’s set of
false teeth presumably remain well-pre-
served somewhere down in a capitol
cornerstone. v
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