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Houston High School 
Name of Property 

Ownership of Property 
(check as many boxes as apply) 

D private 

!XI public-local 

D public-State 

D public-Federal 

Category of Property 
(check only one box) 

[gl building(s) 

0 district 

D site 

0 structure 

D object 

Name of related multiple property listing 
(Enter "N/A" if property is not part of a multiple property listing.) 

N/A 

Historic Function 
(Enter categories from instructions) 

Education/School 

Recreation and Culture/auditorium 

Architectural Classification 
(Enter categories from instructions) 

Late 19th and 20th Century Revivals 

Narrative Description 

Texas County, MO 
County and State 

Number of Resources within Property 
(Do not include previously listed resources in the count.) 

Contributing Noncontributing 

1 buildings 

sites 

1 structures 

objects 

2 Total 

Number of contributing resources previously listed 
in the National Register 

0 

Current Function 
(Enter categories from instructions) 

Education/School 

Materials 
(Enter categories from instructions) 

foundation 

walls 

roof 

other 

Concrete 

Brick 

(Describe the historic and current condition of the property on one or more continuation sheets.) 

[glsee continuation sheet(s) for Section No. 7 
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Summary: 

The Houston High School, 423 West Pine Street, in Houston, Texas County, is a two story with raised 
basement building constructed of brick on a concrete foundation. Except for the metal reinforcement 
rods in the foundation, all the material in the school was obtained locally. Its 200,000 bricks were made 
of clay mined in the county and fired at the local Houston Brick & Tile works. Oak and pine trees were 
harvested locally for the interior framing and floors. The building, based on designs developed by 
community residents in 1921, is of a simplified collegiate style with a projecting center entrance bay and 
side wings with large window openings to provide classrooms with natural light and ventilation. 
Architectural details are minimal with native stone used in the water table above the raised basement and 
for the comice that extends across all four sides of the building. The school's entrance and windows 
were modified in the 1940s, and a small 1-story annex was added to the east side in 1950. These changes 
occurred during the period of significance for the property and the building as a whole continues to 
convey its significance in education. 

Setting: 

Located approximately 1/2 mile west of the Texas County Courthouse, the Houston High School building 
is part of a complex of educational buildings and sports fields housing the Houston K-12 schools system. 
Due to their age or to changes to their historic character, other buildings in the complex are not 
nominated and have been excluded fi-om the boundaries of the nominated property. The high school, 
currently called the "Fine Arts Building" has a native stone fence fronting the property. This fence is 
counted as a contributing structure. The fence is 3 feet high and two feet thick capped with concrete. It 
encloses the southem perimeter of the entire school campus. The wall was completed in 1932 using local 
labor and native stone. 

Elaboration: 

The main block of the Houston High School building, constmcted in 1921, measures 80' 4" east to west, 
and 76' 8" north to south. It is 33 feet tall. A one story addition, constmcted in 1950 is attached to the 
east side of the building and measures 30' X 30'. The primary elevation faces south onto West Pine 
Street. The building has a small lawn in front, bounded by a native stone wall with concrete cap along 
the street. 

South Elevation: 

This two story building with raised basement is five bays wide. The center bay projects slightly and 
contains the entrance to the building. Originally, a set of stairs led to an entrance door between the first 
floor and basement. Around 1940, the entrance was lowered to grade and the stairs were removed. The 
windows in the center bay are offset from those to either side, marking stair landings on the interior. The 
second story of the center bay has a wide window opening with flat arch and stone sill. The opening is 
filled with modem windows. The third story of the center bay has a wide segmental arch window 
opening with shoulder blocks. The center pane of the modem window is filled with a vent, and there are 
fixed pane windows on either side. The comice on this bay is slightly arched as is the parapet wall 
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above. 

A wide stone water table separates the basement from the upper floors. The windows openings on the 
basement level are the same width as those on the upper floors and are each filled with 3 1/1 windows. 
The first floor windows on either side of the center bay have segmental arched openings and concrete 
sills. The original windows have been replaced with metal windows. The arches and transom areas have 
been filled with white painted panels and there are large fixed panes over smaller upper windows. The 
second floor has a flat arch with wide stone header and concrete sills. Like the second floor, these 
openings have been filled with three modem windows with white panels in the transom area, and fixed 
clear panes over small hopper windows. 

West Elevation: 

The west elevation has similar architectural features as the primary facade, though with simpler window 
openings. The elevation has a raised basement capped with a stone water table. Above the second floor 
is a simple comice line topped by a stone capped parapet wall. A metal fire escape stair, installed c. 
1950, extends from a door in the second floor, contains a landing for another exit on the first, and ends at 
the ground/raised basement level. Fenestration on this wall is irregularly spaced and varies in size and 
arrangement on each floor. The raised basement contains paired 1/1 windows clustered in the northem 
half of the fa9ade. The second floor has one window with stone header, and a door allowing access to 
the landing. The third floor contains four sets of paired windows. The entablature ofthe comice line 
acts as the header for these windows. Historic windows have been replaced with windows that have 
white-painted transom panels, square fixed panes, and small hopper windows. A single window, similar 
to the four paired sets, and a fire exit door are also located on this floor. 

East Elevation: 

The one story brick addition, c. 1950, is located on this elevation. The addition is simply designed with 
unomamented brick walls. The front (south) elevation is recessed approximately 15 feet from the fagade 
of the main building and contains a centered entrance door. The fenestration on the east elevation of the 
addition consists of three window openings. Two are smaller single windows with fixed panes and 
hopper openings, and the third contains three windows of similar design, though taller and narrower than 
other windows in the addition. The second floor of the main block of the building is exposed above the 
addition and contains 5 sets of paired windows. Windows are of similar design to those on the fagade 
and west elevations. 

North Elevation: 

The north elevation is very similar to the front, though it does not have the projecting center bay or 
rounded parapet wall. Windows in the raised basement have been removed, though there is a modem 
pedestrian door located in the center bay. Windows on the first floor have segmental brick arches 
containing three windows of similar design to those on the front and sides. The second floor has wide 
openings with flat arches and concrete sills. 
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Interior: 

The volume ofthe interior space is largely taken up by a gymnasium/auditorium in the basement and first 
floors. The auditorium has a stage on the east side and once had a balcony that was removed in the 
1970s. The auditorium can still hold 1500 people and was historically used both for dramatic 
performances and social events and for basketball and other sports. The basement has a T shaped hall. 
The base of the T leads from the entrance and has a classroom to the east and administrative offices to 
the west. The top of the T runs along the south side of the gymnasium/auditorium space. On the second 
floor there is a wide center hall flanked by classrooms and restrooms to the east and west. The hall ends 
at the south wall of the gymnasium. The third floor has classrooms on three sides of a central hallway. 
Stairs from the lower floors are located in the center of the southem portion of the floor plate, and the 
hallway widens slightly in the center section. Six classrooms of various sizes and an office/teacher's 
lounge open onto the hallway. 

The interior layout has not been altered significantly since the 1940s when the raised entrance was 
lowered to grade, likely for easier access to the auditorium. This change necessitated alterations to the 
entrance and interior stair well. Fire doors and other safety measures have been added to the interior, as 
have dropped ceilings with modem lighting and acoustical tile. The arrangement of classrooms and the 
volume of the auditorium, however, have not changed significantly since the constmction of the building 
and 1940s alteration. 
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Sketch Floor Plans showing general room arrangement: Drawn by John Impey. Not to scale. 

First Floor (originally the raised basement) 

B A m n o o M 
H A U . 

A 

N 

BATHROOM 

CLASSROOM 

H A U . 
A 

N 
CLASSROOM CLASSROOM 

1 STAIRWAY 1 
CLASSROOM CLASSROOM 

1 1 

CLASSROOM CLASSROOM 

1 1 

CLASSROOM 

C L A S S R O O M C L A S S R O O M C L A S S R O O M 

C L A S S R O O M H A L L W A Y 

A 

N 

OFFICE/ 
TEACHER'S 
L O U N G E 

C L A S S R O O M 
wammj CLASSROOM 

L A N D I N G 

Second floor (originally the T* floor) Third floor (originally the l*"* floor) 



Houston Hiqh School 
Name of Property 

8. Description 
Applicable National Register Criteria 
(Mark "x" in one or more boxes for the criteria qualifying the property 

for National Register listing.) 

S A Property Is associated with events that have made 
a significant contribution to the broad patterns of 
our history. 

• B Property is associated with the lives of persons 
significant in our past. 

• C Property embodies the distinctive characteristics 
of a type, period, or method of construction or 
represents the work of a master, or possesses 
high artistic values, or represents a significant and 

distinguishable entity whose components lack 
individual distinction. 

• D Property has yielded, or is likely to yield, 
information important In prehistory or history. 

Criteria Considerations 

(Mark "x" in all the boxes that apply.) 

Property is: 

• A owned by a religious institution or used for 

religious purposes. 

D B removed from its original location. 

• C a birthplace or grave. 

• D a cemetery. 

• E a reconstructed building, object, or structure. 

• F a commemorative property. 

• G less than 50 years of age or achieved significance 
within the past 50 years. 

Narrative Statement of Significance 
(Explain the significance of the property on one or more continuation sheets. 

Texas Countv. MQ 
County and State 

Areas of Significance 

(enter categories from instructions) 

Education 
Social Historv 

Period of Significance 
1921-1958 

Significant Dates 

mi 
1950 

Significant Persons 
(Complete if Criterion B is marked above) 
N/A 

Cuiturai Affiliation 
N/A 

Architect/Builder 
N/A 

i^liibir; Bibliographical Referem 
Bibliography 
(Cite tfie books, articles, and other sources used In preparing this form on one or more continuation sheets. 

See continuation sheet(s) for Section No. 8 

Previous documentation on file (NPS): 

• preliminary determination of Individual listing (36 
CFR 67) has been requested 

• previously listed in the National Register 
• previously determined eligible by the National 

Register 
• designated a National Historic Landmark 
• recorded by Historic American Buildings Survey 
# 

• recorded by Historic American Engineering 
Record # 

Primary location of additional data: 

S State Historic Preservation Office 
• Other State agency 
• Federal agency 
• Local government 
E University 
13 Other Name of repository: 

13 See continuation sheet(s) for Section No. 9 
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Summary: 

The Houston High School, 423 West Pine Street, Houston, Texas County, is locally significant under 
Criterion A in the areas of Education and Social History. When bids from contractors to build the school 
far exceeded the available funds, school board president C.E. Covert rallied the community to design and 
build the school themselves. With few exceptions, material for the school-brick, pine and oak framing 
and flooring~was made or harvested locally, and labor was provided by Houston citizens and students of 
the vocational industrial arts class. After completion in 1921, the building became the home of Houston 
High School and a center of community activities. In addition to school sporting events and plays, the 
auditorium hosted moving picture shows, theatrical presentations, firemen's balls and political rallies. As 
the population of Houston grew and its educational needs changed, the high school building was later 
used for elementary and middle school classes and as a fine arts building, and it continues to be used 
today for educational purposes. The period of significance is 1921 to 1958, the date of construction 
through the fifty year closing date for periods of significance where activities begun historically continue 
to have importance but no more specific date can be defined. 

Elaboration: 

Houston and Texas County 

In February 1843, the Missouri General Assembly attempted the organization of a new county to be 
called Ashley in southem Missouri out of parts of Shannon and Wright counties. This early attempt 
failed, but in February 14, 1845 the assembly passed a bill organizing the new county. Residents 
petitioned to name the county for the Republic of Texas. The name was timely and honored the attempts 
of the Republic to be accepted as a state, a milestone that was met in December of 1845. The name is 
also appropriate because Texas County is the largest of Missouri's 114 counties in land area.' County 
commissioners purchased land for the new county seat in 1846 and named the town Houston in honor of 
Republic of Texas president, Sam Houston. In March 1847 the commission let the bid for the first 
county courthouse to James Sweeny. The commission accepted the completed courthouse in December 
of that year.̂  

Houston itself was slow to grow in the early part of its history, likely due to the relative remoteness of the 
county. Before the Civil War, the town was home to the courthouse, and "about thirteen families and one 
store."' The town was destroyed twice during the war, "and when peace was proclaimed she had not a 
single inhabitant, nor was there even a bam standing within her present limits."'' The town began to grow 
again after the war and incorporated in 1872. By 1885, the town supported numerous businesses 
including dmggists, hardware stores, general merchants, a foundry, flouring and saw mills, a fumiture 

' Texas County Genealogical and Historical Society. Texas County Heritage, Volume 1. Rich Hill, MO: Bell books, 
1989; History of Laclede, Camden, Dallas, Webster, Wright, Texas, Pulaski, Phelps and Dent Counties, Missouri. 
Chicago: Goodspeed Publishing CO., 1889, transcribed in part online by Debbie Linton and Penny Harrell, 
1/26/2001 at http://texas.mogenweb.org/goodspeed/. Accessed September 24, 2008. 
^ Goodspeed transcript, n.p. 
' Ibid. 
' Ibid. 
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factory, several hotels and a newspaper. The general prosperity of the community also supported new 
educational facilities. 

Education in Texas Countv and Houston 

The early history of education in Texas County is murky at best. In summarizing the 1841 reminiscences 
of John T. Lynch, Goodspeed's 1889 history of Texas County notes, "I don't suppose that in that day 
[before the organization of the county] Texas County had any more population than the town of Houston 
has today, and public schools were unknown, as were almost any other kind of schools."^ More recent 
histories of the county mentions that a school was conducted in the courthouse in 1847,* though this 
would have been of short duration since the courthouse was not completed until December of that year. 
It is more likely that school was first held in the courthouse in 1860. According to local historian Julia 
West Parker, the earliest school in Houston was in 1860 with David Waite of Pennsylvania teaching 
classes for "older children" at the Texas County Courthouse.̂  This seems to correspond with other 
information in the historical record. In May of that year a new courthouse opened and the county court 
ordered that "the youngsters of Houston have the privilege of resorting to the house for civil mirth; when 
it is not otherwise occupied."^ This early effort at conducting school in Houston was likely a 
subscription school. In 1869, John Lynch taught the first free public school in the community.' 

The current Houston K-12 buildings are located on the site of the Houston Academy, incorporated on 
April 22, 1871. Though little information could be found on the academy, it appears to have been a 
private high school. The academy operated until 1882 or 1883 when the buildings and grounds were 
tumed over to Prof C.W. White for use as the Houston Institute. The transfer occurred on the caveat that 
White would take "charge of the public schools and build up the educational interests of the town."'" It is 
unclear whether or not this was a public school. It may be that the Institute was a private high school, but 
Prof White also oversaw the city's public elementary or common school. In 1883, White held classes in 
a new institute building and constmcted a home nearby the following year. During the first year he had 
30 students in the "academicals" course of study and 120 in the common school department. His 
academic classes increased in size to 86 by 1888. In Goodspeed's enumeration of school statistics it is 
noted that in the 1887 report of Texas County schools, C.W. White and three assistants presided over the 
graded school at Houston that had 223 pupils enrolled and an average attendance of 193." 

Whether or not the Houston Academy and its successor, the Houston Institute, were private schools, by 
mid-1890s the buildings and grounds seem to have converted to public use. The Institute became the 
basis for Houston's High School and set it in good stead for consistently high ratings in Missouri's early 
high school classification system. In 1909, Houston High School was one of 116 in the state that 

' Ibid. 
* Texas County Genealogical and Historical Society, p. 111. 
^ Julia West Parker. Out of the Past. Springfield, MO: Empire Printing, 1968, p. 39-40. 
* Goodspeed transcript, n.p. 
'Parker, pp. 39-41. 

Goodspeed transcript, n.p. 
" Ibid. 
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maintained a term of 9 months or more, and employed four or more teachers.''̂  This was the first year in 
which the state implemented its high school classification system. Schools were classified after an 
inspection that looked at buildings, school libraries, teacher qualifications, and several other factors. 
Classified schools had to meet minimum standards for the above and have a prescribed minimum course 
of study for each class. According to the Missouri Report of Public Schools in 1909, 1911, and 1912, 
Houston was rated as having a Second Class high school. This meant that Houston maintained at 
minimum a three year course of study, that its terms were at least nine months long and that it employed 
at least two teachers qualified to teach high school work.'"* In 1915, Houston became a First Class high 
school,"'* which required the school to maintain a four year course with work in English, math, science 
and history for 9 months or more each year and to employ at least 3 teachers qualified to teach high 
school work." 

Houston's public high school originally shared space with its graded elementary or common school. 
Even as early as 1909, it was likely that the school building was pushing the limits of its capacity. 
Though substantial in size, the Houston Public School (See figure 1) had a total enrollment of 326 and an 
average daily attendance of 260 in the 1909 school year. Of the total, 65 students were taking the high 
school course.'* In 1917, the total enrollment for the Houston school system was 400,100 of which were 
in the high school program. These years also saw an increase in high school graduates, with 2 reported in 
1909 and 19 in the 1917 school year.'̂  

Growing enrollment strained the public school building and in 1921 school superintendent James W. 
Tetrick reported that the commencement exercises "packed the Lyceum theatre to the doors." The 
exercises marked the "closing of a four year school course by twenty five of the finest young men and 
women." Tetrick was also proud to report that "in the last four years, the high school has doubled its 
enrollment... [and] at present we have outgrown our current building."'^ Though Houston was rightly 
proud of its high school course and the quality of education it provided, the need for a new school 
building to house the course was not easily addressed. The school had no building fimd, and the school 
system was limited to $15,000 in bonds for the purpose of constmcting a new school building. The 
lowest bid for constmction, however, was $59,000." 

Undaunted by the lack of funding, school board president C.E. Covert rallied the community. In his 
speech at the conference called to discuss the school he said: 

Sixtieth Report of the Public Schools of the State of Missouri: School Year Ending June 30, 1909. Jefferson City: 
Hugh Stephens Printing Company, 1909, p. 
" Sixty-Second Report ofthe Public Schools of the State of Missouri: School Year Ending June 30, 1911. Jefferson 
City: Hugh Stephens Printing, 1911, p. 68. 

Texas County Genealogical and Historical Society, p. 112. 
" Sixty-Second Report of the Public Schools of the State of Missouri, p. 67-68. 
'* Sixtieth Report of the Public Schools of the State of Missouri, p. 91. 
" Ibid.; Sixty-eighth Report of the Public Schools of the State of Missouri: School Year Ending June 30, 1917, 
Jefferson City, MO: Hough Stephens Printing Company, 1917, p. 251. 

Houston Herald, May 26, 1921. 
" Texas County Genealogical and Historical Society, p. 113. 
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I'll tell you what we'll do; we'll build this high school ourselves. Every brick will be 
made from clay within sight of town, every piece of lumber will be cut from Texas 
County trees.̂ " 

And it was so. To meet the demands of constmcting the building with local materials, Houston citizens 
organized to buy machinery and establish a brick plant. A school board member bought the first $100 
share in the company and within an hour, citizens subscribed $3,000 to the company. Bricks were made 
at the new refractory at $15 a thousand compared to the market price of $45 per thousand. Additionally, 
pine lumber was harvested locally at a cost of $22.50 per thousand board foot, half the market price. Oak 
for the floor was harvested in the county at a cost of $35/thousand board foot compared to a market rate 
of $125/thousand. The school board hired no contractor to constmct the building, but supervised the 
constmction themselves with labor from townspeople. While this greatly reduced the cost of 
constmction, the town still needed to raise money to pay for materials and constmction. A loophole in 
the law governing school bonds was found and citizens were able to vote to support another $15,000 
bond issue.̂ ' 

Though the school was able to raise $30,000 through bonds for school constmction, economy and local 
initiative were still the order of the day for completing and furnishing the school. The boys of the 
vocational industrial arts classes wired the building, installed the plumbing, and made the fiimiture. A 
boiler, costing $10, was converted into a pressure tank for heating, and a generator purchased from a 
street car company was used as a power plant for the school. This plant allowed motion pictures to be 
shown in the fmished school building. At the completion of constmction, the school district had a high 
school building valued at $65,000 that only cost the district $30,000. Locals hailed it as "an imposing 
stmcture made possible by the handiwork of people who defied adversity. With little money but a 
wonderful faith, this high school building provided a place to educate the youth of Houston and its 
environs."^^ The new school opened for classes in the fall of 1921. 

By all indications in local records, the school was built without the assistance of an architect or 
professional contractor. The design of the building, however, is typical of school buildings of the 1910s 
and 1920s in towns across Missouri. The Houston School board may have borrowed school plans or 
ideas from buildings in neighboring counties, or found inspiration in photographs and designs published 
in Missouri's atmual reports of public schools. In the 1910s, the annual Missouri Report of Public 
Schools contained photographs, drawings and often floor plans of new or proposed school buildings 
throughout the state. Published designs for town or larger consolidated schools shared characteristics 
with the final design for the Houston High School. Typically published plans featured brick, two-story 
buildings with raised basements and a slightly projecting center entrance bay. Most of these schools had 
thick water tables above the basement level and a decorative comice below a simple or shaped parapet 
wall. The fronts of the buildings had large window openings to maximize natural light and ventilation 
for classrooms. Al l of these characteristics are shared by the Houston High School. Though interior 
arrangement varied, many schools also included a large volume of space to be used as a gymnasium and 
assembly area, squared classrooms lined with windows, and spaces for libraries, offices, and restrooms. 

^"Ibid. 
'̂Ibid., 113-114. 

^̂ Ibid. 
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Houston's high school building made room for all of these features. 

Community efforts to constmct the Houston High School Building were an act of recommitment to the 
education ofthe community's youth. These efforts might also have been an act of recovery from the 
devastation of WWI and the 1918 Spanish influenza pandemic. Research on the effects of the war and 
pandemic on Texas County was not available, but there are hints in the school records that the flu may 
have had a significant impact on Texas County schools. In preparing for the 1919-1920 school year, 
Texas County school superintendent J. K. CoimoUy wrote: 

The schools of the county have now begun their year's work in eamest. A desire seems 
to pervade the soul of almost everyone that something must begim done to overcome the 
loss sustained last year by repeated setbacks due to the prevalence of the influenza 
epidemic.^' 

The statistics for school enrollment for the school years ending on June 30 of 1917, 1918 and 
1918 indicate that the epidemic did have a significant impact on the school term. Though the 
total enumeration of school aged children in the county grew slightly between 1917 and 1918 
from 6,611 to 6,617, the school enrollment dropped drastically from 6,558 to 5,805.̂ '' The 
pandemic peaked in the fall of 1918 and was greatly reduced in scale and effect by the summer of 
1919. The 1919 school year showed some recovery with a total enumeration of school aged 
children in the county at 6,512 and an enrollment of 6,124.̂ ^ Despite the setbacks. 
Superintendent Connolly found that citizens had a new respect and commitment for education in 
the county and a willingness to commit to its advancement. In his report to the state 
superintendent of schools he noted, "Verily the "Flu" has done some good."^* 

The constmction of the Houston High School building brought the community together, and community 
efforts were rewarded both by an expanding high school enrollment roster but also with a new center for 
community activities. In 1917, Texas County only had four classified high schools. Two-Houston and 
Cabool—were first class high schools. Licking housed a second class high school and the Summerville 
consolidated district No. 1 had a third class high school. Houston had the added draw of offering teacher 
training courses in addition to its high school course, something not available at any ofthe other Texas 
County schools.̂ ^ The number of high schools enumerated by the Texas County superintendent had 
dropped to three by the end ofthe 1919 school year.̂ * The limited opportunities for high school 
education, the teacher training courses, and Houston's central location and new school building pushed 

Seventieth Report of the Public Schools of the State of Missouri: School Year Ending June 30, 1919. Jefferson 
City, MO: Hugh Stephens Printing Company, 1919, p. 55. 

Sixty-eighth Report of the Public Schools of the State of Missouri: School Year Ending June 30, 1917. Jefferson 
City, MO: Hugh Stephens Printing Company, 1917; Sixty-ninth Report of the Public Schools of the State of 
Missouri: School Year Ending June 30, 1918. Jefferson City, MO: Hugh Stephens Printing Company, 1919. 
^̂ Seventieth Report of the Public Schools of the State of Missouri: School Year Ending June 30, 1919. Jefferson 
City, MO: Hugh Stephens Printing Company, 1919, p. 55. 
'̂'Seventieth Report of the Public Schools of the State of Missouri, p. 55. 

" Sixty-eighth Report of the Public Schools of the State of Missouri, p. 122-125, 132. 
Seventieth Report of the Public Schools of the State of Missouri, p. 55. 
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Houston into a center for education in the county. State high school inspectors from the Missouri 
Department of Education reported that just two years after the completion of the school building (school 
year 1923-24), the Houston school system had a total enrollment of 385. Of the total, 250 were enrolled 
in the four year high school course and/or teacher training classes. The high school enrollment included 
108 students that were not residents of the Houston school district.^' That 43% of high school students 
were from outside the district is a strong indication that Houston High School played a significant role in 
education in the community and county as a whole. 

As indicated above, the high school building completed in 1921 allowed the Houston School district to 
greatly increase enrollment in the school system. It also provided space for additional school sporting 
and educational facilities. The Missouri High School Reports for School Year 1923-24 recommended 
that the school continued to be rated "First Class," and outlined the educational opportunities provided at 
the institution. The school's 7 teachers offered 8 periods of "recitation" in algebra, plane and solid 
geometry, European and American history, civics and geography, economics, social history, Latin, 
physics, vocational agriculture, home economics, and teacher training for students in the upper three 
years. Al l students were required to take "physical culture" (apparently physical education), and could 
join the school orchestra. The school also had a library of 1748 volumes, most of which fell under the 
categories of literature (550), agriculture (400), and education (375). Categories of library books also 
included history and civics, sciences, and "other." '̂' 

By the mid-1930s, the total enrollment of the Houston High School had dropped, due in large part to the 
development of new high schools in other parts of the county. The 1937 Pineymo yearbook, named for 
the nearby Piney River, listed 119 high school students and seven teachers. Classes included social 
science, English, science, teacher training, vocational agriculture, vocational home economics, music and 
commerce. While most of the students lived within the Houston School district, the school still drew 
students from the county at large. The August 31, 1934 minutes of the Houston School Board notes, 

Adult students going to Houston High School who have finished their four year course 
that live in the consolidated district, [can attend] free of any charges of tuition but those 
to whom [sic] live out of the district or nonresidents to the consolidated district that are 
20 years of age and also taking a post graduate course shall pay $4.00 per month or 
$36.00 per school year.̂ ' 

Others of school age from nearby school districts could attend Houston High School for $6.00 per term. 
The board also discussed small charges for non-residents riding the school bus, and other fees for those 
attending the school but living outside the district. 

Because it originated in such an unusual act of community cooperation and self-reliance, the school 
building became an integrated part of the community and its educational and social activities. From the 

State Department of Education. "Houston High School," Missouri High School Reports for School Year 1923-24. 
On file at the State Archives, Missouri Secretary of States Office, Jefferson City, MO, n.p. 
^"Ibid. 
•" Board Minutes, Houston High School, 1931-1974. County and Municipal Records on Microfilm, State Archives, 
Missouri Secretary of States Office, Jefferson City, MO, Reel C12757, p. 58. 
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laying of the comerstone in June 1921, the school and grounds were a source of community activity and 
pride. The Houston Herald reported, 

Houston witnessed a great and inspiring Masonic ceremony last Saturday when Dr. C.H. 
Briggs of Springfield conducted the exercises which marked the laying of the 
comerstone of the new High School Building... The occasion brought a great crowd of 
Masons, their families and many other visitors to our little city . . . The comerstone has 
been duly prepared and placed at the southwest comer ofthe building, the stone bearing 
the names of the Board of Education . . . In the receptacle of the stone was placed a copy 
of "Pineymo," latest copies of the Houston Herald, [and] the Holy Bible. 

Though school buildings often become the social center for small communities, the Houston High School 
was from its inception meant to be both a school and a community center. Its plaiming included, for this 
reason, a "gymnasium which will seat between 800 and 1,000 [for sporting events?]... for other 
occasions will seat from 1,200 to 1,500." '̂ Before the completion of the high school, community 
members packed into the GAR Hall or Lyceum theatre for sporting events, dances, and plays, but the new 
high school's interior gymnasium with stage offered a roomier and more modem venue, one that was and 
continues to be well used. 

Houston's school system suffered financially during the Depression era. The Board Minutes that 
consisted in large part of monthly accounts of teachers and the salary paid, had the following written over 
one set of such accounts on March 16, 1934: 

These accounts of teachers were canceled as the Board of Education [has] no money to 
pay same and they were taken over by State Teachers Relief from March to end of May 
as the State had fallen short of estimations.̂ '' 

Troubled times did not significantly prohibit the use of the school's gymnasium for school and 
community activities. Though the school stmggled to pay staff, the school board opened its doors to a 
wide variety of events. Minutes showed board approval for use of the school for health and dental 
clinics, fire department-hosted firemen's balls, alumni association events, and even a Democratic 
committee political rally.'' School-hosted activities still dominated, at least during the school year. For 
example, the High School Literary Society, established in 1937, competed in debate and speech contests 
and also sponsored one act plays and readings that were presented to the entire community. The group 
also hosted community debates such as the 1937 debate topic "Resolved: that all electric utilities should 
be govemmentally owned and operated." The town's basketball team also became Missouri State 
Champs in the 1938-1939 school year, competing with area teams in the gymnasium. 

Houston Herald, June 30, 1921. 
" Houston Herald, August 4, 1921. 
^ Board Minutes, Houston High School, 1931-1974, p. 50. 
''Board Minutes, Houston High School, 1931-1974, specifically Septembers, 1935, p. 84; March 20, 1936, p. 96; 
May 3, 1937, p. 136; and January 11, 1938, n.p. 
^ Pineymo, Houston Public School Yearbook, 1937. 
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The early 1940s saw Houston High School continuing its role as a commimity center, with students and 
community members supporting the war effort. In August of 1942, the Houston Herald announced, 

Preparations are being made for the annual Texas County singing convention, to be held 
at Houston school gymnasium Sunday, August 2 . . . Al l Texas coimty singers are urged 
to take part in this great annual singing.'^ 

In 1944, the Herald reported that the school district's $30,000 quota for war bonds was "well over the 
top," that the Senior Class play had been a success, and that "A good program and a pie supper will be 
held Saturday, March 17 at the High School gym for the benefit of the Red Cross . . . Community 
education and service was also an important part of the school's function as evidenced by the 
announcement made by Dr. D.D. Sheppard, the school's vocational agriculture instmctor that "The 
community cannery at the Houston high school will be open from July 15 until October."'' 

The school building was altered somewhat throughout its period of significance as the needs ofthe 
school and community changed. In the school board minutes of July 15, 1937, the secretary noted 
alterations to the first floor room for offices and the move of the home economics department out of the 
building to the second floor of the old grade school.'"' Sometime during the 1940s, the entrance of the 
school was altered to lower the entrance to grade and modify the interior stairwell to accommodate the 
new entrance. In 1950, a small addition was added to the east elevation to accommodate music and 
debate classes. In more recent years, a new high school was constmcted and the nominated building was 
used as a middle school and fine arts building. 

The 1921 Houston High School building remains a center for community activities eighty-seven years 
after it was built by the community from locally harvested materials. The auditorium is still used by the 
school and as a collection point for donations for the local Relay for Life that benefits cancer victims. 
The classrooms are still in use by the middle school, and there is an option to use the school's auditorium 
and stage for local theatre productions. The building has had modem windows installed since its period 
of significance, but the building's massing, fenestration openings and exterior walls have not been 
changed since c. 1950. The building retains integrity and continues to convey its significance as a center 
for education and community events in Houston. 

" Houston Herald, July 23, 1942. 
Houston Herald, June 29, 1944. 
Houston Herald, May 29, 1947. 
Board Minutes, Houston High School, 1931-1974, p. 141. 
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Historic Photographs 

Houston Public School Building in 1894 

Figure 1: Houston Public School, 1894. 

Figure 2: Drawing of Houston High School, Houston Herald, August 4,1921. 
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Figure 2: Houston High School before and after entrance remodeling. 
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10. Gepgr^hical Data 

Acreage of Property less than 1 acre 
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U T M Refe rences 
(Place additional boundaries of the property on a continuation sheet.) 

1 1/5_ 5/9/2/1/5/6 4/1/3/1/6/4/6 
Zone Easting Northing 
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Zone Easting Northing 

Verbal Boundary Description 
(Describe the boundaries of the property.) 

2 / 
Zone 

I l l l l I l l l l l 
Easting 

4 / I l l l l 
Zone Easting 

Northing 

I l l l l l 
Northing 

Property Tax No. 

Boundary Justification 
(Explain why the boundaries were selected.) 

11. Form Prepared By 
llSee continuatton sheet(s) for Section No. 10 

name/title See continuation page 

organization date September, 2008 

street & number_ 

city or town 

Additional Documentation 
Submit the following items with the completed form: 

telephone_ 

state MO zip code 

Continuation Sheets 
IVIaps A USGS map (7.5 or 15 minute series) indicating the property's location. 

A Sl<etch map for historic districts and properties having large acreage or numerous resources. 
Photographs: Representative black and white photographs of the property. 
Additional Items: (Check with the SHPO or FPO for any additional items) 

Froperty Owner 
name/title Houston R-1 Schools, Attn: Dr. Dan Vandiver, Superintendent 

street & n u m b e r 4 2 3 W . P i n e te lephone_ 

city or town Houston state MQ zip code 65483 

Paperwork Reduction Act Statement: This information is being collected for applications to the National Register of Historic Places to nominate 
properties for listing or determine eligibility for listing, to list properties, and to amend existing listings. Response to this request is required to obtain a 
benefit in accordance with the National Historic Presen/ation Act, as amended (16 U.S.C. 470 etseq.). 

Estimated Burden Statement: Public reporting burden for this form is estimated to average 18.1 hours per response including time for reviewing 
instructions, gathering and maintaining data, and completing and reviewing the form. Direct comments regarding this burden estimate or any aspect of 
this form to the Chief, Administrative Services Division, National Park Service, P.O. Box 37127, Washington, DC 20013-7127; and the Office of 
K/lanagement and Budget, Papenwork Reductions Projects (1024-0018), Washington, DC 20503. 
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Verbal Boundary Description: 

The boundary is based on metes and bounds using existing roads and sidewalks. Beginning at the 
northwest comer ofthe intersection of North Street and West Pine Street in Houston, Texas County, 
Missouri, proceed west 686 feet along the sidewalk paralleling West Pine to the intersection of said 
sidewalk and drive opening in the native stone fence. Tum north at a right angle and proceed 180 feet 
along the drive, thence west 120 feet, again tuming at a right angle and proceeding South 180 feet 
through a secondary opening in the stone wall to the sidewalk paralleling West Pine. From this point 
proceed 120 feet east to the point of begiiming. 

Boundary Justification: 

The Houston High School is part of a large complex of school buildings and sports fields used by the 
Houston R-1 School District. Because much of the complex is newer or has been significantly altered 
after the period of significance, only the historic high school building is included in the nomination. 
Boundaries have been drawn to encompass the school building, associated front lawn and the historic 
stone fence fronting the property. Boundaries exclude neighboring, non-historic educational and 
administrative buildings and sports fields. 

Form Prepared By: 

1. John Impey, 1102 Augusta, Houston, Missouri (initial submission) 

2. Tiffany Patterson, MO SHPO, P.O. Box 176, Jefferson City, MO 65109 (additional research/writing) 

Photo log: 

The following is tme for all photographs: 

Houston High School 
Houston, Texas County, Missouri 
Photographer: John Impey 
Date: June 16, 2008 
Location of Negatives: On file with photographer, 1102 Augusta, Houston, Missouri 

1. South elevation, from west Pine, looking north. 
2. Close-up of south elevation, looking north. 
3. West elevation, looking east. 
4. East elevation, looking west. 
5. North elevation, looking south. 
6. Interior, second floor classroom, looking east. 
7. Interior, gymnasium/auditorium, looking east to stage 
8. Interior, gymnasium/auditorium, looking west from stage. 
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December 19, 2008 

Ms. Janet Matthews 
United States Dept. of the Interior 
National Register of Historic Places 
1201 T Street NW, 6*' Floor 
Washington, DC 20005 

Dear Ms. Matthews: 

Please find enclosed the following submission from Missouri for nomination to the National Register of 
Historic Places: 

Houston High School 
Texas County, Missouri 

Our state review board, the Missouri Advisory Council on Historic Preservation, approved the above 
nomination on November 14, 2008. All owners and appropriate elected public officials were notified and 
provided at least thirty (30) days to comment on the above proposed nomination in accordance with 
Section 36CFR60.6, interim regulations, using the exact notification format recommended by the National 
Register. 

A letter from the superintendent of schools, objecting to the listing of this publically owned building, is 
enclosed. Also enclosed is documentation from a group in support of saving and continuing to use the 
building for community purposes. 

If you have any questions concerning this submission, please contact Tiffany Patterson of my staff at 
573/751-7800, tiffany.patterson@dnr.mo.gov, or at the State Historic Preservation Office, P.O. Box 176, 
Jefferson City, Missouri 65102. 

Sincerely, 

STATE HISTORIC PRESERVATION OFFICE 

Mark A. Miles, Director and 
Deputy State Historic Preservation Officer 

Enclosures: asstated 

Rec>clnl Paper 
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Ms. Tiffany Patterson 
National Register Coordinator 
State Historic Preservation Office 
PO Box 176 

Jefferson City, MO 65102 

October 14, 2008 

Dear Ms. Patterson, 

I am writing in response to the letter I received today informing our 
school district that one of our buildings is being considered for 
nomination to the National Register of Historic Places. As a 
representative of the Houston R-I School District, I wish to inform you 
that our Board of Education does not support the nomination of our 
building to the National Register. It is the wish of the board and myself 
that our opposition to our building being nominated be made a matter 
of record and taken into consideration during the meeting on November 
14̂ .̂ 

The building in question is not in use currently. In an evaluation by a 
certified structural engineer conducted this past summer, the building 
was found to have framing that was inadequate for classroom or office 
loads. Based on that information, and the anticipated expense of any 
renovation project, it is unlikely that our district will have any use for 
the building in the foreseeable future. 

I understand that a listing on the National Register could facilitate some 
tax benefits for those contributing to restoration of the building. We 
already have an educational foundation in our district that can offer tax 
incentives for district benefactors. In spite of this, we have not seen 
any interest in the community in contributing to the cause of preserving 
our building. 

Because of the nature of our campus and the proximity of other 
buildings, the site on which the old building sets is the most logical 
choice for constructing a badly needed new high school facility. It 
wasn't until our board suggested to the community that the old building 
be torn down to make way for new constmction that the individual who 
contacted your department had any interest in the building as an 
historic site. 

Our district has limited space for building. We also have students 
attending classes in several different buildings. It is in the best interest 
of our students to have a new building located on the site of the 



building you are considering for nomination to the National Register. I 
do understand that a listing on the National Register would not prevent 
our district from proceeding with plans for demolition, but at the same 
time it could make it more difficult politically to move forward. While 
our district respects our history, we exist to best serve the students of 
today in preparing them for their futures. Having the building in 
question listed on the National Register would hamper our school 
district in fulfilling its primary mission of educating students. Please 
consider the best interest of our students in your decision regarding our 
building's status. 

Sincerely, 

Dr. Dan Vandiver 
Superintendent 



November 3 2008 '^Ol/0 fi £008 

To : Missouri Advisory Coimcil On Historic Preservation ^ ' ' ^^^ '^^ATIOIV OFnn 
From : John Impey, on behalf of the general will in Houston to preserve ^ 

its unique history 
Re: Superintendent's October 14 letter objecting to nomination of our 

original high school building to National Register of Historic Places. 

The present School Board's slighting of this honor in being considered 
worthy of recognition by the Missouri Historic Preservation Coimcil 
does not represent the feelings of the vast majority here in Houston or 
among alumni. The strange determination to destroy our unique history 
in Houston is an expression of a distinct minority who happen to find 
themselves, for the time being, with the means to destroy something 
greater than themselves in its meaning - transcending generations. 
Most in Houston take great pride in preserving its history. Our motto 
is " a town with a great past and a greater future". Since my brother 
and I began campaigning to prevent the mindless destruction of our 
history, we have become increasingly aware of how many in Houston 
feel they have a deep spiritual duty to preserve the legacy of their 
families' contribution in helping to build the original high school, 
overcoming great adversity to realize this improbable victory over Fate. 

Those in Houston whose families have the deepest roots in its 
native soil understand that the heroic effort to build in the shadow 
of an epidemic which had taken away so many of its hopes for 
the future generation was a imique expression in affirming and 
renevdng hope. We have in Houston, like most towms, a war museum 
honoring the self-sacrifice of those who believed they had to risk 
their own lives to protect future generations. We have in Houston, 
like all towms, gravestone monuments so that we do not forget our 
past, and therefore who we are today and what that means for 
carving out our future destiny before we too have our names 
inevitably inscribed on headstones. 

We also have, however, buildings here that remain visible 
monuments to the unique rciinbow prism which is cast locally 
when history is refracted through the lens of a particular people. 
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The Lynch-Tweed house, built in 1858, still stands on the edge of town. 
It was the only house that was not bumed to the ground during the 
Civil War. Its stands not as a monument to war but as a reminder 
to the people of Houston that they survived a terrible war in which 
more people were killed on their homesteads by bushwhackers 
than sons were killed on distant battlefields. The fact that it was 
still standing when the people of Houston retumed in 1865 to 
rebuild the town became a symbol of their resilient spirit. 

In a similar understanding of the need to preserve visible 
embodiments of their heritage, the rock-faced building dovmtown 
which was the Houston Casket Company reminds them of how 
the town revived after the Spanish Influenza took so many lives 
that they ran out of coffins. The Houston High School Building 
stands on a hill overlooking the tovm as a similar reminder that 
a people of real heroic determination will always find a way to 
rise above cmel Fate, which cares nothing for our modest hopes, 
and may sometimes do so in a way that creates something of 
everlasting value to everyone, not just a monument to Houston, 
for people of Missouri, or even for the people of one nation. 
For any victory of the spirit of creative Life defying the shadow 
of Death loonung over any land or people, at any moment in 
history, of the desire for peace reclaiming the wasteland left 
by war, is a tribute to the best in human nature, forever. It is not 
enough to remember in textbook history that our Finest Hours 
are not during wars but in our healing responses to the aftermath 
of wars (for the Spanish Influenza spread by soldiers retuming 
home from the trenches). 

Houston's Finest Hour, most of us here believe, should remain 
visibly embodied in a building which is as much a monument to 
the best in human nature, when they act cooperatively to create 
not destroy, in peace not war, as it is a unique expression of our 
community. To me the philosophical meaning of being honored 
by inclusion on the National Register of Historic Places is that 
our local Finest Hours should fuse into those of others across 
our nation as a collective legacy for future generations. It is 
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important to preserve monuments to battles or war dead yet it 
is surely equally important to preserve monuments to moments 
in history when people worked together with heroic self-sacrifice 
to try and renew their life following suffering by again tuming 
their hands to ploughshares and letting go the sword. 

Our Finest Hour in Houston happened in 1921, although 
it seems very modest in the scope of human history, when people 
picked up the stone mason's trowel to help build a new high 
school which enabled more young people in surrounding smaller 
communities to have the opportunity of getting a high school 
diploma. In 1921, in poorer mral areas, a high school education 
was still not a commonplace right, but the privilege of the few 
who lived within easy travel to the classroom. The determination 
of the six hundred people living in Houston at the time that 
education be extended to more in surrounding communities like 
Success, Plato, and Raymondville was also an expression of the 
willingness of every generation that the next be given greater 
advantages than they had known. 

They picked up hammers, hefted bricks from the factory 
they built for this purpose, some donating time and labor when 
they must have already been exhausted from farm work, 
as a way of saying they were exhausted from being asked to 
shoulder the burdens of war or Death, hefting rifles or 
serving as pall-beMers to coffins - but were not too exhausted 
to help their community renew its life and hope for the future. 

Retuming to the prosaic task of addressing the objections made 
to the nomination by the Superintendent, his chief argument is that 
your nomination of our building will "make it more politically difficult 
to demolish it "(tme) but therefore this "will hamper the school district's 
ability in fulfilling its primary mission of educating its students" (false) 
because of the need for new buildings when "our district has limited 
space for building."(entirely false). 
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There is no inherent contradiction between the Houston School 
Board's plan to build a new high school building adjacent to our 
original high school building rather than insisting on its demolition 
by building on the same site. They are quite aware, as is the Houston 
community no, that nearby towns like Cabool, Willow Springs and 
Mountain Grove chose to buUd new high schools without demolishing 
their original high school buildings, which are still in use by their 
districts. There is a very large expanse of land dowmhill from the 
Fine Arts Building (original high school building) which is quite 
suitable for this purpose, which now has only tennis courts on it, 
no longer in use. There is another even larger expanse of land 
next to the Vocational Educational Building which includes an 
old football practice field which would be a more logical candidate 
for constmction of a new high school building, as it would 
consolidate classes of a high school campus which the Board 
has stated they wish to be further removed from the iruddle 
school campus. 

The district has no "limited space for building". Indeed, 
they have more land ttiey have bought and left undeveloped 
than they know what to do with ! Those in the contmiunity who 
have pointed out for eight months now, since this controversy 
ccime to a head, that it was not rational for the school board 
not to compromise by simply building on a different site, 
have been patiently waiting, to no avail, for them to arrive at 
this logical conclusion. Following an April 8 defeat of the 
school bond issue - because voters became aware through the 
efforts of my brother and I, then others rippling through the 
community, that a vote for building a new high school entailed 
the destmction of the original high school - the school board 
still refused to deviate from their self-defeating strategy of 
linking the building of the new with the destmction of the past. 
Our high school building was spared demolition by a margin 
of only two votes. Yet the margin would have been greater if 
more people had known when they voted on April 8 that they 
were not in fact voting to destroy the original high school 
building (e.g. many were unaware that the re-named "Fine 
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Arts Building" referred to in the ballot initiative was in fact the 
original high school building). 

The original high school building was in fact being used for 
classrooms until May 2008, just as it always has been since 1921, 
until the re-count demanded by the school board confirmed that 
the school bond had been defeated. It was only then, suddenly, 
that the board began declaring that "they believed the building 
Wcis unsafe". When challenged to produce any report on which 
this nebulous feeling was based (cf. attached news articles 
and letters to the editor). Superintendent Vandiver admitted in 
the Houston Herald that no such report existed. He also confessed 
in the same open letter to the public, that the board kept no 
records on how much it cost to maintain the Fine Arts (original 
high school) Building or what it might cost to make minor 
repairs needed (if safety really was an issue). To date, no 
such information is yet been available to the public, despite 
Sunshine Law requests. Therefore his statement in the letter 
that "the anticipated expense of any renovation project" makes 
it prohibitive for ftie district to consider remains a meaningless 
void: no estimate of the cost of any renovations have ever been made ! 

Stung by public criticism as the result of these public admissions, 
an evaluation was indeed made by a stmctural engineer of the 
original high school building. Pinnacle of Springfield. Requests 
by myself to obtain more objective and thorough evaluations by 
tmly independent stmctural engineers, from firms without any 
relation to those vying for the contract to constmct the new high 
school building or who generally work with them were ignored 
by Vandiver and School Board President Tom Dimn. The original 
assertion by the Superintendent and the Board that this report 
(which actually only suggested minor repairs that ought to be 
made to the building) proved that the building was "imuseable", 
let alone "stmcturally imsound" or "unsafe" again had to be 
publicly recanted by the Superintendent in the Houston Herald 
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following my pointing out that the report itself made no such 
sweeping conclusions. 

As to the Superintendent's argument that "we already have 
an educational foundation in our district that can offer tax incentives 
for district benefactors" interested in restoring the building, he is 
referring to the Houston Educational Foundation which, in fact, 
has not only not shown any interest in protecting the building 
but whose members are uniformly for tearing it down. This is 
not surprising as (however inappropriately for a non profit 
organization which is not supposed to be simply a promoter of 
the school board's decisions) the school board itself approves 
the selection of its officers, the litmus test for approval being 
100% agreement with its agenda to demolish our alma mater. 

Conceming the statement that "we have not seen any interest 
in the community in contributing to the restoration of the building": 
(1) a probable majority of Houston alumni and citizens do not believe 
it needs restoring if by that is meant some extensive repairs. They believe 
quite frankly that the building's supposed dilapidation is a political 
myth invented by tiie board without any basis in empirical reality; 
(2) like myself, they were only made aware quite recently that 
the building was not being as well maintained as it should have 
been, in line with the school board's legal responsibility to do so 
or that the board planned to demolish it!; (3) many in the community 
have only been made aware that there are other resources for 
commimities to help them maintain the building which, in fact 
is in quite excellent condition, so that they don't have to rely on 
a Houston Educational Foundation which remains hostile to their 
very idea of saving our history from the mindless wrecking ball 
and bulldozer. I suppose I need not say much about the ad hominem 
rather lame argument that I "was only interested in the building as 
a historic site" after I became aware that the board was planning to 
demolish it! Yes, like many in Houston, I did not think I would have 
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to protect our history by appealing to those outside the community 
to help protect it. Indeed I had no idea that a school board would be 
willing to sell its own history downstream at the behest of corporate 
interests outside of Houston: District Financial Advisers and Architects 
whose interest is only profit not preserving our history or local autonomy. 
Not only does the Superintendent and School Board not represent 
the general will of the Houston and surrounding communities on 
this issue, they in fact have become representatives of firms in St. 
Louis and Springfield who would profit from the loss of our town's 
collective soul, its unique history. 

The Superintendent was correct in one statement only: your 
nomination of our original high school building to the National Register 
of Historic Places will indeed make it more politically difficult for 
them to proceed with a completely imnecessary destmction of 
a historically important monument to a people's tme understanding 
of the meaning of education. Education is the inheritance of the Past 
informing a Future which otherwise knows only the blind perspective 
of the Present. The school board in 1921 knew this. They knew, 
whether instinctively or consciously, that they were elevating 
in brick, iron, pine and oak not a mere building but a monument 
whose very visibility on a high hill would remind Houston of 
the tme meaning of education. Because its very brick, mortar, 
pine framing and oak beams came from the native soil, 
because their own sweat and sacrifice was infused in its body, 
something of their own soul, it would not be a generic building, 
such as a modem high school building usually is: neither built 
nor financed by the commimity itself - but would always be 
a tower of communal strength, a living essay in the meaning of 
past generations wisely reminding the present of its indebtedness 
to the sacrifices made on their behalf. Please help us realize 
our spiritual obligation to continue bequeathing the legacy 
of the Past being handed safely, like a family heirloom, to the 
next generation. Help us protect it today. We in Houston will do 
the rest. 

John Impey Houston Missouri 65483 
#417-967-2358 
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Recount Sought In Houston School District Bond Issue 

The Houston board of education will seek a recount of ballots cast in last week's 
election, which saw a $3.5 million bond issue go down to defeat by a slim margin. 

The count was 636-479. A four-sevenths majority - 57.14 percent-was required for 
passage. It received 57.04 percent How close was it? If two persons who voted "no" 
marked their ballot *Ves,'' it would have passed. .Additionally, it would have passed if 
three more traveled to the polls and voted yes." 

The board's decision came Monday night after visiting with Gary Barbe, a principal in 
Sam Winn and Associates, a Springfield architectural firm that designed the building 
that included more classroom space, a new library and additional computer and 
science studies space. No tax levy increase was necessar>'for passage ofthe issue 
that called for the new building at the site ofthe Fine .Arts Building. The only public 
criticism ofthe plan came from those who wanted to preserve the districTs original 
high school constructed in the early 1900s. 

While not making any decision to place the issue on the ballot again, the board will 
meet with faculty throughout the campus to receive suggestions. New plans maybe 
developed addressing such as the need for a commons area and additional 
restrooms facilities. After the discussions, the board will meet again with Barbe to v 
discuss any changes. The move will allow the project to move forward should the 
board decide to put the issue on the ballot again and the recount does show that the 
measure failed. 

County Clerk Don Troutman certified the election's results Friday. The school will 
follow a state statute that allows a recount at no cost because ofthe closeness ofthe 
election. 

Houston attorney Brad Eidson is expected to file papenÂ ork with the court that asks 
for a review. Troutman said the process should be simple. 



School Building Eligible for National Register 

The Missouri Department of Natural Resources has ruled that a Houston building is 
eligible for inclusion on the National Register of Historic Places. The determination 
came after an opponent to the demolition of the former Houston High School building 
filed an initial application. 

Voters in April narrowly defeated a bond issue that would have resulted In the 
construction of a new high school, and the former high school building would have been 
destroyed to make way for the new structure. The schooi district said the early 1900s-era 
building, which is named the Fine .Arts Building, is too costly to renovate and would not 
support needed space for students. A majority of patrons agreed, but the issue fell just 
two or three votes shy of the four-sevenths required for passage. The Houston board of 
education has not determined whether the issue will return again before patrons. 

John Impey, one of the opponents against the issue, said he plans to complete 
paperwork to get the issue approved for the historical designation. In a May 23 letter to 
Impey, Tiffany Patterson, national register coordinator for the Missouri Department of 
Natural Resources, wrote the Houston building is eligible for listing in the National 
Register of Historic Places under the criteria of education. 

The story of the school's construction by the community with locally harvested and 
manufactured materials Is especially compelling and tells ofthe community's dedication 
to the education of its youth,* wrote Patterson. 

Impey said late last week he would begin preparing final documents and revisions 
required by the state. 
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Tweed House Restoration Discussed 

Members of the Community Betterment and Arts Council of Houston and the City of 
Houston are discussing the possibility of restoring the Civil War Tweed House on Airport 
Road. 
The structure was acquired through a Missouri Department of Transportation grant by 

the city as part of an effort to secure property close to the Houston Memorial Airport. 
Representatives met Monday at the council's meeting to discuss the idea. The Tweed 

residence was one ofthe only structures still standing after the Civil War ravaged the 
community, historians say. 



IS Duiiaing unsarer 
To the editor: According to the minutes ofthe June 16 Houston school board meeting, 

in order to dispel rumors that classes were being moved from the historic high school 
(Fine Arts) building simply as a political ploy, "it was clarified that the district has moved 
classes out ofthe building because we believe It Is not safe.' In what way is it^notsafe?* 
In what objective structural analysis ofthe building or E.P.A. inspection report 
See LETTER, Psm A5 



rom Lti I tR, page A4 
or any publicly available empirical study is this vague feeling of'unsafeness* based? 
If certain members on the school board are sincere about making certain 
all of its buildings are safe for children and teachers, they should contact state 

agencies (as I have) about low-cost or no-cost inspections by objective experts, who 
have no interest in local politics, who can determine the structural integrity, possible 
health and safety hazards posed by all of its buildings once and for all. 
Otherwise children and teachers are just being moved about, from the one building 

\hB\ doesnt leak 
to others that still do, as pawns In a political game, from one unknown situation to 
another. 
If this proposal meets resistance from the school board, it can only mean they were 

not really concerned about determining the safety conditions in all of its buildings — 
just making a political statement against one of them. 

In passing, of what relevance to the story about the Hiett Gymnasium leaking (yes, if 
you neglect leaks long enough they cause worse damage!) was the statement in the 
Herald 
that a new high school building would have connected to the gym? 
Would that have prevented it from leaking? 
The entire universe isn't "safe* ultimately speaking for all living beings. Yet in order to 

take steps to make certain at least our surroundings are safe, we must first 
objec^vely 
survey them! 
If certain members on the school board really believe the historic high school 

building to be *unsafe*(?) they should not have allowed people to be In there last 
week in connection with the Relay for Life. This is just political fear-mongering. 
Americans are tired of It 

John Impey, Houston To the editor: Many of you may or may not know that Montauk 



past 25 years. 
With regards to your specific questions about the Fine .Arts building: 1. No 

condemning authority has ruled on the safety ofthe building. 
2. A safety inspection has not currently taken place. 
3. A "current use* policy for the building does not exist 
It is my intent to maintain open communications with all stakeholders in our school 

district. While it is impossible to make decisions with which everyone will always 
agree. It is vitally important that the decisions made for a public entity such as a 
school be fully informed. 1 can't promise to make everyone happy with every future 
decision, but 1 can work very hard to listen with an open mind to the opinions, 
concerns and even criticisms of district stakeholders. 
Respectfully, Dr. Dan Vandiver 



concerns and even criticisms of district stakeholders. 
Respectfully, Dr. Dan Vandiver 

Cava na ugh* s response: 
Sick Leave Pool: While the letter from the school states the sick leave pool days 

were distributed equitably and no days were left. Dr. Vandiver was able to clarify that 
there were less than two dozen days left after the equitable distribution designed by 
the committee. He informed me the leftover days were distributed among the support 
staff. He did notvolunteer how this was done equitably. 
0/d High School Building/Fme Arts Buildmg Safety issue: When I delivered my letter 

asking for informatton about how and why the building was and was not being used, 
school officials told me they had ^backed ofl̂  their statement to the Herald about the 
building not being safe. 



School District Re-evalyatirig Campys Needs 

The Houston School District will conduct a comprehensive review of its campus 
needs following the defeat of a bond Issue in .April that would have led to the 
construction of a new building. The decision came Monday during a meeting ofthe 
board of education. 

.Attending his first board meeting since becoming superintendent. Dr. Dan Vandiver 
said several issues will be addressed as part ofthe review process: 

Teachers and patrons will be soughtfortheir input on district needs. 

*A structural engineer will make a report on the condition ofthe Fine Arts Building. 

The district will study its finances and look at its bonding capacity, which has 
Increased since the original building plan was conceived. 

Voters at Houston narrowly defeated the proposal In November. A new library, 
computer and science labs, as well as additional classrooms would have been 
constructed at the site ofthe Fine Arts Building. The plan also called for the 
replacement of bleachers at Hiett Gymnasium. It was the first stage of a three-prong 
building plan. No increase in the school's debt levy would have resulted. 
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NEW: Houston Schools will no longer use Fine Arts Building, which is deemed "structurally unsound " 

The Houston School District will no longer allow use ofthe Fine .Arts Building on its 
campus after an engineering report issued Friday says that it is structurally unsound 
without renovations. 

The conclusions are contained in a 13-page report released by Pinnacle Design 
Consultants, a Springfield firm hired to examine the safety ofthe 1921-constructed 
building that once housed the community's high school. 

More News 

NEW: Houston Schools will no longer use Fine Arts Building, 
which is deemed structurallv unsound ' 

Ronald Hamme said a review found framing issues that were inadequate for loading ri.r->r-.L-.Mr>. f».,t^r.. c.ii„...;^„ ^-.^.A...* .... ... . .... ^ BREAAlf'4G: Motorcvclist Senous Follo'^ing Accideiit 
conditions in some areas ofthe bui dmg. 

The report essentially establishes that, short of renovations to reinforce substantial 
amount ofthe building framing, the building is unusable for student purposes," said 
Dr. Dan Vandiver, superintendent. 

In his report, Hamme said he also found foundation settling issues. 

Vandiver said the district will no longer use the building and has advised two 
community groups that its auditorium will no longer be available for public use. 

NEW: Two Held in Licking Cnmes 

I2I Junior Livestock Sale, Demolition Derby Highlight Last 
Night of Fair 

The Week .Ahead: Unseasonably Mild Weather 

ts) 24 Hours in Houston: Week 6 

Countv, Cit'f To Sell Tracts for Taxes 
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Dr-Sian Vandiv^ 
Houston School 
423 W. Fax 
Houston, MO 65483 

Se: Evaluatim.ofthe Fine^its fiullding^ 

On'Jvfy i3,:l<g>t, 1 inspected ffie^ve-reivrenced s'tnicture with.re^ct-to itsusejuid 
siistBlnabiKtyfor.fuiureluses^Jtliin'tlK; district 

This structure is a'ffiree stoiyimasoni/ stntnure coinptoteid in ljp21, Jt cuteeilf ly hâ  Qiaissnsoins, 
offices, r$tn)oii!$,.BS'\yen as aii aiiditoriuni. 

A visual inspeia^ pf iho Bxteripr was performed fiist.rad the foilowihg piiofos show some areas 
drcdiicem. 
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These photos show some cracks iaihe foundation walls. These are Tnost likely caused from 
settlement, and appearlo have occuired sonie time ago. The cause of this settlement might t>e 
attributed to dtainags and ninoff. The foltowihg photos show some downspout locations. 
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These downspouts do .not allow water to prpperly drain away from the building. This 
accumulation of water can caoisie excessive moisture in the sub grade and subsequem settlement 

The fbllowing.photos show smite discoioraticm w tbe exitiripr Inick in Uw.area's tKtween wiiidows 
in the 'lpwer level The fotlcfwitig photos show this. 

BBBiiWiPiiliypMil 

It appears that this brick had been repaired or replaced. It iS;di£(icultlodeten;iin.e>vliat:bBppei]ed 
in flieso ajj!^; however tbe:repair5'ap̂ eattO:have;be<en.adequ8te. 

TIM' Interior structure was analyzBd-for sUitainlity. <f occuptiicy. 

The two oecupancies-that were considered are qffice^ an̂  iclassnDC)i:B, 

7!|ie'-following srelhp )Qading.Gritefia'fbr each. 

Offipe: 
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Dead Load; 2p,?.S;F. 

d.a$srQ0in 

Live,l«8d;;40T>;SĴ -
DeadLowbMl>3S.F. 
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In area A, this is the-fraroing'aboVe'̂ Qie lOw^ballwi^. This fraj^iiig; Was diftenpined to be'ĵ ugh 
saWn 2x4 spaced IS" o.c. spanning i 1 *. These memliers are inadequate for either loading 
iQondition, and would have to be reinforced in order to accommodate the: tpquired Ippding, 
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framing members are inadequate for either'totding eanditiQt);.hoWQra'.less wwk wilj be reqiiiiipd 
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.ca|Mble of supporting the classroom loading'but would need to t« reinforced in orders factlitaiB 
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¥ot simpli(aty,4fl..inp(j1iB6ations )Q bp ̂ vit wIlLitontmniodiitB tlie o^ceJindii^'Of 100 .P^.F. 
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wall. This-ean he..fiHtened to the existingivopd Joist'with>#8 wood screwy. 16̂ <i>.c. '$taggeiiea,' 
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Bows Report on Historic High Scliool Buiidini 
The engineer's report on the historic fiigh schod (line arts) txjilding does not, \n fad. conclude an yttiing about it being "sl 

tunally unsaund" or "unusable." These are scare quotes added by those on the school board who seem obsessed with tec 
down histor>'. Mountain Grove, Willow Springs and Caboo\ also have high school buildings built mthe 1920s which they still 
They simply built their nm high schools near them, thereby preserving their history while not denying the reality of change. 

The report from Pinnacle adrriits that It is only a "cur^*" visuaj walk-through, not an actual inspection ol all critical be 
arid joists. E g. In mm C, the bean\s lhat support these joists were inaccessible to inspect md determine their size." (pg. 5 
n\ainly points (MJI rrinor superficial problems and suggests easy, relatively Inexpensive repairs. "The foundations that have se 
nvay be underpinned arxt jacked to bring back level" (pg. 5). The cause ol this settlement might attributed to drainage 
the do^vnspouta will have to fae rewortced" (pgs. 3,5). The need for a tew trips to the hfifdware stone hardly justifies the ac 
board's overreaclion that it is now '̂ unusable"! Ttis is simply a poliiical ploy to begin convincing alumni that since the board 
decided long to become derelict in their duty to maintain taxpayers' buiWings, akimni might as well abandon their dui 
preserve their fieritage. 

The report iteelf is not unbiased or odjecti'̂ . Sam Winn, architect. Springfield hired Pinnsele, a frequent business as£ 
ate, to conduct the superffcial inspection. Winn stands to gain millions by buikJing a new complex which for some unlathom "~ 
reason must be M\t precisely on ttie same spot as the historic building. Pinnacle of ^ringlield is not about to issue a re 
which will cost their firiends a lucrativ'e contract. 

When there is a bias behind a report, statisttes get skewecf to get the outcome one wants rathef thsrt whdt fAcfs supi 
The Pinnacle skew is to be found on page 5: Tor simplicM:/, all moditicatbns to be made (to reinforce tloo^) will aoconmo 
the oflioe loaKlIf̂  of lOD pounds per square foot Ifv'e load." Ws standaid tor judging load beanr̂ , tor ttoors that ha'̂ e to. 
port heavy msaSrory. m wm̂  higher than tor those ̂ roprisie ior classft)oms (40 P.S.F.) because they only have to sup 
the weigtt ot hmm beings, desks, etc. This invalidates his conclusion that ihe present Iraming is ina-dequate for loading wft 
reintorcemeni 

You dont judgs the fcMid-bsaring capability of a human being by the standard appropriate to an elephant. Ntor classro v 



iiMi^i wittt irU^ ^ i ^ t lEiG^HjaaikHfiauvchauai^iti..^. 

When there Is a bias behind a report, slatî fcs get skewed to get the otf ajme one mMs nther iist what M€f§ mf̂ . 
1̂  P i n ^ ^km Is to be found on page 5: Tm ̂ mplicity, all modiiicattons to be mad̂e (to reinforce floors) wil accmm^ 
m otftce loading of 100 pounds per square foot lî 'e load." Ye* Ws standard tor jirdgir̂  load bearing, fof ftos that have to: 
oit heavy msMchinery, is much hlgier than tor those appri^^n for classrooms (40 P.S.F.} because thff/ only to sup 
m weight of hymsn beings, desks, etc. TOs Invalidates his conclyslcm fiat the presert Irami ng is tedequ^ for loading w It 

VcMJ pdgt the load-bearmg capsi^ily of a Iwrnan toeing tr̂  the s l ^ ^ rd appropriale to an diephanl. Nor classro 
^ Mjpfwrt hLiiffli mwĵ t &y tie sland^d app^rrate to those i^icft iiLBt m p̂ort inany he r̂y mK^hlm .̂ Yes, tfihe sc 

planniî  t i ise tapper (tors to mm^mm Sheinan toiks or to hold cfewang classes for dreys elephsrts, i w M dc 
tsaiBed to reinforce is Itoofs. ftJttocQftoerrawi^dassiTOmiBB.Ihasteldupperfeciy-i^ 
m may be ce rtain that i! such cfa:ks eii^ed, they w M havi been [Binteti out in the Pinrracte repi»t! 

Ite ^)ort s^ys s^sokitety /ioffldi|r which wmjld lead one to the Grand Canyon leap in k^ic fiat the groiaid fkjor 
uditorium cannot be used or should be off-limits to alumni tunc tions, This ban on auditorium use was deferKled, at the 
:hool board meeing, by the lame argument that peqjie ^tending aiumni lunclions would haf/e te use the bathrooms on 
m suddenly precwoiis secwd tm. Unless ail the stairs aft rici^ etept^ls lii^e Hannibal, i iwt prob 
iM lh(^ ifl a siraii »!piin§ exc^ <Mi KOT^ixiB's oi^^^ 
oifivef lis Misinity to Ite pneral^ sane im^m. 

Tte hî lciic hig^ ̂ t o i tajilding ̂  much ^iwipr thai mfj niKtem ta*frfs Iwii by Wirwi R ranlorced l ih Iron, 
xpensive now to use. te strer^h is columns of mm compared to modem pâ e-board box construction. 



To the editor: Last week's edition ofthe paper contained an advertlsennent that ran in 
space paid for by sonneone in the comnnunity. "̂ Bogus Report on Histonc High School 
Building/ Please allow me the opportunity to correct some inaccuracies contained in 
the piece. 

1. The writer of the piece maintained that the engineenng firm who conducted the 
Inspection of the building did not find it to be "structurally unsound* or -̂ unusable.' 
Technically, this is tme. The engineering report did not use the words "structurally 
unsound* or *unusable."The report did however find that the framing between the first 
and second floors ofthe building, part of which is made up of only 2x4 lumber, was 
inadequate to meet current load-bearing requirements for either classroom or office 
space. 
2. The piece also stated that, "The report itself is not unbiased or objective. Sam Winn, 

architect, Springfield hired Pinnacle, a frequent business associate, to conduct the 
superficial inspection.' Sam Winn & Associates had absolutely nothing whatsoever to 
do with choosing the engineering firm Pinnacle. In the interest of objectivity*, I contacted 
a separate architect who has not been working with Houston Schools in anyway, to ask 
for a reference for a good engineering firm. 

3. It was suggested that an architectural firm would stand to gain millions from a 
construction project for Houston Schools. District bonding capacity is currently 
approximately S4.5 million. The standard architectural fee is 6 percent of the project. 
That means if a project was for the district's maximum possible, the architectural fee 
would be far short of millions at $270,000. 

4. Because the engineer's report included both office and classroom load-bearing 
requirements, the author of last week's piece misinterpreted the report to mean that 
renovation to reinforce the fi-aming to meet classroom load requirements was 
unnecessary. The report very distinctly stated that the framing In large areas between 
the first and second floors was Inadequate for either load bearing requirement* 



space. 
2. The piece also stated that. The report itself is not unbiased or objective. Sam Winn, 

architect, Springfield hired Pinnacle, a firequent business associate, to conduct the 
superficial inspection." Sam Winn & Associates had absolutely nothing whatsoever to 
do with choosing the engineering firm Pinnacle. In the interest of objectivity, I contacted 
a separate architect who has not been worthing with Houston Schools in any way, to ask 
for a reference for a good engineering firm. 

3. It was suggested that an architectural firm would stand to gain millions from a 
construction project for Houston Schools. District bonding capacity is currently 
approximately ^.5 million. The standard architectural fee is 6 percent of the project. 
That means if a project was for the district's maximum possible, the architectural fee 
would be far short of millions at $270,000. 

4. Because the engineer's report Included both office and classroom load-bearing 
requirements, the author of last week's piece misinterpreted the report to mean that 
renovation to reinforce the framing to meet classroom load requirements was 
unnecessary. The report very distinctly stated that the framing in large areas between 
the first and second floors was Inadequate for either load bearing requirement* 

5. The piece does accurately state that the engineer's report says nothing about the 
auditorium on the first floor being unusable. I made the decision to stop any use of any 
floor ofthe building based on the increased liability that comes with the knowledge of 
weaknesses in the building. We have, In writing, a report from a certified structural 
engineer stating that significant portions of the building have some framing problems. 
While it could be considered unlikely, if an accident ever happened that someone could 
connect to the structural Integrity of the building, our knowledge ofthe engineer's report 
would send the district's liability for injuries skyrocketing. That is a liability I am 
unwilling to accept for the district or myself 
The whole debate surrounding the old high school, now referred to as the Fine Arts 

building, began because there are some pretty definite facility needs that our school 



renovation to the old building would result in the kinds of space required to meet district 
needs. At best, after a very expensive renovation, we would have some classrooms 
available, but not a library or cafeteria; and we would still have a 90-year-old building. 
In addition to other needs, our campus Is very spread out Students attend classes in 

four different buildings regardless of weather. For any project the district undertakes, 
avoiding further spreading out of our campus must be a consideration. 

I understand the sentimentality connected to the old high school. I went to school in 
that building for years, too. However, the Houston R1 School District does not exist to 
serve history or sentiment; it exists to serve the students of today. We have as our 
primary duty to our current and future students to use available resources in the best, 
most efficient way possible to ensure that we offer them the most optimum education 
we can. 

In the decisions with which we are faced, much more weight must be given to what is 
best for our kids now. than is given to holding on to our past Both are Important, but not 
equally important Still. I believe we can find a way to do both simultaneously. 

Dr. Dan Vandiver, superintendent To the editor: This is in response to Reg Kelly's 



Fiddling While History Bums 

Since all roads lead to Rome, by what route Winn or some unnamed "separate 
architect,' arrived at the choice to have Pinnacle of Springfield produce a report on the 
historic high school building is irrelevant The report's lack of objectivity lies in its 
selective bias and its ultimate worthlessness in the fact that it did not inspect the load 
bearing beams themselves. The alleged unsupported area grows, magically morphs 
before our very eyes, in the superintendent's letter, fi-om being 'part made up of only 2x4 
lumber' to three paragraphs later, framing In large areas between the first and second 
floors* then to "significant portions ofthe building have framing problems*! 
This is a striking illustration how one raindrop can grow into an imagined flood when 

one sees what one wishes to see rather than sticking to what is actually printed. This is 
how fact quickly grows into mythology. From a few 2x4s supporting a drop-down ceiling, 
the engineer certainly should have known better than to make any pronouncement at all 
about the hidden floor joists above it, which are undoubtedly the same massive 2x12 
oak beams which they used for support throughout the building. The materials used in 
a building are obvi-ously relevant to Its structural strength. .Any Inspection which does 
not know the materials and does not see the beams is worthless in its calculations 
because they are being applied to an unknown *X.' 



Any superintendent knows that school districts are absolutely protected by state law 
from being held liable for accidents by community groups using their buildings. Statute 
177.031.1 ...The school board shall keep the school houses and other buildings in 
good repair., and cause an accurate account of the expense thereof to be 
kept..177.031.2. All persons upon whose application or at whose request the use of 
any schoolhouse building ...is permitted., shall be jointly and severally liable for any 
injury or damage thereto which directly re-sults from the use.̂  

Superintendents and school board members are required to know such basic state 
laws (Ignorance is not considered an excuse) because violating laws about public use 
of buildings, no bid contracts, etc. can cause their state aid to be suspended. I can only 
conclude therefore that the statement that the Houston alumni were banned from the 
use of the historic auditorium because of the potential of an accident "sending the 
district's liability for Injuries skyrocketing'was knowingly false, not a mistake based on 
ignorance ofthe law. 



My observation that preserving history and allowing for growth are obviously not 
mutually exclusive alternatives (Cabool, Willow Springs and Mountain Grove quite 
sensibly did not insist on building on the same site as their original high schools) was 
evaded. The Houston School District does indeed exist to serve history as well as to 
serve the students of today because there is no contradiction between them as Cabool, 
Mountain Grove and Willow Springs have demonstrated. Preserving history has nothing 
to do with "sentimentality.' Education is the inheritance of the past guiding the 
otherwise blind perspective that only knows the present Therefore preserving history Is 
absolutely indispensable to education. 
As to one citizen's feigned fear that he flnds my '^obsession with the building fi^ankly 

scary*: if you can't distinguish between the determination of those citizens who tried to 
save historic Rome from burning down and the Nero who was obsessed with 
destroying its history, so that only his new buildings would be remembered, there is no 
hope for you. It's no use for his ghost writer to keep pretending that I am alone. Last 
April 8, 479 voters agreed with me. Their numbers are growing. The fvllssouri Historical 
Preservation experts agreed with me. The National Historical fvlonument list may soon 
announce Its agreement with me. Nero, please flddle at least a different tune. This old 
sawing away, appealing to fear rather than reason, is out of synch with the nation. 
John impey 



Alumni Please Speak Up to Save the Historic 
Home of the Houston Tigers 

The concept and construction of the Historic Houston High 
School: An Enduring Monument to Hope. 

1921 was a dark time for the people of Texas County. They had been hard 
hit by a war, then three years of Spanish Influenza epidemic. They labored in the 
shadow of the twin hardships of poverty and the lingering consequences of World 
War I. Hope for the next generation seemed blighted like blossoms in a late frost. 
Of the local young men serving in that war , forty were killed, twice that number 
returned home wounded or suffering from shell-shock. The Spanish Influenza had 
also claimed over three hundred lives locally. 

Yet, it was in this time of despair and grief that the community of Houston 
pulled together to build an enduring monument to the hope that their youth would 
have a brighter educational future by building a new high school with their own 
hands, making great sacrifices to do so. The historic Houston High School 
building remains today as a testament to the faith, courage, and determined spirit of 
self-sufficiency of the Houston community which , at that time, only numbered 600 
people . Those determined people rose above adversity to see this building 
become a reality. Today it stands on that hill above town as a solid monument to 
what can be achieved when there is a concerted will to achieve by a community. 
For these reasons, our High School building has been recognized and honored by 
the Missouri Historical Preservation Society in 2008 as worthy of nomination to 
the National Register of Historical Monuments. (Photo during construction 1921) 



"A new high school was needed, but the school had no building fund ..• 
When the lowest bid ·for the project was $59,000, C.E. Cover4 president 
of the board, called a town meeting and said, "I'll tell ¥Ou what we'Rdo;: 
we'll build this high school ourselves. ·Every brick wiRbe made from clay 
within sight of town, every piece of lumber will be cut from Texas County 
trees." And it was so. · 

A companywas organized-to buy machinery and start a brick plant. 
A member of the school board bought the first $100.share and within an 
hour $3,000 had been subscribed to the company.· No contractor was hired. 
Bricks were made at $15 a thousand as against· the niarket price of $45. 
Pine lumber at a cost of $22. 50 a thousand which was one half-of the 
market price. Oak for the floor was $35 a thousand against the market 
price of $125. 

When the building was about half finished, the funds were exhausted ••• 
Thirty citizens·signed a note for $15,000 and this sum was borrowed. A 
special election was then held, bonds were voted and the debt was paid. 
The boys of the Vocational Industrial Arts classes wired the building, 
installed the plumbing, and made the furniture. A boiler, costing $10 

was converted into a pressure tank. An old generator was purchased fr~m 
a street car company in Springfield and was used as a power plant so that 
motion pictures could be shown in high school. When the work was completed, 
Houston had a $65,000 high school building which cost the district $30,000. 

It was an imposing structure made possible by the handiwork of people 

who defied adversity. With little money and a wonderful faith, this high 
school provides a place to educate the youth of Houston and its environs."~ 
Alice Fourt Crawford and Mildred Fourt Melton, Texas County Heritage? 

FoundingA Heritage 1921 

Walter Adams * 
Mary (Westbrook) Adams 
Walter Adey 
Amanda (Elmore) Adey 
Guy Akins 
Melva (Bowles) Akins 
J oseph Aldridge 
Mary·(Bellamy)-Aldridge 
Wales E. ·Aldridge · 
Mary (GObble) Aldridge 

W.H.Arthur HowaFd Bartch 
Aquilla (Douglas) Arthur PearL(Joh'nson) Bartch 
James HBaker William E. Barton * 
Ora (Goodwin) Baker Marietta (Tweed) Barton 
J ames A Baker John C Baty 
Anne(Edwards) Baker Mary (Atchely)0Baty 
Walter Baker Elmer·BJankeJiship * 
Bessie· (Watson) Baker . Meda (B.nrchard}Blankenship 
Otis ]Jandy · .Effie ( ·Tweed) Bliekensderfer * 
May (McCubbins) Bandy 

Local Families who contributed to the Historic 
High School Building construction. 



Your.Help is needed now! If you 
believe that the Historic Home of 
the Houston Tigers must be 
preserved for o·ur future please act! 
Contact:otbeSchool;BoaEd ·Mem,beEs•~and,,1et~them · know>that 

any'newconstructioDs·houlfl;tnotcometatSJthe.costof,_the 
destruction ·ofour.· communityconstnuctedcobnilding. Plenty 
of unused space exists ·behind: the building:· for any future 
expansion or construction. Please don't ··be:'misledthat this 
building has lost its purpose or funeti@n. Examine it for 
yourself, it is a solid testament to quality construction, 
craftsmanship and building materials that do 
not exist today. 
Contact : Houston R-1 School District Bd. 

423 West Pine, 
Houston , MO. 65483 
( 417} 967~3024 

Or e~mail District School Board members: 
Tom Dunn - puppydoc@train.missouri.org 
Sharon ·Rees - sharonlearees@yahoo.com 
Kathy Hutcheson -askhutch@centUfjiel.net 
Call nowf!Don ' t wait until. the bulldozers 
get 
there!! 

Houston School Song 

'THE HGt5TO ; ~OAff 

Here's to dear aid Houstofl, 
She's tried and true; 
Gladly we 'fl biJck her 
In what she may do. 

Stt, the foe is trembling, 
Trembling with fe.ar; 

Push! Pull! for Houston, 
With chet>r on cheer. 



( Continued: Some of the Texas County Families who helped construct the HHS Building) 

S.E. Atkisson * William 0. Collins Roy E. Crawford .. Mary (Harris) Elmore 
Julia (Holt) Atkisson William W. Collins_ . r. . Lola (Rickard) Crawford " ._, :: · . 
James C. Bennett* Margaret (Ragsdale) Collins Williani G. DaviS · William Forbes .-
Cora (Miller) Bennett Walter Copeland* · Leona (M~Gibney) Davis <.'.\:. 

Cecil Bennett * Jenny (Connelly) Copeland . ,C,harley Davis Gl;tdys (Campbell)Forbes 
lsaac Bowles James. Corbett · · 'iJi!ssie_{Wallace) Davis " 
Mae (Spangle) Bowles Laura (Guilly) Corbett Waller Davis · · · John Fo~ter 
George Branson Claud Courtney Grace (C~oper) Davis . . , . ' ; , . 
Lelah (Vandervoort) Branson Ruth (Hedgepeth) Courtney John R. Douglas . Rhonda (B.urris) Foster 
James E. Bridges C.E. Covert * ' ' · Jennie (Bell) Douglas ' DaVidt: F6~ik * 
Mary (Ward) Bridges Virginia (Sutherland)Covert Bessie (Douglas) Gentry · ' ·t ' •· · 

John T. Bridges J.H. Covert * . Nellie Mae Gentry * . 
Helen (Burney) Bridges Anna (Garner) Covert Willis G .• Douglas Alice (Edwards) Foulk 
Mary Britzman * Albert M. Coyle Mau~e (DaviS) Douglas . · · 
James G. Brown* Ester (Pierce) Coyle · Charles H .. Du){e : ;Lewis A. Fourt * 
Irene (Gentry) Brown * Elbert E. Crawford Iris (Mott) Duke · Ransom W. Fourt: * 1 

Walter A. Browne Gertrude (Castor) Crawford Howard H. Eberhardt 
Henry Burch * Elbert M. Crawford Jennie (Harmon) Eberhardt . 
Julia (Hogan) Burch · Lou~se (House) Crawford C.E. Elmore* G~ldie (Todd) Fourt * 
T.E. Cavaness Home~ ~rawford Adda .(Crimson) Elmore 
Mattie (Keeney) Cavaness Bessie (Coats) Crawford James A. Elmore 
* a leader in building the bigh,SfhooJ, o~ganizing, financing, or a leading educator 

ALERT!!!!!! 
The Current Houston School Board is considering a proposal to destroy our 
Historic Houston High School Building. Please let them know that you 
oppose this. They need to hear your voice and demands to save this building 
which is an important part of our community heritage. 

Last April 81
\ the voters of Houston defeated a school bond issue which would 

have resulted in the destruction of the Historic Houston High School building. 
The Board is considering a new school bond proposal and will again in the 
April 2009 election be seeking $7.5 million dollars from local taxpayers for a 
building which will occupy the same site of the Historic Houston High School 
Building, Please demand that the School Board build on another site and 
preserve this important part of Houston's History and the home of so many 
Alumni memories. The building is still sound and stable based upon the expert 
handiwork and craftsmanship of our forefathers and fellow Houstonians who built 
it. This viable and strong edifice of a building deserves to continue to serve the 
people of this community who paid for it and the school board should be directed 
to preserve and protect this community asset rather than unnecessarily destroy it. 


